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2. Introduction and Summary of Scheme

The scheme proposes to install cycle facilities along the eastern side of London Road between Abbey Road and the ASDA Roundabout. The proposed cycle facilities consist of two-way segregated cycleways and shared use paths. A new signalised crossings is also to be provided along the route.

3. Key Personnel

	Overseeing Organisations:
	CCC

	RSA Team:
	CCC (Independent Team)

	Design organisation:
	CCC

	Developer:
	N/A



GG119 Road Safety Audit Decision Log
· Columns 1 & 2 to be extracted directly from RSA Report
· Column 3 to be filled out by Design Organisation


· Column 4 to then be filled out by CCC
· Design Org/CCC to then agree action.


	RSA PROBLEM
	RSA Recommendation
	Design Organisation Response
(choose one of for each response)
1) accept the RSA problem and recommendation made by the RSA team;
2) accept the RSA problem raised, but suggest an alternative solution, giving appropriate reasoning; or
3) disagree with the RSA problem and recommendation raised, giving appropriate reasoning for rejecting both.
	Overseeing Organisation Response
	Agreed RSA Action

	Problem 2.2 – Lack of cycle connectivity and safe cycle access to and egress
from cycleway
RSA1 - There is a lack of safe cycle access to and egress from the short section of cycleway on the western side of London Road, between Tonbridge Road and vehicular access to shopping parade. Furthermore, there are no cycle facilities to the south of the shopping parade access. This is likely to result in confusion and increases the risk of conflict and collisions between vehicles, cyclists and
pedestrians on Tonbridge Road and the shopping parade access.

RSA 2 - The proposed highway layout at the southern end of the proposed cycle track has not been amended. Therefore, the Audit Team are not satisfied that this item has been resolved and this road safety problem
remains outstanding.
	Amend the proposed highway layout to provide clear, safe cycle access to and egress from the cycleway on the western side of London Road
	3) There is sufficient signage to indicate a shared surface by the use of corduroy paving and shared surface signage. Therefore, the cyclist is aware of the change of the route. The southern end is an entrance to the shop frontage and theactiles are a suitable solution here.
	Explore extending the buff tactile paving but following usage.
	Review at RSA 4 stage, but no further signage is proposed.



	RSA PROBLEM
	RSA Recommendation
	Design Organisation Response
(choose one of for each response)
1) accept the RSA problem and recommendation made by the RSA team;
2) accept the RSA problem raised, but suggest an alternative solution, giving appropriate reasoning; or
3) disagree with the RSA problem and recommendation  raised,  giving  appropriate
reasoning for rejecting both.
	Overseeing Organisation Response
	Agreed RSA Action

	Problem 3.2 – Lack of level difference between cycle track and buffer

There is a lack of level difference between the cycle track and the buffer. As a result, there is a risk of errant cyclists cycling off the kerb into the path of
oncoming traffic
	A level difference should be introduced between cycle track and the buffer.
	Most of the cycleway is segregated by a verge, so no level difference is needed, however where the cycleway runs alongside a footway ie at bus stops & at Tonbridge Rd crossing, a colour contrast has been provided as this was deemed a more suitable solution. LTN 1/20 fig 6.3 permits level footway and cycleway and contrast is also suggested.
Therefore, the design is satisfactory.
	No further action deemed necessary.
	Agreed and no further action required.

	Problem 3.3 – Risk of collisions at bus stop pedestrian crossings

There is a potential for conflict between cyclists and pedestrians at the pedestrian crossings at the bus stop islands, as pedestrians may be concentrating on boarding and alighting from the bus. This increases the risk of collisions between cyclists and pedestrians
	The cycle track should be installed at carriageway level (see Problem 3.2) and raised to footway level at the pedestrian crossing points to further reduce cycle speeds. As cycle flows are likely to increase once planned residential
developments adjacent to the scheme are completed, a zebra crossing should also be provided at the crossing point to give pedestrians
greater priority.
	3) The cycleway was not able to be constructed at carriageway level because of the impact on the tree roots of the mature trees along the route. We had extensive conversations with the CCC tree conservation officer and the solution to lift the cycleway was agreed as mitigation. This would have impacted the entire length of new cycleway as the back of cycleway line has encroached towards the tree line.
	Design was agreed with tree officer so as to protect the survivability of the mature trees along the route.
	No further action.

	Problem 3.6 – Solid line edge of cycle track road marking across access

The edge of cycle track road marking continues across the access. The use of a solid line may cause confusion for both cyclists and drivers and increases the risk of vehicle to cyclist type collisions.
	The edge of the cycle track marking should be amended and coloured surfacing should be used to highlight the presence of the access (this has been satisfactorily resolved).
	3) the access is to be utilised as an emergency access only to the new residential development, so we believe this is sufficient. We also have signage indicating that it is an emergency access that prohibits cars.
	The design is for an emergency access, so we believe the white line is acceptable.
	Due to the nature of the access being emergency only, no further action required.



	RSA PROBLEM
	RSA Recommendation
	Design Organisation Response
(choose one of for each response)
1) accept the RSA problem and recommendation made by the RSA team;
2) accept the RSA problem raised, but suggest an alternative solution, giving appropriate reasoning; or
3) disagree with the RSA problem and recommendation  raised,  giving  appropriate
reasoning for rejecting both.
	Overseeing Organisation Response
	Agreed RSA Action

	
	
The cycleway markings should be amended to facilitate cycle access between the cycle track and the future housing development.
	1) it is feasible for cyclists to utilise this route for access to the site. It is fully tarmacked. It is possible to make the solid line as a hatch 1010 line to provide an indication that you can leave the cycleway (even though there is nothing to stop you leaving within the current design by simply crossing over the solid line). Corduroy solutio to denote shared space on footway, see attached
sketch on drg 100-03.
	
	

	Problem 3.10 – Ghost right-turn pocket

The proposed right-turn pocket for cyclists is not protected by kerbed islands.
This increases the risk of vehicles turning into Tonbridge Road colliding with cyclists waiting to turn right onto the cycle track.
	Kerbed islands should be provided to protect cyclists waiting to turn right onto the cycle track
	3) Disagree, it is not possible to kerb the island as refuse vehicles need to exit Tonbridge Road and will require the width of the lane. Therefore, this will be treated as a standard junction. Appropriate corduroy paving and cycleway signage has been provided to justify this being utilised as a standard
junction.
	Not possible to provide a kerbed island within the junction due to use by refuse vehicles.
	Because of refuse vehicle requirements at the junction, a kerbed island has not been provided.

	Problem 4.1- Obstructed intervisibility between cyclists and pedestrians

Outbound bus stop on London Road north of junction with Abbey Road has invisibility between cyclists and pedestrians on the eastern side of the pedestrian crossing point as obstructed by the tree, this increases
the risk of collisions
	“SLOW” markings should be installed on the cycle track on the approaches to the crossing point in addition to the recommendations made with regards to problem 3.3
	1) agreed, provide slow marking to help mitigate the risk of collisions. As stated in Problem 3.3, it was not possible to provide the cycleway at carriageway level due to tree roots and the protection of them.
	Add the SLOW markings.
	Provide the SLOW road markings as set out.

	Problem 4.2- Insufficient horizontal and vertical clearance between sign and cycle track
	The sign should be repositioned to achieve a minimum horizontal clearance of 450mm and a
	1) Agreed, the sign should be set 2300mm min above the cycleway level.
	Sign to be adjusted on site.
	Adjust sign as necessary



	RSA PROBLEM
	RSA Recommendation
	Design Organisation Response
(choose one of for each response)
1) accept the RSA problem and recommendation made by the RSA team;
2) accept the RSA problem raised, but suggest an alternative solution, giving appropriate reasoning; or
3) disagree with the RSA problem and recommendation  raised,  giving  appropriate
reasoning for rejecting both.
	Overseeing Organisation Response
	Agreed RSA Action

	Eastern side of London Road opposite junction with Abbey Court has insufficient horizontal and vertical clearance between the average speed check sign and cycle track. This increases the risk of cyclists or cycle track maintenance vehicles striking the sign.
	minimum vertical clearance of 2300mm
	
	
	

	Problem 4.3- Misaligned dropped Kerb
Western side of London Road, south of junction with Tonbridge Road, The drop kerb is not aligned with the cycle track, As a result cyclists may lose their balance when crossing the raised kerb to enter the access road, this increases the risk of falls resulting in personal injury
	The dropped kerb should be extended in line with the cycle track
	1) yes the kerb is raised but this may not impact cyclists going northbound as they will utilise the northbound cycle lane. The bollards do channelise and may cause cyclists to run over the kerbs if travelling southbound.
	Amend the kerb as recommended.
	Adjust kerb and localised tarmac

	Problem 4.4- Skid resistance and ponding
Coloured surfacing throughout scheme may have inadequate skid resistance, Furthermore during the site visit ponding was observed on the coloured surfacing.
	The PSV of the coloured surfacing should be assessed to ensure it is adequate,
Where necessary the coloured surfacing should be re-laid to minimise the risk of ponding
	1) this should be reviewed by the DLO and re-laid if found to be inadequate and ponding is dangerous.
	Specification document for surfacing shows specific use case in cycle paths with required PSV.
	This has been monitored over winter and will continue to be monitored to Stage 4 and will be reviewed if further works are
necessary.

	Problem 4.5- Inadequate vehicle restraint

Eastern side of London Road between Allard Way and the emergency access has a steep embankment adjacent to the highway, The existing wooden fence and metal railings may not be adequate to prevent an errant vehicle leaving the highway down the embankment
	A vehicle restraint assessment should be undertaken along the full extents of the scheme and the recommendations implemented
	3) Disagree with the RSA problem and recommendation raised.
Reasoning: The Designer maintains that a RRRAP is not required as the scheme significantly increases the physical setback between the carriageway and the existing hazard, inherently reducing the pre-existing risk profile. For a local road <50mph, the CIHT/UKRLG (2011)
guidance is the appropriate assessment standard. The
	Assessment indicates no further VRS required. This has been signed off by the CCC Structures Manager.
	No further action



	RSA PROBLEM
	RSA Recommendation
	Design Organisation Response
(choose one of for each response)
1) accept the RSA problem and recommendation made by the RSA team;
2) accept the RSA problem raised, but suggest an alternative solution, giving appropriate reasoning; or
3) disagree with the RSA problem and recommendation  raised,  giving  appropriate
reasoning for rejecting both.
	Overseeing Organisation Response
	Agreed RSA Action

	
	
	arrangement has been formally reviewed via a Local Authority Risk Assessment (LARA) and categorised as "Low Risk," for which the guidance supports the use of simple, low-cost measures (such as the existing fencing) rather than a full VRS. As such, the assessment has been signed off by the CCC Structures Manager, and no further action is required.
	
	

	Problem 4.6- Level difference at rear of footway
Eastern side of London Road adjacent to Cadent Gas compound has a level difference at the rear of the footway increasing risks of falls resulting in personal
injury
	The ground level between the footway and compound railings should be brought up to the level of the footway
	1) agreed, this may represent a trip hazard. Infill with gravel or tarmac/concrete finish.
	Raise level to prevent trip hazard.
	Infill gap between fencing and footway edging.





5. Design and Overseeing Organisation Statements
	On behalf of the Design Organisation, I certify that:
1) the RSA actions identified in response to the road safety audit problems in this road safety audit have been discussed and agreed with the Overseeing Organisation.

	Name:
	Scott Mills

	Signed:
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	Position:
	Lead Designer

	Organisation:
	Coventry City Council

	Date:
	13/03/2026



	On behalf of the Overseeing Organisation Coventry City Council, I certify that:

1) the RSA actions identified in response to the road safety audit problems in this road safety audit have been discussed and agreed with the design organisation; and
2) the agreed RSA actions will be progressed.

	
	

	Name:
	John Seddon

	Signed:
	[image: ]

	Position:
	Transport and Development Design Manager

	Organisation:
	Coventry City Council

	Date:
	16/03/2026
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