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Executive Summary 

Bristol Cycling Campaign welcomes the production of a region-wide plan for cycling improvements,             
which is something it has been calling for since 2013. We are pleased to see that a number of key                    
cycling routes in the city, which have large untapped demand, are proposed to receive              
improvements between now and 2036.  

We support high quality cycling infrastructure, suitable for All Ages and Abilities (AAA), across the               
city. This can be separated cycle paths, routes through green spaces away from roads or traffic                
filtered quietways, used as appropriate. 

Some of the proposed improvements in the LCWIP meet this high standard. We support these in                
principle now and will work with the local authorities through future consultations to secure their               
successful implementation.  

Unfortunately, we do not believe the level of ambition is anywhere near high enough for a 16 year                  
plan, in the face of a climate emergency. To significantly increase levels of walking and cycling,                
and reduce accidents and injuries, a step change in infrastructure is required in the next 5 years.                 
Instead, the LCWIP proposes modest improvements to existing cycle corridors. There are very             
limited proposals for key nodes on the network which have major flaws, such as the Centre and                 
Temple Gate. 

We call on WECA and the four local councils to be ambitious and put forward plans for a world                   
class safe walking and cycling network, tackling the climate emergency head on, while             
simultaneously boosting the local economy and rejuvenating our local high streets. The LCWIP as              
consulted is simply not good enough and the city deserves better.  
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1 Introduction and Context 

1.1 Bristol Cycling Campaign 

Bristol Cycling Campaign is the voice of cycling in Bristol. We are an independent volunteer-led               
advocacy group for those that want to cycle and those who already do. We want to see a future                   
where cycling in Bristol and the surrounding areas is so easy that everyone does it – our                 
communities will be happier, healthier, and greener. 

We're making Bristol better for cycling. We speak up for cycling locally, city-wide, and nationally.               
We lobby. We get involved in consultations. We promote the evidence. We call out the failures. 

Our volunteers and supporters work to create a vibrant and inclusive cycling culture, putting              
forward positive policy ideas and pressing for investment. 

Our goals: 

● Space for cycling - a comprehensive safe network of high-quality routes 
● Fair treatment for cycling - justice, design, funding 
● Political leadership to deliver ambitious change 

1.2 The Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan  

The Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan (LCWIP) for the Bristol area has been created               
by the West of England Combined Authority, it’s constituent councils (Bristol City Council, South              
Gloucestershire Council and Bath and North East Somerset Council) and North Somerset Council.             
It has been drawn up in response to a request from the government for all local authorities to                  
create such a plan. The government provided guidance and technical tools to authorities to help               
them create it. 

The plan is intended to show priority cycling and walking routes for investment over the next 16                 
years, identifying specific infrastructure interventions to be made to improve those routes. There is              
no specific funding currently being made available to build this infrastructure, but it is expected that                
central funding announcements will be made specifically in relation to routes identified in LCWIPs.              
This funding is likely to be linked with minimum design standards (figure 1). 
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Figure 1: Government “Core Design Outcomes for Cycling” from LCWIP guidance 

The key deliverables expected by the Department for Transport, as set out in the technical               
guidance, are: 

● A network plan for walking and cycling which identifies preferred routes and core zones for               
further development 

● A prioritised programme of infrastructure improvements for future investment 

● A report which sets out the underlying analysis carried out and provides a narrative which               
supports the identified improvements and network 
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2 General Response 

2.1 Overall Principles & Ambition 

Bristol Cycling Campaign welcomes the production of a single plan for the future cycling network of                
the city. In 2013, the campaign released its Bristol Cycling Manifesto, which included proposals for               
a comprehensive network of radial and circular routes, interspersed with quietways and low traffic              
neighbourhoods. The manifesto received support from across the political spectrum, including from            
the current elected mayors of both Bristol and WECA. In 2018, a condensed set of priorities from                 
the manifesto were submitted in response to the initial consultation for the Local Cycling and               
Walking Infrastructure Plan. 

 
Figure 2: Proposed network map from the Bristol Cycling Manifesto 

We are supportive of the overall principles outlined in the LCWIP, in particular the rationale in the                 
section “How investing in cycling and walking supports our transport vision”. It is clear, based on                
hard evidence, that there is a real opportunity for cycling and walking to transform the city for the                  
better. Whilst tackling the climate emergency head on, we can simultaneously boost the economy              
and rejuvenate local high streets. The health benefits would save NHS costs and increase              
workplace productivity, and all areas of the city would become more accessible than ever. 

However, the campaign is concerned that there is a significant disparity between the stated              
principles and the proposals which have been made in the detail of the document. A sixteen year                 
plan should be completely transformative, however in general the proposals display a distinct lack              
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of ambition. Some of the busiest cycling corridors in the city, most of which see large numbers                 
despite a lack of quality infrastructure, are only set to receive piecemeal upgrades of highly               
variable quality. Without implementation of continuous, separated cycleways, the full suppressed           
demand on these routes will never be released. 

We believe that the LCWIP should present the gold standard - i.e. the best possible cycling and                 
walking infrastructure which is suitable for each route, even if the implementation may require              
taking space from other modes. The document makes clear that each proposal will be subject to                
further consultation and detailed design work, and it is at this point that compromises can be made                 
if truly necessary. However, it seems that a huge amount of compromise has already been ‘baked                
in’ to the proposals, and it is unlikely that the detailed designs would bring these back to the                  
necessary level for a world class cycle network. 

2.2 Routes and Areas Identified for Improvements 

2.2.1 Route network 

Many important radial routes are identified in the LCWIP. These include some which currently have               
a reasonable amount of dedicated cycle infrastructure and some which have very little. We concur               
that a comprehensive set of radial routes to/from the city centre are critical to the overall network,                 
and welcome the improvement and/or introduction of infrastructure on these routes. 

 

Figure 3: Representation of the consulted plan produced by Bristol Cycling Campaign 

Whilst we are aware that the LCWIP is not intended to be a comprehensive plan, and therefore will                  
not include every planned infrastructure addition, we believe there are some major routes which              
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have been omitted. We engaged with the cycling community via social media, and the most               
commonly identified routes missing from the LCWIP were: 

● Frome Valley route via Riverside Park, Eastville Park & Stoke Park 
● Portway route to Sea Mills, Shirehampton & Avonmouth 
● The Pill Path alongside the Avon 
● Temple Meads to Barton Hill via Silverthorne Lane 
● Routes in east Bristol to provide relief to the Railway Path 

In addition, there are no “circular” routes proposed at all, i.e. those that go across the city, adding                  
to the number of destinations and, importantly, linking the radial routes together. Although we              
recognise that a large number of journeys are to and from the central area, circular routes are                 
essential to diversifying the array of journeys possible by cyclists of all ages and abilities. This in                 
turn would be a huge enabler to car-free lifestyles, reducing car ownership and usage in the city to                  
sustainable levels.  

The government guidance for LCWIPs states that a key deliverable in the LCWIP is “a network                
plan for walking and cycling which identifies preferred routes and core zones for further              
development”. No such plan is provided in the consulted document, only individual route maps, and               
ultimately we do not believe the proposals can be considered a “network” when they only connect                
together in the central area. 

2.2.2 The Centre and Temple Gate 

The routes identified in the LCWIP have one thing in common: they all terminate at or pass through                  
two key nodes - the Centre and Temple Gate. It is somewhat surprising that only limited changes                 
have been identified in these locations given their importance for cyclists connecting from one of               
the routes to another. Although principally route focussed, the LCWIP guidance offers the             
opportunity for the authority to identify “core zones” which require improvements, and we consider              
that the Centre and Temple gate are ideal candidates to be identified as such. 

 

Figure 4: Unclear cycle routes in the Centre (walking area left, cycle route right) 
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Both areas were recently redesigned and reconstructed, with significant alterations made to the             
road network, cycling and walking routes, plus open public areas. During these redesign, more              
space than previously was allocated to dedicated cycle routes, which is welcomed by Bristol              
Cycling Campaign. However, it is unfortunate that both of these areas contain serious design flaws               
in their cycling and walking infrastructure which limits their capacity for mass active travel, as well                
as reducing the safety of users of these routes.  

In the Centre, cycle routes are distinguished from walking areas only by their paving pattern and                
small symbols. There is no difference in material, colour or surface height and the delineation               
between the two areas is not contrasting. This results in many users of the area being unaware                 
that they are travelling in the wrong part, leading to unnecessary conflict. Roads running through               
the area are well contrasted and obvious, as are the bus lanes on those roads. 

 

Figure 5: High capacity separated cycleway which finishes at a busy pedestrian crossing 

In Temple Gate, a better design used on some “linear” parts of the route (parallel to roads) means                  
that there is generally a clear difference between cycle routes and pedestrian paths. However,              
there are still many areas where cycle routes “give up” and a good quality separated route                
suddenly turns into a shared use path. At road junctions, cyclists and pedestrians are squeezed               
together, often on narrow central islands, and must request crossings by pressing a button. In an                
area with a high volume of cycle journeys, which is both a key destination and an important through                  
route, this is simply not acceptable. 

There may be a reluctance to identify these areas for improvement as money has recently been                
spent there. However, given their huge importance in the overall network, we call on the authorities                
to accept that mistakes have been made and improve the design in these areas.  
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2.2.3 Low Traffic Neighbourhoods 

We are surprised and disappointed there is limited mention of Low Traffic Neighbourhoods,             
sometimes called Liveable or Healthy Neighbourhoods, in the LCWIP. These are a proven tool for               
facilitating cycling and, particularly, walking. They also enhance the urban environment. Please see             
https://www.livingstreets.org.uk/media/3843/lcc021-low-traffic-neighbourhoods-intro-v8.pdf for  
further information. 

The best British examples of Low Traffic Neighbourhoods are in the London Borough of Waltham               
Forest (https://www.enjoywalthamforest.co.uk/about-mini-holland/). Separated cycle tracks, in this       
case mainly stepped, are a key part of those schemes, as well as modal filters, pedestrianisation,                
with cycle permeability, and other traffic reduction techniques. We understand Bath and North East              
Somerset council are introducing Low Traffic Neighbourhoods in Bath, so we are very surprised              
they do not feature as a major part of WECA’s LCWIP and call for it to be revised.  

2.3 Design Principles 

The campaign welcomes the range of potential infrastructure improvements presented in the            
section “Types of improvements” in the LCWIP. Some of them have already been seen in recent                
infrastructure constructed in the city, however many have not been used in the West of England                
before. Continuous foot/cycleways and light separation, in particular, are features which have been             
used with significant positive impacts in recent schemes across the United Kingdom. 

Recent infrastructure upgrades in Bristol have sometimes been inconsistent in their design            
approach. To enable safe and consistent interactions with motor vehicles and pedestrians as well              
as other cyclists, there is a need to adopt a universal design language across the city on key                  
elements of cycle route design, including: 

● Surface material and colour 
● Junction treatment including crossings of side roads 
● Separators between cycleways and footways/roads 
● Signage 

In addition, to ensure designs are of high quality and consistent with best practice implementations               
across the country, a design standard should be adopted by all the councils in the area and applied                  
to any new designs. We strongly recommend that the forthcoming Local Transport Note 1/20              
“Cycle infrastructure design” is chosen, as it has been created by the leading experts in the UK and                  
will be the most up-to-date reference. As this document is to be released by the Department for                 
Transport, it should ensure that designs produced in accordance with it are eligible for grant               
funding. 

It would be useful if the types of improvements presented in the LCWIP could be categorised and                 
prioritised. At the moment, they are ordered somewhat randomly and it is not clear how they relate                 
to each other. A hierarchy of cycleway types, for example, should show that fully separated paths                
are the first choice and shared paths are only appropriate when cycle and pedestrian flows are                
very low.   
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3 Detailed Response 

3.1 Bristol Routes 

3.1.1 Bristol Route 1 (Centre to Hicks Gate via St Philip’s Marsh & Bath Rd) 

Overview 

This is a 4 mile route to the south eastern edge of Bristol from the City Centre. A key commuter                    
route passing the populous suburbs of Brislington and Totterdown. Arguably the gateway to Bristol. 

Overall assessment of proposals 

Potentially very good with proposals for a two way separated cycle path. Easily navigable as it                
follows the major Arterial, A4. The proposals are let down by tentativity (“where space permits”)               
and vagueness (“consider”). They need to result in a fully protected cycle route from Hicks Gate,                
certainly to Arnos Vale, and then along the river, but preferably also continuing along the A4/Bath                
Rd to Temple Meads. Shared use with pedestrians should be kept to a minimum as this route will                  
be busy. This is an opportunity to establish a true All Abilities and Ages cycle route restoring                 
Bristol’s much damaged reputation as a cycling city but it has to deal with pinch points by road                  
space reallocation not just give up. 

Detailed assessment of proposals 

LCWIP Proposal Bristol Cycling Campaign Assessment 

Baldwin St We welcome these proposals 

Victoria St We welcome a separated  two way cycle route and narrowing of all 
junctions. 

Temple Gate We welcome a separated  two way cycle route and were surprised this 
wasn’t included in the recent Temple Quarter development. More generally, 
Temple Gate cries out for a major Healthy Streets development. The 
crossing to Cattle Market Rd needs to be single stage. 

Riverside Path We welcome a new crossing from Cattle Market Rd which needs to be 
integrated with the University of Bristol’s development of the Old Sorting 
Office. We also welcome a separated  route as part of the St Philips 
redevelopment, which needs to be separated from the Footway. 

Sparke Evans bridge, 
Edwards Rd & Bath Rd (to 
Sandy Park Rd) 

We welcome the bridge and Edwards Rd proposals. We would urge a fully 
separated  route on Bath Rd, even if that involved rationalisation or 
reallocation of road space (there are three wide lanes), rather than shared 
use as cycle volumes will be high. 

Bath Rd (to Kensington Hill) We welcome the two way separated  cycle path and the reallocation of road 
space. It is essential the route continues, fully protected, through the St 
Philips Causeway junction, as that is intimidating to cyclists. Please limit 
shared use as far as possible but the route must be kept continuous. 

Bath Rd (to Bristol Hill) We welcome the two way separated  cycle path and the reallocation of road 
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space and parking (there is more space on Eagle Rd than Grove Park). 
Please limit shared use as far as possible but the route must be kept 
continuous. 

Bath Rd (to Hicks Gate) We welcome the two way separated  cycle path. Please limit shared use as 
far as possible but the route must be kept continuous. Widening the shared 
use path may be an interim compromise but is not a long term solution. 

 

Notable omissions 

1. Bath Rd (Bath bridges to Edwards Rd) 
The cycle route proposed does not follow the A4 from Bath Bridges to Edwards Rd.,               
although it is the direct desire line for travel and is mentioned as a variant. We appreciate                 
there are constraints of space, although the Three Lamps to Totterdown bridge section is              
wide. Over the longer term, this variant should be provided. We welcome the proposals for               
a cantilever path.  

2. Brislington Greenway 
This option, or addition is not mentioned. It should be considered 
https://bristolcycling.org.uk/old-brislington-railway-relief-road-or-green-haven/ 

3. Keynsham (link and bypass) 
Bristol route 1 needs to link into Keynsham, whether along Durley Hill/Bristol Rd, from the               
bypass, both or otherwise. And, in time, needs to continue, probably along Keynsham             
bypass, where there is space, to Saltford and Bath.  

3.1.2 Bristol Route 2 (Centre to Broomhill via Feeder Rd & St Anne’s) 

Overview 

The route is about three miles and connects the city centre (Bristol Bridge) with Brislington and                
Broomhill, serving St Annes and the commercial area on Feeder Road and St Phillips en route. 

Overall assessment of proposals 

The sections of route close to the city centre serve many businesses and the main railway station.                 
This could be a well used commuter route if it is direct and continuous. As proposed, it is not as                    
direct as it could be, and the standard of infrastructure varies, undermining the sense of continuity. 

An ascent to Broomhill heading out of the centre is inevitable; finding the most comfortable route is                 
a challenge. 

We suggest that the eastern end of the route could possibly be more usefully directed towards the                 
employment area of Brislington and extended to link to the route towards Keynsham along the A4                
Bath Road. 
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Figure 6: Typical conditions on Feeder Road 

Detailed assessment of proposals 

LCWIP Proposal Bristol Cycling Campaign Assessment 

Victoria Street, Temple Gate See Bristol Route 1 (§3.1.1 above) 

Extend red surface colouring and two-way 
segregated cycle route on Cattle Market Road 
up to Avon Street Junction. 

BCyC support this 
 

Install offset Toucan crossing across Avon 
Street. 
For Feeder Road consider short-term 
improvement of widening to a shared-use path 
due to overrunning from HGV’s. 
In the longer term widen to facilitate two-way 
segregated cycling and reallocate parking as 
part of redevelopment of St Phillips Marsh. 

We would be concerned that a short term unsatisfactory 
solution would become permanent, and would argue 
that a satisfactory route for a potentially well used 
commuter route must be a separated  two way cycle 
track. 
An offset (2-stage) toucan would be a repeat of the poor 
quality provision at Temple Gate. 
If this were implemented, the crossing of Avon Street 
should not be a toucan but a single phase for cycles in 
the traffic light sequence. 

Netham Park section Continuing on Feeder Road over the Bridge and then 
on to St Annes Road would be a preferable route as 
this is more direct to the shops at Wyatts View. The 
riverside path poses problems with width and a St 
Annes Road route would be safer in after dark hours. 
There is also an alternative Riverside route at the back 
of the industrial units on St Annes Road which could be 
used and would be wider. The Feeder Road Bridge is 
wide and could accommodate cycle tracks. 
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Significantly redesign roundabout to provide 
safe crossing points for pedestrians and cyclists 
and consider straight across movement similar 
to Old Market Roundabout. 
 

We are not convinced by a need for a route straight 
across the roundabout but agree measures to assist 
crossing approaches is desirable. 

Major scheme through St Anne’s Wood 
requiring local community engagement, 
considering resurfacing and widening path 
through woodland, as well as reducing gradient 
through landscaping, and install intelligent 
lighting. 

We are not convinced that this is the best ascent of 
Broomhill, or that acceptable gradients can be 
achieved. 
Consider options for separation on Wooton Road / 
Guildford road, and wider traffic reduction measures in 
the St Annes  / Broomhill area. 

‘Quietway’ approach along Lichfield Road and 
Guildford Road. 

We question whether Guidlford / Birchwood Road is 
suitable for a quietway approach if current volume of 
motor traffic continues to be present. Wider traffic 
reduction measures would be needed. 

 

Notable omissions 

1. We suggest considering that the route could have added utility if it were directed along               
Eastwood Road and Broomhill Road to access the Trading Estates and Bath Road. 

3.1.3 Bristol Route 3 (Centre to Henbury via Whiteladies Road and University of Bristol) 

Overview 

A route of 5 miles or more from the Centre to Bristol University, along Park Street and Whiteladies                  
Rd, shopping destinations, around Clifton, Cotham and Redland, inner commuter suburbs, to the             
Downs, a major leisure destination. Then continuing around Westbury on Trym, Henbury and             
Brentry, outer commuter suburbs. Potentially linking to Cribbs Causeway, another shopping           
destination, and large scale residential developments in South Gloucestershire. 

Overall assessment of proposals 

This is a worthwhile route and we welcome it. Potential usage of the southern section, from the                 
Centre to the Downs, would currently be considerable. Potential usage of the northern, out of town,                
section, from the Downs to Henbury, will increase dramatically as and when Filton airfield is               
developed for housing. The route needs to link to that new development and that development               
needs to be ‘cycle friendly’ 

The proposals for the northern section are mostly full separation and of high quality subject to                
finalising the details. The proposals on the busy but crucial southern section vary. The route gives                
out at the very busy Stoke Rd, Blackboy Hill, Upper Belgrave Rd gyratory with vague talk of                 
“improve”. Unless this crucial hub is tackled the route will be of little value; a cycle route is as good                    
as its weakest point. The busy southern section needs to provide continuous protected space for               
cycling on Park Street, Clifton Triangle and Whiteladies Rd. It also needs a branch on Park Row to                  
the BRI, Broadmead and Stokes Croft. 
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Detailed assessment of proposals 

LCWIP Proposal Bristol Cycling Campaign Assessment 

Park Street Is very busy and needs a separated cycle path, as contemplated, either with 
flow or bi directional. Parking needs to be removed. We believe Sustrans 
have a design available. The College Green/Anchor Rd/Centre junction needs 
redesigning. There is too little space for cyclists and pedestrians, who conflict. 
A traffic lane needs to be removed to enable the space for active modes to be 
increased. 

Colston Street & Lower 
Park Row 

We welcome proposed light separation on the uphill, outbound route. 

Park Row We welcome the proposal of light separation on Park Row but would ask that 
full separation be considered as this is a very busy road. Parking and perhaps 
a traffic lane may need to be removed.  

Woodland Rd and 
Cotham Hill 

We welcome the proposed two way separated cycle path on Woodland Rd. 
We welcome the proposed Quietway approach on Cotham Hill, on the basis it 
becomes one way with a cycling contraflow. At present it is not a quiet road 
so motor reduction measures are needed. 

Clifton Triangle This is a very busy gyratory system which deters all but a small minority from 
cycling. We welcome the proposed fully separated cycle facility but are 
concerned at the lack of detail. It may be necessary to remove parking, 
narrow traffic lanes or even remove short sections of traffic lane but the 
protection of cycles needs to be continuous. As an alternative a bi directional 
cycle track on the University side of Queens Rd could be considered.  
An alternative to full separation of bikes and motors is part pedestrianization 
of the Clifton Triangle. 
https://bristolcycling.org.uk/2013-10-29-pedestrianise-clifton-triangle/ 

Whiteladies Rd Is very busy and needs a separated cycle path, as contemplated, either with 
flow or bi directional. Parking and/or the central reservation needs to be 
removed to provide space. The contemplated two-way separated  cycle path 
from Victoria Rooms to Belgrave Road we welcome but it plainly needs to 
continue further along and up Whiteladies Rd.to Blackboy Hill. 

Blackboy Hill There is no explanation as to how the route will cross this multi lane set of 
roads which, with a steep gradient, and the gyratory at the top, is extremely 
intimidating to anyone on a bike. This is central to routes in NW Bristol and 
prevents all but a brave few from cycling. A traffic lane and/or parking needs 
to be removed to provide a fully separated cycle route. Alternatively, 
preferably additionally, the existing contraflow route on Grove Rd and 
Durdham Park could be improved with a safe (traffic light/toucan/tiger ?) 
crossing of Redland Rd. 

Westbury Road The Downs Committee has approved the separation of pedestrians and 
cyclists in light of the proposed cycle track along Westbury Road, with a new 
footpath being built on the Downs. We welcome the existing zebra crossings 
at White Tree roundabout on Westbury Road being upgraded. The section of 
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footway along Westbury Road can and should be widened to allow a 
minimum 4m shared path around the Badminton School grounds but 
separation of bikes and walkers should be maintained where width permits. 

Falcondale Road We welcome the provision of a separated cycle track along Falcondale Road 
from Westbury Road to Canford Lane. This should be extended to Greystoke 
Avenue. On street car parking should be removed.  

Passage Rd We welcome the proposed separated route on Falcondale Rd, Brentry Hill 
and Passage Rd to Crow Lane. We have commented on Bristol City Council 
plans for this route. If this route crosses from west to east of the A4018 at 
Greystoke Avenue that junction will need suitable crossings, preferably not 
two stage, and treatment.  
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1HTxjijO5dU5KXaI6CuPMLRXYtifHF
GwtTRRc1eCeVRM 

Cribbs Causeway The cycle route needs to continue into South Gloucestershire, whether by 
way of the Filton Airfield development or the A4018, or preferably both, at 
least to the Cribbs Causeway shopping centre. Future development plans 
suggest this area will have many new residents and therefore bikes should 
continue to be separated from not just motors but walkers as well. 

 

Notable omissions 

1. The proposed cycle route on Park Row needs to continue, lightly or preferably fully              
separated, along Perry Rd and Upper Maudlin Street to the BRI, a destination in itself. This                
route also has the advantage of a steadier gradient than Park Street. From the BRI it should                 
link via Lower Maudlin Street to Broadmead and along Marlborough Street via Dighton St              
and Jamaica St to Stokes Croft and route BRS/SG1. 
https://bristolcycling.org.uk/a-modest-proposal-8-jamaica-st-cycleway/ 

2. No safe link from this route BRS3, at Clifton Triangle, to Berkeley Place and Jacobs Wells                
Road, is envisaged, and this should be remedied. Jacobs Wells Rd has ample space for a                
separated cycle tracks without affecting motor capacity. 

3. The existing Stoke Road cycle track needs to connect to the proposed new cycle track               
along Westbury Rd. This requires a separated cycle track on Roman Road. The closure of               
Roman Road to through traffic or the removal of on street parking along Roman Road               
should be considered so that space for this cycle track is taken from the road rather than                 
the Downs.  

4. On the southern branch of Parry’s Lane a separated cycle track should be installed, with on                
street parking removed, to connect to the northern branch via Saville Road. This is already               
one-way and very lightly used other than for van parking. Consideration should be given to               
closure of the southern Branch of Parry’s Lane to through motor traffic. 

5. An additional Quiet way route through Westbury village should be provided as part of              
walking, public realm and traffic calming improvements but the primary route should be             
separated and on Falcondale Road, as envisaged. 

 

15 

https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1HTxjijO5dU5KXaI6CuPMLRXYtifHFGwtTRRc1eCeVRM
https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1HTxjijO5dU5KXaI6CuPMLRXYtifHFGwtTRRc1eCeVRM
https://bristolcycling.org.uk/a-modest-proposal-8-jamaica-st-cycleway/


 

3.1.4 Bristol Route 4 (Centre to Hengrove via Knowle) 

Overview 

This route begins at the Centre, travels to Temple Meads via Redcliffe Way, then onwards to                
Totterdown and Knowle before finishing at Airport Road. It follows busy desire line routes from the                
city centre, before switching to quieter back streets parallel to the main Wells Road corridor. 

Overall assessment of proposals 

The improvements proposed near at the city centre of this route will form key links in the central                  
area cycle network, as long as they are well designed and implemented. The proposed cantilever               
route across the Bath Bridges would remove a crucial pinch point in the network to south-east                
Bristol. 

The quietway treatment through Totterdown and Knowle will improve local access, but is not              
enough to provide a useful through route for cyclists further out of the city. The Wells Road corridor                  
should be considered in parallel to deliver this. 

Detailed assessment of proposals 

LCWIP Proposal Bristol Cycling Campaign Assessment 

Implement two-way segregated cycle path 
along Redcliffe Way (to Temple Gate 
Junction) delivered through planned 
redevelopment of Redcliffe Roundabout and 
adjacent car park. 

We strongly support this proposal. A key objective should 
be to connect the two-way path on Redcliffe Bascule 
Bridge to the new path at the Portwall Lane East without 
interruption. This could require a one way system and/or 
removal of parking on Portwall Lane. Parallel crossings 
should be provided at Redcliffe Street and Phippen Street. 

Two-way segregated cycle path on southern 
side of Temple Gate opposite Temple 
Meads Station entrance. 

This has already been delivered, but is not effective. It is a 
wide, high capacity path which terminates at a shared path 
at one end and a highly constrained toucan crossing at the 
other. See §2.2.2. 

Limited options for widening across Bath 
Bridges without removal of bus lane. 
Explore options for a Cantilever Path off of 
Bath Bridges and Railway Bridge. 

Although this is likely to be expensive, we believe it would 
be worthwhile. The route across Bath Bridges is highly 
unpleasant for walking and cycling and is a key missing 
link for routes 1 and 4 to south-east Bristol. 

Improvements at Three Lamps Junction to 
improve cycle and pedestrian safety. 

We agree that improvements need to be made here. 

Seek opportunities to widen existing 
shared-use path alongside planned bus 
improvements. 

Separated cycle infrastructure should be provided for this 
short stretch of the route along the main corridor. 

Improve safety and crossing opportunities at 
St John’s Lane Junction. 

We agree this junction needs to be improved. Dedicated 
cycle lights and crossings would make it easier to access 
the quietway. 

Adopt ‘Quietway’ approach with side road 
protection/priority along Winton, Knowle and 
Batham Roads. 

Parking restrictions and build outs should be introduced 
around junctions to improve sight lines. 
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Adopt ‘Quietway’ approach along Bayham 
Road. 

Redesign of entrance to Redcatch Park with 
Parallel crossing for access. 

We support this proposal. The junction with Woodbridge 
Road could be tightened up considerably to improve 
safety. 

Consider improved crossing facility over 
Broad Walk into Wellgarth Road and 
removal of mini-roundabout. 

We support this proposal. 

Adopt ‘Quietway’ approach along this 
section 

We support this proposal. 

Adopt ‘Quietway’ approach along this 
section and remove barriers to access from 
Airport Road. 

We support this proposal. 

 

Notable omissions 

1. Whilst we support the creation of the “quietway” route and appreciate the increased             
connectivity it will connect to the local centres, it does not provide a fast, high capacity route                 
for those travelling from further out towards the city centre. Therefore, we believe it is               
imperative that the Wells Rd corridor is considered as part of an ambitious scheme              
encompassing public transport and walking improvements as well. 

2. Wells Road south of Airport Road is very wide and could easily support a separated cycle                
route, connecting to Whitchurch and beyond. 

3.1.5 Bristol Route 5a (Centre to Hartcliffe via Bedminster and Knowle West) 

Overview 

This three mile route is designed to connect the southern residential areas of Hengrove Filwood               
and Knowle West with the city centre (St Augustines Parade). There is significant development              
around Hengrove and Fillwood for housing education health services and commerce which are             
both origins and destinations for trips. 

There has been substantial recent investment in the route, known as Filwood Greenway, some of               
which has produced good quality separated cycle track. The route overall is devalued by numerous               
access controls which are designed to prevent motorbike access to off highway sections, street              
crossings, junctions and the compromises typical when fully a separated facility is not deemed              
practicable. The result is numerous interruptions in a relatively short journey. 

Overall assessment of proposals 

It seems unlikely that the proposals will achieve a route of the standard needed for high capacity                 
commuter traffic, even though it is a reasonably direct route which seeks to feel its way through a                  
maze of residential streets without the guide of an existing arterial road, like the parallel Hartcliffe                
Way and Wells Road. 
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Figure 7: Hill Avenue - restricted access for vehicles - typical ‘Quietway’. 

It seems appropriate therefore that the route should become a ‘quietway’, a combination of traffic               
free paths, quiet streets with slow traffic speeds and separated facilities. 

The Northern Slopes are a significant change of elevation and a challenge to overcome, but               
increasing uptake of e-bikes reduces the significance perhaps. The route has very good             
connectivity with a large and growing population in the south of the city and serves many health,                 
education and employment sites. 

Detailed assessment of proposals 

LCWIP Proposal Bristol Cycling Campaign Assessment 

Consider options for improving current 
shared path layout on southern perimeter of 
Queen Square reflecting high pedestrian and 
cycle flows. 

There is a good case for diverting cycles from the central 
diagonal of Queen Square and routing via Prince Street 
and the southern side. Better distinction of the existing 
separated footway is required and separated connections 
at both entrances to the Square. 

Upgrade existing informal crossing across 
Welshback to a Parallel crossing. 

The existing crossing seems to function well in practice but 
a formal crossing would be an improvement. 

Ensure that segregated cycle facilities are 
incorporated into the redevelopment of 
Redcliffe Roundabout and adjacent car park. 
Implement two-way segregated cycle path 
on western side of Redcliffe Hill which 
requires the underpasses to be filled in. 

We support the proposal for this section. The underpasses 
do not appear much used and are intimidating. 
 
Reducing the number of phases in road crossings is a high 
priority. 

Ensure any future improvements to 
Bedminster Bridges incorporate walking and 
cycling priority and safety. 

The Bedminster Bridges are a major obstacle for cycles 
both east/west and north/south. We would support 
separated cycle lanes on the bridges, but it should be 
prioritised and not dependent on vague ‘future 
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Consider provision of a new pedestrian and 
cycle bridge linking Clarence Road to the 
segregated cycle path on Whitehouse Street. 

improvements.’ Dealing with Bedminster Bridges would 
obviate the need for a new bridge. 

Monitor usage of recently upgraded path and 
widen to 4m shared-use if necessary. 
 
Install further lighting and remove barriers to 
access. 

Separated cycle and pedestrian paths would be preferred. 
 
We support barrier removal. 

In the long-term consider removal of parking 
along Wedmore Vale to provide continuous 
two-way segregated cycle up to Northern 
Slopes. 
(see figure 8) 

Wedmore Vale is well used by vehicles and is a bus route 
and on-highway cycling would not fit with the perception of 
the route as a ‘quietway’. The shared use  footway is of 
variable width and achieving adequate space would 
depend on removal of on-street parking. This should be 
the stated aim of the plan, though we acknowledge the 
impact on residents which would have to be mitigated. 

‘Quietway’ approach with traffic calming and 
junction safety improvements from Northern 
Slopes. 

Improvements on existing provision would be marginal but        
the user experience and the street environment would be         
enhanced by public realm improvements e.g. street       
furniture, planting. 

Consider two-way segregated cycle path 
through Filwood Broadway. 

Traffic calming exists on the Broadway. Separated paths 
would be a marginal gain. 

Investigate potential for segregated route 
through Filwood Green development 

On site works suggest that a shared use path is being 
installed in new development. A separated path would be 
preferred. 

Segregated cycling through the Hengrove 
Park site. 
Continue two-way segregated cycle path 
along these sections. 

(Hengrove Park to Hareclive Road) This is desirable on 
Hareclive and Hawkfield Roads, but for the off highway 
sections and William Jessop Way the benefit is marginal. 

 

 

Figure 8: Wedmore Vale shared use footway 

  

 

19 



 

Notable omissions 

1. A programme of removal of barriers along the route should be included. 
2. A programme of street and public realm improvements along the route to more closely              

reflect the term ‘Greenway’. 
3. Hengrove Park would benefit from public realm improvements / parkland management as it             

is currently quite intimidating space to pass through. Encouraging cycle access could help             
facilitate improvements. 

3.1.6 Bristol Route 5b (Centre to Lockleaze via Concorde Way) 

Overview 

The Concorde Way is a well established cycle route in Bristol, connecting the city centre to St                 
Werburghs, Ashley Down and Lockleaze. Further north, it serves the MOD, a major employer, and               
the railway stations at Filton Abbey Wood and Bristol Parkway. 

The route consists of a fairly extensive off-road section, which regularly cross busy roads, before               
joining Mina Rd in St Werburghs, which is currently very busy despite attempts at traffic calming. It                 
joins a new separated cycleway on Bond Street before heading to the Centre alongside other               
routes via Castle Park and Baldwin Street. 

Overall assessment of proposals 

We welcome the proposed improvements to the existing separated parts of the route, which              
include lighting, currently provided on selected sections but not all. Better treatment where the              
route crosses busy roads will improve its continuity.  

We particularly welcome the proposed new section of separated path from Bonnington Walk to              
Muller Road alongside the railway. This will fill a missing link where currently cyclists are forced                
onto a more convoluted route via roads and cut-throughs. We recommend that the existing route is                
well preserved for access to the local area. 

The proposed Low Traffic Neighbourhood will improve the Mina Road section, although we             
consider that it should be a separate proposal rather than part of this route, as the benefits of an                   
LTN are far wider than this specific cycle route. 

Where the Concorde Way continues north into South Gloucestershire, the route becomes very             
constrained, particularly around the MOD, causing conflict with pedestrians. We are disappointed            
that no improvements are proposed for this popular section of the route. 

Detailed assessment of proposals 

LCWIP Proposal Bristol Cycling Campaign Assessment 

Lockleaze Sports Centre to 
Bonnington Walk Crossing 

We welcome the proposal to widen the cycleway which passes the Sports 
Centre, this will reduce the inevitable conflicts which occur when there is 
not complete physical separation between pedestrians and cyclists.  
We propose that lighting (potentially from solar powered standards) is 
installed on this section.  
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We welcome the proposal to provide a proper pedestrian and parallel 
crossing cycleway where Concorde Way crosses Bonnington Walk. This 
new crossing should be accompanied by effective measures to slow motor 
vehicle traffic. These should be accompanied by clear signage for motor 
traffic and cycle route wayfinding. 

Bonnington Walk crossing 
to Constable Road Crossing 

We welcome the proposal to widen the cycleway. It is not clear why the 
proposal document suggests lighting this section. It is already lit. 
We welcome the proposal to provide a parallel crossing where Concorde 
Way crosses Constable Road. Clear signage for motor vehicle traffic and 
appropriate vehicle speed reduction measures are essential on this road 
where motor vehicles regularly exceed the speed limit.  
We welcome the proposal to remove the route from Dovercourt Road and 
create a new path along the railway. 

Muller Road Crossing and 
Improved Cycleway to Mina 
Road 

We welcome any improvement to this section of Concorde Way. There is 
complete lack of clarity about shared surfaces, turning traffic to enter the 
small retail park and frequently vehicles stored on the highway for several 
months, which narrowed the carriageway. Realignment, a better crossing 
and clarity for the cycle user would be, together with proper signage, an 
enormous improvement. 
Lighting this section is essential and improvements should be made to the 
uneven surface. 
The sharp left right turns which take Concorde Way onto the Mina Road 
section are dangerous and the location of frequent conflicts between 
cyclists and cyclists and pedestrians. Realignment and/or improved 
signage should be provided here. 

Mina Road to the Motorway 
Underpasses 

We welcome the proposed two-way separated route underneath the 
railway, as long as this is properly protected from parking as has prioritised 
access to/from the carriageway. 
We welcome the proposal for a Low Traffic Neighbourhood along the whole 
of the route on Mina Road. This should extend down to the dangerous and 
poorly designed junction at Gatton Road and start at the residential end of 
Mina Road. 

Underpasses and Bridge 
over Motorway 

We would welcome any improvements to this particularly badly designed 
and signed section of Concorde Way. We fully understand the difficulties of 
widening the underpasses, but the barriers should be redesigned, the 
approach to the underpasses properly indicated, mirrors provided, and 
proper signage should tell cyclists to give audible warning of approach.  
Like the majority of the route a new sign system is essential. 

Frome River Section We welcome the proposal to widen the section along the river. Much 
however could be achieved with signage which told pedestrians and 
cyclists to keep left. Conflicts occur because this basic rule is not observed. 
Signage needs to be added to the crossing point – the Peel Street bridge, 
where there are crossflow conflicts, currently. 

Wade Street Crossing and 
Section to Champion 
Square 

The proposal to improve the Wade Street crossing is welcomed but a more 
wide-ranging approach is required. Traffic should be slowed on approach to 
the crossing, new surface treatment should prevent cars parking on the 
pavement on the riverside of Wade Street and the link between the 
crossing and the shared surface area by the housing should be properly 
signed and surfaced. 
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Notable omissions 

1. Widening of the section adjacent to the electricity pylon and substation north of Lockleaze              
Sports Centre and properly lighting the movable vertical posts, designed to prevent vehicle             
access, which are a significant hazard at night 

2. Improving the section where Concorde Way turns left, going north, to run past the MoD               
Abbey Wood site. The section of Concorde Way which runs past the Abbey Wood site is                
particularly congested and hazardous, especially at night. Pedestrian gates open directly           
onto the cycleway, the cycleway is too narrow and there is a raised white mastic section                
which is dangerous for a crossing cyclist, especially in frosty or icy weather. The cycleway               
needs widening. 

3. The roundabout at Mina Rd/James St/York St needs significant improvement;  
a. Traffic needs to be slowed on approach to the roundabout  
b. Drivers need to be informed that pedestrians and cyclists are crossing 
c. New crossing points need to be provided in the Dutch style away from the junction               

between the railway and the roundabout.  

3.1.7 Bristol Route 7 (Centre to Ashton Court via Festival Way) 

Overview 

Route 7 starts at College Green where it links to the existing separated cycle track connecting to                 
the city centre. The destination is Ashton Court, a strategic open space, and University of West of                 
England (UWE) Bower Ashton site. 

 

Figure 9: Site of bridge needed to bypass narrow section next to dwellings 

The route is reasonably direct and it is level, apart from a steep approach to Ashton Court                 
Mansion. There is separation of cycles and motor vehicles along a substantial proportion of the               
route, but the only separation of cycles and pedestrians is on College Green. There is a high                 
potential for conflict with pedestrians alongside the harbour, especially west of Jacobs Wells             
roundabout. Jacobs Wells roundabout involves staged light controlled crossings with consequent           
delays. 
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Should the emerging proposals for the development of Cumberland Basin come to pass, the usage               
of this route could be very high. 

Overall assessment of proposals 

The result of the proposed works will be a marginal enhancement of the existing conditions. There                
would remain long sections of shared use footway; proposals for separation of cycle and foot traffic                
are limited to sections where current conditions are not poor. 

There is a major omission of the extension of the route to join the existing Festival Way towards                  
Long Ashton and Backwell, important commuter destinations. 

Detailed assessment of proposals 

LCWIP Proposal Bristol Cycling Campaign Assessment 

‘Smoothway’ (levelling and relaying of a strip of 
cobbles) outside of Central Library. 

We would support a more cycle friendly surface 

Consider two-way segregated cycle path on 
Deanery Road  

The clear aim should be for separated cycle tracks 
on Deanery Road, failing which light separation. 

Toucan crossings on Jacob’s Wells Roundabout in 
combination with trying to reduce the overall 
number of crossing stages. 

A single stage crossing of Jacobs Wells Road to 
ensure continuity of cycle track. 

Localised widening to shared use path adjacent to 
floating harbour. Resurfacing of path to reduce 
impact of tree roots. 

The shared use path, lower than road level and 
next to the harbour would be difficult to widen and 
widening would achieve little. If on street car 
parking were removed west of Jacobs Wells 
roundabout road space could be freed up to create 
a two way cycle track. Space could allow this to be 
continued to the existing Rownham Mead bridge, 
but the benefits may be marginal on this wide 
promenade. 

Consider bridge across Rownham Mead to avoid 
barrier pinch point. 

The bridge at this point is essential and has been 
‘considered’ positively in the past. (Figure 9) 

Investigate cantilevering off of Cumberland Basin 
bridge and subsequent structure outside of Nova 
Scotia Bridge. 

A separated bridge would be supported; other 
options to a cantilever may be possible. We believe 
this has been investigated previously. 

Widen footway along Avon Crescent opposite Nova 
Scotia and provide Parallel crossing onto Ashton 
Avenue Bridge cycle link. 

Separation of cycle and foot traffic would be 
preferred if feasible. 

Implement two-way segregated cycle path through 
park adjacent to Ashton Avenue Bridge and 
underneath Brunel Way. 

This is supported, though a route following the 
existing shared use footway alongside the bus way 
and crossing under the Brunel Way would be a 
cheaper option, and only slightly less direct. 
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Extend provision through new development 
adjacent to allotments. 

Supported as two way separated cycle path. 

 

Notable omissions 

1. Light controlled crossing of bus way at Ashton Avenue swing bridge to default to green for                
crossing when no buses approaching. 

2. Assuming the intention is to use existing shared use footways along Kennel Lodge Road, a               
designated crossing at Bower Ashton is required. 

3. The Ashton Court Greenway is under construction as at March 2020, and due to open in                
April. The route must clearly be extended to include: 

a. Sealed surface on the new Greenway subject to planning consent; 
b. Improved safety at Ashton Court entrance from B3128. 
c. Potential for separated cycle path alongside B3128. 
d. Most importantly, Toucan Crossing of Ashton Road is essential for safety. 

3.1.8 Bristol Route 8 (Centre to Ashton Gate via Bedminster) 

Overview 

This route follows well used existing streets and routes and in principle is the most logical route                 
between the Centre and North Street, which is the focus of the Southville and Ashton area. The city                  
centre end of this route, along Prince Street, has recently been upgraded with a separated 2-way                
cycle track. 

Overall assessment of proposals 

We are supportive of improvements to this route, which is well used already despite the poor                
existing infrastructure at some locations along it. Working from the Centre outwards, the objective              
should be to provide a continuous, high capacity and safe route, minimising conflict between              
pedestrians, cyclists and motor vehicles. The proposals made go some way to achieving this, and               
in our detailed assessment we have made additional suggestions to make this a reality. 

Detailed assessment of proposals 

LCWIP Proposal Bristol Cycling Campaign Assessment 

Prince Street The recently completed Prince Street segregated cycle track is well used and 
generally adequate for current numbers of cycle users in the short to medium 
term. However there are a number of minor design problems which require 
rectification.  
Despite relatively few movements turning into Assembly Rooms Lane and the 
NCP car park compared to the number of cycle movements on Prince Street Cycle 
track, priority is given to vehicles turning rather than cycles. Bristol Cycling 
Campaign have raised the problem with officers and recommend that priority at 
these junctions/crossovers is given to cycles travelling straight ahead.  
The use of dashed ‘give way’ markings for pedestrian crossing points is not easily 
understood by cycles or pedestrians and should be replaced with painted 
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mini-zebra crossings (as used on Baldwin Street and elsewhere) which have a 
higher compliance rate. 

Prince Street Bridge Bristol City Council’s own traffic surveys of Prince Street Bridge show that the vast 
majority of people travel over Prince Street Bridge by foot or on a bike, yet nearly 
half of the space on the bridge is allocated to motor traffic. At busy times the west 
side of the bridge is overcrowded with large numbers of cycles in close proximity 
to the footway. Prince Street Bridge should be closed permanently to motor traffic 
and the cycle track diverted onto the east side of the bridge allowing more space 
for pedestrians and better segregation between users. 

Wapping Road The Wapping Road cycle track has been partially complete for some time and the 
priority should be to fill in the missing sections as soon as works on the Wapping 
Wharf site allow. The crossing over the Museum Street junction is currently very 
confusing and should be redesigned to give clear priority to cycles moving straight 
ahead. 

Cumberland Road Bristol Cycling Campaign supports the proposal to create a two way cycle track 
between Wapping Road and Gaol Ferry Bridge. Although only completed in 2017 
the Wapping Road/Cumberland Road roundabout makes no provision for cycles 
or safe pedestrian crossing and should be re-designed. 

Gaol Ferry Bridge  Gaol Ferry Bridge is significantly overcrowded at peak times and a new bridge is 
required to provide adequate space for both pedestrians and cycles.  

Dean Lane Bristol Cycling Campaign does not support the proposal for advisory cycle lanes 
on Dean Lane. Instead, Dean Lane should be stopped up at the Coronation Road 
End with a direct pedestrian and cycle crossing to Gaol Ferry Bridge and any new 
bridge proposed in future. At the time of writing (February 2020) the Coronation 
Road end of Dean Lane has been closed for 6 weeks for renewal of traffic signals. 
While the works have caused significant inconvenience to cycles and pedestrians 
using Gaol Ferry bridge, the closure of the junction Dean Lane does not appear to 
have caused wider motor traffic disruption. By closing the end of Dean Lane to 
motor traffic this would create a safe low traffic cycle route up to the junction with 
Catherine Mead Street. It would also have the significant beneficial effect of 
removing the majority of motor traffic passing Holy Cross Primary School. 

North Street Bristol Cycling Campaign supports the proposal to create a segregated cycle track 
along North Street. Consideration should be given to uni-directional ‘stepped track’ 
cycle tracks rather than a bi-directional ‘two-way’ track. While consultation with 
traders would be required, it should be remembered that provision of cycle tracks 
is a road safety issue that must be acted upon. 
Bristol Cycling Campaign does not support the proposal for advisory cycle lanes 
along North Street. Creating cycle lanes of adequate width to be safe and effective 
would require removal of on street parking, in which case any cycle lanes should 
be made mandatory as an interim measure prior to implementation of cycle tracks.  
North Street is also identified as an area for walking improvements and Bristol 
Cycling Campaign supports implementation of continuous footways along North 
Street. Cycle parking (both short term on-street and cycle hangars) should be 
considered for any additional space made available as a result of junction 
redesigns.  

BRS8 Variant  As the main commercial street and transport artery in the Southville and Ashton 
area, the principal route selection of North Street should be the focus of 
improvements in the area. The proposed route variant of Raleigh Road should not 
be considered as an adequate alternative to North Street.  
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However, this should not preclude improvements to this route. The existing shared 
path with painted delineation along Coronation Road is substandard and requires 
widening with a segregated cycle track and footway. Raleigh Road is one of the 
few roads in Southville between North Street and Coronation Road that has not 
been filtered from through traffic and so functions as a rat-run  through the 
neighbourhood. Modal filters or additional one-way restrictions on Raleigh Road 
and Greenway Bush Lane would make these roads safe for cycling. 

 

Notable omissions 

1. Coronation Road to Ashton Gate 
There are no proposals indicated for this stretch of the route but any cycle track along North                 
Street should continue to Ashton Gate Stadium. Consideration should also be given to how              
this route can connect to the existing Festival Way route (NCN33) and the Avon Gorge               
riverside path (NCN41).  

3.1.9 Bristol Route 9 (Centre to Inn’s Court via Malago Greenway) 

Overview 

Bristol Route 9 follows the existing signed Malago Greenway route to Imperial Retail Park, broadly               
following the Malago river. After leaving Route 8 on Dean Lane, it follows a route through quiet                 
streets and parkland.  

Overall assessment of proposals 

While Bristol Cycling Campaign supports the proposed improvements to this route, these proposals             
would not represent a significant improvement on the existing provision for cycles in this area.               
Greater consideration should be given to the proposed route variant identified as a dotted line on                
the map. This route is more direct, serves more significant local centres such as Bedminster               
Parade and East Street and provides a more direct route from south Bristol to Broadmead and                
Temple Meads. 

Detailed assessment of proposals 

LCWIP Proposal Bristol Cycling Campaign Assessment 

Dean Lane to Hartcliffe Way The improvements proposed on this section are a 
series of incremental improvements to the existing 
Malago Greenway route. Bristol Cycling Campaign 
do not object to these specific measures but 
question the selection of this route as a principal 
route from south Bristol into the city centre. 

Hartcliffe Way The proposals do not identify a number of 
significant problems with the existing Hartcliffe Way 
route. The existing shared path should be widened 
and upgraded to a separated cycle track and 
separate footway with cycle priority over side 
junctions. South of Novers Way the width is 
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inadequate and should be segregated from the 
footway.  

Variant Route The variant route provides a more direct and legible 
route that serves main local centres such as 
Bedminster Parade.  

 

Notable omissions 

1. A separated cycle track should be provided on Bedminster Parade and Malago Road             
linking to the separated cycle track along Redcliffe Hill proposed as part of Bristol Route 5.  

2. A link should be provided along Whitehouse Lane to connect to the cycle track along               
Whitehouse Street that forms part of Bristol Route 5.  

3. Another alternative route that should be considered is West Street which would provide a              
more legible and direct route and serve an important local centre.  

3.2 Bristol & South Gloucestershire Routes 

3.2.1 Bristol & SG Route 1 (Centre to Aztec West via Gloucester Rd) 

Overview 

This route goes from the Centre, north to Filton. It is likely to be the busiest cycling corridor in the                    
city, with surrounding steep hills and indirect back-roads resulting in cyclists being channelled on to               
this major arterial route, with little in the way of viable alternatives. 

 

Figure 10: Cycling conditions on Stokes Croft, typical of the basic infrastructure currently provided 
on much of the route 

Overall assessment of proposals 

We feel the proposed improvements do not do enough to improve safety along this route, or                
promote access to its shops via active travel. We acknowledge the complexities regarding width              
and provision for the shops. However, it is clear that significant reduction in parking provision and                
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increased enforcement should be the primary method for improving this route, and that opposition              
to reduced parking should not be deemed a valid reason to maintain the status quo. 

Our goal is for safe protected infrastructure to be built on this route.  

https://bristolcycling.org.uk/a-modest-proposal-6-eight-to-eighty-cycling-on-gloucester-road/ 

This will maximise cycling with benefits for local traders, cleaner air, healthier people and a               
generally happier environment in North Bristol. It only requires political will to make this a reality.                
These proposals could stand on their own, with through motor traffic being maintained, or              
combined with a bus scheme, involving bus gates, and closure of the route to through, non bus                 
motors. An effective bus scheme requires closure of the route, an effective cycle scheme does not. 

The proposals for this route in South Gloucestershire are very poor, and at odds with those in the                  
Bristol section. A route is marked on the map and then the proposal is “seek an alternative route”,                  
which doesn’t make much sense. The marked route is a very busy desire line, connecting the                
major employment areas of Aztec West and Filton in the north and Bristol City Centre in the south                  
with the dense residential areas in between. It deserves a much higher standard of infrastructure               
than what is proposed, and there is no suitable alternative route for longer distance journeys. 

Detailed assessment of proposals 

LCWIP Proposal Bristol Cycling Campaign Assessment 

Lewins Mead to St James Barton 
Roundabout 

We welcome the removal of the single traffic lane, with the 
addition of a separated cycle path. We also support the addition of 
4 second ‘Green Time’ traffic lights. 

St James Barton Roundabout to 
Egerton Road Junction 

We welcome all measures proposed. Parking rules should be 
enforced, especially at problematic stretches such as Stokes Croft 
(Northbound) where takeaway and Post Office traffic regularly 
block the cycle path. Cycle paths should be mandatory as 
opposed to the current advisory cycle paths. For the narrow 
section of Stokes Croft (Northbound), we recommend a red-route 
(no stopping at all) and mandatory cycle path with light separation. 
 
We support extension of bus lane hours, though this should be 
physically extended at least as far as the traffic lights at the 
junction with Claremont Rd. 

Egerton Rd to Quarrington Rd 
Junctions 

Whilst we support width reduction of side-road junctions, we would 
recommend some removal of parking to facilitate separated cycle 
paths. Stretches that cannot accommodate a fully separated cycle 
path should include mandatory cycle lanes with light separation 

Quarrington Rd to Kellaway Avenue We support all measures proposed.  

Kellaway Avenue to Toronto Rd We support all measures proposed. There is scope for separated 
paths along the majority of this section, including alongside 
Horfield common which is sometimes used as 2 lanes despite only 
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1 vehicle being able to fit through the traffic lights if the painted 
cycle lane is correctly observed. 

Toronto Rd to Northville Rd We support all measures proposed.  
We recommend improvement to the junction with Toronto Rd 
(Southbound), by removing parking adjacent to shops (grocers 
and tool shop). These parking spaces obstruct the left/ahead lane 
and provide limited scope for cyclists to access the advanced stop 
area. 

Kellaway Avenue to Southmead 
Hospital Roundabout 

We support the measures proposed. The design should ensure 
that there is a safe access to/from the path across the common in 
both directions, e.g. with a parallel crossing. 

Southmead Hospital Roundabout to 
Southmead Rd 

We support the measures proposed including the separated cycle 
path. 

Southmead Rd (Bristol) Implementing a shared path would require proper enforcement 
against the pavement parking which is prevalent along this stretch. 
If parking is to be removed, it may be possible to implement a 
separated cycle route on Southmead Road. 

Southmead Rd (South Glos) The carriageway is wide, as mentioned in the consulted document. 
This space should be reallocated to a separated cycle path, also 
removing some space from the existing poor quality shared path. 

Northville Road to Filton Roundabout There is no suitable alternative route to the east for this busy 
desire line.  

Filton Roundabout to Glebelands 
Road 

There is no suitable alternative route to the east for this busy 
desire line.  

Glebelands Road to North Way Resurfacing is welcomed but this corridor should have a much 
higher standard of infrastructure and the space is there to achieve 
it. 

Northy Way to Gipsy Patch Lane We support continuous footways but the shared use path should 
be separated walking and cycling paths. 

Gipsy Patch Lane to Aztec West This section, including the newly built junction with Hayes Way, is 
indirect and incredibly hostile for cycling. A large redesign is 
required to make it accessible for all. The proposals made will not 
achieve a lot. 

 

Notable omissions 

1. We would recommend redesigning the junction with Zetland Rd, Elton Rd and Cromwell             
Rd, which has seen one of the highest concentrations of accidents involving cyclists along              
this route. This is particularly problematic travelling Southbound, where the cycle path from             
Elton Rd merges cyclists with traffic turning right from Zetland Rd, who do not anticipate the                
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cyclists. This is further compounded by drivers turning left onto Cromwell Rd, across the              
cyclist's path. 

2. Filton roundabout carries a large number of cyclists heading north to large employment             
areas. It is hostile for pedestrians, cyclists and motor vehicles alike with traffic lights missing               
on some axes. It should be redesigned to include a northbound cycle & pedestrian crossing               
on the west side of the roundabout. The inside lane on the northern arm could become a                 
bus lane, allowing the bus layby to be removed and cycles routed behind. 

3. The entire desire line between Filton Roundabout and Aztec West is hostile for cycling. The               
carriageway is wide as it was originally designed for higher speeds, but is now 40mph for                
the whole route so could be much narrower. This route is crying out for a separated cycle                 
route. 

3.2.2 Bristol & SG Route 2 (Centre to Staple Hill via Railway Path) 

Overview 

The Bristol to Bath Railway Path is one of the busiest traffic-free cycling and walking routes in the                  
UK. The section between Staple Hill and Bristol city centre carries thousands of people into and out                 
of the city every day. Whilst it is a fantastic amenity, it is a victim of its own success and suffers                     
from capacity issues at points along its route. In addition, it is not well connected at the Bristol end,                   
relying on convoluted routes to get to the two main destinations - Temple Quay and the city centre. 

There is currently an ongoing initiative with the charity Sustrans, who manage the path on behalf of                 
Bristol City Council, to improve some of the infrastructure. Unfortunately, the amount of money that               
has been provided limits the improvements to “sticking plasters” rather than wholesale revamping             
of the route. 

Overall assessment of proposals 

We welcome the proposals to improve the connection to Temple Meads station and the Temple               
Quay employment area, in particular the conversion of the disused railway line alongside the St               
Philips recycling centre. Together with better connections along the Friary and along Victoria             
Street, it will also provide a more direct connection to the city centre. 

Detailed assessment of proposals 

LCWIP Proposal Bristol Cycling Campaign Assessment 

From this point heading outbound 
consider localised widening to 
3.5m segregated cycle path, 
improving lighting and installing 
pedestrian priority crossings where 
appropriate. 

We welcome the widening of the route where there is space for this, 
and for separation of users.  Established Bristol City Council, 
Sustrans and Department for Transport policies should be 
considered when deciding on the format of the separation. 
Prioritising pedestrians crossing over the path is to be discouraged. 
Instead crossing points should be clearly marked so as to warn 
those cycling of the crossing and to encourage pedestrians to wait 
for a suitable gap in the through traffic. 

Engagement with local community 
is key to delivery. 

We agree that engagement is important, and ask you to also 
recognise that engagement with the users (many of whom will not 
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live locally) is also important.  BCyC would welcome the opportunity 
to assist with this. 

Explore purchase of railway land 
and provide segregated route 
avoiding existing industrial estate 
diversion. 

We would welcome this new direct route towards Temple Meads 
station (via the “Cheese Grater” bridge).  The existing route through 
Newton Park / Hassell Drive Open Space, however, should be 
retained as this provides a useful link through to Old Market (via 
Trinity Street). 

Implement segregated cycle path 
along the Friary up to Meads 
Reach Bridge (‘Cheesegrater’). 

We support this proposal.  This section is already sufficiently wide 
for effective and clear separation.  As with all separation, we asked 
that greater effect be put into the effectiveness of the separation 
rather than the aesthetics of the separation. 

Delineate space for pedestrians 
and cyclists over bridge. 

We welcome the separation of users over the bridge.  The width of 
the bridge, and the peak flows means that the separation can 
probably only be by a central white line with clear markings on the 
surface indicating the pedestrian and cycle routes. 

Replace Toucan crossing over 
Anvil Street with parallel crossing. 

We would welcome the change of the crossing.  However, priority 
could be reconsidered entirely here to make the pedestrian / cycle 
crossing have priority at all times with a raised pavement and that 
motor vehicles should always give way.  This would fit in with the 
existing ‘Dings Home Zone’.  

Formalise parking arrangements in 
the Dings in consultation with 
residents to create 3.5m effective 
shared space width. 

We are not sure which road/s you refer to by “Dings”, but generally 
would welcome making pedestrian and cycle routes much clearer. 
Parking areas in Chimney Steps is currently unclear, which makes it 
difficult for pedestrians, cycles and other vehicles to use this area. 
There needs to be clearer marking of parking spaces so as to show 
the route through this area.  

Widen existing off road path from 
Dings to industrial estate. 

This is a popular off-road shared route.  Starting/ending at the 
junction of Chimney Steps and Barton Road.  Any widening of this 
area should not be at the loss of the existing green space. 
Bollards would be useful on the pavement where the route joins 
Barton Road to prevent parked vehicles blocking access. 

Consider banning left turn at Marsh 
Street to simplify junction and 
improve safety. 

We would welcome banning the left turn here.  This would also 
create space in Marsh Street for a cycle route from Marsh Street to 
join with the separated cycle route on Baldwin Street. 
There is also an issue at this junction which makes it difficult for 
cycles to travel along Marsh Street across Baldwin Street towards 
Clare Street. 

Upgrade existing crossing on 
Queens Street to a Parallel 
crossing. 

Assuming this refers to Queen Charlotte Street, we support this 
measure. 
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Notable Omissions 

1. We are already in detailed discussions with Sustrans regarding their proposals for changes             
on the Bristol & Bath Railway Path, these discussions are ongoing. 

2. The crossing on Church Road near Croydon Street could be changed to a parallel crossing               
to ease cycle access from the Bristol & Bath Railway Path at Kingsmarsh House (via               
Kingsmarsh Way) to link to the cycle route to the north of Lawrence Hill which proceeds                
north along Easton Way etc. 
 

3.2.3 Bristol & SG Route 3 (Centre to Kingswood via Barton Hill & St George) 

Overview 

This route largely follows an existing signed route, the “Wesley Way”, which follows a network of                
back streets connecting Lawrence Hill to Kingswood. En route, it passes through Barton Hill,              
Redfield and St George, coming within close proximity of a number of schools. Currently the route                
has little in the way of hard infrastructure, mostly relying on signage and paint on the road. 

Overall assessment of proposals 

The improvements proposed will provide a modest improvement on the current signed route, and              
we welcome sections of separated cycleway and reductions in motor traffic. However, the number              
of changes in level of provision along the route are likely to deter/confuse some users, and will limit                  
its use as a high capacity corridor for active travel. 

Detailed assessment of proposals 

LCWIP Proposal Bristol Cycling Campaign Assessment 

Provide segregated cycle route on 
Summerhill Road from Summerhill 
Terrace junction to Hillside Road 
junction. 

Welcome this proposal.  There is a longstanding problem with cars 
parked on the pavement at the second hand car dealers, and so 
posts would be needed to ensure cars do not park on the separated 
route. 
See: https://goo.gl/maps/XvXdQTyGikrxbWtS8  

Investigate segregation or traffic 
calming on Hillside Road but likely 
to require reallocation of parking. 

Welcome this proposal.  Suggest bi-direction on the south side (to 
reduce the number of junctions affected) and for the separated 
route to have priority at junctions with side roads.  Care will need to 
be taken to prevent parking on the cycle route. 

Provide either Parallel or Toucan 
crossing over Kingsway Road. 

Assuming this refers to “Kingsway”, we support this proposal and 
would strongly prefer a parallel crossing. 

Maintain quietways approach Quietways should be a key component of the road infrastructure. 

Keep ‘no entry’ on Queens Road, 
but exempt cycles. 

Welcome this proposal.  This will add a useful cycle route to Trooper 
Hill field and Nature Reserve as well as to the proposed separation 
on Hillside Road. 
The ‘no entry’ at the junction of Queens Road with Diamond Road is 
currently poorly signed, and this will need improvement. 

Introduce Parallel crossing and A raised zebra crossing is already on Avonvale Road to aid 
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raised table to improve connection 
from Victoria Avenue to Pilemarsh. 

pedestrians crossing from Victoria Avenue to Pilemarsh.  The 
crossing would need to be re-located nearer the Victoria Avenue 
and Pilemarsh junctions with Avonvale Road if it were to become a 
parallel crossing. 

Introduce light segregation on 
existing Pilemarsh contraflow cycle 
route. 

Pilemarsh would benefit from the contraflow cycle lane being more 
clearly marked on the surface of the road.  
There is also a problem with motor vehicles joining Pile Marsh from 
Terrell Gardens ignoring the one-way restriction (which is not clearly 
signed.  The end of Terrell Gardens should be re-shaped to ensure 
motor vehicles travel towards Blackswarth Road. 

Provide raised table and Parallel 
crossing at Blackswarth Road 
junction. 

Assuming this refers to the junction of Blackswarth Road, Beaufort 
Road and Pile Marsh, we support this proposal.  The cycle route 
from Beaufort Road across Blackswarth Road to Pile Marsh needs 
to be made easier. 
Preventing motor vehicles from turning from Beaufort Road into 
Blackswarth Road would significantly reduce the amount of through 
traffic along the narrow Beaufort Road. 

Explore ‘no access for motor 
vehicles’ / one-way on Beaufort 
Road to reduce through traffic and 
adopt Quietways approach. 

Bristol City Council has already developed plans for a series of ‘no 
entry except cycles’ “plugs” to reduce through traffic, but these were 
not progressed due to local resistance.  
A restriction of no left turn (except cycles) from Beaufort Road to 
Blackswarth Road, and no right turn (except cycles) from 
Blackswarth Road to Beaufort Road would reduce through traffic 
significantly on Beaufort Road. 

Continue segregated cycle path 
along short stretch of Church Road. 

(not sure where this refers to) 

Explore making Ducie Road 
one-way and segregate cycle lane 
over bridge from south of car park 
over the bridge 

We anticipate resistance to one-way proposal if it affected two-way 
access to Lincoln Street and access to the public car park on Ducie 
Road.  Better to consider one-way (except cycles), with contra-flow 
mandatory cycle lane (with parking restrictions) from the car park . 
Lincoln Street towards the bridge. 

Redesign Morley Street junction to 
better integrate segregation path 
from Ducie Road. 

The Ducie Road / Morley Street junction does need a redesign as 
there is currently a lot of wasted space.  Also creates an opportunity 
to improve cycle and walking access to Wellspring Settlement 
(previously Barton Hill Settlement). 
Would be good to also improve access to Cobden Street contraflow 
from Morley Street. 

Explore introduction of modal filter 
on Victoria Avenue to reduce 
through traffic and adopt Quietways 
approach. 

We welcome measures to reduce through traffic on Victoria Avenue. 
We would welcome more information on the options being 
considered. 

Consider two-way segregated cycle 
route along Clarence Road toward 
Lawrence Hill Roundabout. 

We welcome this and suggest it links to the cycle contraflow on 
Thrissell Street. 
(NB: Clarence Road is usually referred to as Easton Road) 

Implement segregated cycle path 
across Old Market Roundabout and 
link up with Bond Street two-way 
segregated cycle path. 

The separated cycle path has been completed across the Old 
Market Roundabout. The link to the Bond Street route is 
discontinuous and involves an area of shared space, which should 
be rectified. 
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Upgrade crossing on Lamb Street 
and Trinity Street 

Lamb Street crossing: Lamb Street has a shared path.  An improved 
crossing to link with Wade Street would be helpful. 
There is currently no crossing on Trinity Street, so not sure what the 
LCWIP is proposing. 

Implement mandatory cycle lane on 
Braggs Lane. 

Part of Braggs Lane already has a mandatory cycle lane.  Despite 
the fact that this is beside a police station there are frequent 
problems with vehicles blocking the contra-flow lane. 
We would welcome the entire length of Braggs Lane having a 
mandatory cycle lane. 

In the longer-term, consider 
widening route through 
Castle Park as demand 
increases. 

We support this. A clearer indication of the cycle path would be 
useful, such as a subtle red colouring. 

Provide two-way segregated 
cycle path on Castle Street 
on approach to Old Market 
Roundabout. 

We support this. At the junction with Lower Castle Street and Tower 
Hill, the junction should be reconfigured with separate cycle and 
pedestrian crossings, either parallel or traffic light controlled as 
appropriate. 

 

Notable Omissions 

1. The crossing from Castle Park to Baldwin Street is poorly designed and has very long wait                
times for pedestrians and cyclists. It is also not easily possible to join the cycle tracks from                 
Bristol Bridge direction. 

2. The shared path on Lamb Street needs to link better to the cycle track on Lawford Street at                  
the junction with Braggs Lane. 

3. The shared path on Lamb Street needs to link better to St Mathias Park (which leads on to                  
Champion Square). 

4. The contraflow cycle lane on Lawford Street comes to an abrupt end near “The Palace               
Hotel” (known locally as “The Gin Palace”) with no clear indication where the route goes.               
There needs to be a clear route connecting to the traffic light junction at Lawford Street /                 
Old Market Street / Midland Road / West Street. 

5. The junction of Church Road and Blackswarth Road needs improvement for cycling.            
Signage states there is no right turn from Church Road south / right into Blackswarth Road,                
but the Traffic Regulation Order states this does not apply to cycles. 
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