
Response to consultation over Teddington Railway Bridge by Richmond Cycling Campaign 

18dec-12 

 

1. We welcome the council’s action in recognising and seeking to remedy a situation where there is a 

greater than usual number of accidents involving cyclists.   

 

2. We broadly agree with the measures proposed but believe that they could be substantially improved 

without a large added cost.  

 

3. This roundabout appears to work satisfactorily off peak. However, at times when traffic flow is heavy it 

operates more as an unsignalled T junction, with traffic from Waldegrave Road (the “side arm”) 

competing with traffic from the other arms. The situation encourages aggressive driving and there is, 

consequently, little consideration given to the roundabout conventions. Cyclists appear to be more 

vulnerable than usual at these times. 

 

4. Please note that there is an almost direct sight line across the roundabout straight ahead from High 

Street and also from Broad Street and it does not appear that your proposals in their present form will 

sufficiently alter this. 

 

We request: 

a) A rearrangement of kerb lines and refuges greater than what is currently proposed in order to 

further increase deflection and to prevent direct ‘tangential’ access onto the roundabout. This should 

include deflecting traffic from High Street moving towards Broad Street. 

b) If possible, converting the central island to a raised island as in the adjacent roundabout. If not, 

raising the profile of the existing island as far as the standard allows. The use of cobbles would help 

keep cars and small vans off and restrain the speed of buses. Note that during peaks, approximately 

90% of vehicles drive over the central island which contributes to the aggressive driving and enables 

higher speeds. 

c) Moving the island closer to Waldegrave Road to increase deflection of eastbound traffic further. 

d) The bollard and sign post the on the central refuge in Waldegrave Road also restrict visibility.  If the 

regulations permit, move them further away from the stopline. 

 

5. We regret that the proposed improvements are so modest when this junction needs further measures 

to improve safely and access for cyclists. We request that you consider the following low-cost measures 

to assist the safe passage of cyclists: 

a) On-footway cycling continuously between Station Road and Park Lane to beyond the zebra crossing 

in Park Lane.  

b) On-footway cycling from Broad Street where the present cycle track begins up to the zebra crossing 

across Waldegrave Road i.e. extend the existing cycle path. 

c) Measures to allow both zebra crossings to be used by cyclists without dismounting.  

 

We understand that there may be complications with item c) but we suggest that the council reviews 

the innovative crossings upon these lines introduced, apparently successfully, by other local 

authorities. 

 

6. The statistics clearly indicate that this junction presents a major safety hazard to cyclists. If the 

additional measures we have requested cannot be included in the present scheme because of 

budgetary formalities, we request that they be included in the 2013-14 programme of works paid for, 

perhaps, from the council’s road safety budget or from the cycling budget.  


