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Dear Andrew

CITY CENTRE SOUTHERN ARC DEVELOPMENT FRAMEWORK – CONSULTATION DRAFT

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this consultation draft and for the earlier invitations to participate in the various “charrettes”.
SPOKES welcomes the general tenor of the Draft Development Framework and, in particular, the positive recognition to the importance of encouraging cycling and walking in the area and the health, environmental and economic benefits that will result from this. SPOKES fully endorses the assessment of the current situation in para 2.3 and, in particular, the comment that the principal traffic routes passing through the area “are busy and often congested, making movement by foot or by cycle unappealing and potentially hazardous”. We also share the Vision set out in chapter 4 which includes the objective of “making movement around the city on foot or by bike easy, safe and attractive”. 
This consultation draft refers to the existing Active Travel Action Plan (ATAP) as the framework for achieving this objective and we agree with this although there is considerable, further detailed work required to make this a success on the ground, particularly in areas such as the Southern Arc. In general, we welcome the intention of identifying specific proposals within the Southern Arc area which can help to give focus to the ATAP plans as well as extending them in certain respects.
Nevertheless, we recommend that the proposed projects should be reviewed before the Development Framework is finalised and additional projects added. These are our specific comments:

Haymarket area
We agree that this is a particularly hostile environment for pedestrians and cyclists. For cyclists, the area is very dangerous with busy roads in all directions, and considerable difficulty in negotiating lanes in the surrounding one way streets and when turning right. The new tram service, when it arrives, is likely to create a further obstacle and point of danger. 

The station is currently used by many cyclists who combine cycling with a train journey and there is a shortage of cycle parking space and this is bound to get worse given the projections for increased use of the station following its refurbishment and the electrification of the line to Glasgow. For those wishing to take bikes on the train, getting to the platform itself is awkward and difficult. 
We agree that a radical rethink is necessary of the surrounding road layout which puts pedestrians and cyclists to the fore. Please note that, in our view, the needs of cyclists in this area cannot be accommodated by paintwork on the road alone. There is a need to consider the scope for segregated routes and advance cycle lights at junctions together with improved and additional cycle parking. We endorse the view that changes to the existing 1 way systems will be required and that satisfactory links for cyclists to the EICC, Exchange area, Fountainbridge and Canal are required. The latter will require a satisfactory way for cyclists coming to and from Haymarket to cross Dalry Rd to get access to Dalry Place and the existing route to the canal. Any doubts that Dalry Place cannot be used for cycling should be resolved so that this is explicitly permitted and this should be reflected in the signage. 
For the station itself, there are major refurbishment plans in prospect and we consider that the Development Framework should include a statement on the desirability of providing good access for cyclists; a direct link through into the station from Dalry Rd; and the provision of a “cycling hub” on the model of that recently installed at Leeds station – see the attached link - http://www.wymetro.com/news/projects/projectdetails/LeedsStationCyclePoint.htm
Haymarket to Holyrood
We agree that this route presents an unfriendly environment for cyclists and has the potential to become a more cycle friendly orbital route around the southern edge of the city centre. It is earmarked in ATAP as part of the Family Friendly Network which requires routes of a standard that allow unaccompanied 12 year olds to cycle in safety. The width of the roads will make this very challenging and cosmetic changes will be of little value and fail to meet the necessary standard. Indeed, controls over traffic volumes are likely to be required as part of the overall plan if this is to be a success. 

Although we are very much in favour of the proposal in principle, unless there is specific funding available for the implementation of the Development Framework, and which are additional to the funds available for the implementation of ATAP, there will be a need to look carefully at the relative priority of the route against other competing priorities for investment in the Family Friendly Network elsewhere in the city. In the short term, it may be possible to make significant improvements in specific areas, for example, the proposed off road route from the Grassmarket to the canal; good quality cycle lanes instead of the current parking bays in the Grassmarket;  limited engineering works to facilitate right turns from the Grassmarket to Kings Stables Rd and access to and from Candlemaker Row and the Grassmarket (the current “mini roundabout” is very unsafe as it is ignored by most motorists travelling to and from the Cowgate; and improvements to the links to the Meadows cycle paths such as a contra flow cycle lane on upper Lady Lawson St and/or improvements to the surface of Lauriston St and an Advanced Stop at the junction with Lauriston Place.
The Royal Mile
We are disappointed about the lack of suggestions to encourage cycling in the proposals for this project area. There should be more traffic-free areas on the Royal Mile, like the current stretch between the Tron and St Giles.  Or at least there should be some traffic calming or layouts to discourage through motor traffic, especially in Canongate and St Mary's St where traffic is particularly heavy. 

Setts pose a problem for bicycles.  If the setts are to be retained, they should be well-maintained, particularly when replaced after utility work. Lines of setts should run across the road, at right angles to the direction of travel, not parallel to the road. 
There is a need for more cycle parking, particularly around the junction with St Mary’s St/Cranston St
Chambers St
As you recognise, from a cycling point of view this is a well used through route. We agree that the overall space could be better used and, at present, is too much is given over to motor traffic and car parking. Cycle access (with clear cycle lanes if motor traffic use continues) and cycle parking should be included in any broader attractively designed environmental improvement linked to the necessary controls over traffic and car parking.

Other Proposals for Projects
1. Kings Stables Rd provides good access by bike and on foot to Lothian Rd notwithstanding the dreary and unsympathetic buildings (former council offices and “brutalist” car parking) on the south side. From a cycling point of view, the cycle route at the western end needs to be upgraded and proper access to Lothian Rd provided. More general improvements could be realised with the demolition of the 60s car parking and other buildings which have clearly reached the end of their useful life.
2. Johnston Ter – This should be brigaded with the Royal Mile. At present it largely used as a bus parking space for tourists in the summer and, although it is not particularly hazardous for cyclists and pedestrians, its potential could be enhanced.  It is identified as part of the Family Friendly Network in ATAP.
3. Holyrood Park – the existing shared pedestrian/cycle path adjacent to the park road between Newington and Holyrood is not fit for purpose and is positively dangerous in the dark given Historic Scotland’s decision to minimise artificial lighting. The Development Framework should suggest that Historic Scotland improves the path with segregated paths for cyclists and pedestrians. An alternative would be a complete prohibition on motor traffic (with the exception of emergency vehicles) for that part of the lower road which is closed to traffic on Sundays, but this option may be too controversial.
I trust that these comments will be of interest to you. Please get in touch if you would like to discuss or clarify any of our points.

Yours sincerely

Richard Grant
