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Executive Summary

Subject to the caveats in the text, the Derby Cycling Group supports:

· the Objectives of the Transportation Strategy.

· the proposed Traffic Management Schemes.

· the Pedestrian, Cycle and Public Transport Initiatives.

· Option 3 for King Street improvement.

· ceasing all further road construction (Option 1) but could accept  Inner Ring Road, Options 4 or 5.  Options 2, 3 and 6 are opposed.
Introduction - The Aims of the Derby Cycling Group

The Derby Cycling Group (DCG) campaigns for better cycling facilities to encourage cycling as a means of transport. The promotion of public transport and control of the unrestrained use of private  transport is also supported by the DCG both for the beneficial effect on society and the environment and, more particularly, on the grounds that less road traffic improves conditions for cyclists.

During the 1990s these views have become more widely accepted throughout the community and have been endorsed by  government in the National Cycling Strategy (DoT 1996) and the White Paper on Integrated Transport (DETR 1998).  A recent cross-European survey has found that 73% of Europeans believe cycles should receive  preference over cars while 83% agree that public transport should receive preference over cars (EC 1999).

Following this greater official recognition of the benefits of cycling and public transport, the role of the DCG has been extended to advocating the development of a sustainable transport system of which cycling is an integral part.  It is from this perspective that the DCG offers its comments on the Derby City Centre Transportation Strategy (DCC 1999).

2
Transport in Derby

In its response to the Consultation Draft Study Brief (DCC 1998), the DCG pointed out that while the focus of study was the city centre, the issues raised could not be divorced from the rest of the city or indeed the country as a whole (DCG 1998). Although located at a strategic junction in the national railway network there is no commuter rail network in Derby and virtually all local public transport is by  bus.  Buses have to compete for road space with car and lorry traffic.  The ever greater road congestion in the city reduces the  reliability  of the buses whilst at the same time it  increases the need for them as an alternative to the car.

In line with most other urban areas in Britain, Derby has also seen much peripheral development in recent years.  This in itself has contributed to increased road traffic.  Nevertheless, the city still remains sufficiently compact to make cycling a realistic form of transport while the need for a better public transport system grows ever stronger.  In particular, there is a pressing need for better co-ordinated bus and rail services, more through town bus routes and, above all, a cycle network that is an integral part of the overall transport system.

3
Derby City Centre Transportation Strategy: the Options

The DCG applauds the objectives of the Transportation Strategy and would like to see their realisation as soon as possible.

3.1 Traffic Management Arrangements 

A
Removal of all traffic (except buses, taxis, cycles [our emphasis] and service vehicles) from Albert Street, Victoria Street and Wardwick:  this is welcomed for its potential to reduce traffic in the city centre and improve the environment for both pedestrians and cyclists.

B
Construct new signal controlled junction at St Alkmunds Way/Cathedral Road: no objection to this scheme.
C
Construct new signal junction at Cathedral Road/Walker Lane junction with controlled pedestrian crossing facilities: no objection to this scheme.

D
Convert Walker Lane, Jury Street and Bold Lane to two way: this is welcomed as a vital continuation of the recently opened cycle route from Willow Row to Markeaton Park, the University and, when the connection to Prince Charles Avenue is made,  the Mackworth Estate.   At the detailed design stage special care will be required at the various road junctions as this will become the main cycle route between the City Centre and the western suburbs. 
E
Construct new signal junction at Cheapside/Strand junction with controlled pedestrian crossing facilities and remove bus lane on Cheapside.  Existing taxi and designated disabled people parking spaces would be retained:  the DCG supports this.

F
Closure of Strand at junction with Victoria Street and convert Strand to two way: through cycling must be possible between The Strand, Victoria Street and the Wardwick. 

G
Closure of St Michael’s Lane at junction with Sowter Road: through cycling must be possible along St Michael’s Lane.

H
Allow all traffic to use Phoenix Street underpass: currently restricted to buses and bicycles, the DCG is concerned that the increased traffic flow will make cycling in the underpass more dangerous.  Could cycling be permitted on the existing footpath through the underpass which  is 2m wide throughout and has dropped kerbs at both ends?  

I
Closure of Becket Street at junction with Wardwick and conversion of Bramble Street to one way: Becket Street was recommended for two–way cycling in DCG 1997 and is a vital link in the city cycle network. It is essential therefore that  cycle access is retained through to the Wardwick.

J
Widen central reserve on Ford Street by the existing pelican and provide a Toucan controlled crossing point: this is welcomed to facilitate the linking of the University Cycle route with a route along Willow Row.

K
Make the Spot one way from Osmaston Road to London Road and provide additional taxi rank facilities…: it is essential to have two way cycling facilities on the section between Osmaston and London Roads and Babington Lane.

L
Convert existing Inner Ring Road roundabout junctions at London Road and Osmaston Road to traffic signal junctions: this is welcomed providing the appropriate facilities for cyclists are incorporated.

M
Reallocation of road space on Morledge as part of the Cock Pitt development to provide designated disabled people parking spaces and enhanced bus, taxi and cycle facilities: the enhanced cycle facilities sound promising.  A two-way cycle route is required along Morledge, towards the railway station, in accordance with recommendations made in DCG 1997.

The DCG notes the intention to introduce Urban Traffic Management and Control (UTMC) in Derby and emphasises the need to consider cyclists’ safety at all points especially at junctions which are particularly dangerous for cyclists.  Bus priority should also be given prominence in any UTMC. The DCG would wish to be consulted before any plans for UTMC are finalised. 

3.2 Pedestrian, Cycle and Public Transport Improvements 
3.2.1
City Centre Cycle Routes:

The DCG notes with satisfaction that the proposed cycle routes for the City Centre, as depicted in TT10.3/10, are largely consistent with  previous DCG  recommendations  (DCG 1997).  A full illustration of the  Cycle Routes for Derby City Centre as proposed by the DCG and the 1988 City of Derby Local Plan is given in figure 1 (not available in electronic format).  There are, however, some issues that still need clarification and emphasis.

1 Contra flow cycling in one way streets should be permitted even where there is no contra-flow bus lane.

2 Green Lane must be kept open for (two way) cycling during, and upon completion of, the Becket Well Redevelopment.  It is an essential cycle route to the City Centre.

3 While DCG welcomes, ‘enhanced pedestrian and cycle links between the city centre and the railway station’ (DCC 1999,p8),  Plan TT10.3/10 shows a cycle route from Castle St to Liversage Way but does not make it clear how this crosses Traffic Street.   The subway under Traffic Street is well used by pedestrians but is also wide enough to be shared by cyclists.  It forms an essential link in the cycle route from the western suburbs to the railway station and beyond. 

4 All cycle routes must be fully sign posted and effectively linked to one another so as to form a comprehensive cycle network.

3.2.2
The Pedestrianised  Area (St Peters Street, Corn Market and East Street):

The DCG believe that the current prohibition on cycling at all times is difficult to enforce because cyclists feel the ban  to be unreasonable when the area is open to delivery vehicles.  The DCG argues that St Peters Street and Corn Market should be opened to two way cycling  when  open to delivery traffic.  Cyclists could be reminded that it is a pedestrian area by signs like those displayed where the Riverside Path passes under St Mary’s Bridge: ‘Cyclists give way to Pedestrians’ 

3.3 Inner Ring Road Completion

In view of the DCGs commitment to sustainable transport promotion and  road traffic reduction, it opposes further road construction on the grounds that it:

A,
generates yet more traffic throughout the city as more cars take advantage of the new road.  This detracts  from walking and cycling.  Pressure then builds up for yet further road construction.

B,
tends to move the congestion to another location rather than remove it altogether.

C,
contributes to further decline in public transport usage.

D,
(in urban areas) occupies land that should be designated for residential purposes in view of national housing shortage and pressures to encroach on Green Belt land.

E,
uses financial resources that could be  more effectively used to improve cycling and public transport infrastructure. 

The DCG  therefore opposes Option 2 (Original dual carriage proposal Stage 3), Option 3 (Original dual carriageway proposal Stage 5) and Option 6 (As Option 5 plus single carriageway link Burton Road to Uttoxeter Road). This level of road construction contradicts the objectives laid down  in the introduction to the Transportation Strategy. 

Option 4 (Radial bus priority, single carriageway link Osmaston to Burton Road) and Option 5 (as Option 4 plus Ford, Agard & Bridge St two way) have been proposed, in part at least, to improve the conditions for residents on Charnwood  and Leopold Streets. The DCG is aware of the danger and inconvenience caused to residents in this area and would support measures to rectify the situation.  These might take the form of demand management schemes to encourage traffic to avoid  the two streets.  Could traffic off Osmaston and London Roads be sent round the existing dual carriage way on the north side of the city rather than using Charnwood and Leopold Streets?   

The concerns of the DCG regarding road construction between Osmaston Road and Burton Road in Options 4 and 5 are based on points A – E above.   In particular the DCG would emphasis that the new road:

I
would do nothing in itself to reduce overall traffic levels in Derby.

II
might be the ‘thin end of the wedge'  to further road construction and the completion of the inner ring road (Option 2/3).

III
use land that could be used for housing.

Consequently, the DCGs prefered option  is Option 1 (Do Nothing) but implementing all the bus priority  lanes and other changes to the existing Inner Ring road  as listed under Options 4 and 5.  The DCG believe that, far from being ‘Do Nothing’, this option, when combined with the traffic management proposals, amounts to sensible management of road space.  If it is considered by the City Council that some road building is essential, the full version of either Option 4 or 5 would be viewed by the DCG as being the least undesirable of the alternatives. If either of these options is adopted, the DCG would stress the importance of linking segregated cycle routes on each side of  the new road to the rest of the existing cycle  network. 

The DCG welcomes greater bus priority in Friar Gate and Uttoxeter Road. Plans to alter traffic flows in Ford Street, Agard Street, Bridge Street are accepted providing all the signal  junctions permit cycle as well as pedestrian crossing facilities. 

3.4
King Street Improvement

There is severe congestion in the King Street area and so a ‘Do Nothing’ option (Option 1) is not realistic.  On the other hand the DCG opposes Option 2 (King Street Widening Stages 1 and 2) for the same reasons it opposes Options 2 and 3 for the Inner Ring Road completion (Section 3.3 above). However the DCG would support Option 3 (King Street bus priority scheme) because bus priority   benefits public transport and cycling and there will be minimal building demolition and land take for road works.

The DCG notes with satisfaction the proposal for a pedestrian and cycle crossing of King Street  as part of the  new cycle route parallel to St Alkmunds Way from Brook Street to the Riverside path. Safe cycle passage must also be considered  at the Five Lamps junction, across the slip road onto St Alkmunds Way and at the junction with Queen Street.

4 Conclusion 

The DCG emphasises how much it supports the specific transport objectives laid down in the document.  The proposals for improved pedestrian and cycle facilities, along with greater bus priorities are particularly welcome.   Regarding cycle facilities,  the DCG emphasises again the critical importance of keeping Green Lane open for cyclists at all times in view of its essential role in the City Centre cycle network.   For Inner Ring Road Completion and King Street Improvement, the DCG opposes further road construction but is generally supportive of the proposed traffic demand management schemes. 

In view of the importance to Derby  of the Transportation Strategy,  the DCG is pleased to have had the opportunity to comment on it.  On this basis the DCG looks forward to continuing discussions with the City Council and being of as much assistance as possible in  realising  the declared objectives  of  the Transportation Strategy .  
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