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Drawing No D&I/A1/0178
Showing layout of cycle routes

Appendix A
Showing plan of proposals attached

Appendix B
Letters and E-mails received in response to the Consultation on the North Oxford Cycle Route Improvements. Copies are available in the Members’ Resource Centre  

Summary of comments received

Detailed Comments

	From
	Detailed Comments
	Proposed Action to be taken

	Representative of CTC
	Supports Toucan Crossing in Banbury Road
	Noted

	Representative of CTC
	Woodstock Road

1. Has reservations at the bus stop due to the inadequate width – “another case of cycle facilities compromised by inadequate design/space”.

2. Could be visibility issues relating to vehicles entering or exiting drive ways. This will need checking.

3. Shared/segregated foot/cycle tracks blur the issue of cycling on the footway. To help over come this, he suggests painting “No Cycling” on the footway at all locations where the cycle track finishes. Painting on the footway reduces street clutter, and will most probably be seen more by cyclists.

4. Acknowledges that the track width is mostly 3.5 – 4m, which is not that bad – meets the “normal minimum” width except at trees/bus stop.

5. At trees, width falls below absolute minimum width. He suggests :-

    - keep (rather narrow) segregated past the trees to avoid clutter of shared/segregated transition signage (which he expects would be a mystery to the public as they most probably would not appreciate the significance of the difference). He feels that keeping segregated presumably avoids numerous patches of tactile slabs as well.

    - allow the track nearer the tree to have extra width to accommodate tree growth from suckering shoots for the base of the tree trunk.

    -ensure a schedule to ensure the suckering growth is trimmed regularly.

6. Need to re-jig the line of the existing cycle track immediately north of Bainton road to permit south bound cycling. Need to keep the existing entry (flushed kerb) just north of Bainton Rd – improvement to this would be appreciated, which he thinks is compromised by a road drain right by the flush kerb.

7. The bus stop really is too narrow. The day he was there the 2m bench – kerb width was reduced by 4 (human) legs and a push chair waiting for a bus. Points to note :-

    -Road space is available, the south bound lane at this point is generous (approx 3.7m), he thought that the right turn lane (into Lathbury Rd) could be squeezed a bit also if space was  needed?)

    -Locating the bench (and litter bin) a few meters N or S to the end of the bus pull in (wider footway) might lessen the squeeze on the footway.

8. Cycle track crossing of the end of Bainton and Frenchay Road needs to be set back to permit easier checking by cyclists for turning vehicles. 


	1. It is proposed to remove the narrow bus bay. 

2. Exiting cars from driveways need to take care at all times for pedestrians and cyclists. The cycle track will be provided next to the carriageway which will provide an element of visibility splays for both cyclists and motorists.

3. It is preferable to provide the small regulatory ‘End of Cycle Route’ sign to diagram 965 in these situations.

4. Noted.

5. To maximise width would mean removing mature trees. The suggestions here meet with the current proposals. Maintenance of the trees is a matter for the County Council but is generally administered by the City Council.

6. Points of detail that will be addressed.

7. Bus lay by will be removed thereby increasing width available here.

8. Cyclists should not cycle straight across the bellmouths of road junctions. The end of the cycle track, and adjoining footway, will be marked by tactile paving.

	Resident of Bainton Road
	Woodstock Road

1. Objects to the creation of a cycle track on the stretch of Woodstock Road pavement between Frenchay Road and Bainton Road. The safety of pedestrians (and users of bus stops) has already been put at risk by encouraging cyclists to use pavements.
Cyclists already fail to confine themselves to the designated tracks on pavements, and where there is no pavement cycle track, many use pavements anyway rather than the bus & cycle lane. They are a constant, silent hazard to pedestrians. Points out that she is a fit, brisk walker and is able to jump out of the way of cyclists, but even she has had close encounters.
2. Asks if local residents have been asked their opinion about this move? I could find nothing about it on the Oxfordshire County Council website but her search brought up an article headlined ‘Woodstock Road Cycle Track Victory’ by Oxford West and Abingdon Liberal Democrats. Says that this ‘victory’ is another defeat for local pedestrians.
3. Asks that consideration be given to the current arrangements as cyclists already use both sides of the pavement on the Woodstock Road for its entire length. Many cyclists disregard the signs and road markings and claim the right of way on all pavements. Any pedestrian brave enough to request a cyclist to use the cycle lane (or the designated part of the pavement) is met with either blank incomprehension or aggression.
Many pavement cyclists see nothing wrong in pedalling several abreast, around blind corners, and at night without lights (indeed, from what she gathers, the absence of lights is seen as a good reason for not using the bus & cycle lane).

Asks if cyclists are ever reprimanded for breaking the law and endangering pedestrians. Is any effort made to educate cyclists about courtesy and pedestrians safety? The promotion of cycling has reached the point where cyclists are encouraged to forget that they owe anyone a duty of care (and this is not just the ‘boy racers’, and not just on the main roads; her husband once stepped out of their front gate, onto the very narrow pavement of Bainton Road, into the path of an unrepentant middle-aged, female cyclist).
4. Comments that she witnessed a near-collision between two cyclists which nearly involved her too at the Pelican crossing at Frenchay Road
5. Continues that she could not imagine why this stretch of Woodstock Road pavement was to be designated for cycling, since there is a bus & cycle lane for most of its length. The article on the LibDems website explains that the junction near Moreton Road ‘makes the road very narrow and frightening for cyclists’. Points out that while cyclists have a choice – they can dismount to negotiate a junction on foot – pedestrians have nowhere else to go, and it can be ‘frightening’ for them too to find cycles bearing down on them. The proposed method of improving this junction for cyclists will sacrifice yet another long stretch of pavement, and another bus stop, to cyclists, and further reinforce the widespread notion that all pavements belong to them. 
6. Suggests that part of the money set aside for creating a further stretch of pavement cycling track should be used instead to improve the signage and enforcement of the current arrangements. 
	1. The County Council’s cycling strategy includes the provision of cycling on footways only where segregated or shared use is considered appropriate and is clearly defined on site.

2. Stakeholders have been informed and a letter drop  undertaken with frontagers. It was not advertised on the website due to an administrative oversight.

3. This is a matter of enforcement by the police authority. (Recently 80 fixed penalty notices were served in the Summertown area).

4. Cyclists have to ride with due care and attention. The existing lining at the Pelican crossing identifies the routes that pedestrians and cyclists should take. 

5. It is considered that providing space for the less confident and experienced cyclists is a safer option for these cyclists than sharing the bus lane space. 

6. The improvement scheme includes for additional signing for the cycle route. Enforcement is a matter for Thames Valley Police.




	Oxford Pedestrians Association
	Banbury Road – Conversion of Pelican to Toucan Crossing

1. Cycle markings direct the cyclists across the existing tactile paving.

2. Untimely to bring forward proposals when consideration of 20 mph limit is being considered.


	1. Consideration will be given to providing improved markings that direct cyclists away from the tactiles.

2. 20 mph is not being introduced on Banbury Road.

	Oxford Pedestrians Association
	Woodstock Road - Conversion of Pelican to Toucan Crossing near Frenchay Road

1. Concerned about the conflicts between cyclists and pedestrians including the cycle markings directing cyclists across the existing tactile paving.

2. Requests consideration of installing full traffic signals at this junction.

Woodstock Road – Altering west side footway to part cycle track

3. Considers that the proposed route will be too narrow alongside the bus lay by.

4. Considers that the proposed route is too narrow alongside mature trees particularly o/s no. 193 Woodstock Road.

5. Accepts that there is a case for segregated use on the footpath north of no. 227 Woodstock Road but that there are trees here that restrict width. 

6. Expresses concern with pedestrians and cyclists being in conflict with exiting vehicles from driveways.

7. Requests that lining is remarked on the existing segregated section north of Bainton Road.


	1. Consideration will be given to realigning the tactiles and providing a shared use area in the area of the proposed Toucan crossing.

2. The Toucan will provide safe crossing facilities for cyclists. The side road traffic does not warrant a fully signalised junction. Also the Toucan crossing will create gaps in the flowing traffic on Woodstock Road that will enable side road traffic to enter.

3. Bus lay by to be removed.

4. The width here is 2.5m which is less than the recommended width for segregated use. The options are to accept this narrow width or one of the alternatives - removing a mature tree, providing a shared space section with two extra tactile paving sections or diverting the route onto the carriageway. It is considered that as it is over a short length and there is good visibility it is preferable to accept the restriction as proposed.

5. As stated above in 4, it is considered that it is preferable to accept that there is a short section of restriction width of segregated route.

6. Motorists, pedestrians and cyclists have a duty to take care in these situations which exist nationally. Whilst give way markings could be provided at each and every driveway, this would be completely against the de-cluttering policy. No action to be taken.

7. This is on the maintenance list of lining renewals by the Area Engineer.

	Thames Valley Police
	Banbury Road Toucan

Requests that the following items be considered:-

1. Zig-zag lines for controlled area should be in accordance with advice given in section 15.19 Traffic Signs Manual 5   (picture showed them stopping in middle of junction)

2. Lighting to relevant British Standard.

3. Temporary ‘new crossing’ signs.

4. Extension of high friction surface on approach to crossing from Oxford direction (dependant on approach speed)

5. Audible bleepers or rotating tactile knobs.

6. All signage as per Traffic Signs Regulations and General Directions 2002 (photo showed omission of transverse line on double yellow lines)


	1. Agreed. Will be modified.

2. Already complies.

3. Standard practice to erect these for 3 months after new crossing is opened.

4. Skidding resistance of existing carriageway surface will be assessed.

5. These will be provided in accordance with current standards. 

6. Noted and any shortcomings will be rectified.

	Thames Valley Police
	Woodstock Road

Request that the following items be considered:-

1. Zig-zag lines for controlled area should be in accordance with advice given in section 15.19 Traffic Signs Manual 5.

2. High friction surface on both approaches to crossing if necessary.

3. Lighting to relevant British Standard.

4. Temporary ‘new crossing’ signs.

5. Audible bleepers or rotating tactile knobs.

6. Implementation of adjacent and shared use facility for pedestrians and cyclists in accordance with advice given in LTN 1/04 & 2/04.

7. All signage as per Traffic Signs Regulations and General Directions 2002.
	1. Agreed. Will be modified

2. Skidding resistance of existing carriageway surface will be assessed.

3. Already complies.

4. Standard practice to erect these for 3 months after new crossing is opened.

5. These will be provided in accordance with current standards. 

6. The design will comply with OCC’s design standards. 

7. Agreed.



	Representative of 

Cyclox
	No specific comments but feels that a substantial number of cyclists crossing Banbury Road will act as normal road users and cross without using the Toucan facilities. Adds that the Toucan in Banbury Road will make it safer for schoolchildren cycling to the various schools in the area.


	Noted.

	Cllr Dermot Roaf
	Responded to the resident of Bainton Road  in a scheme supportive manner


	Noted

	Cllr Jean Fooks
	Supports the schemes


	Noted
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