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FoSBR Newsletter         Number 106           August 2021 

(Friends of Suburban Bristol Railways) 

A new station for Lockleaze 

 

An event was held on Saturday 31 July 2021 to show that there is strong local support for a 
new station at Lockleaze.  It was attended by FoSBR members, local residents and also  
Councillor Heather Mack (Lockleaze ward) and Councillor Don Alexander, the Bristol CC 
Cabinet Member for Transport.      

 

This follows on from a summer 
campaign of meetings to gain 
residents’ support for a new station 
and to organise a postcard petition, 
in support of the station, to Dan 
Norris (the new WECA Mayor).  

Rob Dixon (FoSBR Chair and also a 
Lockleaze resident) handing petition 
postcards to Maria Perrett, a local 
resident and community worker at 
Lockleaze Neighbourhood Trust 
(LNT).   
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Apologies had been sent by Darren Jones MP who was attending hospital with his daughter 
and Councillor David Wilcox (Lockleaze ward) who was self-isolating.  Darren has asked to 
meet with residents at the site in the next few weeks.  David, who is also Green Party lead 
for Transport on the council, has already met with the residents and explored the area.  
 
Rob Dixon said, "There's lots of support for a station in Lockleaze.  We want to see better 
public transport so that people can get to jobs or visit other places around the city.  We 
have a railway line running through Lockleaze but no station - let's change that!"   

Local resident Sarah Ramage said, "With 24 different new housing developments being 
built in Lockleaze, we urgently need a way of ensuring our roads don't get overloaded with 
traffic and parking.  A station here would provide much-needed public transport links 
especially for those with mobility issues, and would encourage more investment into 
Lockleaze - something which is long overdue after too many years of the neighbourhood 
being neglected." 

Now is a good time to influence WECA and the new Metro Mayor, Dan Norris, to get a 
sustainable transport policy in place.  FoSBR will emphasise the importance of integrated 
transport hubs in a submission to WECA’s August 2021 Bus Service Improvement Plan 
(BSIP).  This “Bus Back Better” initiative will build on the West of England Bus Strategy 
produced in 2020.  FoSBR also need to keep a watching brief on the Local Cycling and 
Walking Infrastructure Plan (LCWIP) as this will offer opportunity to integrate Concorde 
Way with access to any new station. 
 
Some residents’ concerns were discussed during the event: 

 Car parking:  In view of the existing congestion and the proposed 1200 new homes in 
the ward, some residents fear that the new station would lead to increased parking on 
the area’s roads.  However, those attending the event noted that passengers rarely 
drive to local stations, particularly when they are sufficiently close together and 
connected to other public transport.  

 Noise:  Some residents fear that a new station will increase noise in the area.  However 
Rob Dixon and another resident (both living on a street next to the railway) noted that 
there is already a railway line – so, at present, residents have railway noise but without 
the benefit of a station.  Trains already stop regularly at signals by Constable Road so it 
is likely that residents will notice little difference if there was a station.  Rob considered 
that the pollution from current diesel trains is more of a concern.   

 
General comments on the campaign:  
 
 WECA have told campaigners that Lockleaze station "remains an aspiration, as set out 

in the Joint Local Transport Plan 4, when its feasibility can be demonstrated and 
funding can be identified”. 

 The residents are campaigning for the new station to be located about 100 m south of 
Constable Road along which the buses and the Concorde Way run.  They consider that 
the council’s preferred site, 475 m south of Constable Road, off Romney Road, is 
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unsuitable - it is isolated and would be a significant distance and difficult to access 
from the vast majority of existing and new housing developments.   

 Buses already run from Constable Road to Gainsborough Square and other Lockleaze 
streets, to Southmead Hospital and Filton Avenue.  A train station could provide a new 
transport hub for Lockleaze, making it easier to get to a lot of places including the 
hospital.  

 There are plans to build 1200 new homes in the area around Constable Road. 
Congestion is already a problem and residents want to have an alternative to driving. 
Journeys by public transport need to be easier, quicker and more convenient. 

 Distance between stations: some may argue that a new station would be too close to 
Filton Abbey Wood or the new station being built at Ashley Down.  However, Ashley 
Down and Constable Road sites are further apart than the new station at Portway Park 
and Ride is from its neighbour (Shirehampton) - and the distance is similar to the 
average on the North London line. 

******************************************************** 

Williams-Shapps Plan for Rail 

 

Publication of the review was anticipated to be at the end of 2019 but then Covid struck 
and everything changed.  Franchising was ended, passenger numbers plummeted and the 

 

On 20th September 2018, the then 
Transport Secretary, Chris Grayling, 
announced the setting up of a 
Government Rail Review.  This was led 
by Keith Williams, the former British 
Airways chief executive, supported by 
a panel of experts.   

The Williams Rail Review was set up to 
look at the structure of the whole rail 
industry and the way passenger rail 
services are delivered – and to 
recommend ‘the most appropriate 
organisational and commercial 
frameworks to deliver the 
government’s vision for UK rail’.  
Grayling said that it would be ‘the 
most significant review since 
privatisation’ and that it was ‘vital 
that the review leaves no stone 
unturned and makes bold 
recommendations for the future’. 



4 
 

old certainties about work and travel became obsolete.  So the review had to be delayed 
and updated to take account of these changes.  Along the way, the Williams Rail Review 
was renamed by the DfT and on 20 May 2021, the White Paper ‘The Williams-Shapps Plan 
for Rail’ was published.  The 113 page report can be found at:  
www.gov.uk/government/publications/great-british-railways-williams-shapps-plan-for-rail 

Why was the review set up? 

In the weeks following 20 May 2018, many passengers travelling on the Northern and 
Govia Thameslink Railway (GTR) networks were severely disrupted by the failure of the 
introduction of a major new timetable – with knock-on effects on some other networks.  
Trains were cancelled, often at short or no notice, journey times were unpredictable – 
resulting in many very unhappy passengers and bad publicity for the railways.     

An inquiry into the fiasco concluded that all parties to the new timetable had made 
mistakes but the key issue was that no one was in overall charge of the railways.  As a 
result of this timetable chaos and other recent problems (such as the collapse of the East 
Coast franchise and the overspending on electrification) all the problems with the 
organisation and structure of the railways (which had been endlessly discussed over the 
years) were brought sharply into focus.  Something had to be done, hence the setting up of 
the review.   

What are the main points of the Plan? 

Within the Plan, there are 62 commitments to action and these are expected to result in 
the following 10 outcomes: 

 Modern passenger experience:  high-quality, consistent services giving accessible, 
reliable journeys; new customer offers at stations and on trains, including new flexible 
season tickets.  

 Retail revolution: better and clearer information, greater roll out of digital and pay-as-
you-go ticketing. 

 Simpler industry structure track and train will come together in a 'guiding mind' for the 
system, Great British Railways (GBR).  

 New way of working with the private sector: ‘passenger service contracts’ to replace 
franchising.  

 Economic recovery and financially sustainable railways:  uniting responsibility for cost 
and revenue under one body (GBR) will cut duplication, increase GBR’s purchasing 
power and economies of scale, and make it easier and cheaper to plan maintenance, 
renewals and upgrades.  

 Greater control for local people and places: local communities will have more say in 
the running of the railways in their area.  

 Cleaner, greener railways: electrification of the network will be expanded, as well as 
alternative technologies such as hydrogen and battery power. A comprehensive 
environment plan for the railways to be drawn up by 2022.  
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 New offer for freight:  freight operators will receive fair access to the network. There 
will be a statutory duty on GBR to promote rail freight.  

 Increased speed of delivery and efficient enhancements: Restoring lost rail links and 
accelerating the delivery of critical upgrades to the network will help ‘level up’ places 
across the country.  

 Skilled, innovative workforce: a culture of collaboration and strengthened leadership 
with high value and fulfilling career opportunities.  

What does the rail industry think about this plan? 

Most industry leaders and rail commentators welcome the plan to some extent but there 
are also some serious misgivings about certain aspects - this not being helped by the lack 
of detail.  There are pages and pages of comment on the plan in the press and in rail 
magazines – too much to summarise here.  However let us look at two major parts of the 
plan and consider both sides of the arguments, for and against.    

(1)  Great British Railways: 

 

 

 

There will be a 30-year strategy, drawn up by GBR for Ministers which will be used to 
ensure that the railways respond to priorities.  The Secretary of State has begun this work 
by commissioning a ‘Whole Industry Strategic Plan’ that will become the first 30-year 
strategy – which could be ready in 2022.  GBR will also have to have 5 year business plans.   

There will be a national brand and identity to emphasise that 
the railways are one connected network – instead of the 
confusing number of different brands at present.  And GBR will 
use updated versions of the classic ‘double arrow’ logo as well 
as the Rail Alphabet typeface in its branding.  
 

The railways will be integrated under the leadership of a 
new organisation, which is to be called ‘Great British 
Railways’ (GBR).  It will own the railways across Great 
Britain (but not the rolling stock) and run them as an 
integrated system to common goals.  It will take over 
roles, responsibilities and people from other rail 
organisations across the sector, including Network Rail.  
GBR could be described as taking on the role of the ‘Fat 
Controller’.   

It will be organised into 5 regional divisions (one of them 
being Scotland), each being responsive and accountable 
for the whole system in their areas, including budgets.  
Local teams within each division will integrate track and 
train at a local level.  In England new partnerships 
between GBR and local and regional government will be 
established to give local leaders a greater say in how the 
railways are run in their area. 
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Views on this:  Generally this has been received well.  For years there have been calls for 
re-integration of track and train and the end of fragmentation resulting from privatisation.   
Many commentators have complained of the ‘micro-management’ of the railways by well- 
meaning but not railway-savvy civil servants in DfT – and the decision to hand the railway 
back to rail specialists has been welcomed.     

Some examples of the criticisms/ concerns about this setting up of GBR are: 

 Ministers/DfT/Treasury will still be in control of the money – so how independent will 
GBR actually be?  

 Devolved administrations in Scotland, Wales as well as London and MerseyRail 
operations will have different ways of working than GBR.  How is a centralised body 
such as GBR to integrate with these differently organised authorities?   

 Local involvement in the running of the railways sounds good but how will a 
centralised body like GBR share power with local groups/ authorities? 

 Will Network Rail’s dominance of GBR lead to a production-led railway where 
engineering (NR’s key skill) dominates everything or can it put passengers and freight 
customers first? 

 

(2) Public Sector Involvement 

When discussing anything about UK railways, the one question that dominates the debate 
is whether there is a role for the private sector or whether the railways should be wholly 
publicly owned.   

What is proposed:  Franchising, brought in by privatisation in 1994, has already been ended 
by the Emergency Recovery Measures Agreements with private train operators - brought in 
due to the Covid pandemic.  It will now be replaced by competitive Passenger Service 
Contracts (PSCs) whereby GBR will specify the timetables, branding, most fares and other 
aspects of the service - and agree a fee with the passenger service operator to provide the 
service to this specification.  The White Paper notes that similar concession models can be 
found in Transport for London Overground services and in many railways across Europe.  
The Plan envisages no changes to private freight operating or to the current industry 
model for procurement of train fleets and maintenance by independent train-leasing 
companies (ROSCOs or Rolling Stock Leasing Companies). 

The Government’s rationale:  The Plan states that ‘private sector innovation has helped 
deliver the spectacular growth the railways have seen in the last quarter-century’ and 
suggests ‘our new model for the railways will take the very best of the private sector – 
innovation, an unrelenting focus on quality, outstanding customer service – and harness it 
under the single guiding mind of the public sector’; furthermore that these reforms will get 
trains running on time, and ‘deliver more of the competitive private sector involvement 
that the railways need’.   

In a riposte to those who favour nationalisation, the Plan states quite clearly that ‘What 
needs to change, in short, is not the ownership of the railways, but their complexity’. 
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Elsewhere it says that the new Passenger Service Contracts will include strong incentives 
for operators to run high-quality services and increase passenger numbers.   

 
The opposing view: Critics of private sector involvement include the rail unions, the Labour 
Party and campaigning groups such as ‘We Own It’.  They say that the Government’s 
unwillingness to end private sector involvement is a wasted opportunity to radically 
improve the railways – and that the railway should be a public service, not a vehicle for 
private profit. 

Those that favour a return to some form of nationalisation claim that the Conservative 
Party’s 1993 rail privatisation has not brought about the promised benefits but instead has 
just increased costs – because the fragmentation caused all sorts of inefficiencies that had 
to be paid for out of the public purse.   In addition, money leaks out of the railway due to 
dividends paid to shareholders, profit margins to outside contractors and high rental costs 
paid to ROSCOs for rolling stock.   

It should also be noted that the Labour Party published its own plan for rail in 2020. It has 
many points of similarity to the Williams-Shapps Plan but is far more detailed and requires 
re-nationalisation of the railways.  
(GB Rail: Labour’s Plan for a nationally integrated publicly owned railway).   
https://labour.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/03/GB_Rail_Labour_Opposition_White_Paper.pdf 

In general, critics suggest that the new passenger service contracts are just franchises but 
with the revenue risk stripped out; so, if revenue falls for some reason (for instance, due to 
Covid), then the State takes the hit not the private operators.  The Williams-Shapps Plan 
also suggests that there will be no further need for the 400 delay attribution clerks 
employed to sort out disputes between the different franchisees and Network Rail.  
However the new contracts will have closely defined performance targets and so staff will 
still be needed to sort out disputes and monitor performance.   

What are the chances of this Plan coming to fruition? 

There have been many reports on the state of the railway, most of which are gathering 
dust on the DfT bookshelves.  Why should this be any different?  

 Firstly, this has been called a Plan - not a review or a report.  That word implies a 
proper statement of intent to improve the railways - rather than just an explanation of 
what has gone wrong, coupled with a few recommendations.   

 Secondly, the Secretary of State has added his name to it.  Some people might consider 
this to be meddling by the government/ DfT - but on the other hand Grant Shapps has 
nailed his flag to the mast and his reputation will swim or sink, depending on the Plan’s 
success.   

This (White Paper) Plan is a strategic document, giving (excuse the pun) the direction of 
travel that the government wishes to take.  It is not intended to be a fully formed, detailed 
plan and it is recognised that details will have to be thrashed out later.   

Also this Plan will require primary legislation in order to formally establish Great British 
Railways.   This could take up to three years but the White Paper pledges to deliver this by 
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the end of this Parliament, i.e. by December 2024 at the latest.  Because progress could be 
slow, a ‘Rail Transformation Programme’ has been created within the DfT  to (a) set out 
delivery phases of the Plan and (b) for some of the changes can be brought forward as 
quickly as possible – such as digital ticketing and Pay As You Go travel.   

What does this all mean for our local services? 

As said before, most of the actions needed to fulfil the Plan’s wish list have yet to be sorted 
out.  However, optimistically, parts of the Plan could be positive for our local rail network:  

 Network Rail, as part of GBR, could be forced to not just concentrate on the 
engineering but also take account of the needs of customers - such as those who are 
trying to re-open new rail services and stations - and also to cut costs. Could future 
improvements in this region be speeded up and be less costly? 

 The Plan states that: ‘Local communities will work closely with GBR on designing 
services, with local leaders given greater control over local ticketing, timetables and 
stations’.  There is already considerable liaison between Network Rail and WECA (an 
example being the ‘10 Year Plan for Strategic Rail Investment’ plan approved by WECA 
in December 2020).  Further co-operation can only be good for our region.  

 Reform of fares will perhaps not have a large effect on our local train services but 
definitely is needed for longer, intercity journeys.  However the commitment to rolling 
out new methods of payment, such as contactless pay-as-you-go, would simplify 
access to rail services and also reduce non-collection of fares - especially important on 
our local services where time between stations is very limited and, with the best will in 
the world, it is not possible for ticket collectors to get round all the passengers.   

 Many people in our region were disappointed when electrification of Filton Bank 
(Bristol Parkway to Temple Meads) and Bath Spa to Temple Meads was deferred in 
November 2016. One of the commitments in the Plan is that ‘Electrification of the 
network will be expanded…to help achieve zero emissions from trains and reduce air 
pollution’. This sounds good but it is not going to happen anytime soon because we 
must wait for GBR to bring forward ‘costed options to decarbonise the whole network 
to meet the government’s commitment to a net-zero society as part of the 30-year 
strategy.’ 

 A small detail but interesting nonetheless: the plan commits to making it easier to 
carry bikes on trains! 

************************************************************ 

Future Newsletters - paper or electronic copy? 

Up to now FoSBR members have received printed copies of the newsletters sent by post.  
We recognise that some of you might prefer to just receive a digital copy by email.  If this is 
what you would like, then please let us know by sending an email to 
newsletter@fosbr.org.uk saying that you want a digital copy, together with your name. 
(You can always change your mind at a later date).  If we do not get this request, you will 
continue to receive hard copies in the post.   
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All Aboard for Severn Beach 
FoSBR members and local councillor Guy Poultney rode the train to Severn Beach on 
Saturday 3rd July to celebrate the start of the main phase of Bristol Rail 
Regeneration project on 10th July.  At Severn Beach we were greeted by Alderman Peter 
Tyzack and his fellow Pilning & Severn Beach parish councillor, Heather Rickards.   

 

Event at Severn Beach, September 4th 

 

Following an invite from Peter Tyzack, we will be running a stall at the Severn Beach Family 
Day and Craft Fair at Severn Beach Village Hall on Saturday 4th September between 10am 
and 4pm.  We will have some FoSBR merchandise and information about local rail to 
distribute.  If anyone would like to help on the stall for an hour or two, please contact 
Carol on general@fosbr.org.uk.    

We plan to catch the 09:12 from Bristol Temple Meads, so feel free to join us on the train.  
If you are travelling to Severn Beach on a later train (11:12 or 13:12), please do swing by 
our stall at the Fair to say hello. 

The train was running a 
little late so there was 
only just time to say 
hello.  Some stayed for a 
picnic in Severn Beach.  
However most of us 
stayed on the train to 
return to Shirehampton 
where we had a nice 
lunch at the Lamplighters 
Pub – with a lively 
discussion about public 
transport in Bristol.   
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Trip to Chepstow                                                                            Tim Weekes 

 
To get to Chepstow we went by train and our starting point was Montpelier.  The most 
logical route could appear to be to travel to Stapleton Road station, change to a South 
Wales train, and then change again at Severn Tunnel Junction.  However many South 
Wales trains don't stop at Stapleton Road, so we changed at Temple Meads.  We had a 45 
minute wait for our connection, so we took the opportunity to wander around Temple 
Meads and grab a pasty. 

For our next leg, the Network Rail Journey Planner advised us to change at Newport. 
Possibly this is because there's more to do there, but we got off at Severn Tunnel Junction 
instead.  It turns out that this is rather a hotspot for rail enthusiasts, who had a lot to 
watch at this busy station.  After another lengthy wait, we caught our last train into the 
charming little station at Chepstow.  We arrived something like two-and-a-quarter hours 
after leaving Montpelier.  We were on our first train for 12 minutes, the second for 28 
minutes, and the third for 10 minutes.  All in all, 50 minutes on trains... and nearly twice 
that waiting for connections!   

Rail is a natural choice for people making longer journeys between the centres of towns 
and cities but, on shorter trips between smaller places, it is easy to see why people prefer 
to go by car.  Our trip would have taken only about thirty minutes by car and even cycling 
would have got us there quicker than by train!  A major problem for us was the poor 
connection times between Severn Beach line trains and onward services.  If these local 
trains ran four times per hour, we could have left home 30 minutes later and still caught 
the same train to Severn Tunnel Junction.  Trains from Severn Tunnel Junction to Chepstow 
run roughly hourly.  The morning and afternoon trains have been timed to allow good 
connections to Bristol but, outside these times, the connection times can be lengthy.  Post-
COVID, rail operators anticipate a shift in travel patterns with fewer journeys made during 
the peak periods.  Investment is going to be needed in track and signalling to allow for 
more flexible timetables, so that connections can be improved.   

If journeys like this can be made easier, through better connections and more frequent 
trains, then rail could perhaps offer a real alternative to driving. 

A few weeks ago my daughter 
and I decided to walk a section of 
the Offa's Dyke Path, from 
Chepstow to Tintern.  On the map 
it's an 8km walk and, for someone 
of my age with full pack, that was 
quite far enough!  

Chepstow lies on a meander of 
the River Wye, 29km north-west 
of Bristol.  The Wye Valley and 
Forest of Dean are nearby, as is 
the M48 motorway.  It is a good 
place to live for people who work 
in Bristol. Tintern Abbey 
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In Wales: a hard look at new road building  

In Wales, transport comes under the Welsh Government's climate change ministry and, on 
22 June 2021, the deputy climate change minister Lee Waters announced that the Welsh 
Government is to stop all new road-building projects while its new climate change ministry 
conducts a wide-ranging review.  Projects which have already started, such as the A465 
(Heads of the Valley) dualling, will continue but other road building projects, that have not 
yet started, will be put on hold.  This comes on the top of the halting of other road 
schemes:   

 In March 2021, the Welsh Government announced that it was refusing to fund the 
£66M M4 to A48 link in the Vale of Glamorgan. 

 In June 2019, the Welsh government announced that it would not build the M4 relief 
road because of its environmental effects on the Gwent Levels and its financial cost 
(£1.4 billion at minimum).  Now, in June 2021, planning protection for the proposed 
M4 relief road route has been scrapped after 25 years. Lee Waters, announcing this 
measure, added that  ‘The removal of this TR111 protection potentially provides further 
opportunities for ongoing work to safeguard the future of the Gwent levels and 
demonstrates our ongoing commitment to protect biodiversity and reduce the carbon 
footprint of our transport network’.  

 
 
It means plans for the following roads (amongst others) will be put on hold: 

 Deeside "Red Route" a plan for the A55  

 Llandeilo bypass, the A438 that runs through the town is used as a route from 
Swansea to join the A40  towards the Midlands (already delayed from 2019 until 2025) 

 Third Anglesey (Menai bridge) crossing. 

The Welsh Government has not yet published details of the review but says it will consider 
"shifting spending" towards better maintaining existing roads, rather than building new 
ones, and look at all proposed road investments, whether funded directly by the Welsh 
Government or indirectly by grants.  An external panel will be set up. 

Lee Waters told the Welsh Parliament that although CO2 emissions are falling, more needs 
to be done to reach the statutory target of net zero emissions by 2050.  Transport, making 
up 17% of emissions, must play its part.  He added something that many people are 

Gwent levels – 
through which the 
M4 relief road would 
have passed 
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starting to take on board:  “We need a shift away from spending money on projects that 
encourage more people to drive, and spend more money on maintaining our roads and 
investing in real alternatives that give people a meaningful choice.” 

But those who are happy to see no more road building should not consider that the battle 
is over.  There have been howls of protest from certain quarters about the Welsh 
government’s announcement:   

 A spokesman from the Confederation of British Industry (CBI) warned that commuters 
were currently preferring private transport over alternatives and implied that road 
building is necessary to cater for this. (Ed: perhaps the reduced use of public transport 
has something to do with Covid – thus a temporary effect?)  

 Natasha Asghar, transport spokesperson for the Welsh Conservatives: "At such a 
delicate economic time, this decision could prove a significant blow for our recovery. 

 Plaid Cymru, while welcoming the intention to reduce carbon emissions, added that 
communities (with long overdue infrastructure investment) should not be left behind.   

 

 
Photo: Richard Youle 
 

So, sorting out some of the congestion problems will not be easy and many quite difficult 
decisions will have to be taken by the Welsh government’s external review panel.  But, as 
regards the Welsh government’s intention to reduce unnecessary road building where 
possible (and thus reduce carbon emissions), there are lessons here for WECA - rather 
than new roads, shouldn't they be spending money on public transport?  

Recently South Gloucester Council have defended their £30M plan to widen the A4174 ring 
road and create, what opponents have labelled as, five ‘monstrous mega-roundabouts’. 
The public consultation on this runs until August 16 here:  

https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/A4174improvements 

Plaid’s comments 
probably refer to 
Llandeilo where 
residents really do 
have to put up with 
awful congestion, 
pollution and danger.   

Photo shows a tight 
squeeze as two lorries 
try to pass in the 
centre of the town.  

Can this problem be 
solved without a 
bypass? 
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Great Musgrave Bridge – another unnecessary infilling 

In the previous newsletter (no 105), we told you how Highways England (HE), responsible 
for historic railway structures such a bridges, has a policy of reducing the level of liability 
and risk to itself and DfT through demolition and infilling.  Here is another story about this. 
 

 

However, this proposed connection plan has been put in jeopardy because contractors for 
HE have just completed infilling the bridge with 1,000t of aggregate and concrete during 
May/ June this year – effectively blocking the railway plans.  HE claims that it did consult 
with the railway groups but this is disputed by both groups.  It also stated that the works 
were necessary to strengthen the bridge because of the bridge’s structural problems and 
that, under permitted development powers, they did not need planning permission to 
carry out the infilling.    

 
 
 

This 159 year old road bridge, near 
Kirkby Stephen in Cumbria, crosses the 
line of the now dismantled Eden Valley 
railway.  Two heritage railway groups 
on the line, the ‘Eden Valley’ and 
‘Stainmore’ heritage railways have a 
long standing plan to connect their 
two operations to create a 5 mile 
stretch of line from Kirkby Stephen to 
Warcop – and then to continue to 
Appleby to create a 11 mile heritage 
tourist line.   

The bridge after infilling  



14 
 

This infilling, however, has caused them a lot of grief.  Highways England is now facing a 
nationwide backlash after images of the infilled bridge were splashed on the pages of The 
Daily Mail and The Times, broadcast on ITV and shared widely on social media.  They claim 
that the infilling could easily be reversed when the heritage railways are ready to connect 
up but, in reality, the costs of removing the aggregate and concrete, disposing of it and 
then repairing the damage caused by the works will be huge – enough to cripple the plans.  
Some engineers also point out that the very act of pouring concrete around the stone 
structure of the bridge will have done considerable damage to it.  

The claims by HE that the bridge was in a perilous state is disingenuous, to say the least.  
According to Highways England’s own inspection reports, the bridge is in ‘Fair’ condition, 
shows no signs of being overloaded and has no significant defects.  In February 2020, their 
inspector’s only recommendation was for £5K of repointing which would have increased 
the bridge’s capacity.  Compare this to the infilling cost of £124,000.     

Eden District Council twice asked HE to pause infilling while they discussed the reasons for 
the works but to no avail.  However the Council has now told them to apply for 
retrospective planning permission, the time limit for submission being May 2022.  This 
means that the community and invested stakeholders will get an opportunity to object, 
albeit after the event.  

If a case can be made for the application to be rejected, it raises the possibility of 
Highways England having to undo the infilling and restore the bridge to its previous 
condition! 

Stop Press:  It looks like HE’s wings are to be clipped after all and the government has 
taken notice of the protest!  On 30 July 2021, Grant Shapps unveiled the ‘summer of 
cycling and walking strategy’, which proposed, amongst other commitments, to build 
hundreds of miles of high-quality cycle lanes and deliver walking schemes – supported by a 
£338m budget.    In DfT’s strategy document ‘Gear Change: One Year On’, one of the 
commitments that has been included states that: 

“We will consider whether more of our historic railway structures could be used for 
walking or cycle routes or other transport purposes…..By the autumn, we will establish a 
formalised framework and engagement process for these structures to understand, in each 
case, whether there is a realistic prospect of it being used for active travel or other 
transport purposes in future; and to ensure that the views of local stakeholders, including 
active travel groups and the local authority, are fully taken into account.  Until then, any 
infilling or demolition on these structures will be paused, unless there is an immediate 
need to act on grounds of public safety”.  

 

Membership Matters                                 Tony Lloyd (FoSBR Membership Secretary) 
All those of you who sent their 2021 subscriptions by March this year should have received 
membership cards with the March 2021 (No.105) newsletter.  Thank you to all who sent 
their subscriptions since then – your membership cards are enclosed with this newsletter.  
We would also be happy to receive any other subscriptions for this year – every little bit 
helps!                                             
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New stations in Somerset & Devon 

1.  Langport and Somerton 
 
The towns of Langport and Somerton on the Somerset Levels are about 5 miles apart and 
have a combined population of some 8,500.  They used to have railway stations (Langport 
East and Somerton respectively) on what was then the Langport and Castle Cary cut-off 
branch line but these closed to passengers in 1962.  This line now forms part of the 
mainline from London to the South West but the nearest stations for residents of the 
Langport/ Somerton area are at Castle Cary or Taunton.  The 27 miles between Castle Cary 
and Taunton is the longest section of train line without a station between London and 
Penzance! 
 

 
 

A campaign to re-instate train station service in the region has been ongoing for a number 
of years and an initial assessment of the case for provision of a new station was made by 
the Langport Transport Group (LTG).   To progress the scheme further, a feasibility study is 
required to examine the implications of constructing a new station, to identify a suitable 
train service for the station and to assess the passenger demand and economic case, 
should a new station and train service be provided.” 

The feasibility study and strategic outline business case for the new railway station is 
expected to cost £66,500.  A bid for funding was presented to the Department of 
Transport’s ‘Restoring your Railway’ fund and, in November 2020, it was announced that 
the bid had been successful and a grant of £45,000 secured.  Up to £15,000 was sourced 
from town and parish councils in the local area, with the remainder (£6,000) being 
provided by the Somerset District Council.  The study will now be carried out by the 
Langport Transition Group with the backing of Somerset County Council.  

It will identify possible sites where the new station could be constructed – possibly in 
Langport or Somerton but other options include a parkway-style station between the two 
towns, possibly on the site of the former, now closed, Long Sutton and Pitney station.  
Once the study has been completed (with all relevant public consultation), a strategic 
outline business case for the chosen site will be put together and submitted to the DfT for 
approval. 
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2.  Wellington and Cullompton 

Further south, down the mainline from Taunton, are the sites of Wellington and 
Cullompton stations, which closed to passengers in 1964.  Since then, both towns have 
grown in population and are now the largest settlements between Exeter and Taunton.  
Plans to re-open stations at these two towns are part of a wider project to create a Devon 
and Somerset Metro network.  The Devon and Somerset Metro Group consists of County, 
District and Town councils in the area, together with Network Rail, Great Western 
Railways, and the Heart of the South West Local Enterprise Partnership; it is also supported 
by two local MPs.   

In May 2020, the partnership was successful in securing funding of up to £50k from the 
Department for Transport’s “Restoring your Railway” Ideas Fund.  This funding supported 
the development of the Strategic Outline Business Case (SOBC), carried out by WSP 
Consulting.   

In February 2021, the partnership submitted the completed SOBC to the DfT.  The business 
case considers various options to improve the broader service in the area. These include 
the potential for an hourly service through an extension of the current Cardiff to Taunton 
service and for a new Exeter to Taunton Shuttle service.  Longer term, there may also be 
potential for longer distance services.   

The partnership is now currently waiting for the SOBC to be reviewed by the Department 
for Transport and hopes for a positive outcome over the coming months.  If funding is 
secured this year, construction of Wellington station could take place as early as 2024. 

 

 

The original Cullompton station is now occupied by the M5 Cullompton Services.  However 
it is likely that a new station will be built very close to it.  It will serve not only Cullompton 
Town but also the proposed Culm Garden Village to the east of Cullompton. 

 

The remains of the original 
Wellington station can still be seen 
(in photo) but it is probable that any 
new station will be built at a 
different location.  

An alternative site, is being 
considered, this being in an area 
designated for employment and 
housing in the Local Plan. 

An initial estimate for the cost of a 
new station is £15M. 
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Engineering Update 

 
Bristol East Junction works in progress 

1.   Bristol East Junction renewal 

The Bristol Rail Regeneration project is now in full swing.  During the eight week period 
from Saturday 10 July to Friday 3 September, Network Rail will replace Bristol East 
Junction with a new more flexible layout.  This will pave the way for MetroWest suburban 
services, and make it easier to operate more trains into and out of Bristol Temple Meads 
station. 

Train operators and Network Rail have worked hard to provide the best service possible 
while this crucial work is being done.  They have tried to keep people on trains, rather than 
replacement buses. 

For short periods Bristol Temple Meads will be completely closed.  At other times some 
trains will be able to use it but others will not.   At these times Bedminster station will 
stand in as a terminus for trains from the south-west (as a temporary measure, the 
platforms there have been lengthened and lighting extended to accommodate the trains). 
Lawrence Hill station will be used when trains from the north and South Wales cannot 
access Bristol Temple Meads.  

If you need to travel through Bristol between now and 3rd September, make sure you have 
the latest information by checking with your train operator before you leave home.  
Check the GWR or Cross Country Trains web pages for the latest information. 
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2.  Other Works 

 
Bristol TM Roof Repairs 

Work continues on replacing the roof at 
Bristol Temple Meads. Scaffolders have 
erected a huge structure, filling much of the 
main train shed – allowing work to safely 
progress overhead while, below, passengers 
can go about their business as normal.  The 
work is due to be completed in 2023.   

Photo: Scaffolding on Platform 3, June 2021 

Bristol TM Eastern Entrance 

Workers have started preparations to extend 
the station subway at Bristol Temple Meads 
towards a new eastern entrance – leading to 
the University of Bristol campus site.   There 
will be a small ticket hall at the new entrance. 
This will open in time to serve the new 
university campus opening in 2025.  

Photo:  Showing plant (left) working on University 
site.  Part of canopy on Platform 15 has been 
removed to allow piling work around the 
extension, June 2021 

 

FoSBR’s recent engagement with councillors  

Since the May 2021 local election, we have had an outreach programme to introduce 
newly elected councillors to FoSBR.  

1.  Montpelier station 

 

Carol Durrant and Tim 
Weekes of FoSBR met 
Councillor Tim Wye of 
Ashley Ward at 
Montpelier station in 
June – not, of course, 
forgetting Scrumpy the 
dog!  
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 We talked about FoSBR’s Plan for Rail, with more services to more destinations 
forming the core of an integrated sustainable transport system for Bristol, and how 
this affects Montpelier.   

 We discussed the forthcoming MetroWest improvements. The half-hourly service to 
Avonmouth, due to start in December 2021, will bring a better frequency of service to 
Montpelier.  This will be complemented by Ashley Down station, due to open in 2023.  

 A train every 15 minutes?: the West of England Combined Authority plan to double the 
line from Narroways Junction to Montpelier, allowing for a train every 20 minutes from 
Temple Meads to Avonmouth.  However, FoSBR are campaigning to re-double the 
track all the way from Narroways Junction to Clifton Down – which would allow a turn 
up and go, every fifteen minutes, service from Bristol Temple Meads to Avonmouth.   
But this would mean the re-instatement of the disused platforms at Montpelier (and 
Redland) and access to these would need to be Equality Act-compliant.  At Montpelier, 
this would probably necessitate long ramps or lifts to the footbridge. 

 FoSBR also campaigns to improve local railway stations as interchanges to active travel 
modes and bus services.  Montpelier station is about 380m from the bus stops on 
Cheltenham Road, and 100m from the bus stops on Cromwell Road.  Better signage 
from the bus stops on Cheltenham Road would help. 

 The access to Montpelier station from Cromwell Road is not accessible to people with 
disabilities, but it is well-used.  A relatively small investment in a build-out into 
Cromwell Road would make it safer for passengers to cross the road here and would 
also allow for more prominent signage.  Councillor Wye agreed to raise the possibility 
of a build-out with the highways department.  He thought it unlikely that funding 
would be available at this time, but Bristol City Council may acknowledge it as a longer 
term ambition. 

2.  Redland Station  

 

 

On Thursday 10th June, 
FoSBR’s Carol Durrant and 
Tony Lloyd met local 
Councillor for the Redland 
ward, Martin Fodor.  They 
looked around Redland 
station and discussed the 
many opportunities for 
improvement, such as:  
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 Poor signage to the station and overgrown bushes at the station entrance.  

 The access path is poorly lit.  FoSBR correspondents have been complaining about this 
for years. 

 Much of the station building is covered in graffiti tags, creating a negative impression, 
and there is a general air of neglect, e.g. the station canopy badly needs painting.  

 There are too few cycle parking places and they are poorly located. 

Since the meeting, Councillor Fodor has raised the Redland issues with the GWR station 
manager who explained that the GWR lease is for the station platform only.  Cllr Fodor, 
with FoSBR, is continuing the conversation with GWR, Network Rail, Bristol City Council 
and Severnside Community Rail Partnership to see who can initiate improvements in other 
areas.  

 

The disused platform is immediately behind the fence, and the station building and active 
platform can be seen opposite. It looks like step-free access could be possible, if this 
platform were to be reopened.  So passengers could cross the line via Lovers Walk and 
access the platforms without need for expensive bridges or lifts. 

3.  St Annes Park station  

 

We also updated Martin on our 
goal of a fifteen minute 
frequency on the Severn Beach 
Line, which would require the line 
to be re-doubled from Narroways 
to Clifton Down. Re-doubling 
would require platform changes 
at Redland, so we peered at the 
remains of the old (disused) 
westbound platform on the 
Cotham Gardens side of the line.     

 
On 14 June, Carol Durrant 
and Tim Weekes of FoSBR 
met    Councillor      Tim 
Rippington  (Brislington 
East ward) at the station 
site to discuss the project 
to reopen the station 
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In 2020 local MP Kerry McCarthy, with Tim’s support, submitted a successful bid to the 
Department for Transport (DfT) Restoring Your Railway scheme. This Ideas Fund money 
will allow a business case for the new station to be developed.  Tim is now guiding the 
business submission, which has to be submitted by November 2021.  The business case will 
estimate demand by looking at potential passengers living and working within a defined 
radius of the station.   

Would you use a St Annes Park station?  Fill in our SurveyMonkey survey and let us know 
how and when you would use it:  https://tinyurl.com/sastation.  

At the old St Annes Park station site, now favoured by Network Rail (NR) as the location for 
a new station, installing a passing loop would be expensive.  NR have said that, without 
passing loops, they can only timetable one additional stop between Bristol Temple Meads 
and Bath.  On the face of it this is a problem, because St Anne’s Park and Saltford stations 
are both between Bristol and Bath.  So the capacity analysis currently being undertaken for 
St Annes will look at various possibilities, including a reopened Saltford station.  If both 
stations were open, it may make sense for local trains to stop alternately at St Annes Park 
and Saltford.  Both stations could then reopen without the need for passing loops.  FoSBR 
aspire to a 15-minute service to most local stations but accept that this may be a pragmatic 
solution to re-opening these stations on the Great Western line. 

 

4.  Bedminster station 

 

At present there are engineering problems that prevent the station underpass being 
extended under the tracks to make a northern (Bedminster side of the tracks) entrance 
with shops/ café/ workspace.  However this stretch of railway may soon be recommended 
for four-tracking.  This would require a major renewal of the station and, at this point, it 

Carol and Tim (FoSBR) met 
Councillor Lisa Stone (Windmill 
Hill ward) at the station on 23 
June to discuss the proposed 
developments around the station 
and its access arrangements.  

We explained the far from ideal, 
current station entrance (via 
Fraser Street) and the non-
compliant platform access ramps 
within the station.  We discussed 
the possibility of extending the 
subway to make a northern 
entrance on Whitehouse Lane.  

Tim & Lisa by the Bedminster station mural 



22 
 

may be possible to incorporate the construction of a proper northern station entrance into 
the works.   

Meanwhile, we argue that the land between Whitehouse Lane and the railway (known as 
‘Plot 5’) must be protected until Network Rail and WECA’s four-tracking plans are further 
advanced - in order that a future northern entrance onto Whitehouse Lane is not blocked. 
Cllr Stone has shared details of our discussion with council officers and other councillors.  

 

******************************************************* 

Trolley Lorries 

In July 2019, the UK government set a mandatory target of net-zero greenhouse gas (GHG) 
emissions by 2050.   As part of this, it confirmed in July 2021 that it would ban the sale of 
new diesel heavy goods vehicles by 2040 at the latest.   (Trucks account for less than 2% of 
road vehicles but 22% of CO2 emissions from road transport). 

Road freight is one of the hardest parts of the economy to decarbonise, because no 
technology exists yet on a large scale that is capable of powering long-haul lorries with 
zero direct exhaust emissions.  While cars can rely on lithium ion batteries, the large 
weight of batteries required to power a fully laden truck over long distances has prompted 
haulage companies to look for alternatives. 

One proposal is for the creation of an electric road system or ‘e-highway’.   On the e-
highway, lorries fitted with rigs called pantographs – similar to those used by trains and 
trams – would be able to tap into the electricity supply supported by overhead catenary 
rigs to power their electric motors. They would in fact be similar to trolleybuses.  The 
lorries would also have some other power source to extend their range once they leave the 
overhead line on the last leg of their journey.  This could be battery, biofuels, hydrogen 
cells or other technology.     

 

 

Since the meeting in June, we 
have become increasingly 
concerned that developers look 
likely to submit plans for the 'Plot 
5' site shortly - which will remove 
any possibility of a northern 
entrance.  Thus we have written 
to Councillor Don Alexander, 
Bristol CC Cabinet Member for 
Transport, to ask if he could bring 
any influence to bear to ensure 
that this small parcel of land is 
safeguarded. 
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 Photograph: Siemens     

The project is led by Costain, an infrastructure construction company that also operates 
some UK motorways, using trucks built by Sweden’s Scania and electric technology from 
Germany’s Siemens that is already in use in smaller-scale trials there, Sweden and the US.  
Also involved are academics from the Centre for Sustainable Road Freight who have 
carried out a review which forms the basis of a White Paper published in July 2020.  This 
suggested that a total investment in the region of £19.3 billion would be required to 
electrify almost all the UK’s long-haul freight vehicles.  The network could be built by 2040 
for £19.3 billion and the plan would pay for itself within 15 years through charges on 
electricity.  The White Paper ‘Decarbonising the UK’s Long-Haul Road Freight at Minimum 
Economic Cost’ can be seen at: 

 SRhttp://www.csrf.ac.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/SRF-WP-UKEMS-v2.pdfF 

The government is interested in this and announced on 27 July 2021 that it will fund the 
design of a scheme to install overhead electric cables to power electric lorries on a 
motorway near Scunthorpe - as part of a series of studies on how to decarbonise road 
freight.  Backed with £2m of funding, the design will draw up plans to install overhead 
cables on a 20km (12.4 miles) stretch of the M180 near Scunthorpe, in Lincolnshire.   If the 
designs are accepted and building work is funded, the electric trucks could be on the road 
by 2024.  The e-highway study is one of several options that will be funded, along with a 
study of hydrogen fuel cell trucks and battery electric lorries. 

Ed: Steel wheels on steel rails exhibit much less friction that rubber wheels on road surface 
– and so are more efficient.  Additionally, wheels on steel do not generate the non-exhaust 
emissions of rubber on road.  Rail freight must still be an important part of our transport 
system.   
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Covid: how safe are the railways? 

We last reported on this topic in Newsletter No. 104 (November 2020) which suggested 
that various studies have shown infection risks to be low.  Continuing in this vein, it is 
interesting and slightly comforting to read the results of a recent Network Rail testing 
study.   

Two lots of testing took place at four stations (London Euston, Birmingham New Street, 
Liverpool Lime Street and Manchester Piccadilly).  Heavily touched areas, such as escalator 
hand rails, ticket machines and benches, were swabbed and also hour-long air samples 
checked for airborne virus. Tests were repeated on trains running between stations.  The 
tests took place in January and June 2021 and about 213,000 passengers passed through 
the stations on the testing days.   

Researchers from Imperial College, London found no coronavirus contamination of any 
surface, nor any airborne virus particles – just like results from similar tests on London’s 
tube trains, buses and stations earlier in 2021.  But they did suggest that coronavirus 
would have been found eventually with further sampling and also that the negative results 
could partly have been due to people wearing masks (also the enhanced cleaning regime 
on the railways).    

Thus it seems that the infection risk on trains and stations is generally low but a person 
with Covid could still pass this on in a crowded space such as a railway carriage.  It would 
seem sensible to keep wearing masks for the time being.  

 

 

************************************************************************** 

Our next newsletter will be in winter 2021.   If you have anything for the next newsletter 
(comments, photos, whinges, praise, poems, etc.), please send them in to us.  
 

General enquiries: general@fosbr.org.uk Webmaster:  webmaster@fosbr.org.uk 
Chair:                       chairman@fosbr.org.uk Facebook:      www.facebook.com/FOSBR 
Membership:         membership@fosbr.org.uk Twitter:          www.twitter.com/FOSBR 
Newsletter:            newsletter@fosbr.org.uk Website:        fosbr.org.uk 
Campaigning:         campaigns@fosbr.org.uk  

or write to FoSBR, c/o 29 Brighton Road, Redland, Bristol, BS6 6NU 
                                                                     FOSBR, printed by Greyhound, Clifton 

In England, people are now no 
longer required by law to wear face 
coverings in most settings.  But the 
Government “expects and 
recommends” masks to be worn in 
crowded, enclosed spaces such as 
public transport.   
In some locally operated public 
transport spaces, such as those of 
Transport for London, wearing face 
coverings is a ‘condition of 
carriage’.   


