
Question:Q3.   Do you think the proposals for Wyndham Way would impact on you or your family  ? If so, how?  Theme Officer Response - in all cases 

reference to 'the Data Report' means 

appendix C
I believe they will have little or no positive effect thus causing us to loose my time reentering Portishead

Yes. I'm regularly stuck in traffic. I don't believe this proposal will help. I think an alternative route from Avonmouth or M5 to Port 

Marine should be explored instead. Too many areas in Portishead are served by Wyndham Way to the Sainsbury's roundabout.

Yes, the impact will be that if the crossings are maintained on Wyndham Way and traffic is still using the first roundabout 

(Sheepway) as it is today (coming out from Portishead and out from Sheepway) that there will be no change to the current 

unacceptable traffic situation at peak times. So the money spent will be wasted.

The plan will make little difference as the infact it will make the turning off in the left hand lane towards Clevedon more busy as I 

can see from your graphic that both lanes will be allowed to go straight on towards the Sainsbury's roundabout. I see this 

proposal as the cheapest option to the problem and all I see it doing is shifting the problem elsewhere. Yes it'll probably remove 

the traffic approaching that first roundabout but I don't think that 500m section is long enough to cope with the amount of traffic. I 

use this stretch every single week day. My guess would be most of the traffic head towards the new housing development taking 

a right turn at the Sainsbury's roundabout. Your proposed two lanes will, in my view, still be one traffic jam. With some people 

going the long way around again shifting the problem to other areas which are not a concern at the moment. Your cab stand will 

then be even heavier due to people short cutting the traffic towards Phoenix Way. I will follow this with great interest as I don't 

believe your models are correct. Some basic maths.. the traffic stacks back to the sheepway junction most evenings. Your new 

second lane adds 500m of traffic saving. The distance from sheepway to the roundabout is far greater. Add the little stretch 

which currently eases the odd car (me) to turn left. Total 600m. My guesstimate is yes it'll reduce the traffic but not by much. It's a 

token gesture which may fall faul like the cabstand.

I commute to Blagdon every day and getting in and out of portishead can be very diffulcult. Sensible plans need to be made to 

alleviate the tail backs.

Don't think it solves the problem and will cause further issues and delay to traffic coming from the B3124 Bristol Road and push 

the problem down to the Quays Avenue roundabout

Yes insomuch that I am not convinced that the proposals will materially impact evening rush hour journey times. The capital 

available could be used to reduce M5 queuing traffic by reducing journey times. Simply moving the near-stationary traffic to a 

road further into Portishead will only bring more pollution into the town and will not achieve any real benefits for the community.

I am against widening Wyndham Way and would prefer simple alternative solutions be tried first.

I do not think that the proposed solution will actually assist with the nightmare that is the journey in and out of Portishead in the 

morning/evening.

So there will be no impact, we will still remain in heavy traffic with little sign of any respite.

This is particularly worrying now that traffic is starting to tail back onto the M5 because the A369 cannot cope.

Absolutely no positive improvement to our family. Proposed works to be carried out at night time will seriously disrupt our sleep 

!!!!!!

The road will increase the traffic speed along Wyndham Way (the main objective) at peak times and there will be a 

corresponding increase in noise and pollution in the area. More cars per hour equals greater pollution levels. The travel time 

from the motorway to Wyndham Way is less than 10 minutes so there are no real positive benefits in travel time.

These proposals will impact my family by causing weeks, or even months, of traffic disruption on Wyndham Way because of the 

roadworks required to effect the changes to the carriageway. Hence, this unnecessary, and ill-conceived road modification will 

actually cause even more traffic disruption.

Doubt the scheme will 

have a positive impact / is 

not the correct scheme 

(no specific alternative)

Many of the consultees concerns are not 

in-line / relevant with the objectives of 

the scheme proposed. Highways 

England will be undertaking 

improvements works at J19 that will help 

relieve congestion on the M5 in the 

afternoon. Highways England's scheme 

aims to alleviate traffic queuing 

southbound on the motorway waiting to 

exit at J19. The existing congestion on 

Portbury Hundred is known to tailback 

into J19 on occasions. In order for 

Highways England's works to realise full 

benefit the congestion on Portbury 

Hundred needs to be reduced. The 

proposal at Wyndham Way allows traffic 

to flow from Portbury Hundred, through 

Sheepway Roundabout, along 

Wyndham Way to Sail Roundabout, 

where it can distribute into the town. 

North Somerset Council's assessment of 

the proposed scheme does predict 

better journey times for drivers in the 

afternoons.

Consultees express concerns around 

distribution during construction. The 

proposal can be built 'off-line' with 

Wyndham Way remaining open, albeit 

with reduced traffic lane widths. Two 

night-time road closures are proposed 

when the new carriageway is surfaced 

and the existing carriageway resurfaced.



Yes traffic will speed when it is not busy .will be used as a motorway .the only time I have noticed a blocked at junction 19 is 

when traffic gets off to use Portishead as a way of avoiding m5 blocked ahead . At busy times it flows nicely if no incidents or 

breakdowns on Portbury 100 .every time the traffic lights are pressed it will come to standstill even if two lanes are there .in the 

500 metres two sets of lights are always being used and I have regularey noticed lights stopping with only a couple of cars 

getting through .

Proposal would have no foreseeable impact

A modest improvement to traffic flow on my regular commute, but the plans are not ambitious enough.

No. It would offer no difference to me from what exists now.

Would impact little as they will have virtually no effect at all. Just widening one section of road will not help the Portishead traffic 

problem. It will certainly not affect the volume of traffic coming down Bristol Road which is already excessive and where there 

are numerous potholes which are not being dealt with despite resident requests. The new proposals will not stop Portishead 

gridlocking the minute there is any sort of traffic incident.

I doubt it. Being retired we avoid venturing onto the A369 during "rush hours".

This will impact me and my family for the duration of the work. Once complete things will go back to how they are today. This 

proposal doesn't really do anything except allow more traffic into the congested section of the road network, with no increase in 

the road capacity to move traffic out of this part of the network. There is a risk that this proposal will actually make things worse, 

not better.

Yes, it will make the traffic around the area even worse.

Overall, i don't actually think the proposals will make a significant difference to the motorway queuing at J19, but i do think it has 

the potentail to snarl up portishead roads even more than they already are.

The models don't show the affect of the two pedestrian crossings being in use and the backing up and gridlocking of the 

roundabout at Sheepway this could cause.

Little if any impact

Yes

An even longer commute during the planned works

no improvement to journey times after completion of works - the proposals will only move the severe bottleneck from M5 junction 

into Portishead

A proper and full assessment and plans that tackles Portishead congestion problems holistically is needed, not a piecemeal 

tactical scheme which is just a waste of money.

Increased noise and air pollution when walking/cycling along Wyndham way. More cars will be in the same stretch of road cars, 

which must lead to greater pollution. This will lead to people being less likely to use more environmentally preferred solutions.

Reduction in available path/cycle way along Wyndham way as the width of these will be squeezed to accommodate the wider 

road. Or green verges that help protect the path will be squeezed.

As a cyclist, and have friends and family who are cyclists, this will lead to an increase in danger for those who opt to use the road 

rather than the cycle path. Cycle paths are not always the best option for the cyclist in a hurry as they wind around and 

pedestrians are not always careful, so cyclists, like myself, will often prefer to exercise their legal right to use the road. Cars will 

travel faster and with less care on the dual carriageway (as it is perceived to be a car only zone) leading to increased risk of 

collision and severity of resulting collisions. I will be less inclined to be a cycle commuter, leading to an increase in traffic.

No perceptible improvement in travel times as the cars will fill up Wyndham way rather than the Portbury 100. As can be seen in 

the videos traffic is limited not by the availability of road, but by the signal controlled crossings and sail roundabout.

Changed signal times on the crossings will be implemented to improve journey times. This will lead to longer waiting times to 

cross the road.

Doubt the scheme will 

have a positive impact / is 

not the correct scheme 

(no specific alternative)

disadvantages cyclists 

and pedestrians

Following consultation, North Somerset 

Council has reconsidered the impacts 

upon cyclists and pedestrians using the 

two crossings.  Although both crossings 

will retain active cyclist & pedestrian 

detection (extending their green time as 

required), they will now be split into two 

phases. The crossing distance on the 

'into Portishead' carriageway will remain 

similar to the existing, and the crossing 

distance on the 'out of Portishead' 

carriageway will be reduced. The 

provision of these segregated crossings 

will introduce deflections into the 

carriageways that in themselves will act 

as a vehicle speed restraint. It is also 

worth noting that reduced congestion on 

Portbury Hundred is likely to reduce rat-

running on Sheepway, improving 

conditions for cyclists in this area.

Many of the consultees concerns are not 

in-line / relevant with the objectives of 

the scheme proposed. Highways 

England will be undertaking 

improvements works at J19 that will help 

relieve congestion on the M5 in the 

afternoon. Highways England's scheme 

aims to alleviate traffic queuing 

southbound on the motorway waiting to 

exit at J19. The existing congestion on 

Portbury Hundred is known to tailback 

into J19 on occasions. In order for 

Highways England's works to realise full 

benefit the congestion on Portbury 

Hundred needs to be reduced. The 

proposal at Wyndham Way allows traffic 

to flow from Portbury Hundred, through 

Sheepway Roundabout, along 

Wyndham Way to Sail Roundabout, 

where it can distribute into the town. 

North Somerset Council's assessment of 

the proposed scheme does predict 

better journey times for drivers in the 

afternoons.

Consultees express concerns around 

distribution during construction. The 

proposal can be built 'off-line' with 

Wyndham Way remaining open, albeit 

with reduced traffic lane widths. Two 

night-time road closures are proposed 

when the new carriageway is surfaced 

and the existing carriageway resurfaced.



I am worried that Bullying Attitude of Drivers that is on the increase will effect the Safety of Road users in the Portishead area 

with the introduction of extra lanes without enforced speed restrictions and Traffic monitoring - is this area of concern included in 

Consultation?

Sometimes travel to Bristol and often go via M5 J19 to avoid the centre of Bristol or if there's congestion etc on the M4 J20-19 or 

the M32 to go to the southern end of the city

My daughters daily commute to Bristol

No impact

It will impact my family with my wife traveling to and from work.

Yes, regularly drive down Wyndham way during rush hour

Yes, we are regular users of this road to get to work and other reasons for leaving Portishead heading to Bristol or the M5 

heading north. The daily commute will be the journey most affected.

My son-in-law is moving to Portishead next week and will commute daily to Bristol. Many others are making a similar move. He 

has tested the journey staying with us and has to greatly extend his day away from his family to be able to get to work on time.

We also use the road regularly for shopping, leisure etc

Yes. Regular users of the road as it is still the only way out of Portishead.

Yes.

I use the road from home through Wyndham Way, the two roundabouts, Portbury Hundred too and across J19 around 7am 

weekdays mornings and returning the reverse route at between 6 and 6.30pm evenings.

I also on occasions return via the M5 south to come off on Junction 19 at peak times.

My son travels by bus to his college and returns at various times from the Sainsbury bus stop, using the X3 and X4 services.

Yes, regularly use the route.

Only as a commuter into and out of Portishead daily

Not directly.

 It will result in increased traffic at the sa roundabout and possibly further into town.

They would cause more congestion further in to Portishead, which will make getting to and from work more difficult and time 

consuming.

Yes, reducing green areas, removal of trees, increasing density of traffic in populated area, unnecessary road widening, 

increase of pollution near houses, induced demand resulting in increased traffic levels.

Yes the proposals will affect my family

It will add to the journey time from the M5 south into west Portishead. This scheme does nothing for Portishead's evening 

congestion at all. It stands to reason that getting more vehicles off the M5 and onto the A369 that more vehicle will be arriving in 

Portishead. The High St, Cabstand and Bristol Rd will become a nightmare. Morning traffic will not be affected apart from 

vehicles on Bristol Rd heading to the M5.

Heading into town may become easier as we would not have to queue behind the traffic turning right at the Sail Roundabout, but 

we would then have to queue at Aldi traffic lights instead.

Yes. It will increase the volumes of road traffic in Portishead.

Increases traffic / 

encourages traffic / more 

traffic in Portishead

The scheme doesn't seek to 

accommodate additional traffic over the 

whole evening period. It does seek to 

accommodate the traffic currently 

standing on the M5 - to prevent the 

queue developing. as a result there will 

be traffic volume increases in the peak 

of the evening but not over the evening 

as a whole.

Following the consultation North 

Somerset Council monitored the Sail 

Roundabout for a week in September 

18. During the week's monitoring no exit 

blocking was observed. This confirmed 

officer understanding that the 

roundabout is considered balanced and 

does not exhibit exit blocking. Therefore 

Officers remain confident that the 

scheme doesn't merely move queuing to 

Sail Roundabout. 

disadvantages cyclists 

and pedestrians

Following consultation, North Somerset 

Council has reconsidered the impacts 

upon cyclists and pedestrians using the 

two crossings.  Although both crossings 

will retain active cyclist & pedestrian 

detection (extending their green time as 

required), they will now be split into two 

phases. The crossing distance on the 

'into Portishead' carriageway will remain 

similar to the existing, and the crossing 

distance on the 'out of Portishead' 

carriageway will be reduced. The 

provision of these segregated crossings 

will introduce deflections into the 

carriageways that in themselves will act 

as a vehicle speed restraint. It is also 

worth noting that reduced congestion on 

Portbury Hundred is likely to reduce rat-

running on Sheepway, improving 

conditions for cyclists in this area.

non-specific response Thank you for your response



More speeding traffic down this road on an evening after 8pm and early hours. Noise and quality of air pollution. And how 

dangerous it's going to be going over the crossing. It's bad enough now with cars failing to cross and traffic lights not always 

working for pedestrians. Traffic will just build up down by the sail roundabout so not going to achieve anything.

Would move the traffic jam a bit further down the road.

Yes, increased noise from the traffic flow, increased pollution and poorer air quality as the introduction of a second lane brings 

the road network closer to the homes in heron gardens. It is also just pushing the congestion further into Portishead. The 

roundabout at Brewers Faye/ sainsburys will not cope

Not only this it is going to be more difficult walking my child to/from school, as we will have to contend with an extra lane of 

traffic, when using the traffic light crossing. This is already tricky enough where cars don't want to wait, the amount of people that 

race through on an amber light. A majority of the Gordano school children walk out too early. This is an accident waiting to 

happen, if not kill someone!!

 It will impact the visual appeal of the journey into Portishead. Removal of trees and flowers will have a detrimental impact on 

wellbeing

Not directly, but it would mean Portishead losing more greenery, trees and open space for very little, if any benefit!

 They will also mean a loss of valuable green space, which is already in short supply, and is vital for health and wellbeing.

Yes, reducing green areas, removal of trees, increasing density of traffic in populated area, unnecessary road widening, 

increase of pollution near houses, induced demand resulting in increased traffic levels.

They will destroy the beautiful entrance to the town we have now for little or no benefit to those of us who commute daily

Yes, congestion around Portishead whilst works are carried out. Also making a pleasant looking road which Portishead in Bloom 

have worked hard at making look an attractive entrance to the town into an ugly wide road which will have speeding traffic and 

an impact on the large amount of birdlife that currently uses the grass area.

As the new proposals will involve the removal of trees at the edge of Wyndham Way, we will lose the beauty of these trees, 

especially in the autumn. 

It would ruin the verges and entrance to the town. 

Yes. Part of the joy of Portishead is the way Portishead in Bloom has developed the soft green verges heading into Portishead. 

An additional lane of traffic would be an eye sore.

Loss of yet more green space and trees, to be replaced by tarmac, all for the sake of hoping to reduce rush hour congestion.

Yes. The green approach to Portishead is very cheering, with the natural look of wide grass verge, spring daffodils and mature 

hawthorn hedge and chestnut trees. This natural area also supports birds and insects. I am concerned that this area will all be 

lost and that the "landscaping" proposals do not adequately consider maintenance of wildlife.

There is no description in the plan of how damage/removal or hedges and tree will be minimised. There is no indication that 

native, pollinator friendly plants will be planted in the "landscaping improvements".

I'm also very concerned about the loss of many trees and hedgerows along the route. Some of these seem to be arbitary culling 

and not necessary for the road widening. Are there plans to replant trees that are lost? There is one particular young chestnut 

tree that surely need not be lost?

I don't want to see the lovely daffodil verges of Wyndham Way tarmaced over until all other suggestions to reduce M5 queuing 

have been actioned.

Increases traffic / 

encourages traffic / more 

traffic in Portishead

Adverse visual impacts 

on gateway to Portishead 

/ loss of trees, flowers, 

greenspace

The scheme doesn't seek to 

accommodate additional traffic over the 

whole evening period. It does seek to 

accommodate the traffic currently 

standing on the M5 - to prevent the 

queue developing. as a result there will 

be traffic volume increases in the peak 

of the evening but not over the evening 

as a whole.

Following the consultation North 

Somerset Council monitored the Sail 

Roundabout for a week in September 

18. During the week's monitoring no exit 

blocking was observed. This confirmed 

officer understanding that the 

roundabout is considered balanced and 

does not exhibit exit blocking. Therefore 

Officers remain confident that the 

scheme doesn't merely move queuing to 

Sail Roundabout. 

Following the consultation, officers and 

independent consultants spent a number 

of evenings watching traffic behaviour in 

seek of a scheme that achieves the 

same outcomes, but with less adverse 

impacts on the residential 'Gateway' 

area into Portishead.  Despite exploring 

a number of proposals, officers and 

consultants were unable to identify such 

a scheme.

It is worth noting that five trees will be 

planted to replace the four removed. 

Overall, hedgerow removal will be 

replaced, but in separate areas. Officers 

have worked with Portishead in Bloom to 

ensure there is an overall betterment.



Yes. I struggle to see how removing an attractive, landscaped, green space entrance to Portishead can benefit any local 

resident.

Simply adding an additional lane to the road is not the answer to the transport challenges. Invest in public transport and make it 

more affordable to get people off the roads

Yes. The impact is that the money is better spent on public transportation, the fact that the bus links are infrequent and weak, 

and the rail link is postponed forever. That is the one and only way to improve traffic situations. More buses, reliable schedules, 

decent frequency, and better links to get to places other than the centre of Bristol, such as Southmead Hospital, Clevedon, 

Weston-super-Mare, Yatton train station, Backwell train station, Parkway train station. You can add and widen roads till the cows 

come home, but all that will happen is that MORE PEOPLE WILL DRIVE. Your predictions likely do not take this into account.

I'm sure the scheme will work well once completed but surely we should develop our existing rail link as a priority before 

encouraging further road use. Why such a long delay on the rail action? We've been talking about it for over 20 years!

I think they are unnecessary. You should focus on getting the railway open, then there will be far fewer cars

I think they will spend a lot of money on putting an extra lane of traffic in which won't make much material difference to the flow 

into Portishead. So my journey time will largely be unaffected but as a town, we'll spend this money in the wrong area instead of 

actually fixing the problem.

The traffic modelling videos do not bear resemblance to the actual traffic observed at rush hour. These show a near continuous 

stream of cars coming out of Wyndham Way towards The Hundred which stop any traffic exiting from Sheepway. Every evening 

it is this Sheepway traffic which comes out and across the exit of The Hundred, stopping that flow and causing a backlog. Most 

of this traffic will have exited The Hundred previously to avoid slowing traffic, knowing they have a clear exit at the end.

Part-time traffic lights on Sheepway before the junction with Conference Avenue would deter these people from taking this route 

as they would be held at rush hour before being able to exit Sheepway and affect the traffic flow at that roundabout.

There is also no traffic stoppage for the first crossing within the modelling, so that's a bit deceptive of how the traffic flows as 

well.

Suggests alternative - 

part-time traffic signals on 

Sheepway

Following the consultation further 

monitoring on Sheepway was 

undertaken. This confirmed the officer 

view that only when the queuing on 

Portbury Hundred tails back to 

Sheepway junction (junction near the 

footbridge to Portbury Village) do the 

majority of drivers start to divert via 

Sheepway. Officers fully agree that once 

drivers start to divert and arrive at the 

Sheepway Roundabout, they have 

priority over traffic seeking to exit from 

Portbury Hundred, exacerbating the 

congestion on Portbury Hundred. 

However, officers remain of the view that 

drivers diverting via Sheepway is a 

symptom of the congestion on Portbury 

Hundred, not the cause per se. The 

computer modelling undertaken prior to 

the consultation modelled the period 

prior to congestion tailing back to the 

Sheepway junction and drivers diverting 

via Sheepway. This showed with the 

scheme in place the queuing on 

Portbury Hundred doesn't tail back to the 

Sheepway junction and, by extension, 

drivers don't start to divert via 

Sheepway.

Adverse visual impacts 

on gateway to Portishead 

/ loss of trees, flowers, 

greenspace

Invest in public transport 

to reduce traffic

Re-opening of the Portishead railway is 

a project in its own right, that is 

progressing with the expectation of train 

services being reinstated in early 2020s.

The funding available to undertake 

highway improvements in Portishead 

and at J19 comes from the Department 

for Transport in direct response to the 

standing traffic on the M5. It is doubtful 

that a credible business case could be 

developed that linked reinstatement of 

Portishead rail with reduced congestion 

on the M5.

Following the consultation, officers and 

independent consultants spent a number 

of evenings watching traffic behaviour in 

seek of a scheme that achieves the 

same outcomes, but with less adverse 

impacts on the residential 'Gateway' 

area into Portishead.  Despite exploring 

a number of proposals, officers and 

consultants were unable to identify such 

a scheme.

It is worth noting that five trees will be 

planted to replace the four removed. 

Overall, hedgerow removal will be 

replaced, but in separate areas. Officers 

have worked with Portishead in Bloom to 

ensure there is an overall betterment.



5. The flow of traffic on Wyndham Way is in my opinion worse heading out of Portishead in the morning rather than heading into 

Portishead in the evening. Creating a second lane heading into town would do nothing to improve this;

They would likely improve our homeward commute to Bristol in the evening, primarily Friday. But they don't address the much 

more significant issue of the outbound morning commute, which is much more of a problem every single day, causing commute 

times of over an hour for 12 miles!!

We rarely use this road during rush hour but I'm not sure how they would help as it can be equally as bad going out on a 

morning!

6. A better solution for the congestion on Wyndham Way would be to improve the flow of traffic by building laybyes for buses to 

pull into instead of stopping the traffic and footbridges/underpasses for pedestrians instead of the current pelican crossings;

The congestion in the evening heading into Portishead is caused by several factors the most being the sheer amount of people 

entering Portishead, but this is exacerbated in Wyndham Way, not by the fact it is a single road, but by the two sets of pedestrian 

lights. The first set especially causes traffic being unable to pass around the roundabout especially between 3.30 and 4.15 when 

the kids are coming back from school. This causes a lot of tailbacks early in the afternoon, whilst the evening is just amount of 

people travelling.

Your current traffic model does not represent the pedestrian crossings being use. Both of them cause tailbacks but specifically 

the first one coming in causes the most problems as people jam up the roundabout and as I said, try to get into Portishead at 

3.45 and you will be queuing (sometimes nearly back to the Sheepway junction).

I believe keeping the pedestrian crossings will still make tailbacks as mentioned previously. Have they thought about putting an 

under pass in?

As a daily user of the road at busy times I feel that it is the pedestrian crossings that cause the congestion, not the size of the 

road.

I have lived here many years and this 300 mtr extra lane is a waste of

public funds and will have a big effect noise and pollution wise on homes in The Vale (Jacobs Meadow) etc and Brampton Way.

In any event as I have already pointed out the two pedestrian crossings will jam this up and for longer as the road will be wider 

and on Red for longer.

What is needed is 2 bridges only instead of the road widening.

These crossings need to be monitored.I had to stop 3 times last week driving my car between the first r-a-bout and sainsbury 

one because of the pedestrian crossing, so no amount of widening this part will help.

PLEASE LISTEN and carry out an in depth survey on this BEFORE moving forward.

I am sure the two engineering firms in portishead will be happy to quote.

I have seen this work very well in all parts of Europe and North Africa.

Suggests alternative- 

outbound improvements

Following the consultation the scheme 

has been modified to provide the 

existing cycle & pedestrian crossings as 

two phases. This is primarily to reduce 

the vehicular red time on the 'into 

Portishead' carriageway. This also 

reduces the vehicular red time on the 

'out of Portishead' carriageway, offering 

some benefit during the morning peak.

The funding available for this scheme 

and HEs scheme at J19 is specifically 

related to reducing standing traffic on 

the M5 in the afternoons. It would not be 

possible to argue that relieving 

congestion within Portishead relieves 

congestion on the M5.

Suggests alternative 

scheme - remove 

pedestrian crossings / 

provide pedestrian 

bridges / provide 

underpasses.

Following the consultation period further 

monitoring of the cycle / pedestrian 

crossings were undertaken. This 

confirmed officer understanding that the 

crossings are not a cause of the 

congestion on Portbury Hundred. This is 

discussed at length in the Data Report.

North Somerset Council Policy (Joint 

Local Transport Plan) and best practice, 

seeks to encourage and facilitate 

walking and cycling, along with use of 

public transport. Therefore removing 

these crossings is not an option. 

Overbridges would disadvantage 

pedestrians due to lengthy access 

ramps required to meet equality 

requirements. Underpasses draw 

concerns around anti-social behaviour 

and personal safety.

Following the consultation, the scheme 

has been modified to provide the cycle 

and pedestrian crossings in two phases. 

This means that the crossing distance 

on the 'into Portishead' carriageway will 

remain similar to the existing (similar 

vehicular red time) whilst up to twice as 

many vehicles will be able to pass 

through the crossings in the 'inbound' 

direction.



I do not think the proposal will address or solve the problem and am therefore against it. It would be better to have an over or 

underpass to allow pedestrians to cross and get rid of the traffic lights that can cause disruption in the flow of traffic. also, if 

people coming from the Sheepway don't have to use the roundabout and can turn left beforehand, this would avoid some of the 

extra traffic.

7. A third lane all the way along the Portbury Hundred would also be a better solution. This could be a smart lane, which allows 

two lanes of traffic leaving the town in the morning and two lanes entering the town in the evening. This system has been 

employed successfully on Cardiff's North Road for many years;

I think it is not going to make any difference to the traffic jams and tailback on the motorway. What really needs to be built is a 

dual carriageway from the motorway all the way to Portishead and to stop building more flats and houses where the 

infrastructure can not cope with more houses and people!! As for the impact luckily we can usually miss rush hours except when 

taking people to hospital, as my husband is a Porter.

You need to recognise that the limited capacity on the A369 Wyndham Way also applies to the Portbury Hundred coming into 

Portishead. This single road should also be made dual carriage: surely this makes the best sense – duel carriageway all the way 

down the A369 – its not like there isn't space down there. This would solve the capacity issue by increasing it straight from the 

motorway (especially as there are two lanes off the junction and two lanes at the end).

By increasing the Portbury Hundred to two lanes and easing traffic this would also stop people heading down the Sheepway to 

avoid the traffic.

Whilst I agree it's a good idea to increase the road in to two lanes, I believe this needs to be flowed through to the Portbury 

Hundred which would solve the problem much better.

We are a young family, in a few years the children will be going into Portishead for school. It is already congested so anything to 

improve the flow of traffic is a good idea. Shame it cant be extended along the Portbury hundred.

Won't solve the problem. Needed is an additional south bound lane from J18-J19 similarly an increase in capacity across J19 

and then dedicated dual carriageway in and out of Portishead.

Obviously planning and funding availability will preclude this.

What about putting pressure on the home builders to force them to fund the

proposed relief road.

I think the plans would be ineffective at tackling the traffic problem at rush hour. The problem with cars building on the hundred 

has little to do with Wyndham Way and is more to do with traffic queuing at the sheepway roundabout because of 2 things. First 

is that cars wanting to turn left onto Portbury Common have to queue in line until the road splits into 2 lanes,which is not far 

enough down the Hundred. Second is the pelican crossing at the beginning of Wyndham Way which when operated creates a 

natural back up of cars on the sheepway roundabout. Adding an extra lane to Wyndham Way won't stop this happening.

If the 2 lane split was further down the Hundred it would vastly improve flow. In addition the work to this stretch of road would be 

easier (it's dead land) and also have much less of an impact on the residents of Wyndham Way. Plus it would mean not 

tarmacing over the existing trees and flowers which are a pleasant sight on the entrance to the town.

I drive back home every weekday between 5pm and 6pm and the congestion is always there but NOT in Wyndham way. The 

congestion is from the M5 Jct 19 roundabout to the first roundabout coming into Portishead. When you cross the roundabout 

onto Wyndham way the traffic moves quite well.

In other words, making the changes as outlined wont make any improvement to the congestion coming into Portishead. The road 

that does need widening is the A369 from the M5 Jct 19 all the way to the first roundabout as you approach Portishead and not 

Wyndham way between the two roundabouts.

Suggests alternative 

scheme - remove 

pedestrian crossings / 

provide pedestrian 

bridges / provide 

underpasses.

Following the consultation period further 

monitoring of the cycle / pedestrian 

crossings were undertaken. This 

confirmed officer understanding that the 

crossings are not a cause of the 

congestion on Portbury Hundred. This is 

discussed at length in the Data Report.

North Somerset Council Policy (Joint 

Local Transport Plan) and best practice, 

seeks to encourage and facilitate 

walking and cycling, along with use of 

public transport. Therefore removing 

these crossings is not an option. 

Overbridges would disadvantage 

pedestrians due to lengthy access 

ramps required to meet equality 

requirements. Underpasses draw 

concerns around anti-social behaviour 

and personal safety.

Following the consultation, the scheme 

has been modified to provide the cycle 

and pedestrian crossings in two phases. 

This means that the crossing distance 

on the 'into Portishead' carriageway will 

remain similar to the existing (similar 

vehicular red time) whilst up to twice as 

many vehicles will be able to pass 

through the crossings in the 'inbound' 

direction.

Suggests alternative - 

additional lane on 

Portbury Hundred 

(inbound)

Following the consultation, North 

Somerset Council undertook additional 

observation surveys to ensure our 

understanding of traffic conditions and 

driver behaviour is correct. Officers also 

took independent consultant advice.                                                            

Without prompting, the consultants 

came to the same conclusion as officers; 

that lack of capacity within the 

Sheepway Roundabout is the primary 

cause of congestion that tails back along 

Portbury Hundred. 

There is merit in duelling Portbury 

Hundred, without additional capacity 

improvements at Sheepway Roundabout 

and on Wyndham Way, as it would 

double storage capacity and create 

additional storage capacity for traffic 

released by Highway England's scheme.  

However, without the intervention 

proposed at Sheepway roundabout, 

individual driver journey times would not 

improve.

The scheme as proposed not only helps 

traffic distribute into the town but it also 

forecasts to reduce journey times for 

drivers.



Not for me but my family struggle to get out of Portishead in the morning and encounter long queues retuning in the evening. 

Ideally it should be two lanes of traffic in both directions or somehow make it two lanes out in the mornings and change over to 

two lanes incoming later in the day. It's just a drop in the ocean for Portishead's traffic problems. How much longer must we wait 

for the railway to be reinstated!

I am a regular user of the route during rush hour but I do not agree that your proposals are the best solution. At present there is 

poor visibility around the sail roundabout because of the height of the roundabout and the shrubs and plants on the approaches, 

particularly on Wyndham Way, . Vehicles have to slow to a crawl and then to stop to look around the shrubs on the central 

reservation causing the tailback. If all planting around and on the roundabout were removed and the height of the roundabout 

reduced so drivers could see over it, traffic would flow smoothly. And this would cost a fraction of the amount of your proposals.

Suggests alternative - 

improve visibility at Sail 

Roundabout

In addition to improving the visual impact 

of roundabouts, planting is deliberately 

implemented to reduce forward visibility, 

thereby reducing vehicular speeds and 

improving road safety. Regular 

maintenance is important to ensure 

planting doesn't become overgrown 

overly obsucuring driver visibility. During 

the consultation, the issue of the hedge 

in the central reservation on the 

approach to Sail Roundabout was raised 

on a number of occasions. Maintenance 

colleagues are working to ensure this 

hedge is maintained to an appropriate 

height.

Yes. Road noise. Potential loss of screening and security.

Yes. Increased noise, loss of privacy.

I own and let a property adjacent to Wyndham Way on Heron Gardens. The proposed additional lane will result in a main road 

being closer to the rear of my property, increasing noise and therefore may result in the rental of the property being reduced.

Increased noise, reduced security.

These proposals would being the road closer to our home, bring exhaust fumes closer to our home, increase traffic noise 

through moving the road closer to our home and, through the removal of trees, make the road visible from our home.

Yes. I am deeply concerned about the loss of trees at the back of my property, They shield me from traffic noise. Traffic volumes 

and noise are only set to increase in the future with the expansion of Portishead.

I am concerned that no trees are planned to replace the ones being removed.

There is,on the Highways England leaflet issued, only a 'new mixed hedgerow' which I don't believe will give enough shielding 

from the traffic noise, and a new flower bed. The hedgerow is also not at the back of my property but further along Wyndham 

Way.

Yes, increased noise from the traffic flow, increased pollution and poorer air quality as the introduction of a second lane brings 

the road network closer to the homes in heron gardens.

Potentially, due to increased noise and reduction in privacy.

This is going to have a huge impact on my family. I live 4 houses away from this section and the noise volume is going to 

increase from the number of cars that are going to be going by. Along with the 'boy racers' in the early hours of the morning 

chasing each other.

Yes as I live at the Vale very near to Wyndham Way where the extra lane will be added, there will be approx. 33% more traffic 

passing our house resulting in a corresponding increase in the traffic noise and traffic pollution during the busiest times. I would 

like to request that the air pollution levels are monitored after the works are completed so that we can see whether the new level 

of pollution is within the European safety standards.

Noise / screening / air 

quality (residents) 

The planting schedule has been 

designed by professional Ecologists and 

ensures there is no loss of screening or 

security. The trees now being removed 

are only within the grass verge area. 

Loss of large trees on the verge is for 

safety - replaced as per below, to east of 

easterly crossing.The new trees being 

provided represent a 25% increase in 

planting compared to removal. The 

removed hedgerow to the east of the 

easterly crossing is a minor loss to 

screening to a few houses pending new 

cherry trees maturing. The removed 

hedgerow west of same is a minor loss 

pending new one growing, screening to 

a few houses is slightly affected by that.  

A new hedgerow will be planted where 

there is currently minimal. The 

Portishead in Bloom flower bed will be 

relocated to the Portbury Common 

verge. The Lions flower planting will be 

replaced in the new verge. 

The council has commissioned an 

independent acoustic assessment. This 

assumed that the additional carriageway 

would be surfaced with the same 

material as the existing carriageways. 

However,  it  is proposed to surface the 

new carriageway with a tarmac that 

generates less tyre noise and also re-

surface the existing carriageways with 

the same tarmac. Notwithstanding this, 

the assessment found that any noise 

increases would be insignificant.

The scheme seeks to move traffic 

efficiently along Wyndham Way, with 

HE's scheme at J19, preventing 

congestion developing on the motorway. 

Whilst there will be some increase in 

traffic flow in the peak period, the 

scheme does not increase traffic volume 

over the whole evening period.  

Following consultation the introduction of 

phased cycle and pedestrian crossings 

introduces deflection in the carriageway. 

This defection will assist in reducing 

vehicular speeds when flows are low.

The scheme improves traffic flow. Less 

queuing = less pollution. North Somerset 

does not have an Air Quality 

Management Plan because its NO2 

levels are below the annual mean air 

quality objective for the area. It does 

have a Joint Local Transport Plan to 

ensure these levels do not rise. 

Suggests alternative - 

additional lane on 

Portbury Hundred 

(inbound)

Following the consultation, North 

Somerset Council undertook additional 

observation surveys to ensure our 

understanding of traffic conditions and 

driver behaviour is correct. Officers also 

took independent consultant advice.                                                            

Without prompting, the consultants 

came to the same conclusion as officers; 

that lack of capacity within the 

Sheepway Roundabout is the primary 

cause of congestion that tails back along 

Portbury Hundred. 

There is merit in duelling Portbury 

Hundred, without additional capacity 

improvements at Sheepway Roundabout 

and on Wyndham Way, as it would 

double storage capacity and create 

additional storage capacity for traffic 

released by Highway England's scheme.  

However, without the intervention 

proposed at Sheepway roundabout, 

individual driver journey times would not 

improve.

The scheme as proposed not only helps 

traffic distribute into the town but it also 

forecasts to reduce journey times for 

drivers.



Yes there will be an impact on my family. The widening will bring the road and associated noise/pollution closer to my back 

garden. I have been advised (at the consultation day) that a noise assessment (pre-works) has been carried out (a copy would 

be appreciated) and that a further (post works) assessment will be carried out. A similar pollution assessment should also be 

carried out.

Yes I live near the road

The impact would be:

- less safe for my children crossing a busy road several times a day (3 lines of traffic / traffic is likely to go faster and overtake

- less safe for the community as the estate ( and me) get older - I am anticipating dreading crossing the road in my future years

- less safe for my pets- I have already loss 2 cats and 1 dog in the last 14 months (essentially they cross once and they die)

- the noise of the road is already a problem - this will increase and become a beacon to cars that wish to race each other.

- the wildlife will die- I saw a squirrel running from tree to tree the other day - it will stand no chance

- I am asthmatics so the increased car pollution is likely to reduce my health and well being

- all this and generally destroying green areas and currently a pleasant entrance to Portishead will make a carriageway from the 

motorway reinforcing the idea of this town becoming a commuter town only.

i think improving the traffic flow will help the commute home and relief a lot of frustration on the Portbury Hundred . Its a very 

good proposal

Other than the disruption during implementation; hopefully it will improve traffic flow from the J19 roundabout into Portishead

Make it easier to get back in to portishead during rush hour time and especially the back up of traffic on the roundabout although 

the lights have helped

Should make it easier for us to exit M5 at peaks times to return home to Wraxall, which is also off the J19 exit.

No, I think it would be an Amazing idea to widen the road! Portishead traffic is becoming a complete joke! Happy to build more 

house/ flats but not upgraded the roads?

Noise / screening / air 

quality (residents) 

The planting schedule has been 

designed by professional Ecologists and 

ensures there is no loss of screening or 

security. The trees now being removed 

are only within the grass verge area. 

Loss of large trees on the verge is for 

safety - replaced as per below, to east of 

easterly crossing.The new trees being 

provided represent a 25% increase in 

planting compared to removal. The 

removed hedgerow to the east of the 

easterly crossing is a minor loss to 

screening to a few houses pending new 

cherry trees maturing. The removed 

hedgerow west of same is a minor loss 

pending new one growing, screening to 

a few houses is slightly affected by that.  

A new hedgerow will be planted where 

there is currently minimal. The 

Portishead in Bloom flower bed will be 

relocated to the Portbury Common 

verge. The Lions flower planting will be 

replaced in the new verge. 

The council has commissioned an 

independent acoustic assessment. This 

assumed that the additional carriageway 

would be surfaced with the same 

material as the existing carriageways. 

However,  it  is proposed to surface the 

new carriageway with a tarmac that 

generates less tyre noise and also re-

surface the existing carriageways with 

the same tarmac. Notwithstanding this, 

the assessment found that any noise 

increases would be insignificant.

The scheme seeks to move traffic 

efficiently along Wyndham Way, with 

HE's scheme at J19, preventing 

congestion developing on the motorway. 

Whilst there will be some increase in 

traffic flow in the peak period, the 

scheme does not increase traffic volume 

over the whole evening period.  

Following consultation the introduction of 

phased cycle and pedestrian crossings 

introduces deflection in the carriageway. 

This defection will assist in reducing 

vehicular speeds when flows are low.

The scheme improves traffic flow. Less 

queuing = less pollution. North Somerset 

does not have an Air Quality 

Management Plan because its NO2 

levels are below the annual mean air 

quality objective for the area. It does 

have a Joint Local Transport Plan to 

ensure these levels do not rise. 

Supportive (general) Thank you for your response



It should improve journey times coming into Portishead from the motorway/A369 direction. I work in central Bristol and generally 

avoid that approach, preferring instead to come in via Failand/Clapton Lane as it rarely gets as busy. But it's a far easier journey 

for me to head out of Bristol on the M32, merge with the M4 and then head back down the M5 to J19.

Hopefully they will make it much easier and safer to get home from work.

The two lanes on wyndham way will certainly help ease congestion on the portbury hundred. As a commuter from Avonmouth I'm 

sat in ques most week day evenings.

Being able to shave 10-20 mins off my commute would be of great benefit to me.

Yes. I would first like to say the improvements to Junction 19 of the M5 – introducing 2 lanes into Portishead has worked a treat 

and this was well thought out. That along with the traffic lights coming out of Portishead onto the roundabout have made the 

traffic flow much better.

Yes, improve journey time home from work in evening

They may make the traffic into Portishead from the M5 flow better and therefore reduce time spent queuing during peak times.

If the works to the existing highway improve the traffic flow into Portishead as is suggested by the traffic modelling videos, then 

they will assist my daughter's journey from Bristol into Portishead a during the evening peak times.

Might improve my sons' evening commute home.

If done correctly this should improve journeys into Portishead; what provision is being made to ensure the safety of Motorcycle 

users?

Improve traffic flow during the evening rush hour. Positive impact.

If it improves traffic flow into Portishead on an evening then it would have a positive impact as less time would be loss queuing 

which could be spent with my family instead.

1. I hope that this this is a genuine consultation process, and that the opinions of Portishead residents will be listened to this 

time, unlike with the Cabstand redevelopment where local views were ignored leading to years of campaigning and wasted 

money before the junction was eventually designed in the way that residents had originally suggested;

Other This genuine consultation has lead to 

further assessment of traffic and driver 

behaviour. Independent consultant input 

has been sought on modifications to the 

scheme.

2. In 14 years of living in and commuting to and from Portishead I have never been unable to leave junction 19 to join the 

Portbury Hundred because of a queue all the way from Wyndham Way. Even your own animation does not show this happening, 

so there is no way that any work to Wyndham Way would resolve the problem of queues to leave the M5;
3. You state yourselves that there will be "less queuing on the M5 once Highways England have improved junction 19". This 

implies that the Wyndham Way widening would not improve junction 19, therefore junction 19 needs to improved, not Wyndham 

Way;

4. You are ignoring the fact that a large amount of traffic leaving the M5 heads into Gordano Services and Bristol instead of 

Portishead, and when entering Portishead turns onto Portbury Common rather than Wyndham Way;

8. Your third animation describes "the traffic growth from forecasted future housing development and traffic growth up to 2026". 

This seems to suggest significant housing development that we are not aware of. Another solution would be not to keep building 

more and more housing developments in Portishead;

Other Growth to 2026 is set out in the Sites & 

policies development plan; April 2018.

http://www.n-somerset.gov.uk/wp-

content/uploads/2015/11/Site-

Allocations-Plan.pdf

9. All three animations are flawed and completely unrealistic. Rather than spending time and money on modelling it would have 

been better to seek the opinions of the people who drive on those roads every day.

Other unfortunately there is little common 

opinion amonst road users

Supportive (general) Thank you for your response

Other The works proposed to Wyndham Way 

create additional capacity on the local 

network. This is required to relieve the 

existing congestion on Whyndam way 

and to accommodate for the additional 

traffic throughput released by the works 

to J19 which are to be carried out 

approximately a year later.



Yes I will now have to wait longer at the roundabout at the bottom of the sheepway as both lanes will now be used for exit onto 

Wydham Way, currently I get in the left lane to take first exit onto Bristol Road. Has any consideration been given to the 

commuters taking this route?

Other The left hand lane on Portbury Hundred 

will be marked left (into Portbury 

Common) and straight ahead (Wyndham 

Way). Officers accept this might 

introduce some delay for drivers heading 

towards Portbury Common. However 

this should be considered against the 

betterment of less standing traffic on the 

M5 and overall improved journey time 

into Portishead.
I commute to work each day via The Portbury Hundred and Wyndham Way. In my view, adding an additional 500 meters of road 

will have little to no impact on my commute as there are a number of factors that cause traffic jams - time of day, angle of the 

sun, day of the week, weather conditions.

Other All assessments are undertaken against 

average weekday PM peaks. There is no 

allowance made for angle of sun or 

weather conditions.

I presently ride my horse towards Portishead along the grass verge, when firm enough, as others do. Please ensure that there is 

still enough space for this to continue. Riding down the road carriageway would be very annoying for car drivers as well as being 

less safe for me and my horse.

Bear in mind that there are very few places to ride a horse off of the road in Portishead. Traffic volume means that we horse 

riders can hold up a lot of traffic going from one quiet place to the next.

Remember, Portishead is supposed to be a rural area, which is why so many people want to live here.

Thank you.

Other Following construction there will be less 

restriction on the verge and it will be 

easier to ride a horse.

No, very rarely if ever drive into or out of Portishead at peak times. I do encounter as a cyclist the current rat-running along 

Sheepway at the evening peak. I find this very intrusive (I cycle towards Portbury) as numerous cars are travelling quite fast. I 

feel sorry for the cyclists / walkers / runners / and occasional horses moving in the Portishead direction particularly in the darker 

evenings.

Other The scheme as proposed does not seek 

to limit speed / access to Sheepway. 

The disruption to local people from the roadworks will be severe. Any road closures / roadworks tends to cause havoc in the 

town because there are just too many cars for the size of the local area.

Other Traffic is expected to be able to flow 

during the works on narrower lane 

widths. The westerly pedestrian crossing 

point will be kept functional via centrally 

split temporary signals with a bollard 

island. The easterly set will be similar, 

but due to the existing road width 

restriction, it is likely that there will be 

some overnight works to put alterations 

in place before the central island can be 

built.

I think there should also be a 'Box' or similar at the Sail roundabout for vehicles exiting from Sainsbury's / Garage/ Sherbert Rd 

development/Nursery etc as the third model imparticular shows a build up of traffic trying to exit from there.

Other There isn't provision to provide a yellow 

hatched box anywhere without the 

accompanying traffic signal installation. 

Should the roundabout be signalised, 

then a box would or could form part of 

that should there be an identified need 

or use for such a measure.



Yes. My house looks out onto Wyndham Way from The Vale and, having had a previous career in traffic signal design, transport 

planning and traffic modelling, I have a particular interest in road systems and I am very familiar with this stretch.

My family and I use the Toucan crossing closest to the 'sail' roundabout daily on our route to and from school. With a 2-lane 

approach and no central island proposed I would hope to see mast-arms installed at both crossings to ensure good signal 

visibility for drivers approaching in the middle lane. In order to enhance this 'gate-way' to our town, I would like to see nicely 

curved mast-arms installed (as currently used by Bristol City Council), rather than the ugly, squared-off mast-arms sometimes 

used.

We as a family also drive along Wyndham Way frequently and I am concerned that the wider crossings, requiring a longer green-

man time and pedestrian clearance period, will make traffic congestion here worse than it currently is. I believe that the morning 

traffic peak co-insides with the pedestrian demand peak as children make their way to schools. The congestion along Wyndham 

Way out-bound at this time is often considerable and, in my view, stems largely from the frequent disruption to flow by demands 

at both the pedestrian crossings. The wider crossings, I believe, will make this morning peak congestion worse by taking even 

more time away from the traffic. The afternoon traffic peak (around 5pm to 6pm) doesn't co-inside with the pedestrian demand 

peak (around 3pm-4pm) as children make their way home from schools. Again, the congestion on Wyndham Way caused by the 

frequent pedestrian demands in this pedestrian peak is considerable and wider crossings will just make this worse. The model of 

the current situation, helpfully shown on your website, doesn't show the situation during these pedestrian demand peaks and I 

think the issue that the proposals will potentially make these periods worse does need to be considered. The current timings at 

both crossings is heavily skewed in favour of pedestrians; at the 'sail' crossing 20 seconds is the maximum pedestrians have to 

wait, at the Sheepway crossing it's 30 seconds. It's fantastic for pedestrians but there is insufficient time for the traffic to recover. 

I think a signal timing review could be incorporated into the design considerations with a better balance being sought between 

pedestrians and traffic.

Other Post consultation the scheme has been 

modified to introduce central islands at 

both crossings, splitting the crossing into 

two phases. Although this introduces 

some disadvantage to cyclists and 

pedestrians, it does retain the existing 

crossing width (and vehicular green 

time) on the outbound carriageway. In 

turn this introduces deflection on the 

inbound carriageway (addressing 

concerns around vehicular speed), 

removing the need for a mast-arm.

Yes. My aunt lives in Heron Gardens and has trouble now getting across the roundabout at Sheepway during traffic. I cannot see 

how 2 lines going across the roundabout will make exiting from this side (ie from Clevedon) easier. There are times when the 

traffic is backed up across the roundabout (especially in traffic and pedestrians want to use the first set of lights just off the 

roundabout heading into Portishead). If this ends up being 2 lanes then no one will be able to get out of this junction if the 

pedestrian lights turn red unless a yellow box is placed on the roundabout.

Example - roundabout in Henbury that enters/exit from Crow Lane to Knole Lane. These exits are difficult because of the 2 lanes 

of traffic moving across the roundabout from/to Cribbs Causeway/Bristol. The roundabout oftens gets clogged up due to the 

pedestrian lights on the exit road towards Cribbs Causeway.

Having said that. As a frequent user of Portbury common, coming from Clevedon, I'm concerned no consideration has been 

made for the traffic joining the sheepway roundabout. It's hard enough to pull out from here during rush hour as it is. Two lanes 

of traffic approaching from the right will make it near impossible. But, if traffic lights are used on the roundabout, the congestion 

up the portbury hundred will be 10 times worse.

Have any proposals been made to prevent traffic being forced to go along Portishead high st, to avoid this potential congestion?

Yes. With two lanes coming from J19onto that roundabout it will make thinks worse for us who use the Bristol road out of 

Portishead. How are we meant to get out in the evening rush hour. It's bad enough now. No thought as gone into that.

Getting out of Bristol Road is hard enough now and even more cars would just

exacerbate the problem

Twin lanes through 

Sheepway Roundabout 

will disadvantage drivers 

exiting Portbury Common 

/ Bristol Road

Following consultation further monitoring 

of the Portbury Common approach to 

Sheepway Roundabout was undertaken. 

This confirmed the existing twin lane 

approach is operating well with both 

lanes being utilised.

Whilst the scheme introduces twin lanes 

of traffic through Sheepway 

Roundabout, traffic tuning right into 

Portbury Common (from Wyndham Way 

or Sheepway) will continue to create 

gaps in this traffic at the same rate as it 

does currently. It is accepted that traffic 

exiting Portbury Common may 

experience some additional delay. 

However, when considered against the 

objectives of the scheme (to remove 

standing traffic on the M5 mainline) this 

is considered an acceptable 

disadvantage. 



I travel from Clevedon to Portishead everyday as I have a horse in Portishead and a part time job there. It can be very difficult to 

get out of Bristol road to go across on the Sheepway, or to turn right onto The Portbury Hundred as there is quite a volume of 

traffic coming into Portishead. Even on a Sunday lunchtime it is difficult to cross due to a high volume of traffic. I think having an 

extra lane into Wyndham Way will make it even more difficult.

YES.

With two lanes proposed coming on to Sheepway roundabout from the Portbury Hundred, two lanes going around the 

roundabout to proceed along Wyndham Way, I believe that vehicles trying to get on the roundabout from Portbury 

Common/Bristol Rd will find it very difficult at peak times to gain access. I think that the two lanes of traffic crossing through will 

keep flowing, will dominate the roundabout and cause a queue back along Portbury Common/Bristol Rd.

This will have an impact in two ways on my family. One is that we will find it difficult to access the roundabout; two is that we will 

have increased traffic queuing outside our house with the attendant fumes and pollution. It is already a very busy road now 

without this potential extra problem.

Please consider putting a 'Box' or cross hatching where Portbury Common/Bristol Rd vehicles are trying to access the 

roundabout, with signs indicating that the box should be kept clear.

Please also consider widening the approach to Sheepway roundabout from Portbury common as there is a very wide verge 

there, and the widening would allow two lanes of traffic to queue safely for either Wyndham Way or Sheepway / Portbury 

Hundred.

Fortunately I do not have to travel between home & the M5 on a regular basis at peak traffic times. However, I am unconvinced 

the proposals will significantly improve traffic flow at those peak times. It is my firm belief traffic flows throughout Portishead 

should be looked at as a whole. There are significant problems caused by on street parking in Harbour Rd which impedes traffic 

flow, also throughout the Marina development (Newfoundland Way/Phoenix Way). These problems will get worse rather than 

better with the reopening of the railway due to the lack of proposed parking at & around the new station.

See response Q5 for further comments

The proposed alteration will not achieve the desired effect, everywhere you look in Portishead the council has put speed bumps 

and raised crossings to slow down traffic which added to current overcrowding in the town has produced the tailback to junction 

19.

One only has to see the the traffic queues trying to get into Pheonix Way which build back to the Sail Roundabout to know that 

the planned alterations will make little difference.

Then you have to much traffic trying to negotiate the Wyndham way/ High Street/ Cabstand

Junctions so that all of the choke points remain.

Had the NS council listened to Portishead residents attempts to get a better traffic flow system installed at Cabstand some of the 

current concerns who have been slower to surface.

I along with many other Portishead residents believe that opening the railway line into Bristol is the only way to reduce the effects 

of to much development in Portishead

END END END

Twin lanes through 

Sheepway Roundabout 

will disadvantage drivers 

exiting Portbury Common 

/ Bristol Road

Following consultation further monitoring 

of the Portbury Common approach to 

Sheepway Roundabout was undertaken. 

This confirmed the existing twin lane 

approach is operating well with both 

lanes being utilised.

Whilst the scheme introduces twin lanes 

of traffic through Sheepway 

Roundabout, traffic tuning right into 

Portbury Common (from Wyndham Way 

or Sheepway) will continue to create 

gaps in this traffic at the same rate as it 

does currently. It is accepted that traffic 

exiting Portbury Common may 

experience some additional delay. 

However, when considered against the 

objectives of the scheme (to remove 

standing traffic on the M5 mainline) this 

is considered an acceptable 

disadvantage. 

Parking / congestion 

Harbour Road / 

Newfoundland Way / 

Phoenix Way

Following consultation further monitoring 

of Sail Roundabout was undertake. 

During the week of monitoring at no time 

did the exits from Sail Roundabout 

become blocked for any reason. This is 

further discussed in the Data Report

The Council is currently promoting 

additional yellow line restrictions along 

Newfoundland Way and Phoenix Way to 

assist with traffic flows around the 

estate. The Council will continue to 

monitor traffic flows and listen to 

residents in order to identify problem 

areas and then seek to implement the 

most effective methods to minimise 

disruption whilst still maintaining safe 

environments.  


