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_hat a Meadows oycle-way can be

V*“faustlfled? S?OKES’be11e f

"7justifiéd;ui In*tji document we show that theré 1s more than'7

enough demand?fbr a'cycle-way 1n the Meadows area~ we show

~ 'that there 1s a need te lmprove the road safety of - cyollsts 1nf;s

‘ lthe Meadows‘area'"and we arguj r“'pECLflcgprOposals er}:[}é:i

*diately to the oouth\of centzal Edlnburgh.v Itfis flanked,on

;\eral magor cycle trafflc,gene!év'rs.ithe‘

ﬁ*fthe north s1d:_b

A,,_rt College, the Unlver »ty of Eﬁinburgh. ,Am i

ifRoyal Inflrmary,_

}‘7‘f The north ex1t 13 about§1/2 mlle frem Prlnces Street and the"'jr
Ei}?maln commerCLal centre of the city. , To the lmmedlate sauth of -

) «f5the park lle densely populated res;dentlal areas.,7;f'if'n

. ;'

'i'?LThe LlnkS 1s a secon {park on. rlslng ground StTEtChlng 1n

a wedve shape from a point ebntlguous ’qjthe Meadows in a sauth—;f?ij

fwesterly dlrectlon far5abeut'1/2‘a'ml1e,f, The Llnks are repu-*’°’




Eli-.ro *he south Jnd west, r densely

'7fflaw lS frequentlywbrcken, tO the annoyance Of Zany, citlzens

”*fanorcement is\attempted by park patrols in motor vans, but

p'?=no prosecul pnsihave been made.ﬁ; The frequency of 1nfr1ng'

 ments observed ~;tself an indicatlon of the demand,f

'-_\cycllng f3017 ”ies{‘n thls area. . But iny a small mlnarity'¢¢

of cycllsts:choose,to gnore the bye~1aws. most CJCle on theﬁ? 55¥

lfffﬁxmylly trafflcgeﬁ roa&s arcund the Meadous on their way

‘ JOI‘k .-

g  4;1;The SPOKES Meadcws Cvcle*Survev.:

5f3f;i To flnd‘out 3ust heu many peapl: cjcle to work,ln the

‘Meaaows area, SPOKBS con _te&:a survey ﬁn May]iﬂhand]&ﬁh,l978.af *'/

’Vean abstract




jarea au many eycllsts takaﬂvac, rbutes Wthh av01d beaVJ trafa*;ff’ff

,‘fle wherever pOSSlble.

The observers recordeﬁ over‘1300 cycle movements on. the L

:;ff«ednesaay (warm an:fsunny) andfoverillOO on. the FTlday (001ﬁ

‘journeys lncorporat- ’, “;f}

- and W1ndy) Becguse'some cycll
1ng to gunctlons an | ceuntlng uas unav01d- fo“?”?

'able.’° Ellmlnatlng suchgdoubke-countlng,wan‘average of at,

 fleast 800 cvcllsts

observed each day 1n the area durlngA

‘7 ¥§ﬁe3m6: $5 -mork perlod

Over @ne— hir, of the cycle 3ourneys were,made du 1n_,;7fs%
”'w the half-hour between 8 43 a m..and 9,15 a, m': “this

 'the bu81est tlme for other trafflc a8 hell.

At each of the junctlons observed at least half_the"‘:

B cycllsts made journeys Wthh would nave benefatedvdirectly

"“?5_3~from the ex1stenced‘f]cyple~ways aoross the Meadows.,; ii[,f

| There can be 1 ttie doubt “then that a Meadows cycle—way L
;5 7placed along the prlnclpal de81re—line would be well-uoed.:
Ve estlmate that 1t would carry at 1east 200 v.p.h. at peak

J{sflcw 1f cycle use 1n the4area remalns stable.zé

L

.'. L

5. Road Ac01dents around thenMeadows.ff?5f€f i‘f”'

The praposals have been‘draun up so as to prQV1de

L f_ficontlnuous rout 1nes\es revealed by the sur—¥j f'

'i*ﬁey§ *; jﬂi?* ‘“y?eyellsts a8 poss;ble to




‘;V“?Sustained 1ncrease.

"’ fdar

"“*}at the junctluns of Warrender Park Terrace‘/ Marchmont Roa&

| “*fprotgct oycllsts ‘at- Marchmunt Road / Meiv1llb Drlve and willf” 

The 1ncrease lS even more dramatlc, but

i

»7’:ACCID?NTS
. |REPORTED

.

\""'fT*SOuth lerk Stre et.-

Meadows is obV1ous enouﬂh from the accxdent flgures.;,,

o Much of tﬁe cycle tr ff

INJURIES TO CYCLISTS

The dan er to cyclists of present road routea around the

’uﬁroutes pass is,

o draw them way from the other accident~prone streets.ﬂ

5years thp cupltal COst of a Meadows cycle-way.»

ff.?%;

The proposed cycle—way w111 do much toi j 

. munlty ln QVJlde inaury costs will no doubt exceed ln ﬁ few

7rguably, ﬂn even reatbr dlSlncentlve to

,Mag *g_arﬁ§_é§ the Meadows

;cycle use thqn the a001dent flgures themselves..“f"'

ehté?iﬁg?félleQﬁs;erm?%hé7f

 ~1;;ﬂﬂd1sp1ac°d by 6 months, 1£ the flvures are establlshed by oalen— ,»,f;

INJURIES TO PEDESTRIANS';f"“

S ”";Sllght serlous

1,f: fThe accidents were not distrlbuted randcmly around the streets i

‘ Ecuncerned the acecmoanylng map shows startllng eoncentratlons

"Vlffqnd Marohmont Ro d / Mélv1lle Derv, at / near Tollcross andfo“vﬂ,f@

’Potentlal acc¢dents Wlll be avulded and the saV1ngs to the com~5h7';

R S

tho

~‘:E_rce1ved danber of the magor 3unctlons through whlch these  ;‘l -
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1ng them on thelr rlght as.

uell. Furthermore ‘some vehlcles 5;f“7

"comlng from Tollcross'turn rlght, across the cycle flow,‘from ,';f’

'ﬂeu cutlng this turn frequently fall;t'fs e cycllsts on the megor:,"

Home Street 1n,0 Thornybauk and Lochrln Place. Vehlcles exe—eff-f

‘°Hroad and there haVe been some minor acciae;ts not reported teQ ff€

;the pollce and manj near mlsses :ss is a Junctlcn

whlcb lS dengerous to cyc11 £ dangerous. lt con—;‘

35, Stiﬁutes; a represslon o defﬂand ior chle use end helps o e

’7[‘ gﬂenerate the very motor trafflc that mekes 1t unpleasant A

| Meadows cydﬁﬁway ueuld enable maﬂy;fthough not all cyclxsts

E ‘;;i P . ’
:,at present us;ng Tollcress to VOld,lt.‘/fff"”x

‘ Thermain‘cyeifﬁxlbw in the mornlng peak in Summerhall

(CausewayS1de) is proceedlng northuards.i Tbe road is d1v1ded,f7
1nto 3 lanee :1th uneleer road marking LBuccleuch Street v

j‘the north eXit, 13 W1de enough for'only 2 lanes.,f Cycllsts

'proceedlng from Summerhell to BuccleuchfStreet have at presentff

°{;the ch01ce of u81ng the left lane, uhere they rlsk belng cut

i“_ln by. left—turnlng metor vehleles"er uSlng the oentre lane,.’

T‘{where.xhey rlsh belng overtaken kk'the left by fotor vehlcles/

»féjg01ng stra1gb%~ahead and ra01ng vehlclesllnlthe outer lanes./ff'r'

"lee Tollcross, the Buceleuch Street

ﬂ:elv111e Drlve junctlon

1s a real danger to cycllste and very frlghtenlng to use' 81m1—
g arly,‘lt constltutes a repreSSLQn 01 cycle‘use and a generator

E ﬂof the motor trwff c'whlch makesf\w




, oad Junctlons in the Meadous area e o

R\i:to road safety. In the longen term, :

'however, alteratlons “1l‘have to be made to Tollcross and thejyizﬁ

 'INe1vil1e Drive /'Buccleuch Street gunetron, and to many other

i';,cyclists.ﬁbfi 1;ﬂ;%£ x7;*

7.  Gvcl1sts)and Pedestrlans : ) R R
: The proposed cycle £30111tles 1nvolve (a) some stretches
o of cycle- only track and (b) some streiehes oﬁ cycle/pedestrlan

77 798thS lelded by a whlte llne a'dg( e chle/pedestrlan ')?"51}:

]fpaths dlthut lelding lineﬁ: bere ar :many facilltxes of

2 type (a), (b) and (c) 1n'various cxtiesvln;Brltaln an& on all
fA of them, as far au he can ascertain, accident rates are remar— _fxf
fg‘kably lou. There has never been a fatal accldent on the large f*ﬁ

B 30—year old network of cycle/pedestriaﬂ paths (types (b) and

" 'fWSQC))xn Stovenage, and there bave been few accidents of any klnd f f

jf:anthem- The Cambrldge Transport Plan<Report ooncluded that

7:}“confllcts betaeen cyclists and pedestriins are not of such a

7ﬁé¢aie;aéitdﬂre@ﬁiﬁé1gigi§;gegfeg§ti' rcughout";'and thls

- quOnGLuSlOH 1s repxoduced as the Depar mant of the Envxronment' -
,; adv1ce to LOCal Authorit;gs (Nwﬁember‘1975,‘U R.P.B. 18/39/01,;
‘7'§11) ' ”

e Pedestrlans dO’not?;W”a" ;ﬂiShared patbs once_,f~



they are opéﬁédfi
:1tloned ln dyd‘ : 7 e |
ists, sald that they 1ere not ineonvenleneed

78%1d1dn't mind at all and a fur+her 12% dldn't

o ‘was opened £0

B mmm&much 1f uhe experlmbnta

,:Fcbldents 1nvolv1ng cycles have been reported on the Hyde Park )

ﬁCycle Route, hthh 1s*1n some reSpects 81mllar to the Meadows, ;f'k

’?{szdR}way.“_ (The Hyde Pﬂrk Cyclm Route‘ Results of Surver (All

",.change to B;kes, Westmlnster, 1978L)

!

There is then everz ; ":: hét'%hélﬁiﬁihg‘of~¢érs'and'f;t'

5~ zcles asg at p?esent around thes f daggerog 4 and ‘no e
7;ev1dence that m1x1ng cyclists and‘pedestrians as prcposed on ~j-'

\ some of the Meadows paths would lead to ac01dents or 1nconvea';

" n1ence. 'Q{f}j‘ 

8;l‘SPOKPS' Proposals. , :”"H - ,
The sp901f10 proposals for a Meadows Cycle~way are descri—,‘r
bed in this sectlon Wthh must be read 1n congunctlon with the:]'

'i,qccompanylng map.,;‘i"

: Thcrekure clearly many diffqrent ways of meetlng the
demand for cycle fuClllties 1n the Meadows area. DPQKES have
o con51dered and - regected several of them._  In partlcular, we do— ;J
V*;not consider that cycllsts should be allowed to use all foot— *’
| ijpaths W1thout restrlctlon..‘ The flnal proposals lald out below
>ivrecon01le uhe need to provxde continuous and safe routes for :»?

'fcyclists alon travel desire~11nes w1th mlnlmum 1nterference

V w1th pedestrlan‘flows.;. e thlnk thejplan 13 a coherent whole S
“and should be enVlsagﬁd as'a _1ngle proposal and not

'faCth on 1n ‘a. pl@cemeal .»‘.'a:alnzi.an‘T

The bye—laws permitgthe c ty‘gf,,diaburgh Dlstrlct Coun01l

oute qu kept permanently.  'No‘ >,f 
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o to set-aside areas

 :ﬁPedestr1an and cyele,cros31ng plqeesjff;f

mhe7*canﬂbb trl@*"*“f‘;if

Marchmont Road and MelV1lle Dri ~h0uld;be w1d g?"and lelded




/d,at one end by b@llards. Wurrender PArk Cresoent Greenhlll

: Gardens and Bruntsfleld Terrace (one set of bollards at thelr'f;;,,

thern half,

(e) To GreenhlllzGdrdens..d"f;f;‘f;dd?’

The fnllow1ng strbets shculd be shut off tO‘motor traffic

g Junctlon)

The path thqf leads from the Wérrender Park Crescent /

ffngWhltehouse Loan Junction to the Gre nhlll Gardens / Bruntsfleld

| fTerrace aunctlon shbuld be widened to 4 metres, allow1ﬁg 2 metres

ff;:for cycle use._:gf;

, ;on Whltehouse Loan_k; bi;xn,,‘

ddcyclmsts fromABruntsileld and partw

fwldened path should be protected by “lee Way" sxgns to traffic

:gggﬂh to South~east.

The cycle cr0331ng from Warrender Park Crescent to the"

The preV1ous sectlon provide /continuous Safe route for L

.aftGr“nge and Marchmdnt,




A

T7f~,>1ts Junctlon W1th Summerhall. B 13; ﬁ "; , fVQ“; SRR

'““" Wlth no lelu

‘ l(8 2 (a))

4 8;4anst—West

:1,h dlﬁldal 1nterfer

(b) The step~dcwn Yrom Nelvllle Terrace to the' gardens south,*Lf'Qﬁ
‘eof Mclv1lle Drlve at the pedestrlan CrOSSlng Opposite Boysyn;ri;'\/

'nBrlgede Walk to be wxdened and converted $o a ramp..t "‘

(c) The pedestrlan cr0831ng at Lbys;Brlgaae Walk to be Conver~ ﬁ:efi

:gted to eyole pedestr;an croseing.

(d) Boys Brlgade Walk toy ehared cycle/pedestrlan path

<f& LLnefaup t0o its Junctlon w1th the oycle track

fe) Tuwnswomen,S‘Gu;ld's Walk tp beq shqreﬁ cycle/pedesnnan.path., -
(ﬁ) The pwth to Boroughloch to a shared cycle/pedestrlan path.v‘n’i

The pedestrlﬂn and cycle flows en these paths.;neunllkely

‘_to be heavy 1f all are op ned to cyolzsts. ﬁ It weulﬁ be unW1se

??5,e~to concentrate all cycle flow from the south-east onto a single ﬂffﬁ f

*i.}<track.

‘f On shar a c;cle/pedestrian paths pedestrlans have priarlty./ef!f

- The preVLOus two sectlons catee.for almost all south-north
‘trafflc. Nonetheless there 1s a clear demand also for an east- f;fd'

west route, glVlng access to the Klng 5 Theatre / Gllmore Place fjifﬁ

area whllst<avo;dlngaTolIoross. ) Thls sheuld?be_catered for thus,,an

(al,North Meadow Walk to be W1dERe‘ to'4:metres‘and lelded by f,}f

;a

a whlte llne, cycllsts u31ng the*’ rthern aection,l p:to>the




-/ exit into Lensds




| “X1t‘p01nts and gunctions.

o Pmblé‘ms :

Cycle/pedesfrfan confllct need not arlse 1f sen81ble rules 5f§f

-xof ccnduct are establlshed and publzc;sed We would suggest a:

fverJ Slmple rule..pedestrlwns have prlorlty at all tlmes on all

funa1v1ded patns and when crossxng l'other:mypes of path. ' Theyf  |

‘" would be adv;sed to- keep cleﬂrﬂjf-fhe cyclewsectlon of divided

'ﬂ‘ fpaths qnd of the Segregatedfiycle track (these would be bOth

' surfaced in green), but thejﬁweuld contlnue to have the right to N

"use the englr‘ h Meadows as au present. SPOKVS feelsggt;

S
-

‘*5\conf1dent that moSt cyclis 5 would flnd these rules easy to obey.fi;é
he OVerWhelmlng ma;orlty Of Cycllsts currently obey thie no- {ﬁf7?3{'<

’cyollnc rule, even though thls means u61ng heav11y-trafflcked

"froads and for many it means not u51ng thelr blkes at all.

12, Governmunt ASS1stance.

The Government's Transport Poll_z (HMSO 1977) Stdtes that'

'1"loca1 authoritles shoul& consider ways of helplng cycllsts" (§123%~3
 5QﬁjIn order to help them dc thls, the Departmeﬁt Of Transport "w1ll ;{;{

"fi?strengtheﬂ 1ts Trafflc AdV1sory Unlt“ and through 1ts Reglonal

, Offlces "wxll 1mprove 1ts adV1ee to local authoritles....lﬁ W11117Jf5

\ {also contrlbute to the cost of uelected expeflmantal sChemeS fOr,r_ﬁ,

. .#.

cycllsts and he lp tg deg_se and monltor tbem.";fi¥‘f“

Thls passage of the Whlte PJ‘ r;has been strengthened in :

- the commlttee stuges of tbe Tran port Blll ané the reVLsed

wordlng w111 become law in the next *“JThe Méadows ' 'f



LN

flc flow. ,

Traffic counts must be




. Respondents w

,:NQ ._ ;msmafz{i ¥

This does not seem,to be an untyplcal cross~section of the” cycllng;Lfi
pcpulatlon, but answers to the following questlon are somewhat

surpr131ng glven common assumptlons about cycle use 1n Edinburgh,v"Vﬁf

] ;gi;;ééﬂiﬁzs%);
‘ wsomamxmas 1 32 (4 |
e-jRARELY : F” 4| (28) |

[ewe | 3|e® |
 if§G;§ﬁSWER7ff 15ﬁ{ (7%)5Nf*" |

| Of those Who dld not own o blcyele, 94% (15) dld not obgact* L
‘to the proposed cycle-way, smmllarly, 94% of those who dld own onei;{
Hlor more cycles approved SPOKES’ propcsals. 3 The majorlty of '7'
'»‘those who did obaect to the cycle—way were—oycle-awners. 7 owners
‘2!“*v1n the 15 - 25 age group, 6 in the OVur - 25'8, and 1 non—owner.f;fff
v*f', Of the 13 cycle-owning ob;ectors to the scheme, 8 sald they wouldt‘i

. ;;‘nonetheless use the cycle-way whan 1t lS built ThlS apparent ,jfl}

‘“5f1ncon81stpncy 1s explained by thelr COmments Writ{en 1n the space

‘f;prOVLde& "Why the MeﬂdOWS9 Pr1nc~s Street'"* "If'tbe'roads were

Abetter the Meadows could bc left alone"'*“M31V1lleJDr1ve should be  ?

i‘closed to cars and turnedglnto a cycle-way."; : One obaoctor had

falrly obvmously not seen SPOKES detalled propgsals and mentloned
, :'dlfflculty at JunCtlons" aS tbg“‘f‘” - Tenl : S

;numbcr of those who obgected pr ppsé;g;agdf"§gid}nét ﬁsé,a:i«:




cya] e—way bu‘b who d:.d own bllmq was 1n¢1.g115£1(‘dn$' 1; Qut of 231

| replles (.«:)‘ﬁ).;-w Mor sxgnlflcant ;s the fﬂct that 75% of those ,f

,{2WH'a cycle sald they would use tbe»cycle~way - whlch
indlcatcs, presumably, that they would buy a blcycle first, Although'
the numbers lnvolved (lZ‘out of 16) are too. small to. be rellable, |
thls result does correspond to the flndlngs of a survey cqrried

out for the Country31d° Comm1331on;qnd whlch revealed that 60% of

the non~cycle~ownlng households 1n the country would buy a bioyelei

if safer facilltles were prOVlded for cycle-use.fﬁ' '“1-7 ;Vf T 7¢?7

REETACIN

| Thu bulk of thv comments made in: the space prov;ded were
favorable, if not enthuS1qstlc. <"Good ldea", "exeellent idea",

"Guld on you" "Keep 1t up" were frequent. Severelfmen%iOned fbe

\ need forfcy‘f? nd the Mesdows erea, and one sket~ :"y

 ched 1ntanpléﬁ”iﬁ '~trcet tunnel' A good

number ma de v ry unfaVora ; i'ommsnts;on'the current policy of
u51ng a motor van for ths Pﬂrk Patrol, :nd suggested that the

Meadows should be pﬁtrolled By men on bicycles. SPOKES thlnks o

~this an excellent suggestlon and Would llke it to be aeted upon
1mmpd1ately. Such a change poses nc greﬁt 35 legal problem than
the present pollcy,‘and 1t would do~much to hearten the many hun~'fV
dreds of people whovsre 1mpatiently awaitlng a MeadOWS»Gycle—way.f;J{i
We Wuuld slso 11ke to suggest 4 from exp rlence. - that a cycle -
p“th‘ would be fﬁster,/mere mano uvrable, more eff ctlve and 1ess.r‘

of a nulsance to peéestrlans than a nOLSy and cumbsrsame van.,t"

| id. faki“ Thls doeument 1s accompanied by a petit 1 _
31gnatures.~ It w1ll be noticed that a. hlgh proportlon of the
' residents af the streets affected by SPOKES proposals are 31gnahnﬁes{?




