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Introduction

These additional and more detailed comments should be taken in combination with our response to the online survey questionnaire. 

They should also be considered in the wider context both of the Pedals Strategic Vision, revised in 2009, and downloadable from our website at http://www.pedals.org.uk/pedals_plan as well as the Pedals comprehensive detailed wish list for Nottingham submitted to the City Council in Spring 2010.
Detailed comments:-

We particularly welcome and support much of the strategy, especially these elements, and with the following comments:-

· the emphasis on demand management, provided that proceeds from the Workplace Parking Levy are used to promote cycling as well as public transport in Nottingham and close integration between the two as in the further provision of good quality and secure bike parking in different parts of the redevelopment of Nottingham Station under The Hub Project, and include safer access routes for cyclists from different directions, all well-signed and clearly promoted.
· The commitment to wider use of smart travel measures, with a strong focus on cycling features, provided that these are regularly monitored (and adjusted if necessary) to ensure real and lasting modal change.

· the commitment to a World Class Transport System, provided that this extends to the promotion of cycling just as much as public transport and walking.

· The recognition of cycling as a vital carbon-efficient mode, and this specific recognition that low carbon transport involves a more comprehensive approach than to the promotion of low carbon motor vehicles (including biofuel buses)

· Implementation of green infrastructure, particular in projects such as the Trent River Park Strategy and the proposed expansion of The Big Track to include the River Leen corridor. Other extensions to this are also, we think, very important, including further improved paths on the north and south banks of the Trent, with links to attractions outside the city such along Fairham Brook to and from Rushcliffe Country Park, and direct cycle and pedestrian connections across the Trent between Clifton and Beeston Rylands and between Colwick Park and Holme Pierrepont (and the Grantham Canal). These improvements must include safe road crossings where appropriate and any access control measures must facilitate comfortable use by pedal cyclists (and wheelchairs), i.e. not take the form of A-frame type barriers as on several existing off-road paths. It is also vital to have proper maintenance arrangements on off-road paths, especially after periods of heavy rainfall or frost damage.
We particularly welcome also many of the specific proposals in Chapter 7 (Active Travel and Road Safety), especially the ‘strategy to support a cycling revolution’ (pp134-135) and particularly these:-
· The aim of making cycling (and walking) the mode of choice for local journeys, especially in view of the outstanding health benefits of encouraging more people to cycle.
· Early consideration of cycling improvements when designing wider transport scheme designs through the use of project management tools. This will be particularly important in the detailed implementation of the NET Phase 2 extension lines, building on the lessons from NET Line One, and especially where cyclists are likely to be using relatively narrow streets with trams, with insufficient width for cycle lanes or cycle paths /shared paths alongside the trams. Safe crossing arrangements are also vital, as we have argued in earlier discussions on the proposed detailed alignments, and at the Public Inquiry in December 2007.
· Delivering streets designed with vulnerable road users in mind, and the recognition that cyclists needs in street design have sometimes been overlooked, as for example, we would argue, in the case of several of the changes in the Turning Point East scheme introduced in 2005 to facilitate bus movements and create more space for pedestrians but ignoring the profile required to allow safe space for cycling in the new 2-way traffic movement arrangements. As a general rule this should also mean that all one-way streets should be open for two-way cycling, and with clearer indication of where cyclists can and cannot legally cycle, especially in the city centre, where finding safe and convenient through routes is often very difficult for cyclists without good detailed local knowledge, despite the recent addition of city centre cycle route information at the bottom of the Pedestrian Navigator Panel Signs.
· Making good use of existing infrastructure, provided that in doing this the frequent need for upgrading older and substandard cycling provision is recognised, as well to make the layouts of roads, both major and minor, more cycle-friendly.
· Introducing more 20mph zones across the City. This we consider is a particularly important way of promoting the safety of cyclists and pedestrians, provided that they are well-respected and enforced.

· The commitment to greater enforcement in road safety, provided that this includes more effective measures to ensure drivers respect for cycle lanes and advance stop lines for cyclists, as well as shared bus and cycle lanes. It must also include effective measures to prevent motor vehicles using streets where they are not allowed, particularly in the city centre. This abuse can add to the risk for pedestrians and cyclists from unexpected motor vehicle manoeuvres, as can illegal motor vehicle parking and parking on footways and shared paths.
Conclusion

We note the many references to the increased importance of partnership working and would like to take this opportunity to confirm our willingness to work closely with the City Council (and other partners including Ridewise and GNTP) on the implementation of this strategy, as well as to continue to respond to ongoing consultations and to give feedback from our members both on proposals under consideration as well as detailed measures and schemes implemented, both in term of ‘hard measures’ such as infrastructure and in terms of ‘softer (smarter travel) measures’ such as travel plans, online and paper mapping and other forms of marketing and promotion, as well as any measures to help reduce cycle theft and vandalism and the fear of cycle theft.
We welcome the opportunity in the near future to collaborate on the detailed preparation of Nottingham’s bid for funding under the new DfT Local Sustainable Transport Fund, as well as on the proposed revision of the 2008 Cycling Action Plan to which we contributed.
HMcC, January 2011
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