AGENDA FOR PEDALS MONTHLY MEETING

9 p.m. (NOT 8.30 p.m.) on 
Monday 16 July 2007 

in the upper room of the Globe PH, 
Rye Hill Street / 152 London Road, 
NG2 3BQ (between London Road and Meadows Way just north of north of Trent Bridge)
(preceded by mini-ride along the canal path to Beeston Lock etc, lead by David Miller, 
departing at 7 p.m, from top of Queen’s Bridge Road, opposite Nottingham Station, following the River Trent through the Wilford and Clifton area)

AGENDA  

1. Welcome, and apologies for absence

2. Minutes of Pedals meeting of 18 June and update-

· Great Notts Bike Ride 2007

· East Midlands Regional Cycling Forum, Leicester, 30 June

· Andrew Martin’s proposal for 2009 CCN-CTC conference in Nottingham

· Cycling Development Group and Proposed  Bike Tour and Action Plan 

· Suggestions for speakers/special topic discussions at autumn meetings 

· John Wilson’s’ claimed cycle stands/hoops

· NET extension plans Public Inquiry to start on 6 November

· Bestwood Park Drive

· Howard Street / Huntingdon Street; proposed Traffic Regulation Order

· Hockley-Goosegate-Carlton Street latest changes

· Wollaton Park entrance cattle grids

· Barriers/access controls on cycle paths in County and City areas

· Promoting cycling by Notts. County Cricket Club

· Promoting cycling by NFFC

· Promoting cycling by BGS, Keyworth – ideas from Adrian Cooke
· A453 (Clifton to M1) widening; revised proposals from the Highways Agency

· A46 Newark to Widmerpool Scheme Public Inquiry

3. Cycle facility and traffic matters including:-

· Queen’s Bridge Road cycle route dangers

· University Boulevard (Tennis Centre) and Science Park access layout changes

· Revival of proposed cycle centre in Nottingham

· New Trinity Square cycle lockers installation / replacement
· Ring Road cycle paths – action to prevent illegal parking

· Replacing cycle stands at front of QMC

· Bestwood Park Drive West / Queen’s Bower Road Speed Management Scheme

· Beeston High Road contraflow cycle lane changes (kerbstones)

· New stretch of Trent Valley Greenway (Attenborough-Trent Lock)

· Barriers on Grantham canal towpaths

· Damage to cycle paths from stormy weather

4. Newsletter:  Spring/summer newsletter – feedback on content and artwork preparation standby arrangements

5. Finance including subs renewals, new Coop Bank account arrangements and transfer
6. Events / meetings including:-

· The Big Track relaunch event, Friday 13th July

· County Council Highways South Cycle Working Group meeting, Trent Bridge House, Thursday 19 July
· Halfway to Hucknall Ride, Sat. 1 September

· Rushcliffe Kite Festival, Sun. 16 September

· The Big Day Out, Sat. 22 September.

· CCN/CTC Autumn campaigners conference, Oxford, Sat. 11 November

7.  Miscellaneous items

· Proposed cycle centre and bike recycling schemes for Nottingham
· New Notts CC Route Exchange website
· Cycling England website Cycling Personality of the Month
· Holiday absence dates

9. Any other business

BACKGROUND NOTES!

* means feedback especially wanted please

** means help please!

1. Welcome, and apologies for absence

Mara Ozolins, John Wilson, Susan Young, Andrew Martin, Arthur Williams.
2. Minutes of the Pedals Meeting held at 9pm in the Globe Public House, London Road, Nottingham on Monday, 18th June, 2007.

(minutes taken by Arthur Williams – thanks!)
Present: Hugh McClintock, Andrew Martin, Terry Scott, Roger Codling, Susan Young, Andrew Househam, David Miller, Chris Gardner, Arthur Williams.

Apologies were received from: Karina Wells, Jenny Kukan, John Wilson.

The meeting opened with a brief discussion about the start time for meetings in the summer. Hugh suggested that it would be better to start all of the summer monthly meetings (when there is a mini-ride beforehand) at 8.30pm, instead of having June and July half an hour later. There was some discussion as to the benefit of the mini-rides, but the general feeling was that they should be kept going, but that they should be limited to one-and-a-half hours so that the meetings can start at 8.30 pm.

Matters Arising from the minutes of 21st May, 2007.

a) Pedals Tools: Chris Gardner and Hugh are due to meet John Wilson this week to sort this out.

b) Hockley PPR: Arthur reported that appropriate parking restrictions are now in place; however, in discussion with a bus driver, that bus drivers consider the contraflow section at the top of Carlton Street dangerous because of the overall road layout. Hugh is to follow this up at the Cycle Forum this coming Thursday and see if he can get City Council officers on site. An alternative route along Warser Gate could be investigated, but this is currently one way West-East.

This was followed by a discussion of City Centre cycling in general. It was agreed that signage and red lane markings are useful to show the key routes for cyclists to get across the city centre. Hugh reported that research from Napier University had demonstrated the benefits of red surfaces in terms of cyclists’ safety. Hugh will take up the issues of Turning Point scheme at the Cycle Forum.

c) Website: Hugh has made contact with Alastair and some key information has been updated.

d) Newsletter: Derrick is well again and is keen to continue to be responsible for layout production.

e) City Rights of Way Improvement Plan: Hugh has submitted detailed comments. Some paths which were designated cycle routes are now shown as footpaths. Roger pointed out that as far as Rights of Way (RoW) are concerned there are either footpaths or bridleways (which are open to cyclists and horse riders) but many cycle routes are not suitable for horse riding and therefore cannot be designated as bridleways. Roger is to raise the issues of cycle route designation and signage at the next RoW meeting. 

Following this there was a discussion of City Centre Signage. It was suggested that key through routes could be signed with detailed route information at “gateway” points and then followed through with small coloured cycle logo signs.

f) Cycle Campaign Network (CCN/CTC) conference: The next conference will be held in Oxford in the Autumn. There was broad support for the suggestion that Pedals should host the CCN/CTC conference in the Spring of 2009, when we will celebrate Pedals 30th anniversary. Those in the CTC were encouraged to check out support from the local CTC branches. Andrew Martin agreed to contact the conference organisers to find out what would be involved in running the conference. (PS. Hugh has now got a copy from Cherry Allan at CTC HQ of their advice note to groups considering running such conferences)
Andrew also reported on the meeting of the CCN AGM in Derby. On the main issue of the Highway Code changes, CCN agreed to go along with the improvements in wording that CTC have negotiated with the Department of Transport.

g) Cycle to School promotion: Bikeability Training is to be used in Nottingham and links are now being made between those working on school travel plans and Ridewise. The national “BikeIt” cycle training scheme have been allocated more money though Cycle England, so there could be money for a local BikeIt officer in Nottingham if we keep up pressure for this, as in Derby and Leicester.

h) Pedals displays at recent events have been successful in raising public awareness. Andrew Martin was recently at Attenborough Nature Reserve and was thanked for his efforts, as were other who have helped at recent events.

Cycle facility and other traffic management matters

a) Replacement lockers for Trinity Square: Andrew M is waiting for a response from Parking Services – there may be a problem with access to the promised lockers. Hugh pointed out that the provision of equivalent cycle parking had been agreed in a meeting five years ago.

b) Barriers on cycle routes: Nick Moss is taking up this issue with Notts County Council, with particular reference to the substandard barriers at two locations on new cycle routes in Gresham Park.

c) A453 Widening: Hugh reported some improvements have been made for cycling provision because of the realignment of the proposed route, which could make the old road available for cyclists and local traffic, though some concern had been raised by local parish councillors that this might be used as a “rat-run” at peak times – a 40 mph speed limit is one proposal to avoid this.

Roger pointed out that between Long Lane and Ratcliffe Power Station, the cycle path will be only 1.5 m wide for a 300m length, which is too much of a restriction, given the potential use it may get. Hugh is to press for a decent link across the new road into Clifton, or at least to the proposed Park & Ride site.

d) A46 proposed dualling: Roger and Hugh are planning to attend the public inquiry next month. Hugh has not had a reply to issues that he has raised by email. Roger has had a response to some issues raised and will let Hugh have a copy of this.

e) West Bridgford Town Centre: A public consultation is to take place regarding widening pavements, cycle parking, etc. as an extension to the existing town centre pedestrian improvements, i.e. towards Gordon Square.

f) City Eastside (phase 1): Hugh has received a consultation letter with regard to Huntingdon Street/Howard Street junction. It was agreed that the no-left turn was not needed for cyclists. Arthur agreed to check this out and reply to the City.

Newsletter Chris Gardner offered to write an article based on a recent accident experience, on the use of helmets. A suggestion was made that Rebecca Firmin’s next article could follow up the legal aspects of the “Drain Danger” article in last issue.

Finance Susan reported that most of the subscriptions paid by standing order have come in. She has begun the process of transferring the bank account to the Co-op Bank. After discussion with Lawrence Geary, who is still selling publications from the stock that he has, Susan has agreed to keep the existing publications account as is, as it would require additional work to set up the necessary direct debit facility. It was agreed that Arthur be included as a 4th signatory for the new account.

In relation to membership publicity, Dave Miller was thanked for producing and printing the new Membership leaflets, 500 of which have been printed so far. Hugh asked for volunteers to get them out to cycle shops and local libraries. He said that we might well need a further supply to hand out at the July meeting.

Cycling on Pavements 

Susan reported that she has attended a meeting of Lenton Local Forum, at which this was a key issue. It was recognized that students, often overseas ones, are often at fault. Susan has followed this up by providing the Student Union at Nottingham University information about Ridewise.

Pedals members were encouraged to monitor action taken by the police on pavement cyclists.

Events and Meetings 

The Wheelie Big Breakfast will take place on Thursday in the Old Market Square, followed by Cycling Forum in the Council House (Hugh to give a presentation) and afternoon meeting of the Cycle Development Group.

E. Midlands Cycle forum in Leicester, 30th June: Hugh, Andrew M and Susan are all planning to attend.

Ideas were discussed for the Autumn meetings: 

Suggestions put forward were: Police and cycling on pavements (Dave Silverwood + Mike Madin from BikeIt) for October and Chris Carter from the City Council for November.

Susan put forward the idea of involvement with the CAMRA LOCALE campaign, linking cycling to good pubs and other places of local interest. Hugh suggested that this would best fit with next years Rural Rides programme, and could involve music events, etc. He pointed out the connection in Munich between cycling and the shandy “Radler” drink.

Miscellaneous

Bicycle User Groups – should be given support by Jeremy Prince at the City Council, or Clare Fleming at the County Council. it was reported that British Geological Survey are promoting cycling to work and have approached Hugh for support in bringing their ideas to the attention both of the County Council and the Highways Agency.

Tram Stops Current Dept for Transport rules do not allow any other traffic through where “tram only” signs are used – so cyclists are not allowed legally through many tram stops in the city centre, in contrast to the impression Pedals was given when planning for the NET started back in the late 1980s that cyclists would not be actually banned from using any part of the on-road tram route.

The meeting closed at 10.40 pm.

Update

Great Notts. Bike Ride 2007; my message of 25 June to Cllr. Steve Carroll, Cabinet Member for Culture and Regeneration, Notts County Council:

“Dear Councillor Carroll
On behalf of Pedals, who, as you probably know, first started the Great Notts Bike Ride in 1982, and all the many thousands of people who took part in yesterday's event, I am writing to thank the County Council, The Big Wheel, and BBC Radio Nottingham and all the many other organisations and individuals who helped to make the event once again so enjoyable and successful, despite the very uncertain weather.
 

We do very much appreciate that the heavy rain in recent weeks made that an extra special effort had to be made to check the route and to drain stretches with excessive water such as Adbolton Lane etc. but it was very clear to those taking part that the organisation rose very successfully to the challenge of all this extra work.
 

We also thought that closing Daleside Road and the southbound lane of Ladybay Bridge to general traffic was a distinct improvement this year for riders on the last sections of both the 50 and 18 mile rides.
 

Please pass on our warmest thanks to all who were involved.
 

We much look forward to next year's event.
Yours sincerely,
Hugh McClintock
Chairman, Pedals (Nottingham Cycling Campaign)”
…and his reply:

“Dear Hugh 
Thank you for your kind words, I feel very proud that we are committed to putting on the Great Notts Bike Ride each year. 
Kind regards 
Steven Carroll
Cabinet Member, Culture and Regeneration
Nottinghamshire County Council”

PS. I have also give personal thanks to Helen Clayton of The Big Wheel for the ten free places they gave Pedals for this year’s Ride.

East Midlands Regional Cycling Forum, Leicester, Sat. 30 June

This was well-organised by Andy Salkeld, and, despite some rain, very useful and enjoyable. About 35 people came, including some from Coventry and Warwick, and we had visits to the CycleMagic and Bikes4All projects.

Andrew Martin, Susan Young, Ian Cohen and I all attended form Nottingham and we had a useful chat also with Matthew Jones who was there from Notts. Police (and a keen racing cyclists) who has done a lot of work recently on analysing local and national data on cycle theft and is very interested in the Cycle Centre and Recycling Scheme ideas. We should, we agree, invite him along to a Pedals meeting.

There was no one there, perhaps surprisingly, from Leicester Spokes, and Andy Salkeld mentioned a recent letter from them, informing him that they had now amended their constitutions to make clear that they were now just a group to organise social rides and no longer a campaign group for reasons that no one seemed clear about!

Proposed Pedals hosting of CTC-CCN Campaigners conference in 2009 (Pedals 30th birthday): my message to Cherry Allan, CTC and CCN Company Secretary and her reply:

“Hugh

Thanks very much for the offer.  I’ve attached the latest version of the guidance notes for you.  At the moment we’re working on ways to make the event more interactive and perhaps change the format (which has been the same for years).  Any thoughts on that would be much appreciated!

Let us know what you decide.

All the best, Cherry”

…Original message to Cherry Allan and Andre Curtis (CCN Chair)

“Cherry/ Andre 

Following the very successful CTC-CCN Spring Cycle Campaigners' National Conference in Derby last month, Andrew Martin suggested to me that Pedals should consider hosting this event in May 2009 as one of the celebrations to mark our 30th birthday that year. I said that this was a very good idea, in principle, provided that we could find enough volunteers to help run the event properly, and provided that we are quite clear about what work was now entailed in running such a gathering, including the related social events over the weekend, being aware that this is now quite a lot more demanding than when Pedals last hosted such a conference in 1995, when we had far more volunteers that we could call upon.
 

Andrew and I raised this suggestion at the recent Pedals monthly meeting and it was well-received. It was agreed that, before making any formal offer to host this event that we find out more about just what is involved, and the number of volunteers to do this properly, as well as taking steps to make sure that we got volunteers from other organisations including the local CTC, Ridewise, and perhaps also The Big Wheel and Sustrans, etc, as well as calling on Pedals members who do not have the time to be regular activists.
 

I am aware that both CTC and CCN have now built up quite a storehouse of advice and sources of help for local groups running these events and it would be helpful at this stage please if you could give me more details of this and the wider help from the CTC and CCN that we could call upon.
Many thanks, Hugh”
PS. Andrew Martin and I also chatted to Tony from the Derby Cycling Group who organised their recent event in Derby. He recommends having no less than 16 people and getting the catering done by outsiders.
Cycling Development Group and Proposed  Bike Tour and Action Plan 

I am still awaiting confirmation of the date for the proposed bike tour.

The next meeting of the Cycling Development Group, chaired by Gary Smerdon-White, will take place on 29th August, to help progress the City’s Action Plan.

Timing of mini-rides and meetings and suggestions for speakers/special topic discussions at autumn meetings 

Thinking further about the timing of our mini-rides and meetings in June and July makes me wonder if, as well as changing the times of these from 9 to 8.30 p.m, as a more reasonable time to start, makes me wonder if we should not take wider action to drop some of these (between April and July) to free up more time for discussion on special topics and/or bringing in more visiting speakers. 

As it is now we have very little time for these and effectively no slots for these between February and October. This not only limits the times we have to bring in outside people but arguably is one reason why we have not done enough to invite in a wider range of people we should be trying to influence (i.e. not just Steve Brewer from the City Council and Ed Ducker from the County Council) but also meaning that we do not have the flexibility to invite people in at relatively short notice. At present the only way we can handle this is by using slots in the September and January meetings which we have normally kept free to make more time for catching up with general business after no business meetings in the preceding months (i.e. August in the main holiday period and December, our Christmas Social, usually combined with a quiz and holiday slides).

I have therefore not yet approached possible speakers for our autumn meetings without having further discussion and would now propose:

· 16 September: making time for a 1-hour slot with Chris Carter, City Council on the Action Plan he is working on

· 15 October: PC David Silverwood on his Cycling on Pavements campaign and also Cyclists not using Lights

· 19 November: ? Matt Jones, Notts. Police on Tackling cycle theft

· 21 January: General business only

· 18 February: Ed Ducker?

· 17 March: AGM

Can we also consider whether we want to replace all or just some of the mini-ride slots between April and June with other speaker/special discussion slots?*
This could include Mike Madin, Cycling England/BikeIt National Project Manager.

We can take some time to discuss this but must reach a decision by November when we will again be asked to offer rides for next year. Such meetings would begin at 7.30 p.m., not 8.30 or 9 p.m.

New East Midlands Rail Franchise awarded to Stagecoach

I have been in touch with Rufus Boyd of Stagecoach Rail to remind him our exchange of messages last autumn about provision for cyclists in the new East Midlands Rail Franchise they have been awarded and that we hope they will agree to a cyclists’’ consultation group.

I also raised this issue at the East Midlands Cycling Forum on 30th June and asked for comments on this draft list of issues that we might want to raise with Stagecoach:-

1. Cycle parking at stations, short-term and longer-term, well-located, installed, publicised and maintained: short-term should be mainly in the form of Sheffield stands, under cover, and laid out so that it is possible to get two bikes on each stand and so that there is sufficient room to manoeuvre bikes in and out (including the occasional tandem!)

2.  Cycle routes to stations: the train operating company should have an important role in promoting these, in close collaboration with local authorities and cycling activists), and assisting the TOC in publicising the train-cycle combination once the routes and parking are in place.

3.  Cycle carriage on trains: we want a minimum of 4 spaces (including the occasional tandem!) per train.  Some restriction in peak hours may be acceptable in the short term, but as rolling-stock is replaced/refurbished we should aim to end such restrictions.  On-train staff should be encouraged to use discretion, i.e. more cycles can be accommodated, maybe in space not intended for cycles, where it is not causing a serious obstruction on trains that are not too busy.
 
4.  Consultation:  East Midlands Cycling Forum to be consulted at an early stage on any proposed changes to conditions of cycle carriage, etc. – consultation arrangements should be based on emerging good practice with other operators, e.g. as recently agreed with Northern Trains (who, incidentally, will from December 2008 be operating the new direct services between Nottingham and Leeds).

5. Promoting and publicising cycle hire either at stations or in the vicinity (e.g. Bunny’s Bikes in Nottingham)

John Wilson’s’ claimed cycle stands/hoops

I think this at last now finally sorted as Peter Osborne, now back from holiday, has confirmed that he has the other group of 4 hoops which John thinks are his. Peter said he is willing to give them back and, with Chris Gardner’s help, is arranging this, and we can then pay Peter back and settle the matter!

NET extension plans Public Inquiry to start on 6 November

I have confirmed that I wish to appear to give evidence of behalf of Pedals. The pre-inquiry meeting is on 6 September.
Re: dangers for cyclists on Queen's Bridge Rd from cars shooting across to Sherrif’s Way – message of 9 July from Helen Richardson, City Council and my response:
“Helen
Thanks for your message. I hope that these safety problems will be addressed fully in the discussions about Development access but would also suggest that some action is needed in the immediate future to reduce the likelihood of such problems.
Hugh”
 

----- Original Message ----- 

From: Helen Richardson 

To: Hugh.McClintock@ntlworld.com 

Cc: steve.brewer@nottinghamcity.gov.uk 

Sent: Monday, July 09, 2007 2:29 PM

Subject: RE: dangers for cyclists on Queen's Bridge Rd from cars shooting across to Sherrif’s Way

“Hi Hugh, 

With reference to your e-mail below I have been informed that there are currently ongoing discussions about Development access along here. The outcome will impact on Queens Bridge Road, and the cycle route.  Hopefully it will be for the better, but it is a little early to see what the big picture is going to look like. 

 

As soon as my colleague informs me of the final proposals along here (particularly regarding the Sovereign House Development) I will inform you. In the meantime I will visit the site to assess whether some temporary measures are justified (subject to funding)

Kind Regards, Helen Richardson

Technical Officer, Traffic Management”

Bestwood Park Drive W to Queen's Bower Rd - Road Safety Proposals – my message of 19 June to Paul Williams, City Council, and his response:-
“Dear Hugh

Thank you for your e-mail dated 19 June regarding the above.

I can confirm that the improvements to the central refuges will be to upgrade the existing features to bring them up to current specification.  The only location where we are considering possibly increasing a refuge width is as part of the gateway feature near the junction of Hucknall Road.  We will consider your comments when designing the detail for this particular refuge.

Regards, Paul Williams

Senior Officer, Traffic & Safety 

Lawrence House, Talbot Street, Nottingham, NG1 5NT

Tel: (0115) 9156547  Fax: (0115) 9156550


From: Hugh McClintock (Dell) [mailto:Hugh.McClintock@ntlworld.com] 
Sent: 19 June 2007 09:56
To: Paul Williams
Cc: Chris Carter; Steve Brewer; Jenny Kukan
Subject: Bestwood Park Drive W to Queen's Bower Rd - Road Safety Proposals

Dear Paul

Thank you for your letter of 23 May (ref. TS/RS/PW/ADC0881/Formal/Consultation) about the Road Safety Proposals for Bestwood Park Drive to Queen's Bower Road (Inclusive).

 

While supporting in principle the general aims to the scheme, and in particular the various measures to reduce motor vehicle speeds, we are concerned that the proposed refuge improvements may pose problems for cyclists. Will these be designed to ensure a wide enough gap to prevent cyclists feeling intimidated when a motor vehicle, including larger ones, is passing them by one of the refuges? Cyclists have had unfortunate experiences of this kind elsewhere and we are anxious to avoid any possible repetition of such situations.

Hugh”

 

TRO (Traffic Regulation Order) – comments of 2 July from Arthur Williams to Tina Furlong (City Council) on Howard Street no left turn:

“Dear Tina,
Hugh McClintock of Pedals passed on your letter of 5 June regarding TMP6643 for me to reply as I am a Pedals member who cycles regularly on the Eastside of the city centre, and I have also discussed this with Hugh.

It would be useful if the "no left turn" prohibition could be "except cycles". Cyclists will of course need to stop for the proposed pedestrian signal on Huntingdon Street, but in so doing they will not block the exit of other traffic from Howard Street. This change to the proposals would benefit cyclists who wish to use Howard Street, which has relatively little traffic, to access the east side of the city.
Regards, Arthur Williams”

Hockley – Carlton Street: comments on latest changes from Terry Bamforth, passed on to me by Jo Cleary on 5 July:
“It will be interesting to see how the new layout on Carlton St works out.  The markings westbound (uphill) from Broad St are pretty good and they’ve just put a raised triangular island on the junction of Carlton St and George St (primarily to direct eastbound vehicles coming down Carlton St into George St).  

There aren’t any cycle markings below Broad St yet as work is still in progress.  While the cycle symbol on the marked part of Carlton Rd (up from Broad St) indicates two way travel flow for cyclists, cyclists entering Carlton St at the very top naturally take the left hand side of the street as they enter it (from Fletcher Gate?) and then have to move over to the right hand side where the cycle path is if they are going all the way down Carlton St rather than into George St.  I’ve seen a few people doing this and it’s a bit tricky! 

The ‘cycle gap’ half way down mentioned in the email isn’t clearly a cycle throughway.  Pedestrians treat it as a pedestrian way (because that is what it looks like) and cycling through there to continue down Carlton St needs a lot of extra care.  There are some ‘discrete’ cycle route signs but I don’t think they’re visible to pedestrians (crossing from Broad St to Stoney St for example).

I have to say that I’m finding cycling in Nottingham more and more of a pain generally!  There seems to be a greater amount of aggressive driving, perhaps due to frustration at continuing congestion in spite of all the changes that have been made) and that this frustration is often taken out on cyclists.  They’re such an easy target for motorist’s frustrations!

As much as I don’t like going the wrong way down one way streets or riding on footpaths, I’ll continue to do so where practicable if it enables me to avoid some of the crap driving we have round here!!!

…..Just been out to get some lunch and was having a look at the cycle route.  I found I wasn’t actually clear as to whether the cycle route is in fact for westbound cyclists or whether the cycle sign (which is the ‘right way up’ for westbound traffic) is just there to tell motorists that it’s a cycle route (coming downhill) and not to enter it!  It’s certainly not wide enough to take two cycles passing each other! 

One other point is that because the road has been paved rather than tarmaced and that the pavement is not raised above the road level between Broad St and Fletcher Gate at least on the south side of the street), it actually feels a bit like a pedestrianised way (like Clumber Gate).  People do seem to linger on the road there (mind you they are mainly students!!).  

The ‘cycle gap’ is actually quite precarious for cyclists going through it as pedestrians are crossing from both Broad St and Heathcoat St to get to Stoney St (and vice-versa).  Add to that people crossing from the north side of Carlton Rd to go along Stoney St, there’s an accident waiting to happen (which I reckon will be more likely to be due to pedestrians texting and jabbering on phones while walking instead of watching where they’re going and looking out for cyclists and other road users).
Terry”

…and message on this topic from Chris Beattie, Pedal Express, 9 July:
“Stewart / Steve
This is not the first such comment I have had about the problems for westbound cyclists on Carlton Street at the top of the new Hockley-Goosegate PPR scheme when buses suddenly come round the corner. 

In view of the incident that Chris Beattie now reports can this situation please be investigated as a matter of urgency?
Hugh
  

----- Original Message ----- 

From: chris beattie 

To: Hugh McClintock 
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2007 5:58 PM

Subject: Busses at the top of Goosegate

Hello Hugh

I think other people might have already highlighted the dangerous situation at the top of Goose Gate with bus drivers swinging into the cycle lane before they drive down George Street, but I thought I'd share one of our couriers’ experiences to try and warn more people of drivers’ actions.

 

Today, one of our couriers was cycling up Goose Gate cycle lane to where the road meets Victoria Street when he had to jump onto the pavement to avoid a bus driver driving straight towards him on the cycle lane. When he pointed out to the driver that there was a cycle lane and that he was going to drive over him, this helpful advice was meet with verbal abuse.

 

The bus was a Green Link single decker reg YN54 AHC (@13.32), he believes that it was a City Council bus. Can you advise me on the best course of action to report this incident to try and prevent it happening in the future?

Thanks, Chris”

 

PS. Nick Moss has suggested that such incidents should be reported to Nicola Tidy of Nottingham City Transport.
Cattle grids and cyclist access to Wollaton Park from Wollaton Road – copy of message of 2 July from Angela Gilbert to Victoria Martin, City Council:

“Good afternoon Vicky,
Further to my recent comments about cyclist entry to Wollaton Park over the cattle grids, I thought you might be interested to see this message from Alasdair Massie. Alasdair refers to a grid with bars of small diameter which have a textured surface to avoid slipping, are situated
relatively close together so there is less juddering and no danger of losing a wheel down the gap.  I understand that Blackburn Fraser (info@blackburnfraser.co.uk) might be potential suppliers.

If space cannot be provided for cyclists to ride parallel to the grids then this might be a reasonable alternative. 

However as a temporary measure I wonder if it would be possible to provide a flat surface area at the side of those humps on the approach to the grid so cyclists can circumnavigate the humps. One bucket of asphalt would do the trick! 

Incidentally, if you would like a meeting on site, or wish to borrow my bicycle so you can see my point of view, I am always willing!
Kind regards, Angela
Angela Gilbert
27 May Avenue
Nottingham
NG8 2NE
Tel: Mon-Thurs office 0115 951 3953
At home 0115 928 3414
Fax (office) : 0115 951 3909
E-mail:Angela.gilbert@nottingham.ac.uk 

----- Original Message -----
From: Alasdair Massie <mailto:a.massie@hannahreed.co.uk>
To: cycle-planning@yahoogroups.com
Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2007 11:04 AM
Subject: RE: [cycle-planning] Cattle Grids

We have lots of cattle grids on cycle paths across the commons in Cambridge. They are a huge improvement on the old pinch styles (difficult to negotiate with luggage, child seats or trailerbikes) that used to take their place, though most are rather narrow. The bars are small diameter and relatively close together so you don't get the juddering ride of a conventional grid, and there is no danger of losing a wheel down the gap. The newer ones also have a textured surface so
that tyres don't slip in the wet.
See: http://www.camcycle.org.uk/map/location/search.html?search=cattle+grid
Regards, Alasdair Massie
Senior Engineer, Hannah-Reed”
Gresham Park (Emmanuel School area) barriers: copy of my message of 20 June to Ed Ducker and his reply:

“Hugh,

I have just spoken to our Design Team Manager regarding this and there are no plans to adjust the staggered barriers spacings at present. He is not aware of any complaints being received by wheelchair or pushchair users - if this changes it is something we may need to look at again. Whilst they are tighter than the specified dimensions in the Cycling Design Guide, they do not stop you getting a cycle through.

 

As ever with barriers it is a case of trying to install something that actually stops motorcyclists without inconveniencing genuine users too much. As mentioned in the reply to Nick Moss below, anti-social behaviour was observed here and the installation of barriers tends to be something local councillors and residents like to happen to try to deter this further - if barriers are spaced too far apart we get criticised for them being ineffective.

 

In general, my personal preference is to not install barriers at all, however I can understand why it is felt necessary to have barriers introduced whilst other construction works are being carried out on-site anyway, particularly when we receive public pressure to do so.

 

I appreciate that this is not the answer you are after, however I hope that the above explains the conflicts we have to consider on this matter.

Regards,

Ed Ducker
Cycling & Walking Officer
Communities
Nottinghamshire County Council
(0115) 977 4585”

…and comments from Nick Moss (20 June):

“They never indicate how many complaints they have over whatever period of time and what they relate to.  Are they just moaners who don't like people going passed the back of their house and are using this issue to stop people using the route or is there something of genuine concern. 
 
I tried to get a policy adopted that would set out a mandatory consistent approach to barriers being adopted by the County.  I sent ideas to Steve Jones but got nowhere.  As I am no longer at the council I do not have a copy but Steve Jones might let you see what I wrote. 
 
Many problems are transient and the barriers should go once the problem passes or after a set period of time.  This is not something that enters the equation. Often they are designed to be permanent.  They are often installed as an hysterical overreaction to a vague problem.
 
The Council has no policy at all.  It all happens on the basis of unsubstantiated allegations and unknown evidence. Decisions about barriers are determined by highway managers without reference to any standards and often put them in because it makes for an easier life. It tends to occur because a councillor gets a complaint from some person about some vague allegation of actual or potential anti social behaviour that occurred at some unspecified occasion.
 
It is interesting they have standards and then choose to ignore them because of some unfounded concerns. 
 
Why not get someone in a wheelchair to use it and film it and if there is an issue formally report.  The chances are they have had no complaints because no one in a wheelchair has used it or even been consulted on it. 
 
What is also interesting is there is no traffic calming on the road so parents and others can drive at whatever speed they like up the road to school and endanger the safety of kids. 
Nick”

…my response of 22 June to Ed Ducker
“Ed
I must confess that I do find your reply disappointing. Even if there has been some local pressure for some kind of barriers in response to a perceived local problem it does seem to be rather an overreaction, especially when the problem may only be transient, i.e. until site development has taken place. While I agree that the subs-standard gap does not stop you getting a bike through it does make it very awkward and this does therefore very significantly reduced the attraction of what are basically good paths.
 

As regards the impact on wheelchair users, even if you have had no complaints so far, this may be only because the paths are so new and the site still undeveloped. I would have thought it very likely that you will get such complaints before long as development nears completion. In any case, putting in such very substandard barriers is surely not only incompatible with your recently revised Cycling Design Guide but also with the standards in the DfT Inclusive Mobility report, published only a few years ago to give clear guidance on what is DDA-compatible provision. It seems very odd not to adhere consistently to these clear standards and only consider incurring the effort and expense of amending the barriers if complaints from wheelchair users do arise. Why not make them properly DDA-compliant in the first place and avoid the hassle and expense of having to change them later?
 

I might mention that, not far away, to the south of Wilford Lane in the Compton Acres area, I recall that, about a year ago, several awkward new barriers appeared on off-road paths, installed by Rushcliffe Borough Council. Pedals made a strong complaint about those and they were then removed or adjusted.
Hugh”
….Further comments from Nick Moss (24 June)

“I came across an old woman called Jean yesterday on the Grantham canal near Morrisons.  She was using a mobility scooter.  She also has an electric wheelchair.  She said she cannot get through the barriers on the canal in her scooter.  She has tried and got stuck.  She can get through in her wheelchair.  As a result she is denied access to parts of the canal towpath. I am thinking of making a complaint to BW.
 
In addition 2 people came along with trailer bikes; both women with young kids.  They both got stuck in the barriers near Morrisons and had to be helped through.
 
I wonder if it is worthwhile trying to get some examples using wheelchairs and scooters to see exactly what problems, if any, they actually have with particular barrier designs. Getting it filmed might be a good idea.
Nick”

…my letter of 2 July to County Councillor Stella Smedley, Portfolio Holder for Environment

“Dear Stella
Pedals was very pleased to learn recently that, to help ensure that the general standard of cycle facilities in Nottinghamshire is raised to that of the best examples of provision, that a cycling consultant has now been commissioned to undertake an audit of cycle facilities in the south of the county, as has been done already in the north.
 

In view of this decision, which we took as a clear recognition of the importance of good standard provision, alongside the recent improvements to the County Council's Cycling Design Standards, we have been very disappointed to see one particular example, in the Gresham Park development area between West Bridgford and Wilford, where new provision has been put in which is distinctly sub-standard, in contrast to the generally good standard of new routes taking shape in this area.
 

I refer to the barriers installed at two places on the new cycle paths off the new spine road to the new Schools site from Wilford Lane, West Bridgford. In one case at least the substandard barriers have a gap of only 86cm for cyclists to pass through, much less than the 120cm gap set out as a minimum in the revised guidelines. Not only does this make the barriers very awkward to negotiate for most bikes but also seems impossible for wheelchairs. Indeed it must surely be against the requirements of the Disability Discrimination Act for new paths, as set out clearly in the Department for Transport's Inclusive Mobility Report (2004), which seems to have been the basis for the revised standards on barriers in the County Council's own revised guidance (2006).
 

We are amazed that such substandard provision has been installed in the first place and that nothing has been done to adjust them, several months after we first drew the attention of Ed Ducker and Paul Hillier, for example, to this anomaly. Even if it was thought absolutely necessary to install some kind of access controls at these two points, to minimise the risk of illegal occupation of the nearby development sites until development was complete, we utterly fail to understand why this should have taken the form of such very awkward and apparently illegal designs of barrier and, furthermore installed not just as temporary measure but as a permanent one, to remain even after development nearby is complete!  We can only assume that the people responsible for their installation has absolutely no understanding of the needs of pedal cyclists, of wheelchairs, or the County Council's own latest guidance, or the legal requirements now relating to such access controls.
 

We also wonder what the point is of employing a consultant to make recommendations for older and sub-standard facilities needing upgrading while at the same time putting in new facilities which are substandard and which now need time and money spent to bring them into line with current guidance and legal requirements.
 

We have tried raising this several times now, but still with no firm assurance that the barriers will be removed or modified, so I am writing to ask you please to ensure that this is now done, as soon as possible, and that every effort is made to ensure that no further time and resources are wasted on such sub-standard provision.
Hugh, (Chairman, Pedals)”
 

…and copy of message of 2 July from Nick Moss to County Councillor Martin Brandon-Bravo:

“Dear Councillor Brandon- Bravo,
For some time I have been concerned about barriers that are installed on footpaths, bridleways and cycle paths. The concern I have raised is they are installed either as a matter of course or as a result of some ill defined and unclear problem that involves motorbikes and without any consultation and without any objective evidence to justify their installation.
 
I understand that the County Council only has a vague policy that indicates they should not be installed and then only of the type recommended. However the standards are generally ignored.  A very good recent example involves the barriers installed by the new school being built at Wilford. I made a complaint about the installation of them and discovered that the reason they were installed was to protect the playing fields from motorbikes and travelers whilst the scheme was being developed. 
Fine.
 
This is a solution that should apply for a short time only. Yet there are no plans to remove them once the school is up and running. Further the gaps in the barriers are about 86cm - less than the 120cm recommended in the council's own design guidelines. The gaps make it very difficult for people to get through easily and impossible for people in wheelchairs.  Also hundreds of children will be suing the path several times a day at the same time and the barriers are so restrictive they will cause significant congestion for children all trying to get through a very narrow gap at the same time.
 
I understand that there are frequent requests for barriers to be installed on all sorts of paths around the county.  Whether they go in or not is, as I understand it, entirely a matter for the discretion of the highway manager.  Yet the highway manager has no criteria to work against. Consequently it appears that if someone makes a complaint about an existing or potential problem with motorbikes the barriers go in. Yet no evidence is ever produced to show it is in fact a problem, the extent of the problem, how long it has been going on for, how many people are involved, whether other action has been taken to stop it.  Sometimes it is nothing more than one or 2 people doing something they should not and all that is needed is a word.  The police have powers to warn people and remove bikes from offenders. Sometimes the barriers are en excuse use by opponents of a path to undermine its use and the complaints are untrue.  Sometimes they are installed because it is the easy option. Sometimes they may be necessary. However the problem is often short lived yet there are never any plans to remove them once the problem has been sorted.
 
It cannot be appropriate for a democratic institution to install barriers on free movement when there are no established grounds for taking the action, no need to have evidence of an actual problem, no threshold as to when some action becomes a problem, no review mechanism, no consultation.  Where the whole process depends on the whim of the highway manager. The barriers infringe on the rights of thousands of people yet can be installed for no proven reason.
 
Having established and mandatory criteria would make it easier for highway managers to explain whey they are or are not taking the action they are.  People requesting them would know what needs to be shown for them to be involved.
 
Barriers are a problem for all legitimate users of paths.  They cause significant inconvenience.  They also stop some people from using a path.  The barriers by the new school in Wilford will stop people in wheelchairs and mobility scooters from getting through.
 
The other week I was on the Grantham Canal near Morrisons (I appreciate this is not CC land but it illustrates the point).  Between the lock and the far side of Morrisons are 2 sets of barriers. A woman in a mobility scooter - called Jean - was on the towpath trying to feed the ducks.  It was clear she was in a bit of difficultly and I asked her what the problem was.  She said that she was not able to get through the barrier in her scooter.  She had tried it before and got stuck.  She also said that she could not get beyond Morrisons because of the barriers at the other end.  She said the only way she could get onto that section of the towpath was to go along the pavement adjacent to the towpath and cut through the hedge. 
 
Whilst I was talking to Jean 2 separate women came along the towpath on bikes.  Each had a trailer attachment for their kids to use.  They also got stuck in the barriers and had to have help to get the bikes through.
 
These are just 2 recent examples of the problems the barriers cause.  I understand they were installed to stop motorbikes using the path.  I have lived in the area for years and not noticed a problem.  Besides there are plenty of access routes without barriers.
 
I am sure motorbikes occasionally use the path but they can be stopped by other measures e.g. police action.
 
You will never stop all illegal use.  There has to be threshold below which something is not regarded as a problem.
 
Some years ago barriers were installed on a very useful cut through between Collington Way and Northwold Ave (near ASDA). They just appeared, there was no consultation. It appeared they went in because of some unspecified problem with cars and motorbikes using them.  Despite complaints the council officers failed to provide any objective evidence that there was a significant problem and the only solution was to install barriers.
 
I have no doubt that similar examples could be found all over the County. 
 
What is really needed is for the council to have a proper policy that sets out the circumstances for installing barriers. There needs to be an accepted set of criteria that mandates when barriers can be installed and sets out a review procedure. There also needs to be a mandatory consultation process and dispute resolution procedure. It can no longer be left to the whim of a highway manager under pressure from a vocal resident or councillor.
 
It is Government policy for councils to listen to the public.  Sadly what is happening with the installation of barriers is the council is not listening to the public because it is not even trying to speak to them.  They just listen to the comments of a few people, in private and act on what they say. This is not how a democratic institution should work.
 
In view of the above please could you instigate the process whereby such a policy can be established.
I look forward to hearing from you.
Nick Moss
21 Brockley Road
West Bridgford
Nottingham
NG2 5JY
 

…and further comments from Nick Moss (4 July):
“Hugh, 
There is one fundamental issue that no local council has yet addressed-what are the criteria for installing barriers?


We have an ideal opportunity to have a unified policy regarding barriers, adopted throughout Nottingham and Nottinghamshire. 


Both Nottingham City and Nottinghamshire County Council have history of installing barriers simply because they think it is a good idea at the time with minimal thought about whether there is a problem or not. I suspect not one officer nor councillor can explain, using rational evidenced based reasons when motorbikes using a particular path becomes a problem that needs to be stopped, and that barriers will solve the problem. 


Councillors and officers in both councils react to pressure that is put on them by a very small number of people who perceive, rightly or wrongly, that the only way to curb motorbikes is to put barriers up. No one ever produces any evidence to say that a certain number of motorbikes have been using the path when they should not and that specific problems have occurred. No one produces any evidence about complaints made to the police and the outcome of those complaints. No one produces any evidence about the success of enforcement measures. No one produces any evidence that the barriers work.


What we can repeatedly show is they inconvenience large numbers of people and actively discriminate against people with disabilities. We are fast approaching a time when barriers will be installed as a matter of course. This cannot be allowed to happen. 


Some people also want barriers installed to stop cyclists and pedestrians from using a path simply because the object to those users. They have ulterior motives and hide them by using motorbikes.


Councillors and officers cannot stand up to vocal local residents because they have no policy to base their objections on. 


If the barriers are installed for speed control measures the question has to be asked why the speed of cyclists as a problem of what the barriers are supposed to achieve. What evidence do the road safety people have to say that speed on a certain problem is an issue. If they use a legal liability point then I would ask to see the legal basis on any decision because what I have found is that the opinions of officers about the law is based on what they think it is not what it is. Too often road-safety officers come up with solutions like barriers without actually having thought it through and whether there is a need for them in the first place. 


It should be a mandatory requirement before any barrier is installed for evidence to be produced about the scale of the problem for example number of motorbikes, how long it has been going on for, what issues are caused, what impact enforcement action has had. If no police enforcement action has taken place why not. Let us be frank the people who were using motorbikes tend to be general law-breakers anyway. The chances are they will be involved in burglary, car theft, shoplifting, assaults, drug dealing. The reason for this is that by riding the bikes in the places that they are they are showing contempt for other people and content for the law which too often floats into the way they lead their lives anyway. A report showing the evidence needs to be produced.


I am sure there are plenty of examples where some teenagers have tried using motorbikes on paths and found they can get away with it and just keep on doing it. If they had been stopped early on than the problem could have been nipped in the bud. 


What the City Council and County councils need to do is establish a set of objective evidence based criteria for determining when the use of motorbikes on a path is a problem and at what stage barriers are introduced together with a review mechanism with a view to ultimately removing them. the type of barriers have to be mandated and they cannot be changed without evidenced based reasons.


The policy needs be mandatory on council officers. It cannot simply be sidestepped because of unspecified circumstances in a particular case. That is simply an excuse to avoid having to comply with the policy on a general basis. 


It is also worth noting that neither the county or city councils have any consultation process regarding the installation of barriers nor, do they report back on those consultations showing how they have considered the objections raised and why they had taken the approach they have. 
Barriers are an infringement on the ability of people to get safely and conveniently or along a particular path. They should only be installed if they are absolutely necessary and then for only as long as is required. 


There are set criteria for many things that councils do or not do for example installing road humps and speed cameras. These are used by councils to justify the approach they are taking. People know where they stand. They know the arguments they have to make. They can produce evidence to show that the policy is too restrictive or not restrictive enough and ask for it to be changed. This cannot be done with barriers on paths.


There is no reason why such an approach should not be taken with the installation of barriers on paths. It is a question of democracy and accountability. It's a question of greater community involvement. How can there be democracy, accountability and greater community involvement when the decisions are made on the basis of unknown unjustified random criteria.

Let us use this an example.  Why is a barrier needed at all? What evidence is there of a problem? What happened when the police got involved.  If the police did not get involved why not?  This is a crime.  It involves them doing their job and investigating it in the way they would any other crime.  It is not complicated but may involve some time. Did the existing barrier work?  If no, why not?  What evidence is there the barrier worked or did not work? If yes what is the evidence to show it worked?  How has the installation and its effectiveness been monitored. Is this a case of installing a barrier because some people have been making a noise about it rather than there being any evidence.
Nick”
…response of 4 July from Ed Ducker to my message re barriers to Cllr. Stella Smedley:

“Dear Hugh,

I refer to your recent e-mail to Councillor Smedley regarding the above. It is intended that a meeting will be held between relevant Officers shortly to discuss both this specific case and our policies/ guidance on the provision of barriers in general. A detailed reply will be sent to you following this meeting.

Yours sincerely, Ed Ducker

Cycling & Walking Officer
Policies & Standards Team (Highways)
Communities
Nottinghamshire County Council
(0115) 977 4585

…message of 4 July on this topic from Tim Pheby, Transport Initiatives re trial and user survey for Nottm City:

“Subject: RE: Barriers on paths Policy needed 

Hugh

I have been advising John Lee Senior Public Rights of Way Officer at Nottingham City Council about various types of access controls for shared use paths and have recommended that they set up a trial site with the K Barrier which as it can be moved in and out is more flexible than the A frames they are currently using. It also claims to be more wheelchair friendly.  See www.kbarriers.co.uk for more information on the product.  

The intention as I understand it is to set up a K barrier on an existing path and invite various user groups including local residents, cyclists, wheelchair users, the police etc..  to visit the site where feedback will be recorded and then analyzed.  This should help shape Nottingham City Councils policy on access control barriers and may inform the County Councils as well. 

Cycling England have produced a design note on Access Controls which was out for consultation earlier this year and can be accessed via. http://www.cyclingengland.co.uk/documents/B.08.pdf
I also attach for your information a photo of A-frame access control in the open position on the recently opened Bradley path in Kirklees which has been adapted to be more flexible by Sustrans.  The bars on the side can be moved in or out by moving the bolts. 

Regards, Tim Pheby 
Member, Transport Initiatives LLP
01904 628 789 / 07725 466 838 (mobile)

…and comments from John Lee, City Council (4 July)

“Hugh 

We are setting up the trial and user survey for sometime in August/early September and will invite key groups and local people – the site will be Fairham brook / Silverdale Walk (the bridge over the brook) as this is well used by peds and cyclists moving between Clifton and Silverdale and already has an A frame to compare the K barrier to 

Will keep you posted 

John Lee, Senior Rights of Way Officer

Traffic Management 

Traffic and Safety
Tel: 0115 9156078
Fax: 0115 9156150”
…and more from John Lee (4 July)
“Hugh 

I are currently preparing a check list (in consultation with the access officers, user groups (which will include you), disability advisory groups the LAF etc etc for each request we receive to install a barrier which will help us assess the level of problems residents are facing, and other measures that we have/have not tried before we install a barrier and as you already know we are undertaking a user trial/survey to establish the best type of barrier that should be used, if, in the end the decision is to install them based on the check list. Once we have finalised the check list and decided on the best barrier available (following the consultation) we will then prepare a policy/position statement  

Scenario; Residents express their concerns that a child will be seriously injured or worse, if we don’t do something about the problem. So faced with this, if a real problem exists and is proven to exist based on the evidence, then I believe we should install a barrier even if it means a cyclist (or other user) has to be slightly inconvenienced. We could be blamed for not taking action although we were asked to do something about it. “

Promoting cycling to and from Trent Bridge Cricket Club – copies of exchange of messages on 28-29 June between me and Derek Brewer, Chief Executive, Notts County Cricket Club and also Chairman, Greater Nottm Transport Partnership, as well as Helen Clayton (The Big Wheel)

“Hello Hugh, 

I don’t want to steal Derek’s thunder in my response – but thought I would give a brief overview of a few of the things that we’ve been working on with the cricket ground to encourage cycling.  Over the last year we’ve staged events at Trent Bridge, where we’ve focused quite heavily on the cycling aspect.  The Big Wheel has had Dr Bike, the Blenda Venda and several other partners at the ground – and indeed has even used artists to encourage children to think about cycling.  We’ve also worked with the Club to include promotional information in the match day programmes and have now included the cricket club in the updated version of the Big Track, which was launched last week.   A few weeks ago we also discussed the provision of cycle facilities at the ground and we’ll be looking more closely into that in the next couple of months.

We’ve published regular features on the Big Wheel website about cycling to Trent Bridge – and indeed the new Big Wheel Business Club website (which will be launched in 2 weeks time) has a case study on this included.  The Department for Transport has also used it as a case study/best practice.

In addition, we’ve had lots of support from the Council, who have really helped to put structures into place to highlight the overall need to consider sustainable transport – for example, the Club now sell travel tickets onsite which plays a big part in raising the awareness of transport options.

The Big Wheel plan to continue working closely with the cricket club and I’ve been working with them over the last few months to put plans in place for the upcoming season.  We hope, with Derek’s very generous support, to be able to utilize even more of the club’s own communication vehicles to encourage cycling and our next sustainable transport event there will take place in July/August.

This is just a brief over view of our activities but I’d be happy to discuss them - from a Big Wheel point of view - in more detail if you feel that will help.

Regards, Helen” 

“Hugh-

Thanks for your email. You will have seen Helen's response which I totally endorse. We are doing loads and it was an omission on my part yesterday morning. We are so committed to all this and cycling plays a big part in our thinking
Regards, Derek”


From: Hugh McClintock (Dell) [mailto:Hugh.McClintock@ntlworld.com] 
Sent: 28 June 2007 13:06
To: Derek Brewer
Cc: Sukhjinder Chohan; Phil Marshall; Helen Clayton; Ed Ducker; Paul Hillier; John Bannister
Subject: promoting cycling at Notts County Cricket Club

Derek

Thanks for you very interesting presentation to this morning's Greater Nottingham Partnership Core Cities Breakfast Event this morning on the very good work you are doing at Trent Bridge to change travel behaviour both by staff and visitors to the ground.

 

You talked much about walking and public transport but I did not notice any reference to cycling which is surely almost important as another sustainable travel option and as I have mentioned before. 

 

As someone who sometimes likes to cycle as well as walk to both matches and various meetings at your ground I would be very glad please to know how far you have got with plans to encourage this?

Hugh McClintock

Chairman, Pedals (Nottingham Cycling Campaign)”

…and promoting cycling by NFFC – my exchange of messages with Helen Clayton, The Big Wheel:
“Hi Hugh, 

Thanks for your email.  I’ve been working extensively with a consultant who is sourced by the County Council to put together these plans for NFFC.  We’ve met with the Club and Mark Arthur a couple of times and have created an online travel survey which has been on the Nottingham Forest website.  The results are currently being analysed.

Their decision to look into developing a new stadium is still in its initial stages – and my understanding is that it is still in the ‘ideas and planning’ stage.  We are progressing the travel planning element, however, we need for the analysis to be completed in order to get an objective view for funding of new facilities.

Hope that helps – we also have a very extensive range of activities planned, all of which start at the beginning of the next football season.

Helen”

From: Hugh McClintock (Dell) [mailto:Hugh.McClintock@ntlworld.com] 
Sent: 28 June 2007 13:09
To: Helen Clayton; Paul Hillier
Subject: NFFC cycling plans

Paul / Helen

It is now several months since our exchange of emails about NFFC's plans for possible bike storage at their current ground and I wonder what has happened to this idea. If, as I suppose, it has now been abandoned with their decision to develop a new stadium south of Clifton what consideration is being given to promoting access by bike there, alongside other sustainable modes such as the NET in particular?
Hugh”
Promoting cycling to and from BGS, Keyworth – exchange of messages involving myself, Adrian Cooke (BGS) and Paul Hillier, Notts CC:

“Paul

As requested, I've asked BGS's cycling community for comments/suggestions to improve the roads between West Bridgford and BGS Keyworth. 

Below is a summary of their thoughts for you to consider/pass to the Highways Agency.  1 - 3 are general points but  4 - 6 contain a number of suggested improvements. 

 

     1.   The one single event which would encourage many BGS staff to cycle to work would be if the railway track from West Bridgford to Plumtree were converted into a cycle track. However, as the track is still owned by the British Railways Board, this is unlikely to happen in the foreseeable future.

2. The most practical and popular route from West Bridgford to BGS is straight down the A606 and then a (sometimes hazardous) right turn into Platt Lane. The latter is not ideal for cyclists, especially in the dark, but it is a relatively short section and could be improved by better lighting. 

3. The Plumtree to Keyworth route is probably the more direct but has the disadvantage of a steep hill; the road is hazardous for cyclists because it is narrow, shared by buses, and often littered with the parked cars of parents dropping off their children at Plumtree School. Similarly, Tollerton Lane is regarded as something of a ‘rat run’ and not particularly safe for cyclists.

4. Most cyclists who have commented believe that since its redesign Wheatcroft Island is more dangerous for cyclists; ditto the section of the A606 between the island and Tollerton. The lanes here are very narrow and it is very hard for motorists to overtake cyclists, particularly in the single lane heading into Tollerton. A number of suggestions to improve the island have been put forward: get rid of the roundabout and make it a junction controlled by traffic-lights; put lights on all exits on the roundabout; or install a crossing for cyclists.

5. Several cyclists have suggested that the footpath along the A606 between Tollerton and Wheatcroft Island should be resurfaced and designated as a shared pedestrian/cycle path.

6. Staff living in Beeston think that there is enough room to provide a cycle track from Clifton Bridge all the way to Wheatcroft Island. Staff cycling in from the Meadows would like bikes to be allowed on the Trent bridge pavements.

Please let me know whether you think the Highways Agency will be able to implement any of the above. 

Regards, Adrian”
Adrian Cooke, Environment Officer
British Geological Survey
Keyworth, Notts.
NG12  5GG
Telephone 0115 9363159



From: Paul Hillier [mailto:paul.hillier@nottscc.gov.uk] 
Sent: 18 June 2007 17:25
To: Cooke, Adrian P
Subject: RE: cycle lanes

Glad to be of help, Adrian. It is probably worth noting that the A52 is a Trunk Road. Consequently, it and all its junctions, including Wheatcrofts, are the responsibility of the Highways Agency and not the County Council. In a nutshell, there's nowt I can do about it.

 


However, as part of the A52 Multi Modal Study, plans have been considered to upgrade each junction to "grade separated". This means a split level junction, like those on motorways. If this ever happens - and it isn't likely to be soon - it would greatly assist cyclists because it would remove much of the traffic from the island.

 

Anyway, I look forward to receiving your comments on cycle suggestions.

Regards, Paul Hillier
Local Transport Plan Officer (Greater Nottingham)
Nottinghamshire County Council
Tel: 0115 977 4866  Fax: 0115 977 4054

To: "Paul Hillier" <paul.hillier@nottscc.gov.uk>
From: "Cooke, Adrian P" <ades@bgs.ac.uk>
Date: 18/06/2007 05:11PM
cc: "Hugh McClintock \(Dell\)" <Hugh.McClintock@ntlworld.com>
Subject: RE: cycle lanes

Paul
Many thanks for getting back to me. Sorry for the delay in replying but I've been on leave (which did include a spot of easy cycling) and I'm just wading through my emails now.

Our cyclists regard as 'difficult/dangerous' the A60 and A606 from Nottingham and the revamped Wheatcrofts Island is of particular concern.

The Cotgrave to Keyworth road is also cited as dangerous. I'll circulate your email to staff and see what changes they can suggest or would like to see. I know that they'd like the railway track from Edwalton to Plumtree converted into a cycle path, but you have intimated that this is unlikely to happen in the foreseeable future. 

New bicycle sheds were erected in Keyworth to encourage more people to cycle to work and a bicycle users' group has been established in Edinburgh, which in 2005 was given a 'Cycle friendly award' by the organisation Cycling Scotland 

I'll let you have any suggestions/comments which I receive from BGS staff about improving the roads for cyclists. 

If you can think of any areas which we haven't covered in our Travel Plan, do please let me know, as I'm always keen to improve the system.
Best wishes, Adrian 
Adrian Cooke
Environment Officer
British Geological Survey
Keyworth, Notts.
NG12  5GG
Telephone 0115 9363159”

…and further message from Adrian Cooke of 29 June:
“Paul

See email below which I received earlier today. As you can see, my email to staff has sparked quite a debate! There are a number of additional points for your consideration

Adrian

 

From: Horstwood, Matthew 
Sent: 29 June 2007 09:54
To: Cooke, Adrian P
Subject: RE: cycle lanes - ideas for promoting cycling to and from BGS Keyworth

“Hi Adrian,

I was away when you put this call out so would like to be able to put my point forward for this meeting also.

 

I cycle in from Colwick. There are a few points where this is quite unsafe and something could easily be done. There is a good cycle path along the loop road which unfortunately stops at the Lady Bay retail park roundabout for those wanting to go in the direction of West Bridgford. The only way to negotiate this roundabout is to cross at the pedestrian crossing and cycle along the pavement to cross over the bridge. The bridge itself is narrow and therefore restricts passing by cars. There is a footpath on the other side which would be safer to use (but is also narrow). If using the pavement over the bridge, one then has to negotiate the lights which naturally are only set to allow pedestrians to cross each of the road junctions, not to allow cyclists to cross over to Radcliffe Road.

 

So, so far the easiest way here is to use the cycle path to Lady Bay roundabout, then cross the pedestrian crossing and cycle on the pavement or road to cross over Lady Bay Bridge. Not too bad so far (since there is little I can see that can be done about the Bridge) but since you have to return along this route and cannot safely go round the roundabout on your bike, recognised access for bikes along this stretch of pavement between the roundabout and the bridge would be very helpful.

 

Radcliffe Road - You now hit Radcliffe Road. This is a nightmare! Naturally the road is very busy and traffic is trying to pass which, with cars sometimes parked/queuing on the other side and cars overtaking them, leaves little room for drivers to pass cyclists against the oncoming traffic. The result is very frustrated, impatient drivers who overtake the cyclists leaving them the minimum of room. This is very dangerous. There is however, a VERY SIMPLE SOLUTION HERE. The pavement along Radcliffe Road is quite wide and little used by pedestrians since it simply links to the way out of town. Pedestrians between Gamston and West Bridgford use an alternative route or the other side of the road where they can walk down Davies Road. So, considerate use of the Radcliffe Road pavement on the canal side of the road would help solve this problem before a serious accident occurs. The canal path is not a solution since it is non-continuous and just dumps you out onto the pavement at various points. A crossing point is then required to get the cyclist over to Gamston to pick up the cycle route through here and across the crossing on the A52 up Tollerton Road.

 

You have already commented on Tollerton Road so I will not comment further except to say that it is a rat run but I think safer than using the A606 and Wheatcroft roundabout which I think is impossible and should be reserved for cars. The Tollerton road from West Bridgford to Plumtree would make a much more sensible route for cyclists (unless a cycle pavement were put all along the A606!). So, PLEASE COULD SOME CONSIDERATION BE GIVEN TO IMPROVING CYCLING ALONG THE OLD TOLLERTON ROAD.

 

I would disagree with you about cycling through Plumtree. I don’t see the problem here and I don’t believe the hill is too steep! I think this is a safer option than cycling along the A606 and down the narrow Platt lane where there are many blind bends and fast cars.

 

The return journey is the same but there are two major weak points. One is the one I have mentioned - once returning over Lady Bay Bridge you have the choice of negotiating Lady Bay roundabout or using the pavement to get to the cycle path on Colwick loop Road so please could access and improvement be made to this path. A more significant problem however is how you get from Gamston down Radcliffe Road? At the minute this is extremely dangerous when getting to and crossing the Davies road junction. However, this would be eliminated completely if there was access to and a cycle pavement along Radcliffe Road as I have suggested for on the way in.

 

So there are two improvements which would massively improve safety and accessibility for all cyclists coming from Carlton, Colwick, Sneinton and that side of town to West Bridgford, Gamston and onto Tollerton-Plumtree-Keyworth. 

 

1) Improve and give access to cycles along the pavement between Lady Bay retail park roundabout and Lady Bay Bridge

2) Give access to cycles and improve the pavement along Radcliffe Road from Lady Bay Bridge and create a crossing for them to pick up the cycle route through Gamston.

 

Obviously this mostly reflects my situation but I have tried to consider the most effective solutions and the benefit for a larger group of people. I hope these thoughts can be taken on-board and added to the discussions at the meeting. 

With best regards, Matt”

A453 (Clifton to M1) widening; revised proposals from the Highways Agency

I am still awaiting further comments from Mary Carswell, Thrumpton Parish Meeting, before replying

A46 Newark to Widmerpool Scheme Public Inquiry

Roger Codling (for CTC) and I will both be giving evidence at the Public Inquiry in Newark on Tuesday 24 July, and cross-examining the Highway Agency’s officials.

3. Cycle facility and traffic management measures:

Queen’s Bridge Road cycle route: copy of my message of 22 June to Stewart Thompson et all, Nottm. City Council

“Stewart
I had another complaint yesterday about the dangers quite often posed to cyclists on Queen's Bridge Road (which of course is part of the cycle route between the City Centre and The Meadows/Wilford/Clifton etc.) by drivers shooting across towards Sherrif's Way thinking that nothing will be crossing their path as it is "only a dead end road" and completely unaware that there could be cyclists crossing their path.
 

Could something please be done to force drivers to slow down and make them much aware of the possible presence of cyclists crossing their route in both directions?
Hugh”
New road layout – University Blvd – Science Park - Tennis Centre – message of 4 July from Angela Gilbert and my response:

“From: Hugh McClintock (Dell) [mailto:Hugh.McClintock@ntlworld.com] 
Sent: 04 July 2007 13:05
To: Gilbert Angela
Cc: Ian Cohen
Subject: Re: New road layout, University Boulevard/Science Park
“Angela
Thanks for your message about this which I had already heard about from Ian Cohen. I told him that I would take a look when I am over that way this evening and then contact the City Council. Pedals was not consulted about these changes, I should make clear!
Hugh”
 
----- Original Message ----- 
From: Gilbert Angela <mailto:Angela.Gilbert@nottingham.ac.uk>  
To: Hugh McClintock (Dell) <mailto:Hugh.McClintock@ntlworld.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 04, 2007 12:40 PM
Subject: New road layout, University Boulevard/Science Park

Dear Hugh,
I was disturbed and disappointed yesterday to see no provision whatsoever for cyclists on the new one-way road layout connecting the Science Park with the tennis centre and University Boulevard. For example as I cycled out of the tennis centre at the new junction to turn right there was no way of getting off the road onto the cycle track on the University side. From what I can see at the moment there is no space for either a dedicated cycle lane or separate cycle path alongside the road from the Science Park, no forward area at the lights for cyclists or any means of escaping University Boulevard for the safety of the cycle lane.  

I realise that some of the arrangement is still temporary but the work is nearing completion and your colleague at the Council might be able to clarify the final plan. If the result is a negative one from a cyclist’s point of view maybe this is an issue that Pedals could take up since there is a lot of cyclist activity in this area. 
Many thanks, Angela”

…PS further comments from me to the City Council (Stewart Thompson and Steve Brewer), 4 July:

“Stewart / Steve
Further to my earlier message, forwarding this one from Angela Gilbert, I have now had a chance to see the situation for myself and agree that it seems very unsatisfactory, even allowing for the fact that the changes to the layout are, I know, not yet complete. For example, it looks as though 
the kerb of the northside cycle path on University Boulevard near the South entrance has been realigned to make the cycle path only half the width it was before, and the situation on the south side path just west of the Science Park junction, towards the Tennis Centre, etc., is far from clear.

I have no recollection of Pedals being consulted about these changes and hence am not in a position to tell people who ask what the eventual layout will be when the changes are complete. Please can let me know asap and reassure us that the cycling provision at and near this junction will not be downgraded, as seems now to be happening, from my own observations and the 
various queries I have now had.

Bearing in mind that the north side cycle path on University Boulevard forms part of Sustrans Route 6 I also wonder if they were consulted about these changes?
Hugh”

…and from Kirstie Reavill (6 July):

“Hi Hugh, 

Thanks for that.  The dropped kerbs when crossing the science park road are pretty high too and not very suitable either for bikes or wheelchairs.

Kirstie

…response of 9 July from Steve Freek, City Council:
“Hi Hugh,
I refer to your recent email and your concerns regarding cycle provision as part of the extension to the science park and the improved tennis centre access. The works are almost at the completion stage with the signing and lining about to be installed (including new cycle signs), after which the cycle provision should be more evident. 

Your concerns are being investigated and will be reported to you at Mondays Pedals meeting.
Regards, Steve Freek
Team Leader
Traffic Management
0115 9156245”
 

Proposed revival of the idea for a City Centre cycle centre (as discussed at the Greater Nottm Cycle Forum on 21 June), including comments by Andrew Martin:

“Andrew

Thanks for this. John White, Chairman of Ridewise, was investigating such a possible bike recycling centre for Nottm last year and I have not heard recently about it. I will check with him and Gary S-W.

 

The main challenge of the Cycle Centre proposal is to make it financial self-supporting (with other income than just from cycle parking), a particularly hard challenge in a city centre location where you would want to put it to make it attractive but where land values are very high. I gather that even the Leicester Bike Park's ongoing finances are not really that sound, even though they had lots of grants to get it going 10 years ago, and an excellent location with the availability of space in the old Town Hall basement. The financial side will need to be investigated very thoroughly, perhaps in conjunction with one of the big City Centre bike shops, e.g. Evans, with lots of national funding behind them.

 

 I will put this on the agenda to discuss more fully at the next Pedals meeting, on Monday 16 July, as well as reporting on other matters raised at the Cycle Forum and at the first meeting in the afternoon of the Cycling Development Group which Gary S-W is also chairing, and following which Chris Carter of the City Council, John Cutler of CTC and I had a brief study tour for an hour or so to look at some of the City Centre problem sites before John got his train back. On leaving the Council House, and waiting for the rain to stop, we ran into Cllr. Emma Dewinton, whose Overview and Scrutiny Panel I gave a presentation to in January, and she asked how the meeting had gone and how it was to be followed up including the proposed 2-hour bike study tour with her and, hopefully, a couple of other councillors. I will also invite Chris to come to one of our autumn meetings to discuss the Cycling Action Plan in response to my January Panel presentation, which Emma asked him to prepare by the summer.

Hugh”

----- Original Message ----- 

From: "Veggies Catering Campaign" <veggies@veggies.org.uk>

To: "John Bannister" <johnbann24@ntlworld.com>; "Chris Gardner" <chris.gardner@siemens.com>; "Susan Young (w)" <Susan.Young@nottingham.ac.uk>; "Arthur Williams" <arthur.williams@ntu.ac.uk>; "Nick Moss" <nickmossy@hotmail.com>; "Hugh McClintock (Dell)" <Hugh.McClintock@ntlworld.com>

Sent: Saturday, June 23, 2007 6:50 PM

Subject: Re: Fw: possible Cycling England study on viability of cycle centres to assist potential project in Nottingham

> Hello All
> I would have participated in the Forum but my School Cycle Training took 
> priority! I trust all went well.
> 
> I have a proposal for a project which I have been incubating for some time; a 
> public bike recycling centre in Nottingham, adopting best practice from Cycle 
> Magic and Bikes for All in Leicester. My idea is that we could incorporate 
> aspects of the Leicester Bike Park and help make Greater Nottingham a truly 
> cycle-focused community. We have to aim high, folks...
> See you soon, Andrew
…and from John White (Clegg Construction and Ridewise, 25 June):
“Dear Hugh, 

I am in receipt of your recent e-mails re a cycle centre in Nottingham.

Unfortunately I was unable to make the meeting last Thursday, but for your Information I have already undertaken a little work looking at the viability of a centre and at present I am exploring, with the help of a local consultant, at various locations where it may be possible to site such a facility. Clearly for this to work we  have to resolve how the centre will become a long term proposition whereby it is able to fully meet running costs and again I have looked at a number of options in this regard.

It may be useful for us to meet once my plans are advanced enough to have a meaningful discussion.

I will keep you posted on progress.

Kind regards, John”

Trinity Square new car park: replacement of cycle lockers in old car park: copy of my message of 23 June to City Council Parking Services (Robbie Wood), their response and my comments:

“Robbie
Thanks for your response.
 

I agree that it makes sense to keep the old Trinity Square lockers at their new homes in Fletchergate and Broadmarsh if they are being well used but at the same time we do think that making replacement provision in the new Trinity Square car park is very important and indeed what Pedals was assured would be done when Nick Moss and I raised the issue at a meeting back in 2002/3. I am therefore rather surprised to learn that only now has some doubt been raised about funding of the new lockers. Has this really not been considered until now?
 

As regards siting of the new lockers I think that our preference would still be if possible for some location on the ground floor, as being that much more convenient for users, as it was in the old car park. However, we might be prepared to accept a location on the next floor, if, for various reasons, a ground floor location was really not practical. I am also rather surprised to learn now of a possible H&S issue with access as I do not recall this being raised at all before, e.g. at our earlier meeting.
 

I will raise this at the next Pedals meeting, on Monday 16 July, and look forward to your further updates.
Hugh
 

----- Original Message ----- 

From: Robbie Woods 

To: Hugh.McClintock@ntlworld.com 

Sent: Tuesday, June 26, 2007 9:31 AM

Subject: FW: Trinity Square Cycle Lockers

Hugh,

I have forwarded to you a reply I passed to Ben and Andrew, who queried the position recently.

The issue of cycle lockers has not yet been resolved. I would like to leave the old Trinity Square lockers at there new homes in Fletchergate & Broadmarsh as they are being reasonably well used and replace them with new ones. The issue, as always, is how to fund new lockers.

I still have some problems with location. Although there is an area located on the plans for cycle lockers on level 1 of the car park this will still mean entering via the vehicle ramp that serves the car park and there currently are no plans to have a dedicated cycle lane on that ramp. I would have liked to have seen the dedicated cycle shop on the ground floor of the development run independently of the car park, but it seem that idea was shelved some time ago.

Now I have your email address I will keep you up to date with any developments I have.

Robbie Woods, Parking Services.



From: Robbie Woods [mailto:robbie.woods@nottinghamcity.gov.uk] 
Sent: 13 June 2007 13:05
To: 'andrew@veggies.org.uk'
Cc: 'ben.biddulph@nottinghamcity.gov.uk'
Subject: Trinity Square Cycle Lockers
Gentlemen,

Just to keep you up to date on the current state of the Trinity Square development. We were informed this week that there was another delay and they were looking at a minimum of 4 to 6 weeks before the car park element of the development would be ready to hand over. We would then expect, perhaps another two weeks to make it operational.

Having made a site visit yesterday however, my impression is that they are still being very ambitious with there estimates. 

Although it is and has always been the intention to replicate the facilities offered to cyclist to at least mirror those on the old site we have noticed, having now seen the inside of the building, that there may be a H&S issue with access for cyclists.

I will keep you advised.

Robbie Woods

Operations Manager – Off Street

Parking Services”

Parking on Ring Road cycle paths – phone call from Alec Thompson, Parking Services Manager, City Council – tel. 915 6580

Alec Thompson rang to me say that they are planning a campaign soon to prevent illegal car parking on the Ring Road cycle paths, e.g. in the Aspley-Basford area, starting with a warning leaflet to local residents. He promised to send me a copy of their press release about this which will make clear that this action is to help cyclists and pedestrians.

replacing the lost cycle stands outside the QMC main entrance – my message of 10 July to Pauline Peck and Sandra Lee, QMC:
“Pauline / Sandra
Has there been any more progress with securing funding to implement plans to replace the well-used cycle stands outside the QMC main entrance, which I reminded you about in an email a few months ago?
 

The current situation is, I must say, very unsatisfactory, with a large number of bikes having to be locked to railings etc. near the hospital entrance and on the approaches for want of any proper provision, and despite the numerous 'do not leave your bicycle here' signs in the vicinity!
 

Not only is the obvious great lack of proper provision very unsatisfactory but it is in complete contrast to the good provision of cycle stands in this area that was made in the late 1990s before the start of the new building work. We can never understand why replacement stands were not then provided, as part of the building work, instead of being left for several years later, after thinking separately about finding funding!
 

What makes this even more disappointing is that the cycle stands concerned were half funded by the then Department of Transport (DOT) under the Cycle Challenge Project in the mid-1990s which, in the case of Nottingham's successful bid (the largest such project funded anywhere in the country), focused on 'Cycle-friendly Employers' with each of the 7 partners, including the QMC, agreeing to provide match funding for good cycle parking and other measures to encourage cycling to work. Pedals strongly supported this project at the time and we have much regretted the greatly deteriorated situation since where the wish for secure bike parking in this location now seems to be regarded so negatively instead of being positively promoted and encouraged, and despite all the work done by the City Council and The Big Wheel etc. on promoting sustainable ways of getting around!
Hugh”
Bestwood Park Drive West / Queen’s Bower Road Speed Management Scheme – Proposed Traffic Regulation Order (TRO)

Comments on this are wanted by the City Council (Helen Richardson) by 26 July if anyone would like to respond please**

The proposals include no waiting restrictions, a relocated bus stop and a 24-hour bus stop clearway to stop drivers parking in the bus bays.

Installation of new kerbs to protect contraflow cycle lane on Beeston High Road – comments of 28 June from (Cllr.) Steve Barber and Robin Phillips:

“The fact that they’ve been damaged by cars shows how important they are. Pity they can’t have tyre-piercing spikes on the road side.

Steve”

“I am glad you have raised this, which was discussed at the last Broxtowe TP meeting. Their unanimous feeling was that it was intolerable for the arrangements to be upset by the misbehaviour of ONE identified taxi company.

If the blocks introduced on the edge of the cycleway are to stay, they MUST be fixed down.  Earlier this week I passed that area and saw them all askew and crooked, in a highly dangerous way.

If the Transportation people feel like caving in and keeping these blocks, I suggest they would be better in a pecked line with much more SPACE than block, something like this: - - - - if you get me.  Or perhaps ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ gives a better interpretation...

I would have thought a prosecution was more to the point.
Best wishes, Robin.”


From: Hugh McClintock (Dell) [mailto:Hugh.McClintock@ntlworld.com] 
Sent: 28 June 2007 13:11
To: Steve Barber; Robin Phillips; Mara Ozolins; Ian Cohen; Anne Sladen
Subject: changes to Beeston contraflow cycle lane - feedback please

Any comments please on the value of the recent modification to the Beeston High Road contraflow cycle lane to include kerbs to discourage abuse by motor vehicles?

Hugh

 

new section of Trent Valley Greenway (Attenborough Wildlife Centre to Trent Lock) – copy of my message of 1 July to Ed Ducker and Peter Jarman, Notts. CC:

“Ed / Peter 

Once or twice in recent weeks I have caught sight, from the train between Attenborough and Long Eaton, of the new path alongside the railway from near the Attenborough Wildlife Centre and then forking at right angles to the railway a little east of Long Eaton, heading towards the Trent river bank.
 

More recently, looking at a copy of the revised Derbyshire cycle map, I see that it includes this route, marked as the Trent Valley Greenway and in the form of a loop with a tail, so to speak, straddling the county boundary.
 

This of course seems a very welcome upgrading of existing paths but I was rather surprised not to have heard any reference to it being planned or built, so far as I recall, and would welcome any more information. 
 

I also notice, having more recently had a chance to explore it on the ground, that it currently has no signing and is indeed quite hard to find, e.g. at the Attenborough Wildlife Centre end, with a loop entry near the level crossing on the access road that you could easily miss unless you were looking for it. Is signing planned, including links to and from the nearby Sustrans Route 6, and are there further plans for upgrading connecting paths. Any further information would be welcome please!
Hugh”
West Bridgford town centre environmental improvements (Phase 2 – Tudor Square to Gordon Square): draft Pedals comments (to be finalised after our meeting) – COMMENTS PLEASE!
In general we support the proposals, especially the proposed additional cycle parking facilities at several locations along Gordon Road but would like to suggest further improvements to help cyclists, including some changes where the new scheme continues from the existing Central Avenue scheme introduced in 2000, e.g.

· Exempting cyclists from the general traffic restrictions on Central Avenue was a very welcome decision but there can be problems for cyclists emerging from Central Avenue into the complex junction of Tudor Square. At the point where they cross the give way line to enter the roundabout they cannot be seen clearly by traffic approaching from Rectory Road nor can they easily see such traffic until they are some way past the give way line. This is not satisfactory, especially for less confident cyclists.

· The previous (Central Avenue etc.) scheme included cycle lanes (not shown on the outline proposals map incidentally) which have been broadly welcomed but they need to be improved and extended. For example, the cycle lane past the roundabout at the junction of Bridgford Road and Rectory Road needs widening and extending. As it is there are often parked cars a little west of the end of the cycle lane and the adjoining bus stop and cyclists have to pull out in good time to avoid these. The cycle lanes on the other side of Tudor Square, between Central Avenue and the south side of the Davies Road junction are also of value in making drivers more aware of the likely presence of cyclists but become narrower and narrower as they pass Davies Road, diminishing their value. With the new scheme we would like to see these made of consistent width (1.5m) and also perhaps extended throughout the new scheme to the far side of Gordon Square, on both side of the road, well-enforced and well-maintained.

It would also be helpful to included new cycle stands on the Barclay’s Bank-Ilkeston Coop side of Tudor Square (between Albert Road and Davies Road), in addition to those groups of cycle stands already proposed within the new scheme. Care should be taken to ensure that all cycle stands are properly installed, i.e. with the top of the stand at a height similar to that of an average sized diamond-framed bicycle, with sufficient space at front of back to allow for the front and rear wheel to protrude (without impeding the passage of pedestrians or people in wheelchairs or with pushchairs etc.), and allowing adequate space between the stands for loading and unloading of shopping into and out of panniers without users being forced to squeeze up against adjoining bikes.

Some of the cycle stands should be designed to allow adequate space for tandems and adult tricycles.

In the event of road works affecting the cycle lanes or carriageway as a whole more care must be taken than in recent years to maintain a smooth surface on the area nearest the kerb where cyclists are most likely to ride, with a much higher standard of reinstatement of the surface including colouring.

The various ‘Think Bike’ signs erected under the previous scheme are useful in helping to make drivers more aware of the likely presence of cyclists but care needs to be taken that their installation does not intrude unduly into the footway as in the case of one of the poles for the sign outside ‘Ocho’ on the Gordon Road approach to Tudor Square.

Also important is to ensure that drivers do not park on any of the footways in the area, as happens now for example near Blake Road, blocking the view towards Tudor Square.

HMcC, x July 2007

Barriers on Grantham Canal towpath, Gamston – copy of letter of 26 June from Nick Moss to British Waterways:

“Dear Sirs,

On Saturday 23rd June at approximately lunchtime I was walking on the Grantham Canal, Gamston, near Morrison's. I came across a woman called Jean. Her name is on a car registration plate on the back of the seat. She was in a motorised scooter and was trying to feed the ducks on the canal. 

We were at the barriers on the canal towpath at the western side of Morrison's. There is a similar set of barriers at the eastern side of Morrison's. 

It was clear she was having trouble getting to the lock just beyond the barriers. I asked Jean what the problem was. She said that she could not get through the barriers in her motorised scooter. She had tried to get through in the past but it got stuck. Jean also indicated that she cannot get beyond Morrison's along the towpath because the barrier stops her. Jean did indicate she has a motorised wheelchair and, in fairness, can get through the barriers in that. However, the scooter is far more useful out of doors. 

The scooter she was in was a normal-sized one and there were no abnormal features about it. 

Jean asked why the barriers were there. I informed that they were to prevent motorcycles getting on to the towpath and this came as something of a surprise to her. 

I have seen Jean on her scooter travelling around the footpaths of the Gamston estate a few occasions. It is clear that getting out of about is extremely important to her. 

Whilst talking to Jean 2 women on cycles with a child cycle trailer attachment came along the towpath and up to the barrier. Both of them got stuck in the barriers and had to be helped through. 

It is clear from the above that the barriers prevent someone in a normal motorised scooter from gaining proper and reasonable access to the towpath. It is clear these barriers contravene the Disability Discrimination Act. It is also clear the above barriers unreasonably hinder normal access along the towpath for a wide variety of people. 

I have been resident of this area for many years. I have never noticed a problem with motorbikes even though there is free access to the towpath from many locations. The barriers in practice make no difference to whether motorbikes use or do not use this towpath. 

Please will you immediately take steps to remove the barriers along the Grantham Canal in Gamston. There can be no excuse to keep them in. If you are not prepared to remove them, please could you indicate why you will not do so. 

I look for to hearing from you.
Yours sincerely, Nicholas Moss”

Damage to cycle paths from stormy weather: message of 11 July from Andy Pooley:

“Out of interest - Myself and a colleague from the county were out on route 6 towards Newstead/Linby and the damage to the path is really extensive most of the surface has gone on a section of the route down to the rubble and bits are over a foot deep. 

This is all due to the rain a couple of weeks ago. We were thinking that if this is a common occurrence with a change in the weather the cost to make good on a yearly basis will be huge and we presume that similar routes throughout the County might have similar damage. With Climate Change looming? 

Cycle paths on the Sustrans route and other might have to be upgraded with better drainage/surfacing. -adapting to Climate Change. We were interested if you have had a lot of people saying the same things about routes being damaged recently due to the weather.
Regards, Andy”
4. Next newsletter (Autumn 2007)

The next Pedals newsletter will be going to press two days after our meeting on 17th September (our next monthly meeting) so please let me have any contributions by that meeting at the latest.

I would be glad of people’s comments on the tone and balance of the newsletter as one longstanding Pedals member recently commented to me that it tended to be too full of whinges and not enough of positive things we would like to see done instead!

Any comments please?*

6. Finance including bank account transfer
Susan Young to report.

“I have held on to the bank account transfer so the bulk of the renewals go through before the change starts. There are a few SO renewers whose money goes through this month and to give Dave Morris time to bank the renewal money. There is much less movement of money then until the next newsletter. All the money goes through the current account so any acquires during the transfer needs to be hung onto for a while.
 

I will be away most of the time between Thurs 12th and Fri 20th July.”
I have emailed Evans Cycles HQ about arranging possible discount for Pedals members.

6. Forthcoming events / meetings 

Launch of the revised edition of The Big Track by The Big Wheel on 13th July – message from Lynn Hanna, The Big Wheel, 
As you know, 30,000 brochures were distributed last summer, with a huge take up from local libraries and shops. We have reprinted the brochure, adding better maps and other information.

We have also produced an online interactive map with art, history and wildlife information, together with pubs and cafes, plus major employers and disabled access.

You can see it on www.thebigwheel.org.uk.

From the map, you can download six podcasts, with local bands playing watery tunes, plus interviews with everyone from houseboat dwellers to fishermen and the Trent Bridge archivist. This has been put together by our own post-modern historian Chris Matthews and Tom Whalley of NCVS and BBC Radio Nottingham. Some of the people who took part will be at the launch.

With best regards, Lynn
Lynn Hanna
Communications and Marketing Manager
Greater Nottingham Partnership
Tel: 0115 943 7161
County Council Highways South Cycle Working Group meeting, Trent Bridge House, Thursday 19 July

Any suggestions please for items for me to raise at the next CWG meeting on 19th July at 93.0?*

The topic of barriers on cycle paths will definitely be on the agenda, no doubt, as well as promoting cycling at BGS, Keyworth.
Halfway to Hucknall Ride, Sat. 1 September

Don’t forget this joint ride with Sheffield Pedal Pushers and CTC.!

Rushcliffe Kite Festival, 16 September – message of 19 June from Paul Phillips, Rushcliffe BC and my response:-

“Paul

Thanks for this which arrived just a day too late for me to raise at the Pedals monthly meeting last night. I will let you know after next month's meeting (16 July) if we want to take up your invitation.

Many thanks and best wishes

Hugh

 

----- Original Message ----- 

From: "Paul Phillips" <PPhillips@rushcliffe.gov.uk>

To: "Paul Phillips" <PPhillips@rushcliffe.gov.uk>

Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2007 4:14 PM

Subject: Rushcliffe Kite Festival

· Dear Sir / Madam
> 
> We are holding our annual Kite Festival at Rushcliffe Country Park,
> Ruddington on Sunday 16 September 2007, from 10am to 5pm. As part of
> this event we are organising a green arena promoting sustainable living.
> This event has in the past attracted several thousand people to the
> Country Park. 
> 
> I am writing to find out if you are interested in exhibiting / selling
> your produce at this event. Please note that there is no charge for you
> to attend. I enclose a copy of the application form for you to complete
> if you are interested.
> 
> To help us plan this event effectively please could you let me know if
> you are interested by Friday 10th August 2007.
> Thank you for your time.
> Yours sincerely, Paul
> Paul Phillips
> Environmental Sustainability Officer
> (Tues - Thurs)
> Direct Tel. 0115 914 8595
> Email: pphillips@rushcliffe.gov.uk
…response by Chris Gardner (21 June)

“Hugh,
I normally attend the kite festival so am willing to help out on a stall for a large part of the day.
Chris”

Sat. 22 September: The Big Day Out

The Big Wheel will be arranging another Big Day Out on 22 September (after missing out last year) and will be again inviting us to have a stall, a request that we should, if at all possible, I suggest, try to meet.

CCN/CTC Autumn Campaigners’ Conference, Oxford, 10 November 2007

I gather that the next CCN/CTC (Autumn) Campaigners' National Conference will take place in Oxford on Saturday 10 November. 

As we are considering making an offer to host the Spring version of this twice-yearly get-together in May 2009 to help mark Pedals 30th birthday (provided that we can get enough volunteers – 16 – to do the job properly) it would be helpful to have a good Pedals presence at the conferences before then to help give us a thorough idea of what is involved in successfully running such an event, including the related social events over that weekend. More details will be available at: http://www.cyclenetwork.org.uk/conferences/conferences.html
7. Miscellaneous items:

Proposed cycle centre and bike recycling schemes for Nottingham – my message of 1 July to John White and Gary Smerdon-White, Ridewise:

“John / Gary
Andrew Martin, Susan Young, Ian Cohen and I, while attending yesterday's East Midlands Cycling Forum meeting in Leicester (held at CycleMagic) were surprised and very pleased to meet a fellow participant from Nottingham, Matthew Jones, from Nottinghamshire Police (and a keen racing cyclist, it seems) who, he told us, has been doing quite a bit of work recently not only on analysing data on cycle theft locally, and proposals to tackle that, including electronic tagging, but also the idea of a possible cycle centre in Nottingham and bike recycling.  
 

I asked him whether he knew of your work on this, which he did not, but it does seem as though he is very keen to take these ideas further so we strongly recommended that he make contact with you as soon as possible and discuss how best to coordinate your interests.
 

He said that he was also keen to make contact with Pedals and had been intending anyway to approach us so the meeting in Leicester was a very useful unexpected encounter. We made clear that we were keen to keep in touch with him and would like to invite him along to a Pedals monthly meeting sometime to discuss these ideas further, probably in the autumn.
Hugh”
 

PS. In the afternoon we had visits on bikes to both the Bikes4All and Leicester Bike Park Projects, which it was also very useful to see at first hand and discuss with those involved. Incidentally, CycleMagic will soon be getting lots of international and national media publicity having been asked to play a very prominent part in the start of the Tour de France in London on Friday.
…comments of 2 July (to Gary and John) from Ian Cohen:
“Hi Gary,

I’ve been in contact with the Leicester Bikes4All project several times/visited them twice over the last couple of years, (originally before they became part of Groundwork Leicester) and have discussed a number of issues with them, particularly about sustainability and securing long term funding streams. Indeed I have been pleased to see the way in which they have developed their delivery of both nationally recognised vocational qualifications and secured contracts to deliver ‘mainstream’ funded training for young people, from schools and LSC funded programme providers, as well for unemployed adults via Job Centre Plus funded programme providers. All of which I am very familiar with, as these have been/still are the areas of activity which Access Training has been involved with over many years as a direct contract holder with the funding bodies themselves.

In addition we have on several occasions secured ESF funding to deliver vocationally related programmes to particularly disadvantaged and/or disengaged groups. It is disengaged young people, some of whom are probably involved in illegal ‘bike recycling’ for whom Matthew Jones is particularly interested in developing provision. We had a brief discussion at the meeting on Saturday and we agreed that I would contact him early next week to arrange a meeting to discuss things further. It might be useful to look for a possible day/time when you and John would also be able to meet him?

Ian.”

New Notts CC Route Exchange website

You can post details of your favourite cycling and walking routes on this new website at:

http://www.nottinghamshire.gov.uk/routexchange
Cycling England website Cycling Personality of the Month

I have been asked by Cycling England to send in an entry for their Cycling Personality of the Month slot on their website which they started earlier this year.

Holiday absence dates

Please note that I will be away on holiday in France and Switzerland from the afternoon of Tuesday 24 July late on Thursday 9th August and then also probably way for most of the following week in the Lake District.

Hugh, 11.7.07
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