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Summary 
Key points for Registered Social Landlord 
Our assessment of the area around Priesthill, Glasgow, which should be checked with 

residents and other stakeholders, leads us to conclude that pedestrians are disadvantaged 

by these key issues: 

• There are limited good quality or safe crossing points of key barriers created by larger 

roads. 

• There are no good quality crossing points over or under a railway line to the south of 

the area, and those that exist take pedestrians through areas lacking passive 

surveillance, and which are dominated by the character of a road managed to 

promote traffic flow and speed. 

• The overall character of the area means that many longer pedestrian journeys require 

walking (or wheeling) alongside roads designed for traffic flow and speed, some with 

narrow footways, multiple traffic lanes, or which take people through areas where 

there is no sense of passive surveillance. 

As the Registered Social Landlord, it may only be possible for Sanctuary Housing 

Association to lead action in connection with a small number of the issues and ideas 

described in this report. The most significant of these might be around: 

• promoting a longer-term well-informed debate about better prioritising pedestrian 

needs in the area, 

• supporting residents to ask for improvements to infrastructure to support pedestrians. 

We report on wider issues because we consider that the better these are understood the 

greater the likelihood of change – whether locally and more generally. 

Background note: 
Our urban environments are defined by interrelated features under the influence of many 

different bodies, and this report is about current conditions whatever their cause. Registered 

Social Landlords do not generally have control over the main factors which affect 

pedestrians in the wider areas around the properties they manage. Likewise local authorities 

- with limited resources and budgets, and facing numerous other constraints - do not have 

immediate control over many of the factors which affect pedestrians. 

However, in the longer term it is helpful if problems are understood, and potential solutions 

are explored. Registered Social Landlords may be able to have a positive influence, making 

more immediate changes where they have the power to do so, supporting others to 

understand the issues their residents face, and playing their part in working toward change. 

This report is based on an assessment which used mapping and information available from 

sources such as Google Streetview. Prior to finalising this report we presented the content to 

Sanctuary Housing Association as an initial check of its accuracy. The intention is that the 

information in the report is used to support a longer informed discussion with local residents, 

as they are the real experts on the quality of the experience for pedestrians in the areas 

where they live. 

Map images in this document are copyright © Mapbox, © Openstreetmap contributors.  
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Introduction 
Living Streets has received funding from the Social Housing Partnership Fund for Improved 

Cycling & Walking Facilities, administered by Cycling Scotland. We are assessing conditions 

for pedestrians1 around properties managed by Registered Social Landlords. 

This report presents observations and suggestions for improving conditions, following an 

assessment of the area around the Sanctuary Housing Association property at Priesthill, 

Glasgow. 

Key factors we assess 
Our assessment looked at issues such as the following:  

• Footway (i.e. pavement)2 and path provision: the presence, surface quality, 

continuity, width, obstruction, and design of footways and paths. 

• Accessibility: how far footways and paths, and their interaction with the 

carriageways of streets, have been designed to accommodate disabled people or 

people (including children) less able to navigate complicated or dangerous conditions. 

• General area design and character: whether this is an area full of human activity 

and street life or one dominated by the movement of or parking of vehicles and the 

provision of roads designed primarily to facilitate these things. 

• Local area traffic-related safety: looking at risk of injury from vehicles, and the likely 

effects of this risk on behaviour, at how easily pedestrians cross streets or junctions, 

and how pleasant (or otherwise) a journey might be. 

• Whether streets and paths are welcoming to pedestrians: both in and around an 

area, including focusing on how they will feel after dark or later at night – considering 

in particular what ‘passive surveillance’3 exists, and to what extent streets and paths 

are overlooked from buildings nearby. 

• Area permeability: looking at whether paths and footways connect to provide 

convenient shorter routes for pedestrians, and longer routes for those driving – or 

whether routes for pedestrians are defined by following streets which have been 

designed around vehicle use, or by the necessity to negotiate these safely. 

• Entry and exit points and routes from an area: looking at what boundaries around 

the area define these points/routes, and conditions for pedestrians here. 

• Likely destinations outside the local area and routes to/from these: considering 

pedestrian journeys primarily for utility purposes, for shopping, education, and work – 

and conditions for along relevant routes, distances, and use of public transport.  

 
1 In order to keep language simple we use the word ‘pedestrians’ not only to refer to those walking, 
but also to people using wheeled mobility aids (e.g. a wheelchair or mobility scooter). 
2 For clarity this report uses the word term ‘footway’ rather than the phrase ‘the pavement’ to describe 
the space for walking on beside a road. We do this because the word ‘pavement’ is also used in 
technical discussion to describe the actual material a road or path is constructed from. 
3 We use the term ‘passive surveillance’ to describe the way in which it feels safer to be on a street 
where there are other people nearby who may be able to see activity, including those who might look 
out from the windows of a building – even if nobody is currently actively doing so. 
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Location 
This report is focused on an area of residential 
property in Priesthill sitting west of Peat Road. 
 
We have chosen this area by looking at how local 
features might create boundaries to an area for 
pedestrians.  
 
 

 
Focus area for this report 

The main boundaries which would seem to help to 
define this area for pedestrians, each of which can 
only easily be crossed in a very limited number of 
places, would seem to be: 

• Peat Road  

• Brock Burn 

• A railway line 

• Nitshill Road 

• Barrhead Road 

• The M77 motorway 

 
Key boundaries 

Priesthill is around 7km from Glasgow City Centre. 
 

 

Location in Glasgow 
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Observations 
Key observations  
We think that these issues (and any positive points) most strongly influence the experience 

of pedestrians in the area. These issues may arise from many different factors. The 

Registered Social Landlord, and even the local authority, may have little or no direct control 

over some of them. 

In the wider area around Priesthill residential areas 
typically seem to be separated from each other by:  

• roads with wide carriageways (designed for 
vehicle speed and flow),  

• the motorway and railway, each of which can be 
crossed in only a few specific places, 

• larger areas of green space,  

• more industrially-orientated areas, and  

• the large area of land used by the Silverburn 
Shopping Centre and its car parks.  

 
This report focuses on the area of Priesthill marked 
in this map (right) in pink. The other nearby 
residential areas are marked in brown. Unmarked 
areas generally represent areas dominated by one of 
the above non-residential functions. 
 
Non-residential areas may have important functions, 
however they also often present barriers for 
pedestrians. Even green space, which is important in 
other ways, can create areas which lack a sense of 
passive surveillance, making them less welcoming 
for pedestrians, particularly after dark or later at 
night. 
 

 

Separate residential areas 

Some local roads designed to connect areas for 
those driving, instead probably represent barriers to 
pedestrians. There are two key factors, affecting 
journeys in different ways: 

• The carriageway of these roads can be 
difficult or impossible to cross. 

• Pedestrian journeys alongside these roads 
can be unwelcoming. 

 
In this map (right) roads marked in red have physical 
barriers preventing or discouraging pedestrians from 
crossing, except at a few specific locations. The 
roads marked in orange lack these physical barriers 
but are problematic for other reasons (for example, 
lacking a sense of passive surveillance, or being 
designed for faster traffic speed).  
 

 

Key barrier roads 
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Although there is residential property on both sides 
of Peat Road there are relatively few places where it 
is physically possible/easy to cross this road, and 
fewer still where a signalised crossing is provided 
(i.e. with traffic lights). 
 
One measure of the division caused by this is 
whether people living in homes sitting opposite each 
other on either side of Peat Road would consider 
themselves neighbours. We think that this is unlikely. 
 
In this map (right) larger green dots mark signalised 
crossings. Smaller red dots mark other places where 
it seems likely that people cross. Some of these 
places can be detected because of an unofficial 
‘desire line’ worn in the grass median between the 
two carriageways. There are more of these unofficial 
crossing points to the south because to the north 
more extensive sections of pedestrian guardrail 
preventing any crossing of Peat Road. 
 
 

 

Peat Road crossing points 

It is notable that several of the unofficial crossing 
points, marked on the map above are at bus stops.  
 
It seems likely that many of those currently wishing 
to travel by bus here must undertake unreasonably 
long diversions in order to cross at official crossing 
points. 
 

Links to representative images on 
Google Streetview: 

Desire line in median at bus stop  

 

It appears that Peat Road was designed on the basis 
that it should carry four flowing lanes of traffic (two in 
either direction). Features designed to make this 
road difficult to cross are consistent with such a 
design.  
 
It is notable that several stretches of Peat Road 
allow parking on one lane of each carriageway, thus 
meaning that these sections cannot carry 
significantly more traffic than a road with two-lanes 
(with either a two-way two-lane carriageway or with 
two separate single carriageways). In this map (right) 
the purple line marks the area of Peat Road where 
this is the case. 
 
In these circumstances it seems likely that the 
additional width of the carriageways facilitates 
vehicle speed not carriageway capacity. The road 
may feel to be designed for much higher speeds 
than that 30mph speed limit suggests are desired. 
 
While we have not carried out a detailed 
assessment, it appears likely that only the section of 
carriageway north of the junction with Hartstone 

 

Sections of Peat Road (marked in purple) 

with parking blocking one lane.  

Links to representative images on 
Google Streetview: 

Section with two lanes blocked by parked 

vehicles 

Second section with two lanes blocked by 

parked vehicles 

https://goo.gl/maps/posDZurYxCFeDR5Y6
https://goo.gl/maps/gdiXSpU6RJSfRS3X6
https://goo.gl/maps/gdiXSpU6RJSfRS3X6
https://goo.gl/maps/vzYbNZXwRieFuDjx7
https://goo.gl/maps/vzYbNZXwRieFuDjx7
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Road is likely to function at any time as a dual 
carriageway (because it is free of parked vehicles). It 
seems unlikely that this carries much more traffic 
than can be accommodated on the southern section 
of Peat Road because there are no major access 
points between the two.  
 
It is conceivable that the section of Peat Road north 
of Cowglen Road might carry a more significant 
additional traffic to and from the multistorey car park 
for the Silverburn Shopping Centre (although we 
have no evidence of this).   
 
The biggest issue here is probably that Peat Road 
divides the local community. There are few obvious 
destinations to the west of Peat Road (for residents 
to its east) other than the homes of other residents. 
 

Third section with two lanes blocked by 

parked vehicles 

The Cleeves area might be seen as part of the same 
residential area as the focus section of Priesthill, but 
it is separated from this by land of a much more 
open nature, and by green space. In addition, the 
buildings in Cleeves are built to focus inwards onto a 
set of nine separate cul-de-sacs, turning their backs 
to the wider area.  
 
In this map (right) the Cleeves area and the main 
section of Priesthill are both marked in pink. Areas of 
more open land, green space, and land used for 
school premises are marked with black hatching. 
 
Although green space can be important in many 
ways, more open land, where there is a lack of a 
sense of passive surveillance, is generally less 
welcoming for pedestrians - particularly after dark or 
later at night.  
 
 

 

Separation of residential area around 

Cleeves from remainder of Priesthill. 

 
Links to representative images on 

Google Streetview: 
Junction of Cleeves Road/Glenmuir Drive 

(lack of passive surveillance) 

The open/green land discussed above will also 
create a barrier for some pedestrians travelling from 
some parts of the main section of Priesthill to 
destinations to the West, particularly after dark or 
later at night. 
 

 

https://goo.gl/maps/bQcLiBv1Lndp2pgbA
https://goo.gl/maps/bQcLiBv1Lndp2pgbA
https://goo.gl/maps/Rdx9GwU1nLJvkHrT9
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To the south, the railway creates a major barrier for 
pedestrians. There are few points where this barrier 
can be crossed. None of the crossing points are of a 
high quality for pedestrian journeys.  
 
There are a number of destinations that may be 
important for pedestrians to the south of the railway, 
including industrial estates, a supermarket, and other 
stores. 
 
This map (right) shows the single on-street crossing 
point for the railway as a large green dot, and others 
with a small red dot.  
 
 
  

 
Places railway can be crossed 

 

 

This map (right) marks areas around the railway 
where it seems likely that there is little sense of 
passive surveillance. It is clear that all of the places 
where it is possible to cross the railway take 
pedestrians into areas where they might feel isolated 
or at risk, particularly after dark or later at night.  
 
At times the presence of other pedestrians or 
passing vehicles may make these routes more 
welcoming. 
 
 
 

 
Areas south of Priesthill likely to lack any 

sense of passive surveillance (marked with 

hatching) 

 

There is only one on-street crossing point of the 
railway, on the footway beside Nitshill Road, where 
this passes through a tunnel.  
 
Footways (i.e. pavements) here are narrow enough 
such that people might struggle to pass one another 
if using a wheelchair or child’s pushchair. 
 
Footways, barriers, kerbs, and features on the 
carriageway are in poor repair (based on images 
from November 2020). The area surrounding the 
tunnel lacks any sense of passive surveillance, 
although other pedestrians and people driving past 
may make walking here less isolating. 
 
Carriageway lanes are reduced from two to one for 
those approaching the tunnel, which may help to 
slow speeds, however few other features exist to 

Links to representative images on 
Google Streetview: 

Nitshill Road tunnel 

Approach to tunnel from southeast (broken 

footway, damaged kerbs, sudden change in 

kerb line) 

Damage to pedestrian guardrail (unlikely to 

have protected a pedestrian from injury if 

caused by a vehicle) 

Increase in speed limit on approaching 

tunnel 

 

 

 

https://goo.gl/maps/tZZqjFYcfzPrjhYQ7
https://goo.gl/maps/2iMCDVBmq9dM8BC79
https://goo.gl/maps/qPofg36aXSB4TRD88
https://goo.gl/maps/hjFhEH8TnwaBoMvK6
https://goo.gl/maps/hjFhEH8TnwaBoMvK6
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slow speeds, and indeed the speed limit increases 
just before the tunnel for those driving southeast. 
 
Nitshill Road is connected to the M77 motorway 
(junction 3), around 1.5 km to the southeast. 
 
It seems likely that most pedestrians find this to be 
an uninviting environment, even in daylight. 
Damaged guardrail suggests that there may be 
physical risks to pedestrians from passing vehicles. 
 

It seems likely that the other crossing points of the 
railway will be unwelcoming to many pedestrians.  
 
In the 1.6km section of the railway east of Nitshill 
Road there are 3 crossings. There is one footbridge 
above Priesthill and Darnley station. This gives 
access to an area south of the railway dominated by 
Kennishead Road, lacking any sense of passive 
surveillance. This area may seem uninviting after 
dark or later at night. 
 
There are two pedestrian underpasses/tunnels 
further east. which bring pedestrians through 
greenspace, to a section of Kennishead Road 
(between the railway and another section of Brock 
Burn), which lacks buildings, and any sense of 
passive surveillance. Any connection onward must 
be by a route alongside this road.  
 
This section of Kennishead Road appears to have a 
speed limit of 30mph but it seems likely that its 
design will lead to much higher speeds. 
 
The M77 and Brock Burn block access to any 
crossing points further east. 
 

Links to representative images on 
Google Streetview: 

Crossing at Priesthill and Darnley station 

Crossing near Glenmuir Avenue 

Crossing near M77 

Kennishead Road 

 

The Silverburn Shopping Centre building sits less 
than 100m from much of the edge of the residential 
area, and the site includes a large ‘Tesco Extra’ 
supermarket. It seems likely that this is a key facility 
for the community, and all of the focus area is within 
1.5km of a building entrance.  
 

 
Silverburn Shopping Centre 

https://goo.gl/maps/aYNqjsrfjCmWBns86
https://goo.gl/maps/zpJNARapLsuH6D4RA
https://goo.gl/maps/zpJNARapLsuH6D4RA
https://goo.gl/maps/g3zhUbEEjeXAPBG47
https://goo.gl/maps/ABJacpK7UzBJQtCN6
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Despite their proximity to Priesthill the shopping 
centre and supermarket seem to be poorly 
connected to the residential area, making access 
more lengthy than it might have been. 

• The main building has been designed to face a 
junction with the M77 motorway, turning its back 
on the residential area. An access road runs 
along the back of the building for deliveries and 
to a multistorey car park. There is no pedestrian 
access to the multistorey car park, although 
presumably those arriving by car can access the 
centre from it. It is clear that most customers are 
expected to arrive by car, although there is a 
purpose built bus access point at the northwest 
corner of the building. 

• Brock Burn runs between the centre and the 
community. Other than where this passes 
beneath the centre (to the north) there is only 
one bridge facilitating access. 

• The bridge over Brock Burn brings pedestrians 
onto the Cowglen Road service lane, at an 
unusually designed crossing. The crossing point 
has signs warning about a pedestrian crossing 
ahead, but instead of these being placed in 
advance of the crossing these are painted on the 
carriageway for pedestrians to walk on. From this 
point pedestrians must cover around 500m 
beside the car park to reach the supermarket. 

• Where Brock Burn passes beneath the centre a 
long pedestrian guardrail prevents people from 
crossing Cowglen Road. Pedestrians arriving 
along the path beside Brock Burn must walk 
100m east to reach the end of this railing (then 
100m west again). 

• Positively, a zebra crossing is provided near the 
north end of Househillmuir Crescent. A worn 
desire line is visible in the grass connecting the 
end of Househillmuir Crescent to this zebra 
crossing. A surfaced path takes pedestrians 
more directly toward the centre entrance, but the 
pedestrian guardrail blocks progress. 

 
In this map (right) the centre is indicated in pink. Red 
lines mark the (uncrossable) Brock Burn and 
sections of the service lane which have barriers 
obstructing pedestrians. Large green dots indicate 
the two places where the burn and the service road 
can be crossed. Small green dots mark centre 
entrances. 

 

 
Silverburn access  

(building in pink, barriers indicated with red 

lines, access points with green dots) 

 

Links to representative images on 
Google Streetview: 

Southern access point (from Muirshiel Cres) 

Southern access point (from centre Cowglen 

Rd) 

Guard rail at north end of Brock Burn and 

Brock Road 

View of centre from Brock Place   

 

https://goo.gl/maps/iXeVKSki3PadeWjm8
https://goo.gl/maps/ZjFRsZDLZaCJrV128
https://goo.gl/maps/ZjFRsZDLZaCJrV128
https://goo.gl/maps/LgeYHHxmCVDRqGUE7
https://goo.gl/maps/LgeYHHxmCVDRqGUE7
https://goo.gl/maps/oaVc6SBpuYFeKgYNA
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Secondary observations 
 

There are a small number of convenience-style 
shops and other similar sized facilities (e.g. 
newsagents, hairdressers, take-away outlets) in the 
area. In the map (right) the general distribution of 
these is indicated with brown dots (individual shops 
may be missing). 
 
There would seem to be three larger supermarkets in 
the area. In addition to the Tesco supermarket in the 
Silverburn complex to the south of the railway is a 
(smaller) Lidl store and a Sainsbury’s.  
 
The Sainsbury’s store is around a 1.8km walk from 
the south end of Peat Road. Many pedestrians could 
walk this distance in less than half an hour, and for 
some the journey length would be similar to that 
required to reach the Tesco store. Much of the 
required journey is alongside a four-lane 
carriageway, and it seems likely that most will find 
this journey noisy and uninteresting. The store faces 
onto its car park. A desire line is apparent worn into 
the steep slope at the north corner of this car park 
(saving pedestrians around 300m).  
 
The Lidl store is around 700m from the south end of 
Peat Road, and may be more popular with residents, 
although the railway creates a major barrier (as 
discussed above). 
 

 
Larger stores (pink) and small shops (dots) 

Links to representative images on 
Google Streetview: 

Sainsbury’s desire line worn into slope 

Route to Lidl 

The catchment primary schools are within around 
2km of all of the focus area.  
 
Positively, much of a pedestrian journey to these 
schools will be in residential streets. However key 
issues are as follows: 

• The lack of signalised crossing points of Peat 
Road may make some journeys feel less 
convenient or less safe. 

• To reach St Bernard’s Primary School 
requires a crossing of Nitshill Road. A 
signalised crossing is available at the junction 
with Peat Road. This involves two stages, 
across 4 or 5 traffic lanes, with a relatively 
small pedestrian refuge between stages. 

 

 

Primary school locations 

https://goo.gl/maps/E1TBKHE6eB6MwLnt6
https://goo.gl/maps/uCjKzt6G4CrnCHkV6
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The catchment secondary schools are shown on this 
map (right).  
 
St Paul’s High School is to the north of the Silverburn 
Shopping Centre, and north of Barrhead Road. The 
shopping centre forms a barrier to pedestrian 
journeys (for the reasons noted earlier). A signalised 
crossing of Barrhead Road is available to the 
northeast corner of the centre car park, and at the 
large roundabout west of the centre, but pedestrians 
may feel these involve unreasonable detours. 
Google Streetview images from October 2020 
happen to have captured young people crossing the 
four vehicle lanes of Barrhead Road at a more 
convenient location, and a worn desire line in the 
median grass strip indicating that other pedestrians 
do the same. 
  
Hillpark Secondary School is around 2.5km from the 
east edge of the focus area, a distance many young 
people might be able to walk in around 25-35 
minutes. However routes available to pedestrians 
from these areas are of around 3.5km or more, 
involving lengthy sections on narrow footways 
alongside major roads (and one of the crossings of 
the railway discussed above). 
 

 

Secondary school locations 

Links to representative images on 
Google Streetview: 

Young people crossing Barrhead Road 

Kennishead Road (route to Hillpark 

Secondary) 

Thornliebank Road (route to Hillpark 

Secondary) 

There are relatively few streets in this area where 
parked vehicles obstruct the footway (pavement), 
however this appears to be a problem in specific 
locations.  
 

 

A relatively high number of junctions within the 
residential area either have dropped kerbs, or a low 
kerb. These are not of sufficient quality for all users, 
but many people who use a mobility aid (e.g. a 
wheelchair or mobility scooter) might find some of 
these easier to negotiate than a standard kerb.  
  

 

In some places combinations of parked vehicles 
(some on the footway), footway obstructions, and 
narrow footways, may completely block navigation 
by those using mobility aids such as a wheelchair or 
mobility scooter. 
 

 

 

  

https://goo.gl/maps/2GsBftEbyffu3UZT7
https://goo.gl/maps/XENuWApP2gM5VKEi9
https://goo.gl/maps/XENuWApP2gM5VKEi9
https://goo.gl/maps/5912XdWFbnfwgWpq9
https://goo.gl/maps/5912XdWFbnfwgWpq9
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Potential 
improvements 
This section lists some ideas for change. These are intended to prompt discussion, and are 

not necessarily recommendations. We’ve separated the ideas into three rough categories. 

The first ideas are about changes which might more easily be led by the Registered Social 

Landlord. The Registered Social Landlord may be able to have a strong influence in 

connection with the second group of ideas. The third group of ideas are generally for the 

longer term, or of a nature which means that a much wider group of agencies would need to 

be involved.    

Led by the Registered Social Landlord: 
The Registered Social Landlord might consider trying to take a lead on the following issues, 

although the cooperation of other bodies might be required:  

Promoting informed debate with a view to future change 

Often people become accustomed to the barriers they face as pedestrians, coming to 

assume that the presence of these is inevitable. People are less likely to notice that their 

experience is difficult because the location of a supermarket has been chosen to suit 

those driving, or that a carriageway could have been designed to lower speeds without 

reducing its capacity. 

 

Typically plans to change streets provoke hostility from those who will lose out, even if 

that loss is small, whereas those who might gain are less vocal. Calls for change to 

support pedestrians may be limited to requests for new crossings or for speed calming 

measures. 

 

Because of its role in Priesthill, Sanctuary Housing may be in a position to support well 

informed and better-balanced debate about the conditions that pedestrians face, and to 

promote options for change. Pedestrians in Priesthill are disadvantaged by a range of 

interconnected factors, and longer-term improvement will rely on a range of changes.  

 

Influenced by the Registered Social Landlord 
These more complex changes might require a much deeper involvement from other bodies, 

but we guess that the Registered Social Landlord ought to be able to provide strong 

encouragement or strong influence: 

Pedestrian links to Silverburn Shopping Centre 

It would appear that there is a real potential to improve the existing southern link between 

Priesthill and the shopping centre. Current issues include the lack of passive surveillance 

where pedestrians walk alongside Brock Burn, and a low quality (unusually designed) 

crossing of the Cowglen Road service lane.  
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Sanctuary Housing is unlikely to be in a position to make these improvements alone, but 

even very minor changes might make some difference here. It is striking that worn desire 

lines in the grass indicate that some pedestrians already duck through a broken section of 

fence to create a more direct line to the footbridge here (see Streetview image).  

 

Improvements might also be made relatively at the northern entrances to the centre. It 

seems unlikely that the length of pedestrian guardrail alongside Cowglen Road, close to 

Brock Road, would be allowed on an ordinary city street. Sanctuary Housing may be able 

to support calls to prioritise pedestrian access over vehicle speed at this location. 

 

Redesign of Peat Road 

Other wide roads nearby have had their carriageways modified as part of measures to 

support cycling resulting from the Covid-19 crisis. Our observations about the functioning 

of much of Peat Road would suggest that similar tools could be used to implement 

change here. It should be possible to make it significantly easier for pedestrians to cross 

Peat Road without decreasing its vehicle carrying capacity (although decreasing this 

might also be desirable). 

 

Sanctuary Housing Association may be in a position to support a well-informed local 

debate about possibilities here. 

 

Improvements to railway crossings 

The considerable barrier presented by the railway is discussed above. We note that this 

barrier will also be problematic for those living south of the railway, wishing to reach 

destinations in and around Priesthill – not least of which is the Silverburn Shopping 

Centre. This may lead to more people driving – many through Priesthill. 

 

One of the most obvious problems with these crossings is that they are not well 

overlooked, meaning a lack of a sense of passive surveillance. In these circumstances 

the general sense that the paths and infrastructure are well maintained becomes more 

important.  

 

Sanctuary Housing may be able to work with stakeholders to ensure that these crossings 

are well maintained, seem to be cared for, and are as welcoming as possible.  

 

Seeking improvements to the tunnel at Nitshill Road 

Above we discussed current conditions for pedestrians travelling through the tunnel 

beside Nitshill Road.  

 

It seems likely that driving speeds could be slowed earlier here, before vehicles and 

pedestrians are forced into closer proximity. Major changes might be possible, but some 

simpler change might also make a difference. Sanctuary Housing may be able to support 

residents to highlight the need for such change – seeking a rebalancing of the current 

management of the space.  

 

https://goo.gl/maps/oXqbMciUqsJztJ4j8
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Longer term or more complex change 
The potential improvements listed here are of a nature meaning that change is likely to take 

much longer, and that the Registered Social Landlord is likely to have much less influence: 

Recognition of the potential for longer-term change  

Over the long term an area may develop around existing conditions, with people losing 

sight of the potential to steer development in such a way that it changes in those 

conditions.  

 

For example, new housing may be built as if to turn its back to a road where people 

currently drive fast, because of the wish to have a nicer environment at the front of the 

houses. Such a development itself makes the same road feel like one where faster 

speeds are appropriate. Similarly housing may be built to face away from an area of 

brownfield land, with high fencing used to create a feeling that the new property is 

protected. This can miss the opportunity to increase the sense of passive surveillance 

over that brownfield area. 

 

As a key stakeholder in the Priesthill area, Sanctuary Housing may be able to play a role 

in ensuring that consideration is given to the issues discussed in this report in regard to 

the long-term development of this area – recognising existing problems faced by 

pedestrians, and reminding other stakeholders (and residents) of the potential for change. 
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Further information 
Potential funding 
Funding for improvements to the urban environment might be available from a number of 

sources, including: 

• Places for Everyone: 

https://www.sustrans.org.uk/our-blog/projects/2019/scotland/places-for-everyone/ 

• Awards for All:  

https://www.tnlcommunityfund.org.uk/funding/under10k 

• The Social Housing Partnership Fund for Improved Cycling & Walking Facilities: 

https://www.cycling.scot/what-we-do/cycling-friendly/social-housing-fund 

https://www.sustrans.org.uk/our-blog/projects/2019/scotland/places-for-everyone/
https://www.tnlcommunityfund.org.uk/funding/under10k
https://www.cycling.scot/what-we-do/cycling-friendly/social-housing-fund

