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PARTI: Overview

August 2013: Prime Minister David Cameron wants to start "a cycling revolution|":

"Following our success in the Olympics, the Paralympics and the Tour de Francg,
British cycling is riding high- now we want to see cycling soar.

"This government wants to make it easier and safer for people who already cycle as
well as encouraging far more people to take it up.

Business, local government, developers, road users and the transport sector alljhave
arole to play in helping to achievhis."

1. Introduction

1.1. Context

The towns ofWarwick and Leamington Spa areelatively prosperous and growing, but
the problem of more traffic,bringing more congestion andmore pollution , is one of
increasing public concern

In this paper Cycleways offers aontribution to a solution. Together, Cycleways and
Warwickshire County Council can achievtheir shared aim - to get more local people on
their bikes, cycling to work, to school, to the shops, to hospitals.

This paper examines current cycling provisionn detail, andshows thatreal changeis
urgently neededin how cyclistsare planned for. It is intended tostart a productive
dialogue with Warwickshire County Council (WCC) based on shagd aspirations for our
communities.

The paper is split into three sections, plus appendices

1 Part I: Overview. Introduction, Executive Summary and, most importantly, the
overall Recommendations that have arisen from the reviews of 16 individual
cycle schemes.

1 Part Il: Review of Cycle Schemes Describes the methodology ged to review
the 16 schemes (8 ofroad and 8 offroad), then the actual reviews.

1 Partlll: Conclusions. Conclusions drawn from looking at all the reviews.



1.2. Who we are

Cycleways is a local group promoting cycling in Leamingn, Warwick and Kenilworth.

It strongly supports and campaigrs for the creation of cycle routes to schools, shops,
work and recreational areasand work s with local Councillors and WCC transport
plannersin trying to ensure thatlocal cycling needsare met. Cycleways has aroun@®00
members and supporters in the area, for whomit also organises social events and rides.

Cyclewaysdraws its membership from a broad cross section of the local community
andis also part of the wider local community. It is accepted best practice for WCCset
up partnerships with such community groups.

For further information seewww.cycleways.org.ukor email us at
cyclereview@cycleways.org.uk

1.3. Acknowledgements

Cycleways are indebted to Qristine Hodgetts for her efforts in obtaining the facts
regarding the EmscoteRoadcycle lanes and b Dennis Crips for his analysis of the
options for the RugbyRoadjunction. Likewise, we aregrateful for the help and support
from our many cycling colleagues and friendstoo numerousto name individually.


http://www.cycleways.org.uk/
mailto:cyclereview@cycleways.org.uk

2. ExecutiveSummaryand Recommendations

The towns ofWarwick and Leamington Spa areelatively prosperous and growing, but
the problem of more traffic,bringing more congestion andmore pollution, is one of
increasing public concernCyclewaysa local group promoting cycling in Leamintpn,
Warwick and Kenilworth, offers a contribution to a solution:to get more people on their
bikes.

This paper examines current cyclig provision in detail, andshows that real change is
urgently needed in how cyclists are planned for. It is intended to start a productive
dialogue with Warwickshire County Council, especially theHighways Department, but
alsoinvolving Councillors for their support.

Sixteen on and off-road cycle schemes were assessed, by site visits, against one or more
of the following: the Warwickshire County Council 2008011 Local Planthe Warwick

Town Centre Streetscape Design GyidedPlanning PolicyGuidance, fansport, PPG13

In addition, the schemes were assessed against the national design standafdig;le
Friendly Infrastructure,1996, DfTand/or LTN 2/08, DfT

Ofthe eight onroad schemessix have problems, and of tie eight offroad schemes all
have problems recommendationson how these could be resolved are given at the end of
each scheme.

One scheme the ParadeBath street, (5.1)demonstrated that both a good standard of
design and a thorough and inclusive consultation process can provide valualdessons
for future schemes

In addition to reviewing the built details of cycle schemes, the planning processes for
four specific developments werereviewed. All four developments had failures in
delivering a keyPPG13 A E A A O we&phiori) io pe®@ile over ease of traffic
movements 6

Accompanying the poor design has been a recurrent feature of indifference by WCC to
concerns raised by members of the public and local councillors

The proposed new Local Plajwhich highlights the importance of sustanable transport,
was reviewed.However, the plans to mitigate additional traffic from new developments
focus on increasing road capacity for motor vehicles, with little or no detail of how the
needs of cyclists or pedestrians will be met.

The following recommendations are made:

1 To be open, transparent and willing to listen when dealing with Councillors and
members of the public Specifically, if WCC were to communicateits financial
limitations to stakeholders that could generate a much more constructive



dialogue. WCC need to make more use of the Cycle Forum and community
groups, particularly at the planning stage.

1 To draw up a Framework Route Rn for cycling in Warwick District so that each
element of future provision forms part of a coherent network of catinuous
routes.

1 To re-balance expenditure so that resources better match WCC policies.

#1 1T CAOOGETT AT A pPiil1O00EIT AAT AA AAAOAOOAA
persuade motorists out of their cars.

To learn more from best practice elsewhere, anttain staff in cycling provision.

To adhere to all internal safety audit recommendations

To improve the deliveryof the agreed Cycling Strategws laid out in the LTP.

= = = =2

To ensure that the Underlying Principles of LTN 2/08, and its successors, always
provide the framework for the planning and design of the cycle infrastructure.
Likewise, LTN 1/12 should provide the framework where pedestrian/cycle
facilities are being planned. When there is a situation where this is not possible,
then derogation shouldbe published.

1 To follow the conditions of National Planning Policy Framework set out in 4.29
particularly in respect of forthcoming major developments As will be shown,
failure to do so can have a significant adverse impact, not only on cyclists, but
also on pedestrians.

1 To bring the existing cycle infrastructure up to the recommended guidelines to
deliver the objectives of the LTP Cycling Strategyhis requires a programme of
work with priorities for action, to be agreed with the relevant community
groups.

1 4.29, p911, Planning Policy Framework, March 20, 2012, DCLG, HMG



PART lIReview of Cycl&chemes

3. Methodology

Sixteenon and off road cycleschemesand four planning developmensin Leamington
Spa and Warwickwere assessed, (see magpigure 1).

The cycle schemes were assessed against one or more of the following: the
Warwickshire County Council 2008011 Local Planthe Warwick Town Centre
Streetscape Design GuidandPlanning Policy PPG13n addition, the schemes were
assessed against the national design standard€ycleFriendly Infrastructure,1996, DfT
and/or LTN 2/08, DfT

Each cycle scheme was assessed during site visits by the authors, and photographs and

i AAOOOAT AT OO OAEAT xEAOA APPOI POEAOAS8 )1 AAA
members as well as comments from the general public at the annual Peace Festival in

Leamington Spa have been listened to. By engaging in this way, a broad range of

feedback from cyclists with different uses and skill levels has been provided.

The planning process for specific developments was assessed against the planning

requirements of the national Planning Policy Guidance, Transport, PPG13, a policy
AAOECT AA O AAT EOAO OEA '1 OAOT i1 AT 6060 EIT OACOA
11 01 ET Al OAAA EO Al AOOAOOI AT O T &£ 7TAOxEAEOEE
the proposed new Local Plan. This Plamighlights the importance of sustainable

transport, of which cycling is a specific component. The assessment provides a

summary overview of the viability of the mitigation strategy in meeting the objectives
set in the Local Plan.

For each of the examplesssessed in this report, the broad context of the exampis
given, followed by areview which provides further background and detail. Aconclusion
is provided as to why the scheme was or was notsaiccessand this is then followed by a
series of recommendéions as to what steps are required to bring the cycle
infrastructure or the planning process up to the correct standard.

A draft of the report has been reviewed by an independent transport consultant with
considerable experience of cycle infrastructure, Wich also included working on the
drafting of LTN 2/08.

The report has been discussed in detail, and the conclusions and recommendations
agreed by Cycleway members.



3.1. Referencs
This report assessedycle facilitiesagainst:
1. The then currentLocal Transpot Plan 20062011, containing policies:

Policy CY10
The County Council will design and construct cycle facilities according to
local circumstances and user requirements, using relevant guidelines,
standards and best practice to ensure that new cycle infrasture is of
high quality and meets best value objectives.

Policy CS1
Improvements to reduce congestion will not normally be implemented if
they are detrimental to the safety and/or convenience of pedestrians,
cyclists and public transport users.

2. WarwicksE EOA S O # U A hilad agd CbhjéctvAsO A ¢ U

1 To encourage more people to cycle instead of using cars for short journeys
1 To develop safe, convenient, and attractive cycle route networks
1 To address real and perceived concemegarding cycle safety

3. Warwick Town Centre Streetscape Design Guigell, WCC

4. CycleFriendly Infrastructure, 1996, Department of Transport (DfT)
5. Cycle Infrastructure Design (LTN 2/08008, DfT

6. www.cycletraining.co.uk

7. Planning Poicy Guidance PPG 13: Transpo2001, Department of the
Environment


http://www.cycletraining.co.uk/

3.2. Map

This map shows the extent of the district studied, and the approximate locations of the
schemes in sectiongl and 5, each denoted by thesub-section number.
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Figure 1: Map of cycle schemelocations
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4. On Road Schemes

4.1. The Parade to HigBtreetLeamington Spa

In 2002, WCGecured additional funding from the DfT for a safety improvement scheme
to benefit the length of road from the beginning of the Parade through to the Higbtreet
in Leamington Spa, a total distance of some 1.1 km.

This section of theroad passes through the principakhopping areas, whilst also
providing a high density bus route through the town.

The overall objectives of the scheme were to benefit:

Pedestrians

Cyclists

Buses

and not to detract from the economic vitality of the town

= =4 4 A

4.1.1. Review

The objectives of the scheme were achieved by:

9 Traffic Reduction Achieved through a ban of on street car parking
1 Speed reduction A 20 mph limit throughout
1 Junction treatment Either by means of traffic signals or raised tables

These three measures are also consistent with the principles for the provision of cycling
infrastructure, as set out by the Df 2

A significant feature of the success of this schemalsolay in the good quality of the

public consultation process.

4.1.2. Conclusion

Overall awell-run project that provides valuable lessons for future schemes.
The only serious complaint fromcyclists has been the incompletep-hill cycle lane on

the Parade.

4.1.3. Recommendabns

1 DfT design standardswhich are based on sound and proven knowledgshould
always provide the basis for cycle infrastructure.

2 4.3.2, p10, Cycldriendly Infrastructure, 1996, DfT, and Table 1.2, p10, LTN 2/08

11



1 Aninclusiveand well led public consultation should be pursued at an early stage
in the planning of cycle infrastructure prgects.

12



4.2. Cycle Accesand Contra-How in One-Way Sreets

There are many opportunities to create useful cycle optios in oneway streets. As WCC
notes:

Two way cycling should be encouraged, unless there is some overriding practical or
safety consideration.3

Tavistock Street pelow) exemplifies good practice.

4.2.1. TavistockStreet,Leamington Spa

Tavistock Streetruns north from Warwick Streetto Clarendon Avenue. A 20 mph speed
limit was installed in Warwick Streetto improve pedestrian safety. As part of these
improvements, measures to reduce vehicle turning movements at the junction of
Warwick Streetand TavistockStreetwere installed by means of banning vehicle access
from Clarendon Avenue, at the north end of Nastock Street. This was achieved by the
OO0A 1T £ Awapomh teSchibed by the DT i€ycle Friendyinfrastructure4, and
illustrated in Figure 2.

Figure 2: North end of Tavistock Street. A relatively simple means of providing a
reasonably good cycle link.

4.2.2. BrookStreetand Churcltreet, Warwick

During 2012 work was carried out on Jury Street and the High Street in Warwick to
make them more pedestrian friendly, the work beingpart of an overall plan to improve
the walking and cycling environment within Warwick.

3 p45, Warwick Town Centre Streetscape Design Guide, WCC, March 2011

4 11.4.3, p49, Cycle Friendly Infxstructure, 1996, DfT

13



42.2.1. Problems

1 Lack of two way cycle access to and from Brodreetinto the High Street.
1 Likewise, noprovision has been madedr contra-flow cycling in ChurchStreet,
off the High Street.
4.2.2.2. Conclusion

The lack of the provision of a dropped kerb in BroolStreet,and the lack of signage for
contra-flow cycling in ChurchStreetwould appear to have been caused by an oversight
by WCC

4.2.2.3. Recommendation

Access for cycling in these two roads should be provided, sst out in the Warwick
Town Centre Streetscape Design Guide.

4.2.3. Broad Street, Warwick
Thisroad used to be tweway, and formed part of NCN 41 in both directions.

42.3.1. Problem

As shownin Figure 3, the road has been made oreay west bound, and cyclists
following NCN 41 eastbound are now directed down Cherr8treetas the sign indicaes
(Figure 3). This gives the cyclists are a further turn to make onto the busy Emscote
Road, and the continuity of the route is impaired.

Figure 3: Broad Street, Warwick

5 ibid

14



4.2.3.2. Recommendation

There is no reason why cyclists should not be able to cycle contflaw down Broad St
as they used to do safely.

4.2.4. OverallRecommendations

The use of false onavays,and the use of contraflow cycling in one way streets should
receive wider consideration when designing links for cyclists.

15



4.3. Warwick / Leamington Cycle Route

The EmscoteRoad A445, forms part of the principal route between Warwick and
Leamington. It is claracterised by high volumes otar traffic at peak times, but few
HGVs due to the 7.5 tonne weight limiinh Warwick. The overall lengthof cycle

provision, to date,is approx 1.2km, with the initial 300m from Coten End, in Warwick, a
shopping and residental area, together with a primary school.

It is the most significant route for cyclists in the area, but it presents a number of
challenges; recurrent car parking, awkward junctions, and a narrow road width. To

date, a major investment (reportally well in excess of £400,00Dfor the cycle lanes has
provided only a partial solution, and indeed the Greville Road and Rugby Road junctions
highlighted below remain unimproved and intimidating.

4.3.1. Problems

1 In spite ofthe cycle lanes, e intimidating nature of traffic due to its speed and
volume, particularly at peak travel times.
1 Frequent and busy junctions such aghose with Guy Streetand CherryStreet.

4.3.2. Review

For a busy road, the amount of space that is currently allocatedrfoycling is

insufficient: the cycle lanes are only 1.5m wide. For busy roadke recommended width
is2.0m.S6 In addition, where the cycle lanes pass parked vehicles, as is the case for much
of the route, a 0.5m buffer zoné should also be included. Thus the current space for
cycling is40% lessthan that recommended by the DfT.

The buffer zone is necessary due to the potential hazard of a car door being opened into
the path of an oncoming cyclista hazardthat haslong beenrecognisedby the DfT, and
organisations involved with safety and training, such as Cycle Training UK, who
recommend:

Ride away from the kerb, never in the gutter, andleastacard o o r 6 sawayi dt h
from parked caré

The DfT recommendtion is for a buffer zone of between 0.5 and 1 metre,to separate
the cycle lanefrom parked vehicles WC@ @wvn safety audit recognised the potential

6 7.4.2and 7.5.2, p37, LTN 2/08, DfT
7 ibid

8 www.cycletraining.co.uk

16



hazard from parked cars and recommended a minimum of 0.5m separation distante,
but this recommendation wasnot followed.

The problem of the narrow nature of the road has already beenghlighted, hencethe
insufficient space for the cycle langof the correct width together with the necessary
buffer zone.An alternative approach to cycle provision in such cases to reduce the

speed of the traffic, such has been applied tbe Paradescheme in Leamington Spa,

(4.1). The DfTguidance on the value of speed reductiois quite clear.

The speed of motor vehicles is one of the most critical factors in determining the
safety and comfort of a link for cyclists......and, indeed, for all roatsiReducing
speeds will significantly improve the attractiveness and safety ..... Wour
emphasis]

As the DfTgo on tohighlight further :

In older towns.....where space is at a premium, traffic calming would be the most
appropriate means of facilitating gcling12

Apart from the problem of the insufficientspacefor cycling, two other problems exist
with this cycle route:
1. 40A0AT 1T ET ¢ xAOGO AT OT A 11T OEA ADPDPOI AAE
lane is taken up onto the pavement and returned to #road at the stop line by

the lights (Figure 4). Such a design is inherently dangerous, which is why few
cyclists useit.

[ o6 %5 E
iopj'& £

iR 4 /]

9 7.5.2, p37, LTN 2/08, DfT
w3AA 'TTA@ ph #1110 (1T ACAOOOGS 1 AOGOAO O1 *1EI
11 10.2, p43, Cycld-riendly Infrastructure, 1996, DfT

12 7.2.1, p22, ibid

17
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| CAET h 7##60 1 x1 OAEAOU AOAEO T £ OEA OAEA
recommended design changesotavoid it, but thisadvicewas not followed13

2. The other problem for eastbound cycli® O A UAIT ET C A Awétionis OEA 3 C
the nature of the two lanes of traffic at the traffic lights, making for an
intimidating cycling environment.

4.3.3. Conclusion

Where there are parked cars,he road is essentially too narrow to provide for cycle
lanes that feel safe to use.

It is difficult to see how newcomers to cycling or the less experienced cyclist would wish
to use the EmscotRoadA UAT A 1T AT AO8 4EA AOOOAT O DPOI OEOEI
policy objectives for cyclingi4

1 To encourage more people to cycle instead of using cars fortgburneys
1 To develop safe, convenient and attractive cycle route networks

1 To address real and perceived concerns regarding cycle safety.

4.3.4. Recommendations

§ The intimidating nature of crossing the StJonad EOT AOET T OET OI A AA
1 The selective usef traffic calming for theintimidating sections of the road
should be implemented.
Tm9/17 OEA xAOO AT O A APDPOI AAE Ol OEA OOAZEEE
cycle lane should be removed from the pavement.

4.3.5. WCC response to the numerous complaints regarding the EmsRotadcycle
lanes

When the cycle lanes were first completed in 2005, they were betweamly 1.0m and
1.2m!5 in width, and with no buffer zone to separate the cycle lamfrom parked cars. At
the time,the recommended width of a buffer zone was 1 Thus the amount of space
allocated for cycling provision was60% lessthan that recommended

Bl 11TA@ ph #110 (1 ACAOOOGSE 1 AOOAOC OF =*TET $AACATNh
14 p25, 2006-2011 LTP Annex 2
s 3AA 1TTAG ph #1100 (TACAOOOS 1 AOOAO O *TET $AAC

16 11.3.5, p47, Cycld-riendly Infrastructure, 1996, DfT

18



Not surprisingly, there were many complaints, not just from cyclists but also from the
wider community, ascan A OAAT EOT I DAOOT#11 0 (1 ACAOOOG

Cycleways raised their concerns at the Cycle Forum, but were told that the cycle lanes
met WCC design standards. When ClIr Hodgetts sought information as to why the road
had not been widened to provide for the cyat lanes, the information had to be obtained
through the Freedom of InformationAct.

As complaints from cyclists continued, Cycleways took their concerns to the Warwick
Area Committee (WAC) to ask that WCC should bring their design standardsaitine
with current DfT recommendations, and if possible, have the cycle lanes widened.

This the WAC did, and WCC agreed to bring their design standardsoitine with DfT
standards!é, and to widen the cycle lanes if possible. Howevenhen completed,their
width was dill below that required for a busy roadand still there wasno buffer zone to
deal with the potential hazard from parked cars.

17 ibid

18 WCC EnvironmentOverview and Scrutiny Committee, 17/07/08

19



4.4. The GrevilleRoadjunction on the Emscoté&oad

4.4.1. Problems

For cyclistsheading east orEmscoteRoadtowards Leamington, theGreville Road
junction presents a most intimidating junction to cross. Many experienced cyclists
consider this junction to be the worst on the entire route betwen Warwick and
Leamington. Redestrians walkingeast to weston the pazement on the north side of
EmscoteRoadalsoface a famidable challengein crossng Greville Road

S

Bridge St .

| !

Greville Road

Figure 5: Emscote Road looking west towards Warwick

4.4.2. Review

In 2009, WCC held discussions withhie Stakeholder group® on improvements to the
Greville Roadjunction. The preferred option by the Stakeholders was for traffic signals
with a pedestrian phaseHowever, in the end WCC came up with their preferred option,
(reference drawing A 44529/102), a coloured cycle lane across the entrance to Greville
Road Such a measure does little to address the threat of traffic entering or exiting the
uncontrolled junction, nor does it address the problem faced by pedestrians having to
cross the junctioneastwest.

4.4.3. Conclusion

What has been proposed by WCC neither meets the needs of cyclists or pedestrians, nor
does it meet the objectives of the WCC Cycling Strategy:

1 To develop safe, convenient and attractive cycle route networks

19 L eamington Society, Warwick Society, Cycleways, Living Streets

20



1 To address real and perceived conosrregarding cycle safety

4.4.4. Recommendation

The junction should be reviewed again, but this time working to the Underlying
0OET AEPI AO AO OAO 10O ET OEA $£460 ,4. c¢Tnuys

21



4.5. Rugby Rad unction

This junction forms part of the planned Warwick to Leamington cycleoute. In its
present form, for cyclists travelling east, it is an intimidating junction due to the road
dividing into two at this point. RugbyRoadgoesstraight on and Warwick NewRoad
bears off to the right to Leamington For a cyclist wishing to accesthe Warwick New
Roadto Leamington, it meanshaving to cross the line of fasmoving traffic heading up
RugbyRoad

RugbyRoad g Warwick NewRoad
; i ‘

Figure 6: View to east towards Leamington from bridge over R iver Avon

45.1. Review

In 2009 WCC highways put forward a scheme, with no prior public consultation, to
improve the junction. The scheme merely provided for a redoloured cycle lane for
cyclists to cross the line othe fast moving RugbyRoadtraffic. Since the proposal did
not address the probdem it was unanimously rejected by the Stakeholder group.

Members of thegroup were surprised at this poor approach since they were aware that
WCC had employed Arupsconsulting highway engineers, to carry out a survey of the
proposed Warwick to Leamington cycle route. Therefore a request was made to see a
copy of theArup report, but this request was refusedSubsequently acopy was obtained
through one of the coundiors, Clir Goode.

In their report, Arups twice highlighted the challenge of the RugbfRoadjunction,

Careful consideration will be required about how to continue the east bound cycle
lanes at the point where the road splits into the RugRgadand Warwick New
Road 3.1, p4.

22



The main challenge and danger is for east bound cyclists travelling towards
Leamington and wishing to access Warwick N&wad Cyclists remaining on the
carriageway are vulnerable to vehicles filtering left on to the RugRyad 3.2, p.*°

In spite of their failure to address the concerns raised in the Arup report, and the
widespread opposition to the scheme, WCC pressed ahead to put their scheme forward
for approval to the Warwick Area Committee in September 2009.

Fortunately the Committee listened to the widespread public objettons and rejected

the WCC plan. Thegsked that further work should continue, in conjunction with the
Stakeholder Group, to produce a scheme that addressed their concerns. From this, two
schemes evolved:

1 WCC higywaysscheme- Option A
1 Stakeholdeisdscheme- Option E, developed in conjunction with WCC officers.

At the meeting of the Warwick Area Committee in January 2010, both Option A and
Option E were submitted by WCC highways for consideration. Since the Rudgtyad
junction involved traffic light sequences, the data provided at the committee meeting
was technical in nature.

However, the most dominant features at the committee meeting was the selective

use of this data by WCC highways to show that their scheme, Option A, performed

i OAE AAOOAO OEAT OEA 3OAEAET 1 AAOOGS OAEAI An |
The flawed data started in a handout provided by WCC highways to the councillors

titted A445 RugbyroadJunction S278 Works, Revised Operational Assessment Results.

This handout provided a detailed comparative assessment, including a graph, of the two
Options in terms of their impact on bus journey timeshut it omitted to consider the
relative advantages and disadvantages to all users of this junction, i.e. pedestsamd
cyclists,and hence provided unreliable advice to the councillors!

In addition, this document contained a number of significant errorg?

20 Arup Report on the Warwick to Leamington Cycle Options carried out in January 2009 for
wCC

a #1711 AT OO 11 OEA O2A0EOAA |/ PAOAOGEITT Al | OOAOOI AT
the Warwick Area Committee, 19/1/10, by Dennis Crips BSc(Eng) CEng MIET, Appendix 8. 2

22 ibid
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1 The graph, and therefore the underlying data base from which the graph was
derived, was incorrect since it did not include the built in delay included by the
bus operator, Stagecoach, in the operation of the bus services.

1 Also, the graph did not include the operation of théoucan crossing provided for
the cyclists.

The exclusion of these two factors made it loo&s ifOption A performed better than
Option E, when in fact it did not.

The material was also presented in a pger point presentation to the Councillors. Hre
the presentation of data in the graph was further distorted by showing Option A and
Option E on two different scaleg?

The presentation of flawed and misleading data to councillors by WCC officensas a
serious issue, which resultedn Cyclewaysnaking a complaint to their MP, Chris White.

4.5.2. Conclusion

It was quite wrong for WCC officers tanislead and deceive our councillors and
members of the publicMuch public time and money could have been saved if WCGlha
followed the Underlying Principles as set out by the DfT in LTN 2/08.

4.5.3. Recommendations

Option E, which proved to be the better option thanoption A, should be adopted when
work on this junction is possible.

2 jbid
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4.6. South West Warwicland National Cycle Network

As part of the plannhg agreementof south-west Warwick as a residential area,
provision for cycling was included. This provision was further extended by means of an
off road cycle route alongsidehe HamptonRoad

4.6.1. Problem

The routeis incomplete, and it dso does not reach Warwickiown centre.

4.6.2. Review

The cycle facility stopsat the beginning of HamptonStreetwhere the road is narrow
and hasparked cars all along one side, but stihasa 30 mph speed limit. Cycling along
this road can bean intimidating experience, even for experienced cyclists, let alone
school children.

This route forms part of a potential school routebetween the residential areas ohorth
Warwick and Aylesford School in SW Warwickl he route could also provide the link for
the Sustransnational cycle network Route 41(Stratford to Rugby)along the Stratford
Roadand Route 51(branch to Kenilworth) alongside the CoventryRoad

The current NCN map shown belowillustrates that Warwick spoils both these routes by
leaving gaps. The NCN 41 stops at Saltisforcand restarts beyond Priory Park. There is
no connection between NCN 41 and NCN 51, and the presently proposed school route
does not, although it could, create that connection.

NCN 52

NCN 41

NCN 41

HamptonStreet
Figure 7: National Cycle Network routes 41 and 51
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