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Windsor Liberal Democrats  

Active Travel Consultations Response 
 

In general, we do not see how these proposals will contribute to the stated aim 

of reducing car use or encouraging active travel. Parents dropping their children 

at school by car are not generally making a discrete journey to school but are 

dropping off or collecting their children as part of their commute to and from 

work. The idea that many parents would change their habits to walk to school, 

then walk home and then commute to work seems improbable.  

The key to reducing school-run traffic in our view lies in giving parents 

confidence that older primary children can safely walk to school independently. 

We would suggest walking buses and off-street paths and cycleways are the 

route to achieving this goal. The Liberal Democrats and our councillors have 

been calling for the following measures for over a year: 

• A proper Toucan Crossing controlled by MOVA “smart” traffic lights at the 

Mill Lane Junction. This part of the 2018-28 Cycling Action Plan and was 

supposed to have been delivered in 2018-19. 

 

• A proper Toucan Crossing controlled by MOVA “smart” traffic lights at the 

Parsonage Lane, Hatch Lane, Dedworth Road Junction. 

 

• A second pedestrian crossing on St Leonard’s Road in the vicinity of 

Bulkeley Avenue for children heading to Trevelyan School. We note that a 

crossing has been provided at Boyne Hill Infant & Nursery School as part 

of this tranche of the Active Travel schemes. 

 

• A 20 mile per hour zone in the Bulkeley Avenue / Springfield Road area – 

which is a major thoroughfare for children walking and cycling to Windsor 

Boys’ School, Windsor Girls’ School, Trevelyan Middle School, The Lawns 

Nursery School and Oakfield First School. 
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School Streets 
The proposals in the Windsor Liberal Democrats’ area cover 2 schools and 3 

schemes.  

 

Trevelyan Middle School 

 

These proposals show a worrying lack of professionalism and a complete lack of 

oversight from the political leadership responsible for highways. An e-mail or 

phone call to the school or ward councillors would have revealed that neither of 

the proposed school streets are used as pupil entrances to the school. 

 

Bourne Avenue 

This road has not been used as an access to the school since it moved to this site 

20 years ago. 

It is our view that the School Street in Bourne Avenue should not go ahead. 

 

Wood Close 

This road does not normally provide access for pupils, a 

quick google (see picture) would have revealed that Wood 

Close is used only for access by staff. 

We understand that currently the school is using this 

entrance for some pupils as part of its Covid-19 social 

distancing arrangements. The school should be consulted 

before any further action is taken, in order to properly 

understand how their social distancing arrangements are operating.  

It is our view that the School Street in Wood Close should not go ahead. 

A temporary scheme in Wood Close could be put in place if the school feels it 

would be helpful to them in managing social distancing currently. 

The legend on the school streets plan for Trevelyan identifies “manned barriers”. 

We are unclear as to who would staff and fund the staffing of these barriers. If 

the suggestion is the school would fund the staffing of these barriers, we find it 

even more concerning they do not appear to have been consulted about these 

proposals before they went to public consultation. 
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South Ascot Village School 

 

The Main entrance to the school for Infants and Juniors is a gate opening on to 

Liddell Way / Bouldish Farm Road close to where the road changes name. A 

small lay-by is provided, but only has capacity for about half a dozen cars. 

The access on to Liddell Way further west is for nursery / foundation stage only. 

Children in nursery and foundation stage will always be accompanied to school 

by a parent or carer.  

We do not believe the proposed school street will significantly contribute to 

reduced car use, however it might well contribute to greater road safety at drop 

off and pick-up times in the immediate vicinity of the school. It is our 

understanding that during 2020 the School contacted RBWM to ask about the 

possibility of a school street. 

Nursery children have their own building further west along Liddell Way. This is 

a small group of children, only some of whom attend all day, with some 

attending for half days.  

The barriers would possibly need to be staffed 4 times a day, at the start of the 

morning, at the end of the morning, at the start of the afternoon and at the end 

of the afternoon in order to cover all travel to school times. We do not believe 

this is practical and again it is unclear as to who would staff and fund the staffing 

of these two barriers four times a day. We suggest measures should be focused 

on the infant and junior children’s journey to school.  

It is our view that the School Street in Liddell Way should go ahead, if the 

school believe it will make a significant contribution to safety, however we 

believe operating two staffed barriers four times a day would be impractical.  

We suggest that: 

• Any manned barriers should only be staffed twice a day, at the start of the 

morning and end of the afternoon. 

• The western barrier at the far end of Bouldish Farm could be replaced with 

a chicane with priority given to traffic leaving Liddell Way.  

• A modal filter could be employed on Liddell Way between the Primary and 

Foundation Stage gates as a less staff intensive alternative. 

Detailed proposals should be properly consulted on with both residents of the 

school street, the school itself and parents of children attending the school. 
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Low Traffic Neighbourhoods 

In general, we do not believe the proposed measures will contribute to safer, 

quieter streets or less car use. On the contrary we believe the measures will 

simply lead to more congestion the roads onto which traffic is displaced, with 

people travelling 3 sides of a square to travel from locations on one side of the 

modal filters to locations on the other, en route to destinations outside of the 

immediate neighbourhood. 

It is our belief that the main prize to be won here is to divert school-related 

travel from cars to foot and bicycle. We do not believe the modal filters and bus 

gates will achieve this. Most parents who drive their children to school do so as 

part of their own commute to work. These measures do not in our opinion 

deliver routes to school which parents will be happy to allow older primary 

children to undertake without a parent or carer. 

We do not believe these proposals are supported by any serious body of 

evidence gathered on the ground and certainly none has been presented as part 

of the consultation process. 

 

Hatch Lane Modal Filter 

The Hatch Lane Modal filter will disrupt local traffic flows at school dropping off 

and pick-up times at Clewer Green School. Currently most of those parents who 

drive their children to school drive in one end of Hatch Lane, drop their children 

off and drive out the other end.  We believe the impact of the modal filter will be 

to double the traffic on Hatch Lane as parents drive past the school, drop their 

children off and then turn around and drive back up Hatch Lane. We believe the 

effect of this will be to make Hatch Lane more dangerous and parents more 

reticent to let their children travel to school independently.  

We believe the objective should be to encourage more walking to school. This 

might be achieved by providing safe routes to school, such as more off-road 

paths to school for pedestrians and cyclists, walking buses and safer crossings.  

It is our view that any Modal Filter in Hatch Lane should not go ahead and that 

were it to do so it would be likely to compromise safety and deter active travel. 

The effects would be particularly bad in the half of Hatch Lane which would 

contain Clewer Green School. 
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Parsonage Lane Modal Filter 

The Parsonage Lane Modal filter will disrupt local traffic flows at school dropping 

off and pick-up times at the St Edward’s Schools. Currently most of those 

parents who drive their children to school drive in one end of Parsonage Lane, 

drop their children off and drive out the other end.  We believe the impact of the 

modal filter will be to double the traffic on Parsonage Lane as parents drive past 

the school, drop their children off and then turn around and drive back up 

Parsonage Lane. Consequently, we believe Parsonage Lane would be more 

dangerous and parents more reticent to let their children travel to school 

independently.  

We believe the objective should be to encourage more walking to school. This 

might be achieved by providing safe routes to school, such as more off-road 

paths to school for pedestrians and cyclists, walking buses and safer crossings.  

The position of the schools adjacent to Clewer War Memorial Recreation Ground 

offers the opportunity to develop off-road routes to school in directions to the 

north, south and west of the school.  

We note that the schools are already making intelligent use of the Clewer War 

Memorial Recreation Ground car park to facilitate less traffic and greater safety 

on Parsonage Lane. 

It is our view that any Modal Filter in Parsonage Lane should not go ahead and 

that were it to do so it would be likely to compromise safety and deter active 

travel. The effects would be particularly bad in the half of Parsonage Lane 

which would contain the St Edward’s Schools.  

The Council should investigate how to provide more and better pedestrian and 

cycle routes through the Recreation ground for children travelling to St 

Edward’s Schools. 
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B3025 Vale Road Modal Filter, Smith’s Lane & Gally’s Road Bus Gates 

The B3025 Vale Road is a numbered road forming a minor part of the national 

road network and an important part of the local road network. Currently Vale 

Road, Smiths Lane, Gally’s Road and Ruddlesway provide a valuable local road 

network which takes traffic off the B3024 Dedworth Road, A308 Maidenhead 

Road, B3383 Oakley Green Road and A332 Royal Windsor Way.  

It is our view that the Modal Filters and Bus Gates on the B3025 Vale Road, 

Smith’s Lane & Gally’s Road should not go ahead. 

Were Modal Filters to be positioned in the area between the Dedworth and 

Maidenhead Roads, we believe it would make more sense for these to be 

placed to restrict motor travel east to west on the roads between Ruddlesway, 

Gally’s Road, Smith’s Lane and Vale Road as per the proposed Bus gate on 

Tudor Way, however any such measures would need far more thorough public 

consultation and planning before proceeding. If local people did not want such 

measures they should not proceed. 

 

Manor Road & Stuart Way Modal Filters, Tudor Road Bus Gate 

These schemes could be regarded as fairly self-contained with limited effect on 

other roads and road users. We believe in the case of these 3 proposals the 

Council should pay close attention to the views of consultation respondents in 

these roads and act on their wishes. We do not think these measures will have a 

significant impact on car use, but they might improve quality of life for some 

residents. 

We believe the decision about the exact location of the modal filters should be 

subject to further consultation with residents in the street(s) directly affected. 

It is our view that the proposed Modal Filters in Stuart Way and Manor Road 

and the Bus Gate in Tudor Road should only go ahead if there is a clear demand 

for them from residents in the roads affected. 
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Kenton’s Lane & St Andrew’s Crescent Modal Filters 

These schemes could be regarded as fairly self-contained with limited effect on 

other roads and road users. Where Modal filters are employed, we think it would 

make more sense where possible to place them in halfway along the road as 

proposed for St Andrew’s Crescent and not at one end as proposed for Kenton’s 

Lane. However, we believe the final decision about the exact location of any 

modal filters should be determined through further consultation with residents 

in the street(s) directly affected.  

In the case of these 2 proposals the Council should pay close attention to the 

views of consultation respondents in these roads and act on their wishes. We do 

not think these measures will have a significant impact on car use, but they 

might improve quality of life for some residents. 

It is our view that the proposed Modal Filters in Kenton’s Lane and St Andrew’s 

Crescent should only go ahead if there is a clear demand for them from 

residents in the roads directly affected. 

 

Other Concerns 

Staffing School Street Barriers 

The schemes as identified for the Windsor Liberal Democrats area of Windsor 

and Ascot identify 4 staffed barriers. We are unclear as to how the staffing of 

these barriers would be funded. With the council and schools desperately short 

of funds we think it is important that how this ongoing staffing is to be funded is 

identified. We wonder if in fact these barriers would be cheaper if they were 

instead automatic gates or barriers operating at peak times only with residents 

and school staff provided with the appropriate means to pass through. 

 

CCTV Enforcement of Bus Gates 

A concern raised with us by residents is that the Bus Gates would be enforced 

with cameras either now, or at a point in the future. Residents were concerned 

the gates were an attempt to create a revenue stream. It should be recognised 

that trust between the council and many residents is currently very low. 

Residents drew our attention to the ownership of Project Centre, who provide 

the Council’s Technical Service for highways. They told us Project Centre are 

owned NSL, a major operator of CCTV enforcement and that NSL in turn belongs 

to Marston Holdings, a Private Equity Company with interests in debt recovery.  
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Summary 
 

We welcome the Government and Royal Borough of Windsor & Maidenhead’s 

commitment to reducing car use and promoting “Active Travel”.  

Whilst the funding is welcome, it appears restrictions placed on the use of this 

funding makes it difficult to tailor the Active Travel Plans to local conditions in 

Windsor and Ascot. The measures we are told the government will fund are not 

generally appropriate to the circumstances to which they have been applied.  

In designing the schemes, it seems the Royal Borough and Project Centre have 

been over reliant on software tools, rather than local knowledge. Opportunities 

to capture such local knowledge through informal contact with relevant stake 

holders prior to public consultation do not appear to have been taken.  

Given that this money has been known of since May 2020, we find the lack of 

engagement with local councillors, schools and cycling groups indefensible. 

Those stakeholders who were consulted advise us that such consultation was 

extremely limited and that these proposals do not reflect their suggestions. 

At the same time, we recognise the very real difficulties of being asked to 

implement permanent solutions, with insufficient freedom of action or time to 

be able to arrive at effective outcomes. On balance we believe implementing the 

bulk of these proposals would be a misuse of taxpayers’ money. 
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