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Introduction 

 

Highways England and North Somerset Council are promoting two interventions on 

the highway network, specifically to reduce standing traffic on the M5 motorway, 

southbound, on the approach to Junction 19 for Portishead. Highways England’s 

scheme will increase capacity at J19, moving traffic from southbound M5, through 

the junction on to Portbury Hundred. North Somerset Council’s scheme will increase 

capacity at the Sheepway / Portbury Hundred / Wyndham Way roundabout, moving 

traffic from Portbury Hundred, through the roundabout, along Wyndham Way to Sail 

Roundabout where it will distribute in to the town. Both schemes are fully funded by 

Department for Transport. 

 

In the spring of 2018, North Somerset Council undertook a consultation on the 

scheme at Wyndham Way. This report summarises the key points raised by 

consultees and documents the council’s response. 

 

Detail 

 

Consultation ran from Monday 30th April to Sunday 10th June, a period of six weeks. 

Consultation was undertaken through the council’s consultation website – e-consult. 

Material included the rationale behind the scheme, a description of the scheme, the 

scheme drawings and modelling output videos from the traffic modelling behind the 

scheme. 

 

The consultation was promoted by; 

• Article in North Somerset Life;  

• Open to all drop-in session in the afternoon and evening of 23rd May with 

officers and engineers in attendance; 

• Letters to neighbours and businesses; 

• Bespoke page on North Somerset Council’s website; 

• Posters on community notice boards; 

• Posts on North Somerset Council’s social media channels; 

• Support for the Town Council, Portishead in Bloom, Portishead Lions on their 

social media channels; 

• Emails to established email contacts; 

• Articles in North Somerset Council Members correspondence.  

 

The consultation asked two questions;  

• Do you think the proposals for Wyndham Way would impact on you or your 

family? If so, how?; 

• Do you have any other comments or suggestions about the proposals? 



 

There were 117 responses from individuals, most addressing both questions. There 

were no responses from recognised bodies. 

 

Each response is listed in Appendix A (Do you think the proposals for Wyndham 

Way would impact on you or your family? If so, how?) and Appendix B (Do you 

have any other comments or suggestions about the proposals?). In these 

appendices the responses are ‘themed’, each theme is then addressed by officers. 

 

The Key Issues raise through the consultation were; 

• The scheme doesn’t address the congestion on the M5 

• The scheme has adverse impacts on the ‘gateway’ to the town; loss of green 

space; this residential area is not the appropriate location for a 3-lane 

carriageway; 

• The ‘rural’ area on Portbury Hundred is a more appropriate location for a 3-

lane carriageway; widening of Portbury Hundred would be a better scheme; 

• The scheme merely moves traffic further into the town which is already 

congested; 

• The scheme merely moves traffic to Sail Roundabout which is already 

congested; 

• Addressing ‘rat-running’ through Sheepway would be a better solution; 

• The pedestrian crossings on Wyndham Way cause the congestion, they 

should be replaced with bridges or subways; 

• The bus stops contribute to the congestion and should be accommodated in 

lay-bys; 

• Wider pedestrian crossings disadvantages both drivers and pedestrians; 

• Twin traffic lanes through Sheepway Roundabout disadvantages drivers 

exiting Bristol Road; 

• The scheme fails to address congestion in the morning. 

 

The scheme had previously been through an option assessment process, based on 

traffic monitoring, turning counts and speed data, which had been confirmed to be 

appropriate through traffic modelling. Following the consultation officers wished to 

explore these issues again and take independent advice; 

 

• Officers spent a number of evenings observing traffic flow and driver 

behaviour;  

• Officers engaged the services of independent Traffic Engineers from 

consultants Jacobs.  

• Using recording devices officers remeasured traffic flows and speeds at a 

number of locations over a number of weeks.  

• Officers videoed the principal junctions over a number of weeks. 

 

The Data Report that was prepared following this further monitoring is attached at 

Appendix C  



 

Officers were particularly keen to identify an alternative scheme that achieved the 

same objectives (to accommodate the additional peak traffic flow discharged from 

Highways England’s scheme at J19) without the need to undertake works on 

Wyndham Way (the gateway to Portishead). To this end, officers and consultants 

spent a number of evenings at and around Sheepway Roundabout.  

 

The consultants formed the view that congestion on Portbury Hundred in the 

afternoon principally arises due to lack of capacity through the Sheepway 

Roundabout and that if capacity through the roundabout could be increased the 

delays on Portbury Hundred would not begin to emerge. This confirmed officer 

understanding of the principal cause. Officers and consultants then explored how to 

increase capacity through the Sheepway Roundabout. Consultants couldn’t identify 

any scheme other than providing twin traffic lanes through the roundabout towards 

Wyndham Way.  

 

If there are to be twin lanes through the roundabout, officers and consultants 

explored how these could be merged back into a single lane as soon as practical 

(reducing negative impacts upon Wyndham Way). The consultants explored a merge 

100m along Wyndham Way (advisable minimum distance). They concluded that the 

merge itself could generate congestion that would tail back into Sheepway 

Roundabout. Better, in the consultants’ view, to continue the twin lanes to Sail 

Roundabout. This confirmed officer view that there is no other scheme available that 

meets the objectives. 

 

Officers therefore recommend to the Executive Member that the principles of 

the scheme be approved. 

 

However, recognising the consultees’ concerns, officers have sought to limit the 

schemes negative impacts; 

 

Concern; 

Concern was expressed about removal of trees that form a screen between 

Wyndham Way and the residents of Heron Gardens. The scheme as proposed did 

include the removal of a number of trees from a small wooded area to the rear of 

Heron Gardens. This area is seen by North Somerset’s ecologists as overly dense 

and in need of management. The removal of some trees would have improved the 

quality of those remaining and would have increased wildlife diversity beneath the 

canopy.  

 

Modification;  

The removal of these trees has been removed from the proposal. 

 

Concern; 

Concern was expressed about increasing the width of the two existing signal 

controlled pedestrian & cycle crossings on Wyndham Way. As proposed this would 



have required increasing the vehicular red-time so that pedestrians could continue to 

cross safely. This would have introduced further vehicular delay on the outbound 

carriageway in the morning. This arrangement would also have required the 

installation of two signal arms over the carriageway, this was seen as further 

urbanisation.  

 

Modification; 

The scheme as now proposed includes both crossings being installed with central 

reservations, figures 1 & 2. This arrangement has a number of advantages. 

Vehicular red-time on the outbound carriageway is slightly reduced from the existing, 

introducing a marginal improvement in the morning peak. Vehicular red-time on the 

inbound carriageway is the same as existing. The central reservations introduce 

deflection on the inbound carriageway, reducing vehicular speeds when the road is 

less busy. It is however recognised that the central islands disadvantage pedestrians 

and cyclists crossing Wyndham Way.  

 

Officers therefore recommend to the Executive Member that the scheme be 

modified as discussed above. 

 

Consultees raised other concerns that have been re-explored since the consultation 

closed. These issues and subsequent officer responses are set out in Appendices 

A & B   

 

Figures 1 & 2 follow. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Fig 1 – crossing near Sheepway Roundabout 

  



Fig 2 – crossing near Sail Roundabout 
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