
Traffic Management Proposals Consultation March 2023 

Analysis of Responses 

 

Summary 

 

A total of 121 completed feedback forms were received. Those responding were asked to provide their 

thoughts on each of the proposals for the 14 sites by ticking one of five numbers on a scale ranging from ‘1’ 

to indicate that they really dislike the proposal to ‘5’ to indicate that they really like the proposal. 

 Respondents could also add any additional comments they had in respect of each of the proposals.  In 

addition, respondents were asked to confirm their postcode and age group to give an indication of the 

areas of the village and age groups represented in the consultation response. 

 

Responses by postcode: 

The postcodes entered in the feedback forms indicate responses from a large number of postcodes. 

Postcode Street name Number 
from 
postcode 

 Postcode Street name Number 
from 
postcode 

TA4 3AN Mount Street 4  TA4 3QG Lydeard St Lawrence 1 

TA4 3AT Church Street 1  TA4 1AZ Oake 2 

TA4 3AX High Street 5  TA4 3LW Taunton Road 3 

TA4 3NL Barton Hey 2  TA4 1HX Graham Way, Cotford St Luke 1 

TA4 3BS Minehead Road 2  TA3 5DW Leighton Drive, Creech St 
Michael 

1 

TA4 3PQ Woodridge Mead 1  TA1 2RP Tyne Park, Taunton 1 

TA4 3AR Quantock View 1  TA2 7PN Malvern Terrace 1 

TA4 3NW Four Acre Mead 2  TA4 1JB Cotford St Luke 1 

TA4 3BU Station Road 1  TA1 5BA Aylands Road, Taunton 1 

TA4 3LN Mill Lane 1  TA4 3DB Greenway 1 

TA4 3LH Mount Street 3  TA2 7LT Kilve Crescent 1 

TA4 3AP Quantock View 2  TA1 2PW Severn Drive, Taunton 1 

TA4 3NP Millers Way 4  TA23 0TU Watchet 1 

TA4  2  TA4 3HT East Combe 1 

TA4 3DL Station Green 1  TA2 7SY Craig Lea, Taunton 1 

TA4 3PE Bull Meadow 1  TA4 3FB Esdaile Close 1 

TA4 3BB 
/3BD 

Darby Way 6  TA4 1PD Burge Crescent, Cotford St 
Luke 

1 

TA4 2YA Bishops Green, 
Wiveliscombe 

1  TA2 6RS Vilberie Close, Norton 
Fitzwarren 

1 

TA4 3UA Homefield 1  TA4 3AS Piffin Lane 1 

TA4 3HU East Combe 1  TA1 5AR Wellington Road, Taunton 1 

TA4 3NS Wheatstones 2  TA2 8EH Adcombe Road, Taunton 1 

TA4 3PE Bull Meadow 2  TA4 3NL Barton Hey 1 

TA21  1  TA4 3PH Snathe Lea 2 

TA4 3FG Boles Road 2  TA4 3DN Pound Lane 1 

TA4 3QX Webbers 1  TA4 3NJ Hamber Lea 1 



TA4 3LE Kings Yard 1  TA4 3PG Moorlands 1 

TA4 3NH Hither Mead 1  TA2 8PP Monkton Heathfield 1 

TA4 3NX Groats 1  TA4 3AU West Street 1 

TA4 3BA Cothelstone Road 1  TA4 3AW Quantock View 1 

TA2 7SN Kingston Road 1  TA4 3LJ Lydeard Mead 1 

TA2 6TX Darwin Close 1  TA3 4BN Taunton Road 1 

TA4 3ES Heathfield 1  TA4 3BJ The Bartons 1 

TA4 1NY Manning Rad, 
Cotford St Luke 

1  TA4 3NY The Leat 1 

 

Responses by age group 

The age groups entered in the feedback forms indicates that responses were received from most age 

groups and most coming from the 40-49 age group. 

 

Popularity of proposals 

The proposals which were consulted upon are as follows: 

Site 1 Option 1 Gore Square (Infill central area with block paving) 

Site 1 Option 2 Gore Square (Infill central area with asphalt overlay) 

Site 2 Mount Street (Gore Square to Village Hall) 

Site 3 Mount Street (Village Hall to Hither Mead) 

Site 4 Hither Mead Bridge 

Site 5 Mount Street (Quantock View to the Bird in Hand) 

Site 6 Option 1 Mount Street (School Entrance Pedestrian Crossing) (Flush) 

Site 6 Option 2 Mount Street (School Entrance Pedestrian Crossing) (Raised) 

Site 7 Station Road (pedestrian crossing between Broadgauge Business Park and the 
Underpass) 

Site 8 Church Street Pedestrian Crossing 

Site 9 Cothelstone Road (Delta Rise to Glanfield Close) 

Site 10 Village Gateway on Taunton Road 

Site 11 Village Gateway on Station Road (east of A358) 

Site 12 Village Gateway on Minehead Road 

Site 13 Village Gateway on West Street 

Site 14 Village Gateway and Crossing Point on Cothelstone Road by the Football Club 

 



From the responses the proposals can be ranked in order of most popular, in a variety of ways, two of these 

are provided below. 

The number of times a ‘5’ response was received: 

 

The number of times a ‘4’ or ‘5’ response was received: 
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Responses in Full 

Site 1: Gore Square 

 

Additional Comments: 

• Block paving can be more difficult for those with restricted mobility. 

• Not providing a safe continuous pedestrian walkway out of Gore Square down Taunton Road seems to 

be an opportunity missed (the tarmac outside the former Post Office is private land with cars parked 

alongside, meaning you have to walk around the outside of cars along the road and into oncoming 

traffic). 

• Block paving would be costly to install and maintain. It is highly likely that some sinkage would occur 

over time as this route is frequently used by heavier weight traffic such as buses and delivery trucks 

visiting the village. 

• Stop wasting money. 

• Agree as proposed. 

• How about railings or bollards to separate roadway from pedestrian pathway. 

• Reason being it’s raised with block paving which will sink with heavy traffic coloured tarmac would be 

better maybe if room small planters with trees 

• Will cause traffic chaos. 

• Need pull in for traffic before any changes to surface, or lights for one-way system 

• Option 1 is a more expensive option than Option 2 and in my opinion not any more effective, so Option 

2 is preferred. 

• Go for option 2 if you need to save money to complete as many chosen sites as possible. 

• A very good improvement but I'm concerned at the communication needed between drivers, 

pedestrians etc with four exit/entry points. 

• Gore Square needs no alteration as far as the proposed raised area. It is a needless waste of money. 

There is no speed related accident or any other type of accident record at this location. Speed of 

vehicles is not an issue. However certainly the proposed traffic management speed humps at village 

gateway will slow traffic to 20mph. 

• This is an ancient site. Leave it alone to work well as it has done for many years. Parking is seen as a 

problem, but I believe is instils more caution with drivers. Pavement could be widened. I cycle through 

it regularly with no problem. 



• I like this a lot as it will enhance the village to people entering the village for the first time and also 

make a point that they are entering a village . My only comment would be that all raised paving / paths 

etc should be in a coloured stone that fits in with the red brick stone of the village 

• Cost is the issue. 

• Apart from the ramps (speed humps) which I'd welcome, rest totally unnecessary. 

• Gore Square is an ancient area and should be left alone to work well as it does and has done for 

hundreds of years. It causes no problem except parking and that slows traffic and makes drivers more 

cautious 

• I do not like the idea of raised roadway. With the cost implications of raising the Highway and the 

amount of funds in the CIL pot limited I feel that useful savings in costs can be made by omitting the 

raised road. 

• To block pave the central area would be an unnecessary expense. 

• The substantial raised area will show that vehicles must slow down. The block paving makes a definite 

statement. 

• From working this route every day with young children, there is currently a pedestrian / vehicle conflict 

point at the SW corner of the Lethbridge, where the car park entrance is located. Inter-visibility is an 

issue here. The proposals have the ramp for the raised table also located at this point - Suggest the 

table is extended further southwest along Station Road to include the pub car park entrance, therefore 

ensuring the potential for vehicle conflict and last minute breaking for the ramp is not also combined 

with the ped/vehicle conflict described above. Designer should not Gore Square is in a designated 

conservation area, therefore the proposals will require approval from Somerset Heritage officer. It 

should also be noted that building up the carriageway level against a private property wall, such as the 

Farringdon thatched residence will require their approval. The south western proposed buff tactile 

crossing would potentially miss-guide the visually impaired, as there is no continuation of footway into 

Taunton Road therefore they would be walking in the carriageway, opposing the traffic. This is likely to 

be raised in any Road Safety Audit. 

• Please leave it alone. There is no need to change it 

• I understand that this is the most expensive of the 14 proposed sites but feel that little will be achieved 

in traffic calming or pedestrian safety 

• Expensive and I'm not sure it will slow cars down once they've gone over it. 

• Under heavy vehicles and turning loads paving blocks can become loose and noisy and require more 

maintenance than asphalt. The granite cubes to the north and south of Gore Square which are not 

behind kerbs will be a collision hazard for turning vehicles unless they are tall enough and have hi-vis 

markings (or are replaced by bollards). 

• Very dangerous for motorcyles. 

• Prefer this to option 2 as it is more aesthetically pleasing 

• Prefer option 2. 

• However, if the cost of this was too much, coloured asphalt overlay could be used. 

• Central area should be coloured asphalt. 

• It will also add character to the square. 

• Both options are very important to provide continuous footway from Station Road to Mount Street. 

Existing virtual footpath on Station side is potentially dangerous. 

• Waste of money. Gore Square works well as it is and has for hundreds of years. 

• Would this be in keeping with an established old village setting? Does this section have a conservations 

status? 

• Not in favour of raised area in the village centre. 

• No need for all of this expense 



 

Additional Comments: 

• I don't like ramps. 

• Save the money to spend on something else. 

• This seems to be a better solution than option 1 for this location, although I would question why an 

asphalt overlay cannot be used for the entire installation, with no block paving. 

• More cost effective than Option 1, but any paved area needs to be constructed with design loads which 

recognise that heavy buses and trucks use this area. Subsidence of paved areas and broken bricks will 

only cause a hazard and ongoing maintenance difficulties. Repairs often seem to be undertaken by 

unsightly patching with tarmac. 

• I feel the coloured asphalt will make more of a contrast. 

• Yes loads. 

• Don’t really have an opinion of either choice. Just want cars slowed down. 

• If we are going to do this, then let’s do it properly. 

• Block paving would be aesthetically more pleasing and probably have a greater traffic calming effect. 

However, if cost constraints force the use of coloured asphalt that would be better than nothing. I 

understand that this is the most expensive element of the proposals. If there is insufficient funds to do 

the entire works proposed I hope consideration is given to expending whatever funds remain to 

improving the existing pedestrian pavements and narrowing the vehicle roadways. This part of the 

village could be vastly improved even if the full proposal proves to be unaffordable. 

• Gore Square is an important entry point to the historic core of the village. Visitors from the railway 

which bring trade to village businesses have to pass through the square and improving its ambiance in 

my view will benefit the entire village. I am concerned that financial constraints will result in us not 

taking advantage of this opportunity. 

• Would the colour of the asphalt affect the conservation status of the village? 

• Use money for something else. 

• Concerned that there is insufficient space for vehicles, esp. larger ones, to turn. 

• Go for this if you need to save money to complete the project but do prefer Option 1 

• a coloured asphalt area will not slow down the traffic. 

• No need to alter this site. It works well as it is. 

• Cheaper but not as visually appealing 

• Apart from the ramps (speed humps) which I'd welcome, rest totally unnecessary. 

• The most important feature is the humps to reduce speed. 

• Preferred because of likely lower costs compared to other option. 



• Leave it alone. 

• I do not like the idea of raised roadway. With the cost implications of raising the Highway and the 

amount of funds in the CIL pot limited I feel that useful savings in costs can be made by omitting the 

raised road. 

• In other areas I have seen coloured asphalt, it wears away over time. It then looks tatty and unkempt. 

• Preferable to option 1 

• Pretty pointless, I think. 

• Slightly preferable to option 1 but I still object to paving blocks and granite cubes in the carriageway 

which are not behind kerb lines. 

• Don’t like tar in time would create potholes. 

• Need to ensure there is sufficient room to enable large vehicles to turn. 

• I think paving the whole area is more distinctive. 

• No need to alter junction. Footpaths could be widened. 

• Prefer this to paving the area. 

• Cheaper is the best bet. 

 

Site 2: Mount Street (Gore Square to Village Hall) 

 

Additional Comments: 

• The additional raised section with Mill Lane is unnecessary when including the proposal with Gore 

Square also. This would make the driving experience through the village akin to Cotford where is it a 

constant battle through the bumps and gears. 

• This seems to be a very suitable solution for pedestrians and vehicles using this narrow stretch of road. 

• Unless it can be proved that these proposals will not mitigate against the continuation of the 28 bus 

route along the Mount Street/Hither mead loop, I do not support any of this in its present form. If the 

bus company were to decide that narrowing the road and providing increased hazards and risk of 

damage to their buses means that they could not continue to safely route their buses this way, the 

village may well find that the nearest bus stop to the village centre would be outside the brewery on 

Westridge Way. If this were to be the case, we may well achieve a measure of traffic calming and 

improved pedestrian safety in Mount Street, but only at the expense of making the village even more 

car dependent, which is totally at odds with sustainable development. The bus company should be 

given a veto on these proposals if they consider them unworkable. 



• This would also be an opportunity to add a speed bump to slow that traffic that speeds through 

sometimes at 50/60mph. 

• At the consultation your expert kept talking about "one way" traffic, when what he meant was single 

lane with passing places. This is a great idea to keep pedestrians safe and give houses alongside more of 

a view when moving a car on to the road. 

• Agree as proposed. 

• Roads narrow enough already. 

• So many people have to walk on the road down this stretch and it’s so dangerous 

• I have concerns that having a raised area at the junction of Mount Street and Mill Lane vehicles will be 

encouraged to use the pavement, more than they already do at busy times including when children are 

going to and from school. There is also in my view a heightened risk of vehicles colliding with the 

boundary wall of Warre House. I suggest that bollards should be used to confine vehicles to the 

roadway. The proposed works may also lead to increased congestion at busy times. Overall, I would 

prefer to have a system directional priority signs rather than a raised junction despite the resulting 

increase in "street furniture". 

• Pavement widening is the vital element of this site. 

• Traffic congestion buses etc 

• Wider pavement makes sense. How will it affect deliveries tractors and other larger vehicles that need 

to get through? 

• Need plenty of space to pull in for one-way sections. Think Mount Street should have priority over Mill 

Lane unless traffic lights are put in place on Mount Street 

• I walk from Mill Lane to Mount Street often, and having calming at that point would be useful as it can 

be difficult to see approaching cars. I also like the wider pavement, particularly for prams and mobility 

scooters. I am slightly nervous about potential congestion, but it won't be that different from what we 

have already. 

• This is a must do. However, it will potentially increase the traffic along Hither mead and the current 

proposal is insufficient for Hither mead. 

• An excellent idea to increase the pavement width. This part of Mount Street is already treated by 

drivers in two stages. This will formalise what is already happening as well as making it much safer for 

non-car drivers. 

• Good idea but consideration needs to be given to access to driveways for properties 1,A,44 and Warre 

House, which require reversing, 

• This proposal will make negotiating with a vehicle very difficult. I walk it and cycle this street daily and 

have no problem with safety.as have people for many years. Pedestrians could do with a wider 

pavement but the current proposals are completely over the top. 

• My only comment would be that all raised paving / paths etc should be in a coloured stone that fits in 

with the red brick stone of the village 

• It is vital that a proper footway be provided wherever possible in the village to allow for a pedestrian 

route from one end of the village to another. The proposed narrowing is common at present elsewhere 

and cars, buses and large vehicles manage. 

• This has several benefits of slowing down the traffic, making the pavement wider. Would appreciate it if 

the dragon’s tooth is also painted so it is clearly visible. 

• Apart from ramps (speed humps) which I'd welcome, rest unnecessary. 

• Helps to promote pedestrian safety at a dangerous busy spot which is usually exacerbated by the 

parking outside the garage and vehicles exiting the village hall car park. 

• Agree intent but some concern about potential vehicle conflict without some signage on priority 

• Traffic and pedestrians manage ok as it is now. 



• Provided there is no raised highway. 

• Concerns about visibility either end or build-up of traffic 

• I agree the footway up to the corner of Minehead Road is too narrow at present. 

• Would coloured asphalt be a cheaper option than block paving for the raised crossing areas? 

• We live on the corner of Mill Lane and Mount Street and the following is our lived experience. We 

support ANY proposal that slows the traffic down to make it safe for children and adults to cross the 

road and be able to walk safely in the village. 

• The road area around Mill Lane/ Mount Street is like a racetrack and in our opinion there is a serious 

accident waiting to happen. 

• In the 20 years we have lived here, year on year the situation is getting worse. 

• It is a misconception that it is all young drivers who are speeding. I have seen male and female drivers 

of all age groups speeding up and down Mount Street. 

• To avoid being knocked down, children and adults are forced to run from Mill Lane over Mount Street 

onto the pavement opposite. The footpath is way too narrow so people 'pin' themselves to the wall to 

get out of the way of the cars, which at times come onto the footpath. 

• Also, when some people are walking up and others are walking down at the same time, some of the 

people have to step into the road to get passed each other as the footpath is too narrow. This is really 

dangerous when cars are going up and down. 

• Parents like myself are still walking their children up and down to clubs in the village hall and/or school, 

as the road here is too dangerous to allow children to safely walk up and down themselves. 

• It is even worse walking up Mount Street (towards Gore Square) to cross over onto Mill Lane. The 

reason for this is that the houses on the right further up Mount Street 'stick out' more. So cars coming 

down from Gore Square, cannot see children and adults crossing the road onto Mill Lane, until the car is 

nearly on them. 

• Another danger to pedestrians in this area, is that some vehicles driving up from the village hall area 

and then going from Mount Street turning left onto Mill Lane, do not slow down turning the corner. So, 

you have 2 choices here to get across Mount Street from Mill Lane. 

• You either a) keep to the right of Mill Lane and pin yourself to the wall at the corner and keep your 

fingers crossed, that it isn't a speeding car coming up to go round the corner. When this happens, the 

risk is that you are inches away from the car turning the corner. Or b) you take the risk of crossing to the 

other side of Mill Lane and keep your fingers crossed, that you are not in the middle of the lane, when a 

speeding car comes round the corner. 

• Either option is always more nerve wracking when you are with children and/ or walking dogs as they 

don't react as quickly in a dangerous situation. 

• Within the scheme would it be possible please, to put some sort of jutting out raised kerb stone here 

on this corner? This would force drivers to slow down before they turn the corner. 

• A bollard on the edge of the raised kerb would be the icing on the cake. 

• In speaking with people in various clubs held in the village hall, some people are still not aware that it is 

now 20mph in the village! There are not enough signs showing the new speed limit. Could more 20mph 

signs be put up, coming up and down Mount Street and also going from and into Mill Lane? Currently 

there is only one sign coming from Gore Square onto Mount Street and it's almost in a hedge. 

• You never know it might make some difference. 

• Whilst supporting the objective of widening the footway, there are a number of road safety concerns 

associated with this option. A reliance on road users to 'work it out' on a give and take basis, and over 

such a significant distance as 50m per section, is likely to lead to vehicle conflict, and vehicles requiring 

to reverse more frequently than what already occurs. The presenter at the consultation event used an 

image taken from Gore Square to show than inter-visibility can be satisfied as far down as the key point 



of the Mill Lane junction, However, the image was bias and taken from nearer the midpoint of the 

carriageway. Inter-visibility checks should be taken from a position approximately 1m off the nearside 

channel, therefore allowing for motor cycles, cyclists, and left hand drive vehicles such as euro HGV's. 

Having visited the location and stood at the correct point, appropriate inter-visibility is not achieved 

down to Mill Lane. This could lead to conflict and vehicles ,mounting the widened footway to gain 

passage. Without some form of priority control, this option as a high potential for road safety conflicts. 

Formal priority is unlikely to be affordable or accepted by the village, therefore alternative measures 

should be considered which focus on speed reduction on Mount Street, which avoid constraining the 

carriageway width any more than present. This length of road likely suffers from some of the higher 

speeds in the village, given its decline nature and it being the main through route. 

• Footpath could be widened for pedestrians but raised areas are not required. 

• The widening of the footpath is essential for pedestrian safety, but this will of course highlight existing 

vehicle problems. Any footpath widening would require repositioning of the telegraph poles or it would 

be pointless. The only real answer to speeding vehicles ( I feel that 95% exceed the 20 mph limit) is to 

make this section one way with some sort of chicane midway down Mount Street. Heavy commercial 

vehicles, with the exception of buses should be banned between the A358 and Hither Mead (see 

current damage to Farringdons on Gore Square) 

• This is more likely to slow cars down than the Gore Square idea. 

• Restriction of carriageway width to 3.5m is too extreme and will deter use of Mount Street to access 

the A358 roundabout. Concrete block paving under lower turning loads here but still undesirable. 

Vehicles queuing to enter the single lane sections may quickly tailback to block Gore Square crossing, 

Mill Lane junction and, particularly, the entrances and exits at the garage, village hall car park, 

pharmacy: as well as obstructing Hither Mead junction. 28 service buses frequently pass within the 

village including along this section of Mount Street. 

• Not sure that it needs to be raised. 

• Increase in footway width is good but no need to raise junction, change of asphalt colour enough and 

remain flush. 

• Ok in principle there are already bollards in place to protect the corners of some buildings - why not 

emphasise these rather than 50m long. 

• Yes, to increase width footway and coloured surfacing but no to raised informal crossing. 

• Raised one way? Is this really needed here? As traffic waits for each other. Footpath yes. 

• Although the footway needs widening, I am not sure if these proposals would be effective 

• For pedestrians this is a massive improvement. For drivers it indicates how much the road narrows. 

• Mill Lane junction is fine - no alteration needed same at village hall. 

• Mount Street should not be narrowed. 

• Very much against raised areas within the village 

• Also please improve lighting between Mill Lane and Gore Square, it’s dangerous. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Site 3: Mount Street (Village Hall to Hither Mead) 

 

Additional Comments: 

• A good design, particularly for the needs of pedestrians crossing at this location. 

• I think the crossover is a good idea. 

• Without the crossing at Lydeard Mead if cost is an issue 

• Might upset custom to the garage. 

• The crossings on Mount Street either side of the Hither Mead junction make sense given the high 

footfall in this area and the switch in pavement from one side of Mount Street to the other just before 

and after this location. Although the vehicle crossover is good if funds are short, I would rather omit this 

crossover and spend the money saved on Gore Square. In my experience drivers are already cautious at 

this junction and thus providing a raised junction is not necessary and could be replaced by a raised 

crossing over Hither Mead. 

• It would be useful to include lower kerbs to ensure wheelchair/mobility scooters can easily access the 

pharmacy and the GP surgery. 

• Crossing by the hall is really needed. Rest would be ok as long as it’s to traffic who has right of way and 

where to stop at junction. 

• This is the best site, in my opinion. The pedestrian crossings would be extremely helpful in crossing the 

road, particularly when walking from Hither Mead to the Pharmacy where it can be difficult to see 

traffic around the corner. 

• From the plan it is not clear -1) Is the footpath across Hither mead and VH Car Park raised to footpath 

height and level? 2) If the footpath is raised are there ramps down on Mount Street side? There are 

ramps shown on plan going up from Hither mead and VH Car Park. 3) Footpath should be extended 

further around the corner into Hither mead for better Bus access 

• To save money there is an opportunity to go to high friction surfacing instead of block paving at both 

crossings as the crossing at the Village Hall end of Mount Street is substantial enough to have an effect 

on traffic. This crossing is only a marginal distance away from the current proposed block crossing. 

• This will make the area around the village hall and doctors much safer for pedestrians as well as 

coordinating the 'look'. A safe crossing to the doctors at this busy junction is a 'must'. 

• Informal pedestrian crossings. They have no legal authority. Put in a legal pedestrian crossing so that 

the pedestrian is protected. 

• My only comment would be that all raised paving / paths etc should be in a coloured stone that fits in 

with the red brick stone of the village 

• All totally unnecessary 



• The informal crossing point should be a proper pedestrian crossing as this is a heavy use crossing point 

for people visiting the medical centre. 

• Not needed 

• Providing there is no raised Highway. 

• Where is the Bus stop for No. 23 bus which at present stops by the Doctors before going up through the 

village towards Derby way. 

• Could coloured road surface be done instead of block paving for both areas to reduce costs? 

• This will be an obvious place where children and adults can cross the road. The block paving is also a 

more defined visible place. 

• Good to see existing desire lines being treated with improved pedestrian crossing measures. These 

desire lines are heavily used by parents and school children every day. The designer needs to be aware 

of vertical traffic calming features in isolation. Depending on whether the Hither mead Bridge option is 

delivered, this would be an isolated feature. It was also clear from the presentation that traffic calming 

features in particular vertical humps, are unlikely to be given applicable warning signage, to TSRGD or 

TSM, in this case, the designer should consider converting the village 20mph limit, to a 20mph ZONE. A 

20 mph Zone does not require traffic calming features to be signed. However, additional traffic calming 

measures which can be as basic as SLOWS or roundels, would be required in between physical features 

to ensure the requirements for a 20 Zone are met. 

• Not necessary and a waste of money 

• Would there be signage to designate crossing? 

• The half-battered kerbs and transition kerbs will intrude into and narrow the bell mouth where Hither 

Mead joins Mount Street and the 25mm dropped kerb across the bell mouth will certainly slow traffic 

(with a jolt!) but will take some getting used to, especially by bus and other long vehicle, drivers. They 

will probably cause some wheel damage initially. I suggest some white lining could help to warn drivers 

where the end of the dropped kerb is. Also, the 25mm dropped kerb step-up into Hither Mead may 

dismount any cyclists or motorcyclist leaning into the bend: especially at night/ when road is wet (kerb 

surface has poor friction coefficient). 

• Really good idea at a busy junction 

• As the turning into Hither Mead is the No 28 bus route, this puts attractive before clear. Pedestrian 

crossing good though. 

• Yes, as this supplies access to the doctors and pharmacy. 

• Crossings either side of Hither Mead will be very helpful and vehicle crossover from Hither Mead is a 

definite improvement. 

• Current footpaths are fine. Junction also works well - no need to change. 

• The crossing on Mount Street needs to be on north side of entrance to the car park. Also, the bit of 

footpath on river side needs to be much longer and a crossing by bus shelter needed as its dangerous to 

cross to Minehead direction bus stop with cars etc coming round the corner quietly. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Site 4: Hither Mead Bridge 

 

Additional Comments: 

• The block paving on the plan can be a hindrance to those with reduced mobility. 

• Especially when the blocks eventually loosen the uneven surface can be a trip hazard. 

• Some traffic calming at the Taunton Rd end of Hither mead is required. it is used as a rat run and often 

speeds are very high and the 20mph limit is completely ignored. Pulling out of Bull Meadow is often a 

gamble as vehicles are travelling way to fast. 

• The restricted road width would be a useful way of reducing speeds at this location. 

• There is a bus stop on both sides of the road at this point and any raised area needs to ensure there is 

space for buses to safely pick up and set down passengers, including those with a mobility difficulty. 

• Happy with this as long as there is space for buses both sides. At the consultation event some raised the 

rest of the road out to Taunton Road, and I agree that more calming measures are needed - possibly 

two by the other two bus stops. 

• No one direction having priority is an accident waiting to happen. At least give one way or the other for 

vehicles priority over the bridge. Saves arguments and accidents! 

• Agree as proposed. 

• Has to slowdown traffic 

• At least one other traffic calming measure is needed further down this road although I understand 

there are insufficient funds. 

• What’s the point once you cross you can only walk on the green doesn’t allow you to walk to the centre 

of the village moorland gate would walk on the east pavement. 

• Parking on Hither mead already makes visibility coming onto it difficult, people often parking on 

corners. This is dangerous Could double yellows on corners help. 

• Making a bus gate at this bridge is a very good idea and may need to be given more serious 

consideration; it will have a significant impact on traffic speeds on Hither Mead and get more traffic 

using the Gore Square entry / exit route to the village. 

• This would be very useful - I cross the road there often, and it can hard to see approaching traffic, so I 

haven't always felt safe crossing given how wide the road is (particularly when I have been pushing a 

wheelchair across or accompanying a mobility scooter). The location is perfect, joining the park with 

the path on the other side. From a selfish POV, I am slightly concerned about potential noise and 

congestion, but I am sure it will be fine. 

• It needs to determine priority. 



• Just to be pedantic. The footpath link to Moorland Gate is the other side of the bridge and not the one 

closest to this proposal. Also, this crossing only leads to the VH Green and is currently positioned at an 

offset from the path onto the VH Green. People walk the "shortest route" and so will not be tempted to 

walk further away from the access to the VH Green to then have to walk back. They will cut across the 

road at a diagonal. 

• The substantial nature of this crossing does not deserve the cost. 

• This could be an asphalt surface and not paved. Also, if needed it could remain at current road surface 

level but the single-way structure is a must. 

• What is also a must is another structure of a similar (cheaper) nature along Hither mead. There are two 

places where this can be enacted. 1) Near the bus stop at the Taunton Road end of Hither mead just 

before the Bull Meadow turning. This would be an early quick reminder after entering the village. Ash 

felt crossing with single-way vehicle gap.2) The other position is between Hobbs Mead and The Leat. 

Similar construction to 1) above but offset the opening to allow parking on one side as we see now. 

• If the changes are to happen in Mount Street, this crossing will be needed to counter cars wishing to 

'speed up' through Hither mead. The crossing is an excellent idea to traffic calm as well as connect The 

Green with an obvious crossing point. 

• Make it a legal pedestrian crossing which protects pedestrians. 

• Would be really useful to have another traffic calming measure at the entrance to Hither Mead from 

the main road. This will reinforce the 20-mph limit in the area. As mentioned at the meeting, Hither 

Mead could become a rat-run. 

• All totally unnecessary - speed ramps only thing needed anywhere. 

• Would help to slow the traffic down that currently speeds along ignoring the 20 limit. 

• Never go there so let locals give feelings. 

• Provided there is no raised highway. 

• Is block paving necessary? 

• This will slow the traffic down and make a safe place for children and adults to cross the road. 

• Will help manage traffic speeds at this key location. However, designer needs to be aware of Road 

Humps Regulations and the need to avoid placing a vertical feature within a set minimum distance of a 

bridge structure. The designer needs to also be aware of vertical traffic calming features in isolation. 

Depending on whether the Hither mead /Mount Street option is delivered, this would be an isolated 

feature. It was also clear from the presentation that traffic calming features in particular vertical humps, 

are unlikely to be given applicable warning signage, to TSRGD or TSM, in this case, the designer should 

consider converting the village 20mph limit, to a 20mph ZONE. A 20 mph Zone does not require traffic 

calming features to be signed. However, additional traffic calming measures which can be as basic as 

SLOWS or roundels, would be required in between physical features to ensure the requirements for a 

20 Zone are met. 

• Will slow traffic. 

• Good for slowing cars down. 

• Drawing doesn't show bus stop for Minehead bus, which is opposite side of the bridge from the 

Taunton-bound stop shown. Both buses frequently pass here and occasionally both stop here. 

Restricting carriageway width to 3.5m here is overkill. Two-lane traffic at 20mph or below should be 

allowed, with drivers in both directions made aware of pedestrian crossings by full-width speed ramps, 

contrasting paving (and even zebra crossings if desired) at frequent intervals (50m?) along Hither Mead 

but please don't make what will become the main route into/out of the village into a series of one-lane 

traffic jams! The severe restrictions in Mount Street will discourage use of that route (after years of 

effort to gain a safe entry/exit roundabout at the A358!) and divert more traffic (especially long/heavy 

vehicles) into Hither Mead). 

• Really like this idea 



• The footpath from the new estate to the village centre does not cross the road here. The crossing 

provides access to the dog walking area and the playing field behind the village hall. The positioning of 

a planter adjacent to the bus shelter is nonessential. Moving the bus stop means moving the raised 

pavement for disabled passengers too, this is not mentioned. 

• Keep raised carriageway low. 

• Excellent as traffic at certain times do go fast after the bridge. 

• Need to identify priority. 

• The aim must be to lower traffic speeds - not sure if this meets criteria in every way - single carriage 

way with no priority? 

• Will hopefully reinforce 20mph speed limit and assist pedestrians crossing Hither Mead 

• Alteration is good will slow down vehicles. 

• do not like raised area with the village, better to use landscaping. 

• In the wrong place. Cars slow a bit because of the double bend - slowing ramp or other needs to be 

further along Hither Mead between say Yonder Mead and Spinneyfield where cars regularly go well 

over 30mph never mind 20mph. I was overtaken on this bit of road last Autumn just after 20mph signs 

were put up. 

 

Site 5: Mount Street (Quantock View to the Bird in Hand) 

 

Additional Comments: 

• Sensible. 

• A wider path but still allowing 2 cars to pass each other will only force pedestrians and the cars closer 

together. Make the path wider and the road single width for one car. 

• This is one area traffic has to slow because of the blind bend. 

• Like this a lot as it’s such a dangerous corner with poor visibility and a useless footpath 

• In my view this is the most dangerous stretch of road in the village. It also has high usage particularly 

when children are coming and going from the school. After the village gateway sites this is in my view 

the most important location to improve. 

• This was an issue when I was a child in the village, through to having my own children and not being 

able to use the pavement with a pushchair. Now my elderly mother cannot access the pavement in a 

wheelchair. I would welcome any improvement here. 

• What about the parking on Mount Street? 



• Where would the extra width come from. These proposals also do not allow for current parking along 

road. 

• Traffic in centre of village is already heavy. 

• A widening of the pavement on the corner is essential so I strongly support this proposal. 

• Just do this. If there was a 5+ it would be ticked. 

• An excellent idea to widen the pavement. As a driver I am quite happy to take extra care in this area if 

the road is narrowed. 

• With the widening of the pavement, great care should be given to protect the high wall and bank of No 

8 Mount Street, following damage in the past. 

• The current path on such a dangerous corner with limited sight lines is a joke and not fit for a village 

with so many young families, particularly as it links two major parts of the village and during school 

runs is very busy. This is an area high on the ' accident waiting to happen' list in my opinion. 

• My only other comment would be that all raised paving / paths etc should be in a coloured stone that 

fits in with the red brick stone of the village. 

• The Parish Council's works have to provide a viable pedestrian route through the village. The current 

extremely narrow footway outside the Mount is unacceptable and something along the lines of the 

proposed works MUST be done. 

• This is my highest priority. 

• Complete overkill and utter waste of time and money. "Oncoming traffic in middle of road" sign would 

be useful as approaching corner heading towards school 

• Any improvements to the size of the footpath will be welcome especially for parents with push chairs 

and disable wheelchairs. 

• Vital that ALL pavements and pedestrian walkways in village are wide enough for 2 adults wheelchair 

and walking frame users without having to go into the road. 

• Pavement should be widened but no need for anything more. 

• Hope this works! 

• This is definitely needed to improve the narrow footway. 

• Pointless! 

• Anything that makes it safer for pedestrians to walk here is a bonus. When I used to push a buggy up 

here some years ago, the left side wheel was hanging into the road as the path at one point is so 

narrow. 

• Whilst supporting the objective of widening the footway, A reliance on road users to 'work it out' on a 

give and take basis, has the potential to lead to vehicle conflict, and vehicles requiring to reverse more 

frequently than what already occurs. 4.8m carriageway width is shown to be achieved in the proposals, 

which 4.8m is a permissible width in MfS, this is based on a HGV and a private vehicle passing on a 

straight road alignment, which location is not. This could lead to conflict and vehicles ,mounting the 

widened footway to gain passage. Without some form of priority control this option as a potential for 

road safety conflicts. Formal priority is unlikely to be affordable or accepted by the village. Hope a safe 

and complaint option can be delivered as there is currently insufficient room to use a push chair or 

mobility vehicle along this narrow footway. 

• Pavement widening is good. 

• Definitely need as someone who walks that way with 2 children regularly, also I have read very good 

things about crossovers in this style 

• A laudable solution to a very thorny problem area (especially the notoriously narrow footway). As with 

Hither Mead bell mouth, can some road markings draw attention to drop kerbs/ transition kerbs facing 

vehicles turning into Quantock View? Dropped kerb hazard for 2-wheeled traffic as Hither Mead. 



• I am under the impression that the new Roads and Street works require a minimum of 5.5m for 2 way 

traffic. 

• Completely agree. Could be contentious. 

• Agree need for better pushchair / wheelchair access through this junction and pavement. Also need for 

vehicles with long rear overhang (bin lorries) to have an easier turn into Quantock View. 

• My only concern is for owners of wall opposite pavement. 

• Yellow protective area is a must. 

• Great idea. Perhaps promote school car park for picking up pupils from signs in road. Stop parents 

blocking mount street. 

• This is a danger point in the village - extremely dangerous for vehicles and pedestrians - an accident 

waiting to happen. 

• Definite improvement widening pavement! Also helps with Quantock View exit. Concern though about 

the width of the road on blind corner although short of knocking down house or wall not much can be 

done. 

• Footpath should be widened. 

• I accept that the pavement here is too narrow and in an ideal world would be widened. However, to do 

so by narrowing the main road is very dangerous. You are effectively exchanging one risk for a very 

much greater one of causing an impact accident with the wall of our property. 

• I was unable to establish how great the narrowing of Mount Street would be when I discussed this with 

Clive, he thought it would be about 8 inches. but when this was raised with the speaker at the 

consultation he said he thought it would be about 18 inches. This needs to be clarified as 18 inches is 

about one quarter of a car width. 

• above picture doesn't look like mount street 

• Why have enough space for 2 cars to pass. With all the allowed car parking already their cars etc have 

to give way now. Make footpath the proper width. 

 

Site 6: Mount Street (School Entrance Pedestrian Crossing) 

 

Additional Comments: 

• I would question the value of this proposed installation. Perhaps ring fencing an amount of funding to 

secure the continued availability of a school crossing patrol person would be a better solution to reduce 

speeds at the busiest times of day for users of the school? 



• We feel this is a low priority. 

• Best out of the proposed options 

• This I believe will have the required effect of highlighting the school crossing and slowing traffic, 

without the increased costs of construction and impact on the suspension of vehicles, emergency 

services etc. 

• Prefer the raised crossing but if needs be. 

• I prefer this option. It saves money that could be used elsewhere. 

• Please ensure this is a proper legal pedestrian crossing which fully protects pedestrians. 

• Based on the scientific evidence that the current average speed along this stretch of road is 23 mph I 

would prefer option 1 over option 2 . Traffic does tend to be slower at this point due to the parking, but 

I would like to see the presence of parking wardens policing this area better during schools’ collection/ 

drop of times 

• As with other comments that I have made all raised paving / paths etc should be in a coloured stone 

that fits in with the red brick stone of the village. 

• What about school buses parking on keep clear markings 

• Raised crossing and ramps us. 

• Essential for pedestrians here as the visibility for traffic coming from either direction is limited by 

parking and the bend approaching the Coop from the south. Has to be a formal pedestrian crossing 

(with stripes) 

• The school must be consulted. 

• Put in a proper pedestrian crossing to make it legal. Flashing beacons and stripes 

• About time. 

• I'm not sure that a flush area will slow the traffic down enough. 

• It was advised the recorded 85% percentile traffic speeds were approx. 23mph at this location, and 

given the drainage challenges etc, would support this low-cost option to complement the existing 

crossing arrangement. Suggest a durable MMA HFS cold applied material is used to significantly 

increase durability and life span. 

• 9/10. Probably the cheapest and least disruptive, but option 2 raises crossing above carriageway gutter 

level and draws drivers’ attention more to crossing. NO carriageway narrowing ✓ 

• Makes total sense and allows the road to be used in the same manner as currently. 

• Really good place for traffic calming although at present parked cars have some effect. 

• May help is users understand the significance of surface. The lollypop man prevents many incidents 

when on duty. 

• Definite improvement makes school exist more obvious. 

• The plan is over the top put in a proper lawful pedestrian crossing with lights and stipes. 

 



 

Additional Comments: 

• Ensure raised part isn't too steep as happened in Cotford, which then needed to be modified. 

• Also, another area to add speed bumps? 

• A better solution outside a school, although people living alongside may object to the thump of car 

tyres on the slope of the raised paving. 

• Raised will slow traffic even when school is out. 

• Prefer option 1 but as a low priority. 

• Improvement to the crossing point is desirable. However, vehicles already slow down on this stretch of 

road due to parked vehicles and the obvious narrowness of the road. Therefore, in my view a raised 

crossing although the ideal is not essential and coloured tarmac would suffice. Money saved could be 

expended on Gore Square 

• No need for raised area. 

• This is a statement to make in the middle of the village with most footfall. 

• Not required and is an unnecessary expense given that other raised areas will assist in control of traffic 

speed. 

• The raised crossing would reduce traffic speeds but the nearest residents are deeply opposed to the 

idea. Some form of proper crossing must be provided. 

• Only place coloured differentiation worthwhile - emphasises it's effectively The School Crossing Point l 

as does raised area. 

• Not much gained by having it raised. 

• School to be consulted. 

• I do not like the idea of raised roadway. With the cost implications of raising the Highway and the 

amount of funds in the CIL pot limited I feel that useful savings in costs can be made by omitting the 

raised road. 

• The school crossing is only in use for approximately 2 hours a day. 10 Hours a week during school time. 

This does not justify a raised area. 

• There is a danger of making the village from Delta Rise to Hither mead Single Track with no passing 

places. With the parking through the village already reducing the road to Single Track in many places 

this would cause even more chaos in the centre of the village than there is now. 

• A pedestrian crossing opposite the school needs to be as obvious as possible and to slow traffic down 

so I feel the crossing should be raised. 

• A raised section of road seems to me that drivers slow down more quickly. 



• I prefer the raised crossing that encourages priorities for pedestrians. 

• As long as it isn't narrowed to a single lane which would be ridiculous. 

• 10/10. Still not a fan of concrete block paving but probably under low stress here. Crossing area/speed 

ramp above road gutter level (clean shoes entering school?) & NO carriageway narrowing to exacerbate 

negotiating the adjacent series of bends✓ 

• No need to raise this section. The north side is used extensively to pull in behind parked cars when 

opposing traffic approaches. 

• Prefer option 1. 

• Trip hazard for elderly, too expensive. The flat version is just as good! 

• Just put in a proper pedestrian crossing 

• Not happy about bumps in the middle of the village 

• This is the best place for raised paving, but the same could be achieved with block paving - but not 

raised 

• Prefer this option if costs allow. 

 

Site 7: Station Road (Pedestrian Crossing between Broadgauge Business Park and the Underpass) 

 

Additional Comments: 

• This may help to reduce the speed of vehicles immediately after joining Station Road West from the 

bypass, but it would not address the long-standing concerns over vehicle speed and pedestrian safety 

at the West Somerset Railway's bridge. 

• The relationship between this raised area and the adjacent bus stop needs to be reconsidered, if indeed 

it has previously been taken into account. 

• Single lane will only slow the traffic at that point. They can speed after this. 

• Low priority 

• Needs doing as current arrangement is a mess and does not encourage visitors to explore the village. 

This work would benefit village businesses such as the pubs, tea rooms etc. I believe it is important that 

Bishops Lydeard retains its character as a working village and thus anything that helps local business 

receives some priority. 

• This is one of the most needed sites, in my opinion. I walk there often, and I see traffic all the time 

coming too quickly off the main road. Crossing the road there feels a bit risky. It would also help join the 

station and business park with the rest of the village. 



• Traffic turning left off of the roundabout from Taunton direction has restricted visibility and limited time 

to slow down. Is 30mph too fast? 

• Excellent. Assists with slowing traffic for the railway bridge. 

• A very good idea. I'm more likely to walk to the farm shop rather than drive. Cars coming off the 

roundabout are very 'speedy' at the crossing point. 

• Good proposal but make it a legal crossing to protect the pedestrians. 

• My only comment would be that all raised paving / paths etc should be in a coloured stone that fits in 

with the red brick stone of the village. 

• Something here may well be useful but issue for pedestrians is cars whizzing off the bypass towards the 

station. So clear pedestrians crossing delineation may be useful. 

• Needs to be a proper pedestrian crossing with markings. Also, it will slow down the traffic approaching 

the roundabout where the visibility from the main road is impaired by the slope and background of 

trees. This a dangerous roundabout at the best of times and anything that can improve the traffic 

management and safety should be encouraged. 

• It is dangerous crossing road at this point and proper pedestrian crossing is needed. 

• Although there is a bus stop on one side of the road a raised area cannot be justified. Heavy vehicles 

accessing the Industrial Estate and Large Heavy transport delivering Steam Locomotives to the Railway 

regularly are likely to cause subsidence to any raised highway. 

• Pedestrians coming from the Railway tend to cross the road before the entrance to Industrial Estate. 

This means they are only crossing a road once. The crossing should be moved beyond the road to the 

Industrial Estate. This may also slow traffic over the Railway Bridge. 

• Would the 23 Bus Stop be after the crossing and before the roundabout? 

• This road is used often for crossing over so it warrants a clear and crossing point. 

• This will be a great bonus for people walking up and down to the station 

• Will help manage traffic speeds at this key location. The designer needs to also be aware of vertical 

traffic calming features in isolation and the potential for liability associated to damage or injury 

collisions through lack of road user awareness of the traffic calming feature ahead.. Designer also needs 

to ensure adequate inter-visibility is achieved from the east side of the proposed crossing onto the 

A358 westbound (bypass) traffic turning into Station Road towards this proposed feature. 

• Full-width speed ramp, contrast paving, zebra crossing: all acceptable. Narrowing carriageway to 3.5m 

so close to two road junctions definitely counter to safety and efficient traffic movements. Two-way 

traffic within 20mph speed limit should be safely achieved with drivers' attention alerted to pedestrian 

crossing by the above visual cues. 

• Is this to close to the roundabout? 

• Would stop people speeding up before the bridge over the railway line 

• Speed ramp full width, contrast paving, zebra crossing all acceptable. Narrowing carriageway to 3.5m 

close to two road junctions definitely counter safety and efficient traffic movements. 

• This does not allow for the long low loaders carrying locomotives to / from the heritage railway to cross 

this and then turn into Westridge way smoothly. Why not a flush crossing? Right idea, wrong solution. 

• Will calm traffic but as a nice entrance way into the village 

• Traffic from Taunton can have restricted view and enter Station Road at speed 30mph to 20mph at this 

point 

• Another good idea to improve pedestrian access to station etc. However will children coming from 

Greenway to access play park both walking all the way up? 

• Why a single lane, just have a pedestrian crossing which is important. I think this idea is over the top. 

 

 



Site 8: Church Street Pedestrian Crossing: 

 

Additional Comments: 

• Can I also suggest that enforcement of the current double-yellow lines wouldn't go amiss with this 

section of the village. 

• A useful aid to pedestrians wishing to cross to/from the church and the local supermarket. 

• A raised walkway, as suggested for outside school entrance may also act as a speed deterrent 

• Low priority 

• Would help if the double yellow lines were enforced. At present some people treat these as private 

parking bays 

• Need a safe place to cross the road to get to the church and the coop 

• Seems sensible to me although I am not clear what benefits would accrue and would query whether 

the funds would not be better spent on Gore Square. 

• Flush is good. 

• Not essential, but a good idea 

• No complaints and would be happy to have it, but I personally would never use it and I can see people 

parking over it. 

• This urbanises the look of the village at its heart. We are a village not a Milton Keynes. 

• This will lead to a problem where cars pull in to allow others to pass to give traffic flow from the coop to 

the Alms Houses. I see a gentleman on a scooter regularly on the road outside the Alms houses as he 

cannot access the steps. Can consideration be made for a ramp that will bypass the steps - perhaps 

located where cars presently park. This would benefit pram users as well as those who find steps 

difficult. Perhaps a long-raised walkway? 

• Make it a proper legal pedestrian crossing to protect the pedestrian. 

• Although not mention/ covered her I would like to see if there are any measures to stop people using 

the old tram light post on the junction of church street opposite the paper shop as an unofficial mini 

roundabout . This causes to road users and walkers and causes congestion particularly at school picking 

up and dropping off times . IT IS NOT A MIN I ROUNABOUT and therefore should not be treated like 

one. One possible solution would be to have a longer raised area around the base of the tram post 

• My only comment would be that all raised paving / paths etc should be in a coloured stone that fits in 

with the red brick stone of the village 

• Complete of waste time putting anything here, especially if Coop ever going to move. 



• This a perilous section of road both for cars and pedestrians because of the abuse of the parking 

restrictions. The parking of vehicles on the double yellow lines on the left coming from Mount St (often 

on the pavement) needs to be stopped by some form of physical restriction. The double yellows are 

ignored all the time which makes this point hazardous for traffic coming from both directions (limited 

visibility), for pedestrians with parking on the pavement (often no chance for pushchairs or wheelchairs 

to pass) and access to Pippins Lane. A classic area for road rage and altercations with pedestrians trying 

to pass. 

• Important for safe walking route to school for children from Darby Way and to the north of the village. 

At the moment children have no safe crossing point in Church Street 

• Provided there is no raised Highway. 

• Agreed the road is much used by shoppers etc but traffic is already single file and slow moving because 

of congestion. A crossing like the above picture would ruin the charm the centre of the village. 

• I'm not sure that a flush surface is as effective as a raised area to slow traffic down 

• In general, a satisfactory option. However, the planter in carriageway will require suitable signing to 

reduce the likelihood of a vehicle strike particularly in the hours of darkness. 

• Not sure the planter is really necessary: pedestrians may be more visible without it? Wouldn't this 

crossing be more useful aligned with the churchyard's main gate (with double yellow lines redrawn to 

leave the same number of parking spaces on both sides of the road if possible) especially for 

churchgoers and funeral attendees? 

• Good idea. Should help maintain vehicle speeds. 

• Not sure the planter is really necessary - pedestrians may be more visible without it. Wouldn’t this 

crossing be more useful aligned with the church yards main gate (double yellow lines redrawn to leave 

same number of parking spaces both sides of the road if possible - especially for church goes / funeral 

attendees 

• Long overdue 

• As long as parking by shops is not restricted. 

• I would like to see the pavement opposite Daisy Cottage to be reduced in width to stop vehicles parking 

on the pavement - provide parking spaces with 30 minute / 1 hour restriction 

• Again, as long as users know significance. Planters? Upkeep? 

• Will help with pedestrians crossing at a key point on Church Street 

• Put in a lawful pedestrian crossing. 

• This should be blocking paving. 

Site 9: Cothelstone Road (Delta Rise to Glanfield Close) 

 



Additional Comments: 

• I do find the existing virtual footway useful and this width increase is welcome. Another thorny 

problem, where the narrowing of the carriageway is not my preference virtual narrowing with 

contrasting paving and other visual cues to guide and coax drivers rather than kerb faces to force single 

- lane traffic. 

• Good idea 

• Like extending and widening virtual pavement. This would reduce speed of those entering the village. 

• Like the footway but not sure raised calming way is necessary there 

• Definitely good to improve current virtual pavement by increasing its visibility. 

• Again, what about ambulance requirements 

• How many people cross from Delta Rise, cannot be that many? Is all this worth it. Widen footpath - yes. 

 

Site 10: Village Gateway on Taunton Road 

 

Additional Comments: 

• Would be better combined with the existing zebra crossing. 

• Measures within the village lack consistency or any sign of co-ordinated planning, with the pelican 

crossing and planned speed bumps shortly after this gateway at odds with these proposals. 

• I would suggest the width of the carriageway should be reduced and a priority system introduced so it is 

obvious only one vehicle may pass through at a time, to reduce the risk of drivers accelerating through 

if faced by an approaching oncoming bus or other large vehicle. 

• The fact that that this is on a regular bus route and that there are no parking restrictions in this area 

needs to be reconsidered in relationship to manoeuvring buses around the obstacle. 

• Sensible 

• Big signs that state our village is 20mph. 

• In principal we like the idea of village gateways to re-enforce to motorists that they are entering a 

village and believe that the gateways should be a priority.. 

• However we believe it would be more effective both as a Traffic Management tool and to facilitate safe 

Pedestrian Crossing, to site this work at the junction between Taunton Road and Hither mead. The work 

could then incorporate the Belisha/Zebra Crossing established by the developers and establish a safer 

crossing at the top of Hither mead thus slowing down traffic along both roads . 

• Don’t think necessary. A simple speed hump would suffice. 

• Important this is done as reminds drivers they are entering a village and may met obstructions 



• Why don't new houses include sufficient parking so residents don't have to part on the road? 

• Care needed here as it's a busy bus route wider please. 

• This is awful for people speeding on, my kids play around here and I’m constantly waiving to people to 

slow down. 

• Can you have the raised block paving without the road being narrowed. 

• I don't live in this area, but I appreciate the need. 

• Excellent and necessary to reenforce the 20mph at the gateway to village. 

• Think it may be better to have something at the junction with Hither Mead. 

• Possibly could look good and indicate we are a nice village 

• Gateways into the village are a vital element in reducing traffic speed. These must send a clear message 

to drivers that they are entering a different road environment 

• Provided there is no raised highway. 

• The 20 mph speed limit needs to be reinforced in Hither Mead. I would suggest another feature the 

same as this one, soon after entering Hither Mead from Taunton Road, where there is available space 

without interfering with side road junctions, well before the Bridge. This will prevent speeding and will 

deter drivers from favouring the Hither Mead route out of the village over the Mount Street route 

which will have plenty traffic calming issues which many drive will wish to avoid given the chance. 

• Anything that prompts traffic to slow down is a bonus. 

• Will help manage traffic speeds entering the build-up area. The designer needs to also be aware of 

vertical traffic calming features in isolation. It was also clear from the presentation that traffic calming 

features in particular vertical humps, are unlikely to be given applicable warning signage, to TSRGD or 

TSM, in this case, the designer should consider converting the village 20mph limit, to a 20mph ZONE. A 

20 mph Zone does not require traffic calming features to be signed. However, additional traffic calming 

measures which can be as basic as SLOWS or roundels, would be required in between physical features 

to ensure the requirements for a 20 Zone are met. 

• Would 4.8m be wide enough for 20 commercial vehicles to pass. 

• Is there a need to do a raised area? Would coloured asphalt work instead seeing as there is a pedestrian 

crossing just further up which people should be slowing down for. 

• You state that "there is no intention to create a pedestrian crossing" and yet the contrasting paving and 

ramp layout is identical to other informal pedestrian crossings which will possibly confuse/ mislead 

pedestrians (including children) into believing they have priority here? 

• Speed ramp✓ Contrasting paving✓ Carriageway narrowing and planters unacceptable: likely to cause 

tailbacks towards road junctions (including blocking access to A358 in BOTH directions & increase driver 

frustration rather than encourage patience! 

• Not wide enough for 2 vehicles and certainly prohibits LGV's Dustcarts etc. 

• Ideal. Does this mean there wouldn't be speed humps as currently signposted? 

• Gateway ok, raised - just copying Cotford - horrible. Why not do that at the zebra crossing? 

• It will be great to have tidy entrance to village, but should it not be just off junction before Hither 

Mead? 

• Do we need to narrow the road? 

• All gateways should help identify the 20mph speed limit. 

• Great idea 

• Very good - but why narrow the road when there are as much as 4 buses an hour to go through it they 

often pass in this area. 

 

 

 



Site 11: Village Gateway on Station Road (east of A358) 

 

Additional Comments: 

• Not necessary to have yet more raised areas...isn't there a speed limit for a reason? 

• A good way to indicate the change to a 20-mph limit on entering the village but on cost grounds I would 

question the use of block paving rather than coloured asphalt. 

• In principal we like the idea of village gateways to re-enforce to motorists that they are entering a 

village and believe that the gateways should be a priority. 

• Agree as proposed. 

• Think funds could be better spent on finding additional parking in the village. 

• Important this is done as it sets tone and reminds drivers, they are entering a village and may meet 

obstructions. 

• Too narrow will cause congestion. 

• Long overdue 

• Can you do this without narrowing the road? 

• An excellent idea in what could be considered the busiest entry point to the village. 

• Excellent this will re enforce 20mph at gateway to village by slowing traffic down and remind drivers of 

the speed restriction. 

• Could make welcoming entrance to village. 

• Not sure of the benefit here other than slowing the traffic down after it has left the bypass roundabout. 

• Narrowing of the road negates the need for a raised highway. 

• This will slow the traffic down. 

• Some form of traffic calming feature is required in this location as recent speeds have been recorded to 

be 20mph. School children often walk this route and use the bus stops for school pickups. The designer 

needs to be aware of vertical traffic calming features in isolation. It was also clear from the presentation 

that traffic calming features in particular vertical humps, are unlikely to be given applicable warning 

signage, to TSRGD or TSM, in this case, the designer should consider converting the village 20mph limit, 

to a 20mph ZONE. A 20 mph Zone does not require traffic calming features to be signed. However, 

additional traffic calming measures which can be as basic as SLOWS or roundels, would be required in 

between physical features to ensure the requirements for a 20 Zone are met. 

• Once again: law-abiding traffic at 20 mph or below should be allowed in BOTH directions 

simultaneously. Not 20mph one way and zero mph the other way: even when no pedestrians are 

present! Full-width speed ramps, zebra crossings, contrasting paving, "virtual narrowing": ALL 



acceptable, but NOT carriageway narrowing: it punishes ALL drivers instead of identifying, prosecuting 

and punishing the criminal, inattentive, reckless minority of drivers. This underlying principle behind 

some of these proposals is so clearly unjust & undemocratic. 

• Ideal 

• Very good 

• Does the road need to be narrowed? 

• Great idea 

• Raised crossing etc very good but why narrow the road, again all the buses etc. 

 

Site 12: Village Gateway on Minehead Road 

 

 

Additional Comments: 

• Just seems unnecessary as it is a quiet road anyway and difficult to see oncoming traffic as it is 

• In principal we like the idea of village gateways to re-enforce to motorists that they are entering a 

village and believe that the gateways should be a priority. However, we do not like the single 

carriageway plan at site 12 and feel that the reduction in the width is not appropriate as most people 

entering the village here from Minehead will take the first, not the second, exit from the A358. The 

village gateway here should be similar the one proposed for Site 10 

• This route is the least used. A simple traffic hump would suffice. 

• Important this is done as it sets tone and reminds drivers that they are entering a village and may meet 

obstructions. 

• Too narrow 

• Important to have one here or traffic from the Minehead direction could 'avoid' traffic calming' 

measures before entering the village. 

• This point is a village gateway and should be set up the same as every other gateway. Raised area speed 

restriction. Why treat it differently. Every gateway should send the same message to motorists. 

• Currently vehicles travel straight off bypass at 50mph and take no notice of restriction signs travelling 

down Minehead Road where pedestrians have no pavement and there are many concealed entrances. 

Speed is a problem at this location and needs addressing. We have complained and pointed this out 

many times in past, but no action is ever taken. Why not measure the speed of traffic at this location. 

• Frustration at lack of action has led to a loss of faith in local representation. 



• I would also out that many people will not find it worth trying to negotiate the traffic management 

proposals in the village and Minehead Road will probably become a rat run making the need of traffic 

calming even more of a necessity than now. 

• Could make welcoming entrance to village. 

• Could help slow the traffic down as it approaches the junction. 

• I live in Minehead Road where there is no pavement and many concealed entrances. Speed of vehicles 

is a problem. None of them are at 20mph and therefore there should be a raised area at gateway to 

slow them down and keep us safer. 

• Also, all Gateways to village should be same 

• Speed testing strips have been applied at various parts of village but never in Minehead Road. Why not. 

Despite many complaints no Council officials take any notice 

• It will be important for the slip road to be blocked off. 

• Some form of gateway traffic calming feature would be beneficial here, but the proposal within places 

an obstruction in the carriageway which will require adequate signing and lighting, particularly for 

traffic slipping off the A358 and in the hours of darkness. Designer could consider a feature more 

consistent with others proposed within the overall scheme. Too many different types of arrangement 

could lead to road user confusion and an increase in conflicts. 

• Put in raised area to slow traffic. 

• Would be good to have a raised area as well as the narrowing of the lane as cars do go too fast along 

here. 

• I can see no justification for the build-out/ the carriageway narrowing. By all means a full-width speed 

ramp, contrasting paving, "virtual narrowing”, village gateway signage: but see my previous comments 

on unjust restriction of two-way travel by law-abiding, attentive drivers. 

• The road is not used that much. Again, not sure buff is the right colour. 

• As the bushes grow, this creates a blind corner. Bad positioning why not does as in site 13? 

• If money tight, this gateway not necessary 

• Like 

• Speed problem needs to be sorted with raised gateway area. 

 

Site 13: Village Gateway on West Street 

 

Additional Comments: 

• An appropriate solution for this rural location. 

• I would prefer something a little more obvious and solid than landscaping. 



• In principle we like the idea of village gateways to re-enforce to motorists that they are entering a 

village and believe that the gateways should be a priority. 

• Agree as proposed and this Gateway should be designated a QUIET LANE 

• Important this is done as sets tone and emphasises that this road is narrow after coming of the A358. 

• As the cubs and scouts are based along this road, surely a pavement is a good idea, even if it is only 

'virtual'. And better street lighting. 

• As a Blue Badge holder who finds it hard to get around and park for things in the village whereby 

appreciating the need desire of wider pavements for some feels that additional disabled parking is also 

desirable particularly by the co-op, church and library. 

• The idea of a Quiet Lane designation is a good one. 

• Is there the option of a FP in the field on the other side of the wall? 

• This proposal feels a little light in stature. It does require something more substantial. 

• As with the Football Club there is a regular traffic flow for the Scout HQ and more on a daily basis than 

the FC weekends. There is also foot traffic along West Street with no defined walkway. Although a 

narrow road it does not deter the temptation for speed. 

• Suggest a buff colour dressing across road. At minimum. 

• I'd like to see something similar to the Minehead Road idea. A traffic calming 'something' not just signs. 

Otherwise, the traffic passing through the village on its way to Bridgwater will use this narrow road 

instead. Some will say that's good, but for those exercising horses, walking dogs this could be 

dangerous. 

• However this is a village gateway and should have a raised speed restriction area. Treat all village 

gateways the same to re enforce the message. 

• Needs to enhance the fact that cars are entering a village and a beautiful entrance into the village with 

a view of the manor house and church. 

• All for providing lovely welcome to village but this is in totally the wrong location. Bank constantly 

slipping and road muddy on one side and puddles on the other; also it is too far out. Needs to be just 

before entrance to scout hut. This applies to the 20mph sign too (which about 90% of drivers are 

currently ignoring - we know, we walk down there a lot). It is pointless having 20mph on a road with 

perfectly clear visibility from just past the scout hut to the Watts Bridge. It is never going to be a QUIET 

LANE, it has a high volume of traffic or vehicles of all shapes and sizes (a lot of which turn into Church 

Street by going on the wrong side of the road i.e. to the right of the tram post). 

• The length of road between Cedar Falls and the Scout camp could have been left at 30mph as with the 

clear visibility there is no reason the slow it down early. The passing places could do with improving and 

formalising. The idea of a 'Quiet Lane' is risible. Being a frequent walker down that lane it seems that 

traffic in West Street is going at greater speeds than the original 30mph and virtually no-one does 

20mph. The traffic needs to be slowed (from both directions) before the blind pinch point between 

Church House and the entrance to the cottages. Given the amount of agricultural traffic which passes 

along West Street traffic calming between the Scout Camp and the Tram Pole junction at Church Street 

needs more thought. 

• There should be a proper gateway raised area at this point to force drivers to 20 mph. 

• No need to raise the highway. 

• Signage for Quiet Lane would be good. This road is used by many pedestrians. There is not much room 

for landscaping. 

• 10/10. A reasonable and proportionate proposal. Does 'Quiet Lane' signage include a warning of 

restricted width/ limited sightlines? 

• The narrow nature of this lane already helps slow traffic. 

• Seems reasonable. 



• But no quiet lane it seems patronising and unnecessary. 

• If money tight this gateway not necessary 

• Yes, to quiet lane. 

• If other calming measures proposed are not enforced maybe quiet lane sign posts could be used 

elsewhere 

• Is there an option of a footpath on the other side of the boundary wall and in the field. Much better for 

walkers and dog walkers and cyclists. 

• Put in a raised area to control speed all village gateways should have the same. 

 

Site 14: Village Gateway and Crossing Point on Cothelstone Road by the Football Club 

 

Additional Comments 

• I think the village will lose the look of a village, I'm not a lover of all the ramps etc. 

• Yes, I do drive at 20mph without them. 

• A wise and practical proposal to reduce speeds at this high-risk location. 

• Good idea 

• In principle we like the idea of village gateways to re-enforce to motorists that they are entering a 

village and believe that the gateways should be a priority. Agree as proposed. 

• Need to protect not only our younger footballs legends but all those visiting the village . It would 

confirm that both the village and the football club are forward thinking and would enhance the 

reputation of the village to travelling teams parents week in week out 

• If we only get to get one this is the one 

• Important that this is done as sets tone and emphasises that driver is entering a village with more traffic 

and pedestrians. 

• This is my priority area - still need to see more guidance to drivers about the speed reduction from 

50mph to 20mph. 

• Having lived in the village for thirty five plus years I believe it is necessary for calming measures, 

however my view is at each entrance to the village have raised areas with a 20 mph sign this in my view 

should enough to warn drivers there’s no need for raised areas else where 

• Agree slowing traffic before the 20 is needed, don’t have a view on a crossing just fir football club given 

that’s not a high frequency crossing. Feel this is additional expense for the few 

• Any measures to make it safer where children are likely to be will potentially save lives. 



• This would be a great idea. Even though the speed limit has helped slow the vehicles down, not 

everyone sticks to it and will drive at great speeds past the club, even on a weekend when there's loads 

of children trying to cross the road. 

• Strongly agree with this as cars come into the village way too quick from cothelstone direction is very 

dangerous for the young children crossing the road. Think the 30mph sign should be past the sharp 

right hand corner to slow people down in plenty of time for the 20mph limit in the village. Maybe even 

a speed camera that end? 

• Only the potential for a virtual walkway from Derby Way. 

• This is an excellent idea. It gives safer passage to those using the football facilities as well as act a 

reminder to vehicles entering the village. 

• Informal crossings provide no legal protection to the pedestrian therefore set it up properly. 

• A must as on weekends and during the early evening during the seton this area is a mass with kids 

particularly on Saturday’s mornings and when there is a tournament on there could be a 100 people 

using this crossing point. 

• The players are not always supervised or could be thinking of scoring the goal of the season so do not 

necessarily have their minds on the traffic. Another vital area that is a potential area of accidents 

waiting to happen. 

• the proposed scheme would also enhance the village to the many people visiting the football club and 

confirm that the village is a peasant/ forwarding thinking community who are serious about rad safety 

and a great place to live. 

• Flower beds looked after by the Parish council of the community would also enhance this area. 

• This is vital for keeping players and spectators safe, many cars drive down here to fast and have no 

respect or safety for the people using the club. 

• Can't quite work out where this is but speed humps all the way down from football field definitely 

needed to slow racing traffic down and make safe for kids playing football. 

• As I see there is no section for general comments, I would like to make these here! My personal views 

are that traffic calming measures such as through Staplegrove Village, with priorities, are all that are 

really necessary and that to turn the heart of a lovely conservation area village like Bishops Lydeard into 

a chequered board of different type slaps or colours and other bits and pieces is a waste of time and 

money. There should be absolutely no need for any of these things( "alleviating traffic congestion and 

road safety issues" mentioned in Local Plan) if people drove properly and considerately! I'd rather the 

money was spent on clamping down on all those people who totally ignore double yellow lines; who 

park wherever they want to (outside Paper Shop opposite junction to West Street) as they don't want 

to walk more than a couple of steps; who don't care two hoots about speed limits; who have no 

consideration for other drivers and will fill up passing places, not look ahead and give way to oncoming 

traffic where needed. The type of paving slabs used, or the colour of the tarmac used, is not going to 

make a blind bit of difference to many of the drivers who zap through! Nor will people who prefer to 

use the car be tempted to walk. People who like to walk will continue to do so; those who don't, won't 

however many "virtual" pavements or wider pavements are created. And again, drivers ignore virtual 

pavements - I very nearly got zapped on the one by the Lethbridge today. Incidentally, I do think the 

illuminated speed signs showing how fast going are very effective. Sorry to vent but really appreciate all 

work being done to consult, so though would take opportunity to do so. 

• As good a proposal as any. Note: - As there has not been any provision for overall comments I would like 

to make the point here that I believe that the presentation of this document leaves a lot to be desired. I 

would think that many people will take one look at the first few pages and then close it down never to 

return. The diagrams are not clear and the example photos are pretty meaningless in places. Primarily, 

this village needs to be respected as a conservation area by traffic and no amounts of garish, (out of 

character) red tarmac or bricks will provide the total solution. Where possible, any measures will need 



to be effective without the input of police or traffic wardens because we know that there will be little 

support. The way that present parking and speed measures are ignored is not acceptable and this is not 

going to be improved by the new developments where even more people will be using their cars to visit 

the (limited) facilities. Those that think that people will leave their cars at home and walk and cycle into 

the centre of the village are living in cloud cuckoo land. It is bad enough with the current level of 

cyclists, many of whom treat the village roads as their private domain giving inappropriate abuse to any 

cars or pedestrians that stop them speeding through the village. It is nice to be asked for comments so 

many thanks for that. I wish the planners and others who are involved with this, the best of luck but 

please remember that Bishops Lydeard is a beautiful Quantock village, in spite of the developers 

attempts to urbanise it, and that should be the vein that runs through any attempts to make it safe for 

its inhabitants and visitors. 

• The Football crossing is only in use for approximately 5 hours on a Saturday. 

• This does not justify a raised area. The narrowing of the highway should provide sufficient slowing of 

traffic during those times. 

• Heavy Agricultural traffic could cause damage to any raised highway. 

• There needs to be a footpath to access to the football club. This could be from Delta Rise on the West 

side of the road to the proposed new Village Gateway and Crossing Point, or from Darby Way on the 

East side. 

• Anything that slows the traffic down is a bonus. 

• Will help manage traffic speeds entering the build-up area. This location is almost within the rural 

section of the village; therefore, approach speeds will need to be considered and mitigated. The 

designer needs to also be aware of vertical traffic calming features in isolation. It was also clear from 

the presentation that traffic calming features in particular vertical humps, are unlikely to be given 

applicable warning signage, to TSRGD or TSM, in this case, the designer should consider converting the 

village 20mph limit, to a 20mph ZONE. A 20 mph Zone does not require traffic calming features to be 

signed. However, additional traffic calming measures which can be as basic as SLOWS or roundels, 

would be required in between physical features to ensure the requirements for a 20 Zone are met. 

• Again, not a fan of concrete block paving, nor carriageway narrowing, which slows traffic to Zero mph in 

one direction even when NO pedestrians are present: a recipe for road-rage and frustration for drivers 

the moment they enter the village! The opposite of traffic 'calming'. Again, full-width speed ramps, 

contrast paving, 'virtual narrowing', zebra markings: all acceptable and useful in BOTH directions 

simultaneously. 

• Perfect, really delineates this as the start of the village and provides much safer crossing for young 

footballers. 

• Nice entrance to the village 

• Excellent! Will 30mph restriction start after FP entrance to the field parallel to football ground? 

• Much safer around football club with several young people / children 

• A must to protect young players. 

• Good plan. 


