PEDALS WISH LIST AND PRIORITIES FOR GEDLING BOROUGH

(revised, 22 March 2009)
PEDALS WISH LISTS FOR BROXTOWE, GEDLING AND RUSHCLIFFE BOROUGHS
INTRODUCTION

Please note that although these revised "wish lists" cover specific cycling schemes (whether on-road, off-road or particular junction improvements) we also want to stress the importance of cyclists' needs being fully considered in all transport, major planning, regeneration and traffic management schemes, and the important benefits for cyclists of wider policies such as those to reduce traffic levels and traffic speeds, and, in particular much wider introduction of area-wide 20mph limits, particularly in residential areas and on minor roads, and near schools and shopping areas. 

In the vicinity of schools effective measures to exclude cars are very important when children are arriving and leaving, and these should form an integral part of efforts to promote walking and cycling to and from schools.

In any new residential areas we want to see priority given to the need for safe movement by bike and on foot, as recommended in the ‘Manual for Streets’ report, published by the Department for Transport in 2007.

Also important is to ensure coordination of schemes in Broxtowe, Gedling and Rushcliffe with ones being planned or upgraded in the City area, including ones forming part of the City Council’s planned cycling commuter corridor improvements, e.g. Bulwell-Hucknall Road, Strelley/Bilborough/Wollaton, Clifton and Netherfield and Carlton to Daleside Road. 

In the case of Broxtowe it is also important that improvements are coordinated with those in neighbouring Erewash Borough in Derbyshire, particularly following on from the Long Eaton initial Cycling Strategy Meeting held on Friday 23 January 2009.

Some of these will form part of wider highway changes and others will need specific safeguarding and identification in the various Local Development Frameworks now being prepared by District Councils. It is important that there is close liaison with planning control to make sure that none of the additional facilities identified are scuppered because the space for them is lost for development. There needs to be a policy to prevent the loss of potential cycling (or sustainable transport) facilities when development takes place.

We can also include some reference to the importance of well-designed, well-located and secure cycle parking facilities, and would welcome suggestions for specific locations where this is needed, particularly at public facilities. Requirements for cycle parking provision (or upgrading) outside shops or other private premises are best taken up directly with the store concerned, the County Council have recently made clear to us.

We again would like to emphasise the need for quality provision for cyclists, in terms of design, layout, construction and maintenance and including signing as well as surfacing. Good general maintenance standards of surfaces on roads are also vital for promoting cyclists’ safety.

Good quality design, construction and maintenance is important for off-road as well as on-road facilities and this means that off-road paths should avoid the inclusion of features such as A-frame barriers that can be a deterrent to pedal cycle use (as well as use by people in wheelchairs). Any access controls on such paths must be fully DDA compliant and this should make them much less awkward to use by most pedal cyclists. The needs of people with tandems, bike trailers and adult tricycles must also be borne in mind so that an overriding concern with physical measures to keep out motor bikes does not create significant problems for other users. We would also like to see existing A-frame barriers removed to make paths more cycle-friendly and this is particularly important where several are located close together, as this can very significantly slow down cyclists and disrupt their momentum.

In the case of off-road paths alongside roads, e.g. on roads with speed limits of 40mph or more, it is important that careful thought is given to the safety and convenience of cyclists getting on and off such routes, especially where they are to be found on one side of the road only and cyclists wishing to go in the opposite direction to traffic on the road can often have problems crossing safely.

These wish lists are primarily concerned with infrastructure for cyclists but that we also recognise the importance of good information for cyclists (via maps, websites and information packs for new cyclists, as recently agreed by the Greater Nottingham Transport Partnership / The Big Wheel)

Also, more widely, we strongly recognise the need for good cyclist training such as that provided locally by Ridewise to encourage safe, confident and responsible cycling among all ages and types of cyclist, combined with stricter enforcement action against drivers who abuse cycle facilities or who otherwise behave irresponsibly towards cyclists
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A. PRIORITIES (in order of priority)

A1. Continuous cycle path on the north bank of the River Trent between Colwick Park and Stoke Bardolph past Netherfield Industrial Estate, railway bridge over the Trent, Netherfield Lagoons and Stoke Bardolph weir, as an integral part of the Environment Agency’s River Trent Left Bank Flood Alleviation Scheme (section between Colwick Park and railway bridge) and Nottinghamshire County Council’s proposed path improvements between the railway bridge and Stoke Bardolph weir, as discussed at meeting at Gedling Borough Council (organiser, Ian Bussey, Gedling Borough Planning Department) on 29 January 2009 and including representatives from Pedals, the County Council, Nottingham City Council, the Greater Nottingham Transport Partnership (The Big Wheel), Ridewise and the Environment Agency.. 
NB 
a) Possibly helping this to happen could be tying it in to improvements to cycling facilities negotiated as part of the work associated with the proposed electricity sub-station and applying to the nearby nature reserve.
b) This could form part of a future extension of Greater Nottingham Transport Partnership’s Big Track scheme, combined with improvements through Colwick Park and between Colwick Park and Trent Bridge, including the new section of path completed in 2008 between Racecourse Road and Trent Lane past the Riverside Crescent development and the improved connection east of Trent Bridge between the riverside path from Victoria Embankment and the towpath on the Beeston and Nottingham canal at Trent Lock.

A2. Enabling cycling in opposing directions to one-way streets, especially around Mapperley Plains shopping, e.g. on Haywood Road.
B. OTHER SCHEMES

B1. There is already a very serviceable path running from Netherfield alongside the railway to the bottom of Douglas Avenue; can this be linked in to any of the recently-signed paths in Colwick Woods via Douglas Avenue and Greenwood Road?

B2. The ginnel running from Burton Road to Gedling village via the bridge over Ousebridge Dyke could be a useful route, but presently has cycling prohibited signs at its ends (GLP).

B3. The new A612 (Gedling Colliery Regeneration site access road).  What provisions for cyclists?  Any feeds into e.g. Netherfield shopping area, Carlton le Willows school, etc.?

B4. A quiet backstreet alternative route to cycling west up Carlton Hill, following Southcliffe Road then improved duel use path across park with dog-leg so gradient is not too steep.

B5. Possible upgrading from footpath to bridle path the track from Gedling via Gedling Wood to Spring Lane, as an alternative to the dangerous ride up Lambley Lane (GLP).

B6. A link from Digby Avenue running to / across Westdale Lane to enable cyclists to use this back route and get into/out of Cavendish Road. 

B7. Coppice Road: first, no ASL when cycling southeast i.e. uphill, where it would be especially helpful.  Second, further up the hill, two traffic islands which create especially dangerous pinch points at a place where the hill is steep, speed differentials between vehicles and cycles are significant, and the road is fairly narrow.
Could a longer light phase for the traffic going uphill everybody?  It would certainly give time for slow movers to get across the junction before the lights changed.

B8. The junction outside Wetherspoon's / Wilkinson's in Arnold is very poor for pedestrians and cyclists alike.  In particular ASLs here could be most useful.

B9. There is no safe facility for cycling at all at the north end of Front Street i.e. for users of the library, Asda, the sports centre, etc.; ideally I'd see the answer as being a cycling contraflow from the north end all the way back to the Co-op where the pedestrianisation starts, with bus stops and disabled parking on the left side of the road and NO PARKING AT ALL on the right.

B10. There is a half-hearted cycle lane connecting Arnot Hill Park with the J Sainsbury store.  It would be especially helpful if the cycle lane could be extended north alongside Nottingham Road for just a couple of hundred further metres to actually provide a link with the town centre (and a safe crossing at the Wetherspoon's junction, see point nine above).  
The pavement is quite wide at this point, this shouldn't pose any great engineering challenges and would be an INVALUABLE facility. It would also link with the proposed (GLP) back street route north towards Redhill.

B11. Crossing the Mansfield Road: for anybody cycling north along the Mansfield Road from e.g. Valley Road, city centre, it can be problematic making a right-hand turn onto e.g. Thackeray's Lane, Nottingham Road etc. - even for an experienced cyclist. An ASL to turn right into Nottingham Road would be very useful.
With the half an ASL on Mansfield Road going South  at the Nottingham Road junction getting across to turn right into Valley Road is a problem too. 
B12. Enforcement of the bus lane running south on the Mansfield Road from near Valley Road junction to the city boundary.  A useful facility, but often abused by cars.

B13. There is also a similar problem to Coppice Road with speed differentials and traffic island pinch points on Main Road/Arnold Lane in Gedling.
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