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1. Introduction  
This engagement note presents the results of the Vale of Glamorgan (VoG) Councilôs consultation on updating its 

Active Travel Network Map (ATNM), delivered through the Commonplace platform. The consultation ran from the 5th 

of November 2025 to the 5th of January 2026 and invited users to share feedback using an interactive map. 

Respondents dropped pins on routes or areas they wished to comment on and answered questions about 

demographics (including special characteristics) and active travel routes.  

In total, 94 respondents took part, generating 416 contributions (made up of 285 comments and 131 agreements). 

The number of comments is higher than respondents because individuals could comment on multiple locations. 
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2. Respondent Information  
This section summarises the demographic and travel behaviour information provided by individuals who took part in 

the consultation. A total of 94 respondents contributed. 

The data presented reflected responses at the individual respondent level, rather than the 285 location-based 

comments submitted. This ensures that demographic insights are not duplicated throughout multiple comments by 

the same respondent. 

Figure 2-1 - Home location of respondent (74 responses)  
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Figure 2-2 - How do you usually travel in or around the area? (294 responses)  

 

2.1 Demographics of Respondents  

Figure 2-3 - What is your age group? (81 responses)  

 

Figure 2-4 - What is your employment status? (84 responses)  
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Figure 2-5 - What is your sex? (73 responses)  
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2.1.1 Special Characteristics Demographics  

Figure 2-6 - Are your day -today activities limited due to a physical or mental health, condition, illness or 

disability which has lasted, or is expected to last 12 months or more? (70 responses)  

 

Figure 2-7 - How would you describe your national identity (67 responses)  

 

Figure 2-8 - What is your ethnicity? (68 responses)  
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Figure 2-9 - Which of the following options best describes how you think of yourself? (68 responses)  

 

Figure 2-10 - What is your religion? (67 responses)  

 

Figure 2-11 - Are you currently pregnant or have you been pregnant within the last year? (68 responses)  
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Figure 2-12 - What is your legal marital status? (67 responses)  

 

2.2 Change in Demographics  

The commonplace engagement, undertaken as part of the statutory consultation process of the previous ATNM 

submission (which ran from 2nd August 2021 until 24th October 2021), received 123 respondents. The 2025/26 

engagement process (not part of the statutory consultation process) received 94 respondents and more than double 

the number of comments. 

Age demographics for the 2021 consultation were strongly concentrated among respondents aged 35-44 and 45-

54, with no respondents aged 25-34 and only one aged 16-24 and 75-84. While the 2025/26 consultation received 

responses from those aged 16-24, 25-34 and 75+, these remained underrepresented in comparison to the other 

age groups. 

Gender representation was more evenly split within the 2021 consultation. 

In regard to the type of transport mode respondents usually used, the 2025/26 consultation received a more even 

split between active modes and car drivers. 

2.3 Demographic Gap Analysis  

The demographics of respondents, including special characteristics demographics, provides useful insight into the 

representativeness of the consultation, highlighting potential gaps in engagement. While 94 respondents 

participated, the distribution across age, gender, employment status and protected characteristics suggests some 

areas where further engagement and outreach may be required. 

Age Representation  

Responses were concentrated among the 35-44 and 45-59 age groups, which together accounted over half of the 

participants. Younger adults (16-24) and older adults (75+) had lower representation. This indicated a need to 

strengthen engagement with younger people, who may be using the routes to access education, and older 

residents, who may have specific accessibility needs. 

Gender Balance  

The gender split was broadly balanced, with a slight majority of female respondents (53%) compared to male (42%). 

A small proportion (4%) preferred not to disclose their sex. 
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Employment Status  

Over half of respondents reported working full-time (56%), with part-time workers making up 18%. Retired 

individuals represented 12%, and students less than 3%. Targeted engagement to reach retirees and students 

could improve representativeness. 

Protected Characteristics  

Most respondents (94%) reported no long-term health condition or disability, with only 5% indicating their day-to-day 

activities were limited a little. This suggested that people with people with mobility or health challenges may be have 

been underrepresented.  

National identity responses were mostly by Welsh (52%) and British (40%), with very low representation from other 

identifies. Ethnic diversity was also low, with over 83% identifying as white (Welsh/English/Scottish/Northern 

Irish/British) with only a small proportion selecting other ethnic background. 

Sexual orientation responses were mostly heterosexual (88%) and the majority reported no religion (57%) and that 

they had not been pregnant within the last year (90%). 

2.3.1 Gaps and Recommendations  

The following were identified as gaps and subsequent recommendations are identified: 

Á UnderȤrepresentation of younger (16 -24) and older (75+) residents:  Develop targeted engagement 

strategies tailored to these groups, such as partnerships with schools, colleges, youth organisations, community 

centres, and older-adult networks to capture their specific accessibility and travel needs; 

Á Limited participation from individuals with long Ȥterm health conditions or disabilities:  Strengthen 

outreach through disability groups, health services, and accessibilityȤfocused organisations to ensure those with 

mobility or health challenges are fully represented in the consultation; 

Á Low levels of engagement from retirees and students : Use targeted communication and engagement 

methods, like utilising community venues, retirement groups, and schools/colleges; and 

Á Limited ethnic diversity among respondents:  Strengthen outreach through channels to minority groups like 

community groups and local religious institutions. 
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3. Comments  
This section summarises the feedback received on specific routes and areas across the Vale of Glamorgan during 

the consultation. Participants were able to drop a pin on any location using the Commonplace map tool, resulting in 

comments linked to a wide range of parishes and wards. To make the results easier to interpret, these locations 

have been grouped into broader settlements, including Barry, Penarth, Dinas Powys, Cowbridge, Llantwit Major and 

Rhoose. 

Figure 3-1 presents the location point of 285 comments in relation to the ATNM routes consulted on, and the level of 

satisfaction the respondent selected. The figure illustrates that the majority of the comments were left within Barry 

and Penarth, coinciding with the Countyôs most populated settlements, while less were left elsewhere in the County, 

largely following where there are less ATNM routes. 

The level of satisfaction for each route, along with a series of supporting maps, is presented by settlement within the 

Appendices. These are intended to help visualise the comments provided by respondents. It should be noted that 

the number of comments shown on a graph may not always match the number displayed on a map, as graphs 

combine nearby wards into a single settlement, while maps show only the main areas of the settlements. Similarly, 

sentiments on maps may not always match graphs where the respondent did not specify the type of route they were 

commenting on. A mixed approach to analysis, combining both mapped comments and graphs, has therefore been 

undertaken. 

This section provides an overview of the comments submitted by respondents by question, organised into the 

following settlements: 

Á Barry; 

Á Cowbridge; 

Á Dinas Powys; 

Á Llantwit Major; 

Á Penarth; and 

Á Rhoose. 

 

These settlements are designated in accordance with the Active Travel (Wales) Act Guidance1, using the Welsh 

GovernmentȤapproved methodology based on ONS BuiltȤUp Areas to ensure the localities reflect real settlement 

patterns and everyday travel needs 

All respondent comments included in Section 3 and in the appendices are presented exactly as they were submitted 

through the Commonplace platform. No changes have been made to spelling, grammar or wording. Where multiple 

comments appear within a single table cell, they have been separated by semicolons for clarity. 

  

 

1 Appendix B Active Travel Act guidance 

https://www.gov.wales/sites/default/files/publications/2022-01/active-travel-act-guidance.pdf
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Figure 3-1 - Location Point of Contribution and Level of Satisfaction  
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3.1 Barry  

3.1.1 Which route are you commenting on? / How satisfied are 
you with this route?  

Figure 3-2 shows levels of satisfaction for future routes in Barry were mixed, with future shared use routes receiving 

the largest percentage of negative comments.  

Upon review of the mapped comments (as well as for the question óWhat feature or part of the route are you 

commenting on?ô) presented in Appendix A, the future shared use route alignment along Cardiff Road (east of 

Palmerston Road) had received six negative comments. Comments left here highlighted missing or unsafe crossing 

points, difficult junctions, blocked or narrow footways, poor lighting, and the generally hostile cycling environment 

along Cardiff Road, in response to the óWhat feature or part of the route are you commenting on?ô question. 

Some mostly negative comments were also noted along Ffordd y Mileniwm, particularly around Ysgol Sant Baruc 

and closer to Waterfront Retail Park. These referred to features of the routes including missing or unsafe crossing 

points, difficult junctions, blocked or narrow footways, poor lighting, and poor cycling environment. 

Both positive and negative comments were left along the future shared use route from Dock Road to Hayes Road 

via Atlantic Way, with positive sentiments referring to a desire for a direct walking and cycling connection between 

Barry Island to Sully and Penarth, and negative sentiments referring to a lack of connectivity from the Docks to 

Barry Island. 

Figure 3-2 - Barry - How satisfied are you with this route? (88 comments ) 
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3.1.2 If you are able, please can you provide the name of the 
road/area that you are commenting on (for example junction of 
Lavernock Road)  

The comments noting the name of the road/area respondents were commenting on have been mapped and 

presented in Appendix A. The Barry responses show that Ffordd y Mileniwm, with specific mentions of its various 

junctions and links, was referenced more than any other location, followed by repeated comments relating to 

Harbour Road and Port Road. 

The most mentioned locations in Barry were: 

Á Ffordd y Mileniwm; 

Á Harbour Road; 

Á Port Road; 

Á Broad Street; 

Á Cardiff Road ; 

Á Barry Road;; 

Á Claude Road 

Á Colcot Road; 

Á Gladstone Bridge; 

Á Hayes Rd; 

Á Jenner Road; 

Á Pontypridd Road; and 

Á The Butts/Buttrills  

3.1.3 What feature or part of the route are you commenting on? 
(for example a crossing or junction)  

The features or parts of routes respondents commented on were grouped by theme in Appendix A.1. In Barry, the 

most frequently referenced feature was crossing points, with repeated mentions of crossings along Port Road, 

Romilly Road / Porthkerry Road area, and around the waterfront/harbour. The table also records multiple references 

to footway/cycling route width, route alignment, junctions, lighting, access points, barriers/gates/posts, and signage 

as parts of routes people chose to comment on. 

3.1.4 How could it be improved?  

As summarised in feedback highlighted a respondentsô priorities for improving both existing and proposed active 

travel routes in Barry. Across all route types, the most common suggestions were to widen footways or cycling 

routes and add or improve crossing points. A notable percentage of comments (44%) highlighted the desire for 

improved or added crossing points along existing walking routes. For future routes, respondents also emphasised 

desires for improved and added signage, the removal of barriers and gates and improved dropped kerbs and 

tactiles. 

As summarised in Figure 3-3, respondents in Barry highlighted priorities for improving active travel routes. The most 

frequently identified were widening footways or cycling routes and improving or adding crossing points, with 

crossing improvements particularly prominent on existing walking routes, where 44% of comments selected this 

option. 
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Comments also noted the importance of improved signage, the removal of barriers and gates, and better dropped 

kerbs and tactiles, especially along future routes and existing shared use paths. Smaller proportions of feedback 

referred to green features, lighting, seating, drainage and route alignment change 

óAdd something elseô responses, grouped in Table 3-1, emphasised themes such as cycling routes, traffic calming, 

surface improvements, parking restrictions, and new links2 where connectivity is currently lacking. 

The mapped comments for this question (presented Appendix A) showed several clusters (2 or more comments 

within close proximity) where the same desires were raised in close proximity: 

Á Along east of Cardiff Road and near Sully Moors Road roundabout: improved/added lighting, crossing points, 

drainage and signage; 

Á Harbour Road: improved/added signage; 

Á Hood Road/Ffordd y Mileniwm: improved/added signage, dropped kerbs and tactiles and crossing points; and 

Á Romilly Road/Porthkerry Road junction: improved/added crossing points. 

Figure 3-3 - Barry - How could it be improved?  (122 comments ) 

 

Table 3-1 - Barry - How could it be improved? - óadd something elseô 

Theme Frequency  Comment  

Cycling 

infrastructure 

4 Add the proposed cycle path; Have a segregated bidirectional cycleway, install 

traffic calming infrastructure; Add the proposed cycle route - bidirectional; 

Segregated cycle route - not shared 

Other 4 Add a short cut through to Barry Island; Redesign the side road entrance to clarify 

priority for pedestrians then cyclists; Construct the proposed shared route;  

Crossing 

improvements 

2 Not lights with a need to wait - priority cycle and pedestrian crossing.; Narrow 

junction to make it safe to cross 

 

2 Comments left along Dock Road and Hood Road 
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Surface & 

drainage 

maintenance 

2 Better surface through wood; Resurface 

Parking & 

motor traffic 

restrictions 

2 Ban pavement parking and parking close to the junction; Stop cars blocking it - the 

houses all have drives. 

Connectivity 

& links 

1 Create link that doesnt currently exist 

Route 

alignment 

changes 

1 remove post 

Safety & 

accessibility 

features 

1 Narrow the road entrances (Wenvoe and Island) and prohibit parking close to the 

junction to give better visibility for drivers, cyclists and pedestrians 

Traffic 

management 

& calming 

1 Traffic calming measures 

Vegetation & 

cleanliness 

1 Not lights, but developing entries to side roads that clearly follow and indicate 

pedstrian then cyclist priority 

Walking 

infrastructure 

1 Formalise pathways 

 

3.1.5 What would be the purpose of your journey on this route?  

Figure 3-4 highlights an even split between the respondentôs purpose of journeys on the route where they left a 

comment. Travel to leisure/sports facilities and to shops and restaurants make up the largest proportions across all 

route types. 
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Figure 3-4 - Barry  - What would be the purpose of your journey on this route?  (147 comments ) 

  

3.1.6 How often would you use this route if improvements were 
made?  

Figure 3-5 highlights the majority of respondents would use all of the routes at least once a week if improvements 

were made. 

Figure 3-5 ï Barry  - How often would you use this route if improvements were made ? (66 comments ) 
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3.1.7 Do you have any additional comments you would like to 
make regarding walking, wheeling and cycling  in the Vale of 
Glamorgan?  

Appendix A presents mapped locations of all additional comments on walking, wheeling and cycling within the Vale 

of Glamorgan. The full set of comments for the wider Barry area is provided in Appendix A.2. 

Some key themes highlighted included: 

Á Route Surface and Condition : Comments described sections of wellȤused routes as muddy, slippery, or 

frequently wet due to drainage, with requests for short lengths of resurfacing/tarmac on woodland sections used 

by pupils and local residents; 

Á Lighting:  Multiple comments stated that lighting is absent on certain routes, making them difficult or unusable in 

darker winter hours and after school; 

Á Crossings and junctions:  Comments referred to wide or difficult junctions to cross, missing crossings at busy 

locations, and signal issues affecting crossing ease at sites including Hannah Street, the Amelia Trust and 

Dyffryn area, Port Road, the Gladstone Road Bridge roundabout, and the Claude Road West/Salisbury 

Road/Pontypridd Road area; 

Á Barriers and Physical Obstructions:  Comments identified gates or barriers that restrict access for cyclists and 

wheelchair users; one comment noted improved wheelchair access after a barrier was removed, with remaining 

lighting issues; 

Á Connectivity:  Comments highlighted missing links and desired connections, including a link from Hayes Road 

to Barry Island, a dock road connection to the station, and the need to avoid detours where routes end; and 

Á Parking and Route Obstructions:  Comments reported vehicles parking on paths and near schools, affecting 

movement on walking and cycling routes. 
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3.2 Cowbridge  

3.2.1 Which route are you commenting on? / How satisfied are 
you with this route?  

Figure 3-6 shows that routes in Cowbridge received fewer comments and subsequently the óhow satisfied are you 

with this routeô sentiments were not evenly distributed. All comments for future walking routes were mostly positive, 

while 50% for future shared use were mostly negative. 

Upon review of the mapped comments (as well as for the question óWhat feature or part of the route are you 

commenting on?ô) presented in Appendix B, comments left along Gilberts Hill were negative and were 

neutral/mostly positive near the Police and College Fields. The comments left in this location each identified that 

they were commenting on the feature of a required route, that isnôt already on the ATNM. 

Figure 3-6 - Cowbridge - How satisfied are you with this route? (14 comments ) 

 

3.2.2 If you are able, please can you provide the name of the 
road/area that you are commenting on (for example junction of 
Lavernock Road)  

The comments noting the name of the road/area respondents were commenting on have been mapped and 

presented in Appendix B. 

The Cowbridge responses contained fewer total comments, but several locations were referenced more than once, 

with repeated mentions focused on the fields south of Westgate and links around Corntown. 

MostȤmentioned locations in Cowbridge included: 

Á Police Fields / Police Fields in Cowbridge; and 
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Á Corntown Road. 

3.2.3 What feature or part of the route are you commenting on? 
(for example a crossing or junction)  

The features or parts of routes that respondents commented on for Cowbridge are grouped by theme in Appendix 

B.1. The table shows repeated references to access points (including walking access to the cricket club from 

Corntown/Ewenny) and route alignment (notes such as ñpath needed/requiredò).  

3.2.4 How could it be improved?  

As summarised in Figure 3-7, respondents in Cowbridge identified desired improvements across both existing and 

proposed routes. The most common suggestions related to widening footways or cycling routes and improving or 

adding lighting, particularly along future walking routes and existing walking routes.  

Smaller proportions of comments highlighted the need for improved seating, better dropped kerbs and tactile 

paving, and added signage, with signage in particular being the most frequent response for future shared routes 

(33%). 

Additional comments under óadd something elseô, grouped in Table 3-2. 

, focused primarily on surface and safety maintenance, including requests for handrails and improved upkeep of 

steps, as well as a suggestion for a new walking route along Corntown Road to enhance walking accessibility 

The mapped comments for this question (presented in A.1) showed a cluster of comments noting the desire for 

added/improved around the fields south of Westgate, however not all of these were located along the alignment of a 

route.  

Figure 3-7 - Cowbridge - How could it be improved?  (14 comments ) 

 

  

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Future Shared Routes (PURPLE)

Future Walking Routes (GREEN)

Existing Shared Use (BLUE)

Existing Walking Routes (RED)

C
o

w
b

ri
d

g
e

Widen footway/cycleway Improve/add lighting

Improve/add seating Improve/add dropped kerbs and tactiles

Improve/add drainage Remove barriers/gates

Additional green features (e.g.trees or rain gardens) Improve/add signage

Improve/add crossing points Other



 

 
 

  

Commonplace Engagement 
Ouput_Issued 

1.0 | February 2026 26 

 
AtkinsRéalis - Confidential / Confidentiel 

 

Table 3-2 - Cowbridge - How could it be improved?  - óadd something elseô 

Theme Frequency  Comment  

Surface & 

drainage 

maintenance 

1 Improve safety - add metal handrails on both sides and maintain steps 

better as they are muddy/wet leaves etc. very dangerous 

Walking 

infrastructure 

1 Create new footpath3 

 

3.2.5 What would be the purpose of your journey on this route?  

Figure 3-8 highlights an even split in the purpose of respondents journey on future shared and existing walking 

routes, in contrast 100% of respondents stated óotherô for existing shared use. Future walking routes received an 

equal split between travel to/from workplaces, leisure and sports facilities, and to shops and restaurants. 

Figure 3-8 - Cowbridge  - What would be the purpose of your journey on this route?  (25 comments ) 

 

3.2.6 How often would you use this route if improvements were 
made?  

Figure 3-9 highlights the majority of respondents would use most of the routes several times a week if 

improvements were made. 
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Figure 3-9 - Cowbridge  - How often would you use this route if improvements were made ? (9 comments ) 

 

3.2.7 Do you have any additional comments you would like to 
make regarding walking, wheeling and cycling  in the Vale of 
Glamorgan?  

Appendix B presents mapped locations of all additional comments on walking, wheeling and cycling within the Vale 

of Glamorgan. The full set of comments for the wider Barry area is provided in Appendix B.2. 

Some key themes highlighted include: 

Á Connectivity:  Comments referred to the need for improved connections between Cowbridge and neighbouring 

villages like Corntown, Ewenny and the A48 corridor, including links to public transport; and 

Á Walking Infrastructure:  A comment highlighted a desire for a new tarmacked walking connection across Police 

Fields to support safer and more direct pedestrian links within Cowbridge. 
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3.3 Dinas Powys  

3.3.1 Which route are you commenting on? / How satisfied are 
you with this route?  

Figure 3-10 shows the comments left in Dinas Powys were largely negative, especially for existing routes. Future 

cycling routes however received an equal split between this and mostly positive sentiments. While future shared use 

routes also received 50% negative sentiments, almost 20% were positive. 

Upon review of the mapped comments, presented in Appendix C, negative sentiments are particularly prevalent 

along the future shared use route alignments on Barry Road and Sully Road. Watery Lane. 

Figure 3-10 - Dinas Powys - How satisfied are you with this route? (33 comments ) 

 

3.3.2 If you are able, please can you provide the name of the 
road/area that you are commenting on (for example junction of 
Lavernock Road)  

The comments noting the name of the road/area respondents were commenting on have been mapped and 

presented in Appendix C. 

The Dinas Powys responses showed repeated comments around key walking and cycling routes, with several paths 

and main routes referenced multiple times. 

MostȤmentioned locations in Dinas Powys included: 

Á Ash Path / Ash Path leading to Sully Road; 

Á Sully Road between Watery Lane and Cog Farm; 

Á Watery Lane; 
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Á Cross Common to Sully Road cutȤthrough; 

Á Cardiff Road; and 

Á Junctions around Murch Road and Plas Essyllt. 

3.3.3 What feature or part of the route are you commenting on? 
(for example a crossing or junction)  

The features or parts of routes that respondents commented on for Dinas Powys were grouped by theme in 

Appendix C.1. Repeated references in the table include crossing points and route alignment, with multiple mentions 

focused on Plas Essyllt and the Ash Path. The table also includes mention of footway/cycling route width, cyclist 

environment, safety, and surface/drainage. 

3.3.4 How could it be improved?  

As summarised in Figure 3-11, respondents in Dinas Powys highlighted several priorities for improvements. The 

most common suggestions focused on widening footways or cycling routes, particularly along future cycling routes 

and existing cycling and walking routes, where this was among the highestȤranked improvements. 

There was also notable interest in improved or added lighting, especially for future cycling routes and some existing 

walking and shared use paths. Several comments raised the need for better dropped kerbs and tactiles, including 

along existing cycling routes, together with concerns about drainage, which appeared across multiple route types. 

Smaller proportions of responses referred to removing barriers, improving signage, and adding green features, 

though these appeared less frequently overall. óAdd something elseô comments, grouped in Table 3-3 emphasised 

requests for dedicated cycling routes, combined walking and cycling paths, and the creation of new paved links to 

enhance safety and connectivity.  

The mapped comments for this question (presented in B.1) showed two clusters where the same desires were 

raised in close proximity: 

Á Plas Essyllt opposite the junction with Greenmeadow Close: requests for a footway and paved path (a future 

shared use route is presented on the ATNM here); and 

Á Ash Path: added or improved lighting. 
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Figure 3-11 - Dinas Powys - How could it be improved?  (53 comments ) 

 

Table 3-3 - Dinas Powys - How could it be improved?  - óadd something elseô 

Theme Frequency  Comment  

Cycling 

infrastructure 

1 Dedicated cycleway 

Other 1 Cycle lane and walking path 

Walking 

infrastructure 

1 Add a paved path across grass to make a pleasant and safe route on this 

side of the road. 

 

3.3.5 What would be the purpose of your journey on this route?  

Figure 3-12 highlights that 100% of respondents would use future cycling routes to reach school or college. A mix of 

uses were identified for other routes, with travel to leisure/sports facilities, shops/restaurants and to access public 

transport, also common themes. 
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Figure 3-12 - Dinas Powys  - What would be the purpose of your journey on this route?  (59 comments ) 

 

3.3.6 How often would you use this route if improvements were 
made?  

Figure 3-13 highlights the majority of respondents would use most of the routes at least once a week if 

improvements were made 

Figure 3-13 - Dinas Powys  - How often would you use this route if improvements were made ? (24 

comments ) 
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3.3.7 Do you have any additional comments you would like to 
make regarding walking, wheeling and cycling  in the Vale of 
Glamorgan?  

Appendix C presents mapped locations of all additional comments on walking, wheeling and cycling within the Vale 

of Glamorgan. The full set of comments for the wider Barry area is provided in Appendix C.2. 

Some key themes highlighted include: 

Á Connectivity and Safe Routes Between Settlements:  Comments referred to the absence of safe cycling or 

walking routes between Dinas Powys and neighbouring areas such as Barry, Cardiff and Penarth. Respondents 

described difficulties travelling between communities due to missing links, lack of safe infrastructure, or highȤrisk 

sections of road; 

Á Safety Concerns on Existing Routes : Several comments raised concerns about personal safety on existing 

routes due to driver behaviour, lack of lighting, antisocial activity, or unsafe crossing points. These issues were 

noted as affecting both adults and children walking or cycling for everyday journeys; 

Á Lighting : Respondents highlighted a lack of lighting on particular routes, especially those used by children 

travelling to and from school. Comments noted that darkness limits usability and affects perceptions of safety; 

and 

Á Desire for New or Improved Infrastructure:  Comments expressed support for proposed routes, with requests 

for improvements such as new crossings, widened paths, and the creation of trafficȤfree or segregated routes 

around the village and between neighbouring areas. 
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3.4 Llantwit Major  

3.4.1 Which route are you commenting on? / How satisfied are 
you with this route?  

Figure 3-14 shows that routes in Llantwit Major also received fewer comments. While sentiments towards existing 

cycling routes were all negative, future walking routes were all positive. Future shared use routes received more of 

a split between each of the sentiments, however negative remained the most prevalent. 

Upon review of the mapped comments, presented in Appendix D, no clustered points with the same level of 

satisfaction were identified in Llantwit Major. 

Figure 3-14 - Llantwit Major - How satisfied are you with this route? (12 comments ) 

 

3.4.2 If you are able, please can you provide the name of the 
road/area that you are commenting on (for example junction of 
Lavernock Road)  

The comments noting the name of the road/area respondents were commenting on have been mapped and 

presented in Appendix D. 

The Llantwit Major responses mainly referenced rural connector roads, with several repeated mentions of routes 

toward Cowbridge and St Athan. 

MostȤmentioned locations in Llantwit Major included: 

Á Llantwit Major to Cowbridge; 

Á B4265 (including connections to St Athan and Rhoose); and 

Á Path through Eglwys Brewis / access road to Aston Martin. 
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3.4.3 What feature or part of the route are you commenting on? 
(for example a crossing or junction)  

The features or parts of routes that respondents commented on for Llantwit Major were grouped by theme in 

Appendix D.1. There were entries referring to specific areas, as well as repeated observations for cyclist 

environment, footway/cycling route width, and junctions. 

3.4.4 How could it be improved?  

As summarised in as identified in the map in C.1, many of the óadd something elseô comments surrounding 

vegetation and cleanliness were left along the existing shared use path on Eglwys Brewis Road. 

As shown in Figure 3-15, respondents in Llantwit Major identified a smaller set of improvements, reflecting the lower 

number of comments made for this settlement. The most frequently selected for future shared routes was óadd 

something elseô were issues focused on vegetation, surface maintenance and cleanliness as presented in Table 3-

4. 

For future shared routes, 50% of comments desired widened footway/cycling routes, and the removal of 

barriers/gates made up 100% of comments for the existing cycling routes. 

As identified in the map in C.1, many of the óadd something elseô comments surrounding vegetation and cleanliness 

were left along the existing shared use path on Eglwys Brewis Road. 

Figure 3-15 - Llantwit Major - How could it be improved?  (7 comments ) 
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Table 3-4 - Llantwit Major - How could it be improved?  - óadd something elseô 

Theme Frequency  Comment  

Vegetation & 

cleanliness 

2 Cut back overgrowth; Horses using the active travel route, horse crap 

everywhere so unable to cycle to work when dark 

Surface & 

drainage 

maintenance 

1 Cut back vegetation and sweep up leaves 

Walking 

infrastructure 

1 Add a safe walking route 

 

3.4.5 What would be the purpose of your journey on this route?  

Figure 3-16 presents fewer responses than for other settlements. 100% of comments for existing cycling routes 

identified the purpose of their journey along these routes would be to travel to leisure/sports facilities, and future 

shared routes received an equal split between travel to school or college and óotherô. Future walking routes saw an 

even split between travel to/from workplaces, healthcare facilities, shops and restaurants and to access public 

transport. 

Figure 3-16 - Llantwit Major  - What would be the purpose of your journey on this route?  (11 comments ) 

 

3.4.6 How often would you use this route if improvements were 
made?  

Figure 3-17 highlights the majority of respondents would use most of the routes several times a week if 

improvements were made. 
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Figure 3-17 - Llantwit Major  - How often would you use this route if improvements were made ? (7 

comments ) 

 

3.4.7 Do you have any additional comments you would like to 
make regarding walking, wheeling and cycling  in the Vale of 
Glamorgan?  

Appendix D presents mapped locations of all additional comments on walking, wheeling and cycling within the Vale 

of Glamorgan. The full set of comments for the wider Barry area is provided in Appendix D.2. 

Some key themes highlighted included: 

Á Lighting and Vegetation Maintenance : Several comments referred to the need for lighting improvements and 

regular vegetation management. Respondents noted that some sections become overgrown or dark, affecting 

route usability; 

Á Connectivity:  A comment highlighted disconnected walking access routes, and noted that links to key 

destinations such as community facilities and bus stops do not currently align with user needs; and 

Á Accessibility : A comment identified a lack of dropped kerbs within parts of the estate, affecting route 

accessibility for people using mobility aids. 
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3.5 Penarth  

3.5.1 Which route are you commenting on? / How satisfied are 
you with this route?  

Figure 3-18 shows that while Penarth received the most comments, no positive comments were provided for 

existing routes. Future routes received a lower percentage of negative sentiments, as well as a higher number of 

positive ones, with this evenly split between neutral for future cycling routes. 

Upon review of the mapped comments, presented in Appendix E, negative and mostly negative comments were 

largely concentrated around multiple areas, including: 

Á Sully Road and Redlands Road (by Ysgol y Deri/ St Cyres Comprehensive); 

Á Redlands Road and Barry Road Junction; 

Á Windsor Road and Arcot Street Junction ï where a lack of crossing was repeatedly mentioned;  

Á Beach Road / Rectory Road; and 

Á Albert Road. 

Figure 3-18 - Penarth - How satisfied are you with this route? (110 comments ) 

 

3.5.2 If you are able, please can you provide the name of the 
road/area that you are commenting on (for example junction of 
Lavernock Road)  

The comments noting the name of the road/area respondents were commenting on have been mapped and 

presented in Appendix E. 

The Penarth responses contained the highest number of repeated labels within the remaining areas, with very 

frequent references to Cogan Pill Road and multiple mentions of junctions and schoolȤrelated routes. 
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MostȤmentioned locations in Penarth included: 

Á Cogan Pill Road; 

Á Hickman Road / Hickman Road junction with Windsor Road; 

Á Windsor Road; 

Á Redlands Road; 

Á Penlan Road; 

Á Paget Road / Paget Place;; 

Á Sully Road; 

Á Rectory Road / Beach Road; 

Á Ash Path; and 

Á Key junctions near PenȤyȤGarth School. 

3.5.3 What feature or part of the route are you commenting on? 
(for example a crossing or junction)  

The features or parts of routes that respondents commented on for Penarth are grouped by theme in Appendix E.1. 

Penarth recorded the highest number of featureȤrelated comments, with crossing points appearing most frequently. 

These included repeated mentions of the same feature at the Arcot Street / Windsor Road junction, where 

respondents referenced the lack of crossing provision, and multiple comments for crossings around Albert Road, 

Plassey Street, and other streets around Ysgol Pen y Garth as well as the train station. Multiple comments also 

referred to the pavement and route along Sully Road which passes Pen y Garth school.  

Footway/cycling route width was another repeatedly mentioned theme, with several comments noting sections 

where the width of the walking or cycling space formed the feature being described. Lighting appears multiple times 

as a feature, particularly in relation to paths and links within Cogan and the wider Penarth area, and signage 

features in repeated comments. 

3.5.4 How could it be improved?  

As summarised in Figure 3-19, Penarth received the largest number of comments in the consultation, resulting in a 

broader and more detailed range of improvement priorities. Respondents highlighted the need for widening 

footways or cycling routes across all route types, particularly along existing and future cycling routes, where this 

was among the highestȤranked improvements. 

A significant proportion of feedback also focused on improving or adding crossing points, with consistently high 

comments for both existing and future routes. This aligned with detailed óadd something elseô comments in Table 3-

5, where many comments raised concerns about junction width, crossing safety, visibility, and the need for 

additional or controlled crossings near key destinations including schools, parks, and the train station. 

óAdd something elseô comments further emphasised the importance of traffic calming and motor traffic management, 

with recurring calls to narrow roads, reduce speeds, prevent pavement parking, or restrict access in certain areas. 

Additional themes included the need for walking infrastructure enhancements, such as adding or widening footways, 

improving bridge crossings, and extending footpaths to school entrances. Desires for safety related improvements, 

including railings and measures to improve visibility at busy locations, were also highlighted. 

The mapped comments for this question (presented in D.1) showed some clusters where the same desires were 

raised in close proximity, the most notable included: 
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Á Arcot Street and Windsor Road Junction: five comments left noting a desire for improving or adding crossing 

points; 

Á Cogan Pill Road: six comments left noting a desire for improving or adding lighting; and 

Á Ysgol Pen y Garth (surrounding roads): multiple comments noting a desire for improving or adding signage. 

 

Figure 3-19 - Penarth - How could it be improved?  (142 comments ) 

 

Table 3-5 - Penarth - How could it be improved?  - óadd something elseô 

Theme Frequenc

y 

Comment  

Crossing 

improvement

s 

9 Amend crossing timings to avoid conflict with drivers jumping red lights at speed 

(coming down penlan hill and turning left); Narrow the crossing point; This is the only 

arm of the roundabout without a zebra crossing. This is a busy crossing and a zebra 

is essential; A controlled crossing, preferably a zebra is required, possibly with some 

traffic calming measures. The road here is unnecessarily wide and could easily be 

narrowed to provide more space for walking.; Either provide a zebra crossing on 

Bridgeman Rd, or reduce/remove the new parking spaces to improve visibility. Better 

still, make a concerted effort to reduce the amount of motor traffic allowed to access 

the area; Narrow the mouth of the junction to make the crossing shorter; Side road 

zebras would enforce pedestrians priority over turning motor vehicles. This would 

benefit children walking to/from Albert Primary school; The mouth of the junction is 

far wider than necessary, and car parking has been allowed right up to the park 

gates. This makes it impossible to see approaching traffic without stepping out into 

the road.; This road is incredibly busy and needs to be crossed in order to access 

the train station. A controlled crossing is desperately needed here. 

Traffic 

management 

& calming 

5 add traffic calming measures; Barrier between doorway and road, speed signage, 

traffic calming, speed bumps; Reduce road width; Stop pavement parking, narrow 

road, slow traffic, separate cyclists.; Traffic calming measures to slow cars outside 

the school walking entrance. 
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Other 5 Allen ni gael llwybr digon llydan i feicwyr, coetsys babis, a disgyblion i gerdded ochr 

yn ochr os gwelwch yn dda? ï Translation: Can we have a route wide enough for 

cyclists, prams, and students to walk side by side, please?; Entire junction is far too 

wide, making it very difficult to cross the road and encouraging cars to move at 

speed; Put a safe and proper cycle route along the entire length of South Road.; 

Restricting motor access to the Esplande would improve the pubic realm and free up 

space for more events & activities, bringing in tourists and providing business 

opportunities. There is a parallel through-route on Marine Parade, and plenty of 

parking at the clifftop car park.;  

Walking 

infrastructure 

4 Footway both sides of road; Footway has been closed for a long time with no 

indication of that while you approach. Reaching the closure and attempting to cross 

the road can be dangerous due to the heavy traffic. The alternative is to walk several 

minutes back in order to cross at the traffic light.; Railway bridge is too narrow for 

two way traffic and footpath is far too narrow. make the bridge one way and widen 

the footway and add a cycle path; Extend the footpath to include the entrance of the 

school 

Safety & 

accessibility 

features 

3 access is currently via legion end only if you have pram, wheel chair or bike . it 

would be helpful if access could be improved on steps at the end of Pinewood close 

or Downfield close s; Add railings to protect children from road and to stop cars 

parking on pavement; Possibly guard rails to protect walkers from cars? 

Connectivity 

& links 

2 Are there any alternative routes perhaps into the Poets area from Cogan to avoid 

being on the road; Continue further 

Parking & 

motor traffic 

restrictions 

2 It should be closed as a school street from 8am to 9am and from 15:00 to 16:00 

every school day; This road should be pedestrianised 

Surface & 

drainage 

maintenance 

2 In autumn the lane gets extremely slippy with fallen leaves which then rot and turn 

into sloppy mud which is even slipper and makes you dirty when walking down to the 

station for work etc. It would be good to have a street sweeper clear the route a few 

times over the year, especially autumn and winter to prevent build up.; resurface and 

roll to a smoother finish 

Cycling 

infrastructure 

1 As is a one-way road, contraflow cycling needs to be permitted. 

3.5.5 What would be the purpose of your journey on this route?  

Figure 3-20 highlights that across most routes, the purpose of respondentsô journeys largely vary, reflective of the 

high number of comments for Penarth.  For existing shared routes in particular, the majority (75%) stated they 

would use the route to travel to school or college. 
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Figure 3-20 ï Penarth  - What would be the purpose of your journey on this route?  (199 comments ) 

 

3.5.6 How often would you use this route if improvements were 
made?  

Figure 3-21 highlights the majority of respondents would use most of the routes at least once a week if 

improvements were made. 

Figure 3-21 ï Penarth  - How often would you use this route if improvements were made ? (73 comments ) 
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3.5.7 Do you have any additional comments you would like to 
make regarding walking, wheeling and cycling  in the Vale of 
Glamorgan?  

Appendix E presents mapped locations of all additional comments on walking, wheeling and cycling within the Vale 

of Glamorgan. The full set of comments for the wider Barry area is provided in Appendix E.2. 

Some key themes highlighted included: 

Á Crossing Safety and Junction Layout:  Several comments referred to dangerous or difficult junctions and a 

desire for improved pedestrian and cyclist safety measures, including zebra crossings, traffic lights, oneȤway 

systems and the removal of parking near junctions; 

Á Traffic Safety Concerns:  Comments highlighted unsafe driver behaviour, speeding impacting perception of 

safety, and conflict between parked cars and pedestrians; 

Á Pavement Width and Footway Improvements : A number of comments referred to narrow pavements, lack of 

footways, or areas where pedestrians must walk in the road. Areas mentioned include Ysgol Pen Y Garth. 

Á Lighting:  Comments identified several routes that require improved lighting to support safe walking and cycling, 

particularly in the early evening and winter months; 

Á Dropped Kerbs and Accessibility:  Several comments highlighted a lack of dropped kerbs across Penarth, 

affecting accessibility for children, mobilityȤrestricted users and people with pushchairs; and 

Á Cycling Infrastructure:  Some comments highlighted the need for improved or dedicated cycling space to 

separate cyclists from general traffic. 
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3.6 Rhoose  

3.6.1 How satisfied are you with this route?  

Figure 3-22 shows routes in Rhoose also received fewer comments, with future shared routes receiving only 

negative comments.  

Upon review of the mapped comments, presented in Figure 3-22, negative sentiments along future shared routes 

were largely concentrated along Port Road West 

Figure 3-22 - Rhoose  - How satisfied are you with this route? (11 comments ) 

 

3.6.2 If you are able, please can you provide the name of the 
road/area that you are commenting on (for example junction of 
Lavernock Road)  

The comments noting the name of the road/area respondents were commenting on have been mapped and 

presented in Appendix F. 

The Rhoose comments largely focused on the main east to west corridor and rural links, with repeated mentions of 

the strategic B4265 and Five Mile Lane. 

MostȤmentioned locations in Rhoose included: 

Á B4265 (including sections connecting St Athan to Rhoose); 

Á Five Mile Lane; and 

Á Port Road. 
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3.6.3 What feature or part of the route are you commenting on? 
(for example a crossing or junction)  

The features or parts of routes that respondents commented on for Rhoose were grouped by theme in Appendix 

F.1. Rhoose received fewer comments, with entries for the walking infrastructure, cycling environment and other. 

3.6.4 How could it be improved?  

As summarised in Figure 3-23, desired improvements to routes in Rhoose were limited to improved/added signage 

to existing cycling routes, and improved/added seating for future walking routes. Comments for the existing shared 

use routes were all added under óadd something else'. 

óAdd something elseô comments, grouped in Table 3-6, referred to issues such as parking and motor traffic 

restrictions, including requests to prevent cars parking on routes, alongside suggestions to adjust route alignment 

and carry out surface maintenance.  

No clusters of desired improvements were identified for Rhoose, as presented in the map in E.1. 

Figure 3-23 - Rhoose - How could it be improved?  (11 comments ) 

 

Table 3-6 - Rhoose - How could it be improved?  - óadd something elseô 

Theme Frequency  Comment  

Parking & motor traffic 

restrictions 

1 Stop cars parking on it 

Route alignment changes 1 bring the route to the east, up the existing road access to the 

quarry the4 

 

4 Comment left along future shared use route east of Aberthaw Cement Works, near Castle Road 
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Surface & drainage 

maintenance 

1 Resurface - sort out cracks 

3.6.5 What would be the purpose of your journey on this route?  

Figure 3-24 again shows fewer comments, but a split between the purpose of respondentsô journey along existing 

and future shared routes. 

Figure 3-24 - Rhoose  - What would be the purpose of your journey on this route?  (15 comments ) 

 

3.6.6 How often would you use this route if improvements were 
made?  

Figure 3-25 highlights the majority of respondents would use all of the routes at least once a fortnight if 

improvements were made. 
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Figure 3-25 - Rhoose  - How often would you use this route if improvements were made ? (7 comments ) 

 

3.6.7 Do you have any additional comments you would like to 
make regarding walking, wheeling and cycling  in the Vale of 
Glamorgan?  

Appendix F presents mapped locations of all additional comments on walking, wheeling and cycling within the Vale 

of Glamorgan. The full set of comments for the wider Barry area is provided in Appendix F.2. 

Some key themes highlighted included: 

Á Lack of Safe Walking and Cycling Routes Between Settlements:  Comments referred to the absence of 

safe, direct walking and cycling routes between Barry and Rhoose, with concerns about pedestrians walking 

along fastȤmoving roads and a need for segregated offȤroad provision; and 

Á Route Surface Condition and Obstructions:  Comments highlighted cracked surfaces on existing routes, as 

well as vehicles obstructing parts of the offȤroad cycling route, which affect safe and comfortable use for cyclists 

and pedestrians. 
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4. ATNM Consultation Responses Outside 
of Common place  
Consultation responses were also received separate from the Commonplace platform, through emails, in person 

meetings, forums and more. Table 4-1 has summarised these additional comments 

Table 4-1 - Summary of Additional Consultation  Responses  

Cllr Champion ï 

ward member for 

Cowbridge  

Noting desires for a possible route Llantwit Major Road to Westgate, Footpath to and around 

Bear field, and route to Yastradowen maybe funded from 2027/28 through the Regional 

Transport Development Plan(difficult to draw with a finger) 

Email from a 

Llandough 

resident  

Noting that they feel its essential I feel it is essential that the lane going through the Pill 

Woods is light at night, given they are a pensioner and can not go out when it gets dark. 

Sight Cymru  Noting the following: 

Á Zebra crossings ï it is very important to those with limited sight that they are clearly 

marked/painted with appropriate tactiles.  Ones in particular that were mentioned as 

being hazardous to users are by Golau Caredig (need repainting).  This was addressed 

after the meeting by the Signing and Lining Team. 

Á Driver sensitivity training ï Cardiff Bus have an audible bus stop alert system on all their 

buses but this is often switched off.  After the meeting we asked Cardiff Bus to ensure 

their drivers are aware of their duties towards visually impaired users. 

Á Orange street lighting ï this is something that visually impaired find difficult.  The area in 

particular that this was mentioned was the lane leading up to Dock View Road from 

Barry Dock train station.   

Á Electric scooters and bikes (illegal ones) ï a danger to all but in particular vulnerable 

footway users.  After the meeting I sent an email to Safer Vale and asked if they could 

arrange a walk around with Sight Cymru. 

Á Bus timetables ï need to be black and white (for colour blindness as well as being clear 

to see), and large font.  Also low down.  This was fed back to the bus operators but also 

needs to be fed back to TfW for their future bus franchise work. 

Á Sight Cymru could request to be involved in the stakeholder discussions for bus 

franchising.   

Á E-displays ï cannot be read by older residents and visually impaired.  Writing needs to 

be white on black.  Need to be lower down.  Glare from the sun makes them very difficult 

to read as they just appear white in the sun.   

Á Timetables ï request for them to be made audible.   

Á Floating bus stops ï we donôt have any in the Vale but they are not supported by the 

visually impaired.   

Á Signalised crossings ï their users often have no way of knowing itôs safe to cross as a 

lot of crossings have lost the beeps.  There is the little thing underneath that goes 

around but some users are unable to reach or use them.   

Á Gladstone Road traffic lights ï green man facing in wrong direction on one section.  This 

was passed to the Street Lighting team and was actioned immediately. 
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Á Tactiles/dropped kerbs ï their clients are taught to cross a road 10m or more into a 

junction.   I explained that we are installing uncontrolled crossings on the desire line 

which is junction mouth, and narrowing junctions in order to do so where we can.   

Á Paving slabs as trip hazards ï  It was explained about the 20mm defect criteria used by 

the Highways Inspectors when doing their routine route audits.  Users would prefer 

tarmac and no block paving/paving slabs etc.  This is echoed by wheelchair users. 

Á Tables/chairs/boards on the footway ï these are taught as temporary obstructions.  

Clients are taught to walk building side of the footway to avoid tree roots and kerbs etc.  

Canes can pick up tables/chairs and most notice boards but A Frames are difficult as 

their canes can sometimes miss the legs.  A solid base is preferred.    

On the positive: 

Á New crossing point on Buttrills Road is a welcome addition and will make it easier to 

cross this area ï but highlights the need for safer points around the Gladstone 

Road/Buttrills Road roundabout and Golau Caredig roundabout. 

Á Tree root treatment ï tree pits were done on some routes in Barry and were deemed 

successful.   

Email from a 

Llantwit Major 

resident  

A resident highlighted the need for a discrete cycleway between Llantwit Major (Cowbridge 

Road/B4265) and the Barry roundabout (A4266/B4266) to support anticipated growth linked 

to Welsh Government green industrial development around Barry, Llantwit, Cowbridge, the 

Airport, Aberthaw and St Athan. The resident noted that: 

Á High traffic volumes and HGV activity make the current corridor unsafe for cyclists. 

Á Removing cyclists from the carriageway would improve road safety and traffic flow. 

Á The roadside verge from Llantwit to Barry is generally wide enough to accommodate a 

new shared path without constraining future road widening. 

Á A more complex design may be required at Aberthaw, but could link into a potential 

Thaw Valley route using the disused railway line. 

Á The proposal would complement the existing Barry to Rhoose active travel route and 

enable future links westwards toward Southerndown and Ogmore. 

Existing workȤrelated and recreational cycling along the corridor suggests strong latent 

demand, with improved provision likely to enhance leisure use of the western Vale and 

support access alongside the Wales Coastal Path. 

Beechwood 

students and 

staff  

Students wrote individual letters to the council with their requests, with main requests as 

follows:  

Formal crossing point on South Road 

The students attend activities in The Old School daily and currently there is no formal 

crossing point.  The road is 20mph but is heavily trafficked and the students and their 

support staff find it difficult to cross.  A signalised or zebra crossing was requested to make it 

easier for them to access the hall. 

Seating 

Rest spots are very important for the students to stop and either rest, regulate or enjoy their 

surroundings, when they are outside.  Requests for additional seating through Sully and on 

the way to Barry were requested. 
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Formal crossing point on Sully Moors Road 

The students often walk along Sully Moors Road, sometimes visiting McDonalds at the edge 

of Barry.  A request for a crossing point was received to make it easier for them to cross on 

Cardiff Road and Sully Moors Road. 

Hayes Road 

The students do not currently walk along Hayes Road because of the nature of the road and 

the traffic that uses it.  Reducing the speed limit from 40mph would be appreciated as a way 

of lowering the noise of the HGVôs that travel along here to access the industrial sites.  

Linking this footway across to Barry Island would be welcomed as a future aspiration. 

The coastal path 

The students access the coastal path through their own access to the rear of the college.  

Support for this path were received and requests to improve in any way would be welcome. 

Bus services 

Many of the staff commute to work on the bus.  Requests for additional services serving the 

college were requested.  The students also access the buses for activities and confidence 

building.  Requests for improved bus shelters and routes leading to them were discussed on 

site. 

In person 

meeting with 

Vale Veloways  

The in person meeting with Vale VeloWays highlighted the following issues:  

Á Barrier on Five Mile Lane ï difficult to manoeuvre on a cargo bike.  Could it be removed 

or replaced with a bollard. 

Á Crossing on Five Mile Lane -  at the junction near The Amelia Trust puts cyclists onto a 

60mph road.  Before the redesign of the Five Mile Lane this was a much easier crossing 

point that provides access to Dyffryn Gardens.   

Á 20mph repeaters St Nicholas Road ï vehicle speeds along here are in excess of 20mph.  

Local experience is that cars come from Park Crescent across the roundabout down St 

Nicholas Road and increase their speed.  More negative interactions on cycles on this 

short stretch than anywhere else in Barry. 

Á Ffordd y Mileniwm ï numerous issues with existing cycle path.  Junctions are difficult to 

cross on cycles ï not providing continuous travel.  Lighting columns in middle of 

cycle/pedestrian route narrow the path and does not allow 2 way cycling ï can they be 

moved to back of footway.  Cardiff Road roundabout section overgrown and path is very 

slippery ï needs to be cleaned and cleared. 

Á Path near Merrie Harrier ï thanks for clearing that path last year.  Has provided more 

width and made it much more useable. 

Barry Library ï 

in person event  

In person consultation  at Barry Library received the following comments:  

Female 1 (under 40)  

Á Lives in Cadoxton and walks and cycles a lot with her young family.  Due to the 

topography of Barry, to get to the town centre she uses Ffordd y Mileniwm so this was 

her main cause for concern. 

Á She uses it a lot and agrees that it is valuable as a connection from east to west.  

Improvements she would suggest: 
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Á Lower speed or enforce current speed:  The road is very busy and has a constant flow of 

traffic.  It is very loud to walk/cycle alongside.  

Á Lack of shade: she explained that when you walk along in the summer, especially with 

young children, there is no shade.  Sheôd like to see more trees to provide cover. 

Á Parking: she asked if there were any parking restrictions along FYM as often cars park 

on the path to answer calls etc. 

Officer response: there is a clearway along FYM that could be enforced. 

Á Lack of verge/separation strip: no separation from vehicles and the path alongside a 

40mph road. 

Officer response: when this route was constructed the AT guidance did not instruct the 

use of separation buffers.  If this was built today then either speed would be reduced or 

a buffer put in. 

Á Cleansing: footway at Cadoxton end is covered with leaves/dirt due to the flooding that 

happens here. 

Officer response: cleansing has been raised with the highways maintenance team. 

Á Lighting: street lighting not working along FYM.   

Officer response: street lighting have been informed. 

Á Cardiff Road tunnel: very narrow footways that are not well lit. 

Á Court Road near St Helenôs RC Primary School:  there is a build out and uncontrolled 

crossing point here that is difficult to cross, especially with a pushchair.  Cars park very 

close and itôs a blind bend.  She asked if double yellows could be installed. 

Officer response: this will be sent to the Highway Development/Traffic team for 

consideration 

 

Female 2 (over 70)  

Á Lives on Windsor Road and uses the buses regularly to reach Kings Square.  Finds tree 

roots on footways the most difficult thing for her to navigate.  She likes the tree pits on 

Broad Street and would like them rolled out across Barry. 

Officer response: these tree treatments are very expensive compared to the current 

option used by the Highways Maintenance team.   

 

Female 3 (over 70)  

Á Member of the Older Persons Transport Forum.  Uses buses regularly and would like to 

see improvements to bus shelters and timetables.   

Á Finds existing footways in need of repair with trip hazards. 

Officer response: these comments will be passed to the relevant departments. 

 

Female 4 (under 50) 

Á Runs around the Vale for leisure purposes mainly, but also walks around Barry for 

shopping, catching the train etc.   

Á Lack of lighting and overgrowth leading to Barry Dock train station means that she does 

not like using it after dark. 

Á Finds footway conditions quite bad ï the worst thing being puddles at crossing points. 

Officer response: these comments will be passed to the relevant departments. 

Cogan 

Coronation Club 

In person consultation for  improvements on the Cogan Train Station  received the 

following comment s relating to the ATNM.  
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ï in person 

event  
Male 1 (over 70)  

Á Raised difficulties in crossing near the train station.  Suggested that we look at opening 

up the old tunnel under the road as a pedestrian route. 

Officer response: this tunnel has been filled in and would not be an option to re-open. 

Male 2 (over 60)  

Á Discussed how difficult it was for his neighbour to get around Penarth in a wheelchair.  

Lives in the marina area and often has to get private taxis as there is a lack of 

uncontrolled crossings and roads that are difficult to cross ï in particular the roundabout 

near the train station/Cogan Hill. 

Officer response: gave email/phone number and asked that his neighbour ring me to 

discuss in more detail if they wanted to. 

Female 3 (under 40)  

Á Has a friend who uses a wheelchair and finds it difficult to access the train station 

platform.  Access from Andrew Road has steps so she cannot use it.  There is a lack of 

dropped kerbs in the area that makes it difficult for her to be independent.  It was 

recognised that some kerbs had been installed recently around the Primary School but 

this needs to be more widespread. 

Officer response: asked that details be added to the consultation map or emailed 

through. 

Male 4 (under 50)  

Á Uses Cogan Pill Road to access shops and the train station in Cogan/Penarth.  

Recognises that lighting along here would allow more vulnerable people to use in hours 

of darkness. 

Officer response: this is a future route and lighting is something that would be 

considered when funding becomes available. 

Llandough 

Community 

Council  

Llandough Community Council considered the ATNM consultation at its meeting and 

submitted the following comments:  

Á Improved lighting on Cogan Pill Road was identified as essential to provide a safe 

walking route to Cogan and Penarth. 

Á A continuous footpath along the full length of Llandough Hill was requested to ensure 

safe pedestrian access to Penarth Road. 

Á A safe pedestrian connection from Cogan Hill (Station side) to the Marina roundabout 

was also requested to improve crossing and access provision. 

Cowbridge 

Footpath Forum.  

Feedback highlighted two key locations in Cowbridge where improvements are 

desired.  

Á Police Fields 

There was overwhelming support for development of a path across the Police Fields 

connecting to the Clare Gardens development. 

Á Cowbridge Town Hall car park through to Cowbridge School 

This PRoW is currently designated as a footpath, and residents regularly raise concerns 

about adults cycling along it; previous óno cyclingô signs were repeatedly removed. 

Although the route is listed on the ATNM for walking improvements, attendees 

expressed support for exploring future cycling provision, including possible widening and 

lighting. 
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Vale Veloways 

official 

submission 

received 5.1.26  

Vale Veloways welcomed the updated ATNM and requested a more strategic, connected 

network linking key settlements (e.g., Barry to Cardiff, Barry to Llantwit Major, Llantwit to 

Cowbridge). They suggested measures such as Quiet Lanes, reduced rural speed limits, 

modal filtering, and stronger enforcement of 20mph zones. They proposed popȤup cycle 

lanes on wide roads (e.g., Penarth Road, Pontypridd/Jenner Roads, A48) and stressed the 

need to upgrade existing routes, especially junction crossings, to meet Active Travel and 

Highway Code standards. They also highlighted issues with slow pedestrian crossing signals 

and expressed willingness to collaborate with the Council on scheme development. 

Email received 

from Barry 

resident  

A Barry resident wrote in support of Active Travel improvements and shared key 

suggestions based on extensive experience cycling, walking and using public transport 

locally. 

They emphasised the need for safe, direct routes between Barry and Cardiff, particularly via 

Dinas Powys and along Port Road, noting there is currently no lowȤstress way to make this 

journey. They also stressed the importance of prioritising pedestrians and cyclists at 

junctions rather than designing infrastructure around minimising delays to drivers. 

 

Their smallerȤscale recommendations included: 

Á More and betterȤaligned dropped kerbs along shared routes and at roundabouts. 

Á Continuous, priority sideȤroad crossings in line with guidance. 

Á Banning pavement parking and restricting parking near junctions for visibility. 

Á FasterȤresponding pedestrian signals. 

Á TrafficȤcalming measures and safer rightȤturn solutions for uphill cycling. 

Á Replacing painted onȤroad cycle lanes in carȤdoor zones with safer alternatives. 

Á Involving groups such as Vale Velo Ways in route design, and trialling modal filtering, 

quiet ways, and popȤup cycle lanes on suitable wide roads (e.g., Pontypridd Road, 

Jenner Road, Colcot Road, Gladstone Road). 

 

 



 
 

 

 
AtkinsRéalis - Confidential / Confidentiel 

APPENDICES 
 
 



 

 
 

  

Commonplace Engagement 
Ouput_Issued 

0 
1.0 | February 2026 54 

 
AtkinsRéalis - Confidential / Confidentiel 

Appendix A.  Barry  
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