
THE CASE FOR A 

MEADOWS 
CYCLE WAY 

A submission made to Edinburgh District Council and 
Lothian Regional Council by S P O K E S The Lothian Cycle 
Campaign June 1978. 

Copies available from SPOKES, 2A Ainslie Place, Edinburgh. Price 50p. 



CONTENTS 

1. Why build a cycle-way? Page 1 

2. The Meadows and Bruntsfield Links 1 

3. The Legal Position 2 

4. SPOKES Meadows Cycle Survey 2 

5. Road Accidents 3 

6. The Major Hazards in the Meadows area 4 

7. Cyclists and pedestrians 6 

8. SPOKES Proposals: The Cycle-Way described 7 

9. Possible further developments 11 

10. Signing 11 

11. Problems 12 

12. Government assistance 12 

13. Public response 13 

Th is document was written by David Bel los with the assistance of 
David du F e u , John Gray , Stephanie Deans , Brian Gi lmore, Rodney 
Ke l ley , and K e n M c F a r l a n e . 

[c] SPOKES 1978 



Why_ b u i l d a/cvcle-vjaY? 

B u i l d i i g . gt: cycle-'-vjay ?vnT?osR tho Meadows w i l l "cover some 
smali part o:' a green and pleasant c i t y park w i t h tarmac. I t 
w i l l reduce f y some small amount the already too small area of 
Edinburgh reserved f o r pedestrians. How can such a t h i n g be 
j u s t i f i e d ? SPOKES be l i e v e s t h a t a Meadows cycle-way can be 
j u s t i f i e d . I n t h i s document we show t h a t there i s more than . 
enough demand f o r a cycle-way i n the Meadows area; we show -
t h a t there i s a need t o improve the road safety o f c y c l i s t s i n 
the Meadows ^area; and we argue t h a t our specifi-c proposals f o r 
a cycle-vjay w i l l b r i n g associated environmental b e n e f i t s and 
improvements t o pedestrian f a c i l i t i e s which f g r outv/eigh any 
minor d i s b e n e f i t s . F i n a l l y , we show t h a t p u b l i c response 
from r e s i d e n t s i n the Meadows area i s overwhelmingly i n favour 
of a cycle-way. ^ 

'yhe Meadows and B r u n t s f i e l d L i n k s . 

The Meadows i s a park on l e v e l ground S/sths of a itfile 
east-to-west by 3/8ths of a mile n o r t h - t o - s o u t h , s i t u a t e d imme­
d i a t e l y t o the south of c e n t r a l Edinburgh, I t i s flanked on • 
the n o r t h side by s e v e r a l major cycle t r a f f i c generators: the 
Royal I n f i r m a r y , the A r t College, the U n i v e r s i t y of Edinburgh, 
The n o r t h e x i t i s about l / 2 mile from Princes S t r e e t and the 
main commercial centre of the c i t y . To the immediate south of 
the park l i e densely populated r e s i d e n t i a l areas. 

The Links i s a second park on r i s i n g ground s t r e t c h i n g i n 
a wedge shape from a point contiguous t o the Meadows i n a south­
w e s t e r l y d i r e c t i o n f o r about l / 2 a m i l e . The Links are'repu­
t e d l y the oldest g o l f course i n the world and are traversed -
as are the Meadows - by broad tarmac paths w i t h s t r e e t l i g h t i n g . 



To the south and west, the Linfes A^lvei on t o f u r t h e r densely 
populated r e s i d e n t i a l areas, t o a secondary commercial centre 
( B r u n t s f i e l d ) and t o a number of other cycle t r a f f i c genera­
t o r s ( d i l l e s p i e ' s School, Boroughmuir School, the Youth Hostel 
and the r e c e n t l y opened Edinburgh Cycle Hire shop). 

Many thousands of people l i v e t o the south of the 
Meadows and Links and work t o the n o r t h . A good number of 
them walk t o workJ and a c e r t a i n number c y c l e . ' 

The Present Legal P o s i t i o n , 
At present c y c l i s t s are p r o h i b i t e d by bye-law from using 

the f o o t p a t h s across tbe Meadows and'Links unless they are 
under the,age of 12 (Edinburgh Corporation Confirmation Order 
Acty 1 9 6 7 , s e c t i o n 476, s u b s e c t i o n - 2 ( a ) ( i i ) ) , - This s e c t i o n 
also empowers the Council t o set aside areas f o r the use. of 
c y c l i s t s , b u t t h i s power .has not been exercised. The bye-
law i s f r e q u e n t l y broken, t o the annoyance of many c i t i z e n s . 
Enforcement i s attempted by park p a t r o l s i n motor vans, but 
no prosecutions have been made. The frequency of i n f r i n g e -
ments observed i s i t s e l f an i n d i c a t i o n of the demand f o r 
c y c l i n g f a c i l i t i e s i n t h i s area. But only a small m i n o r i t y 
of c y c l i s t s choose t o ignore the bye-laws: most cycle on the 
beavDy t r a f f i c k e d roads around the Meadows on t h e i r way t o 
work. 

The SPOKES Meadows Cycle Survey. 

To f i n d out j u s t how many people cycle t o work i n the 
Meadows area, SPOKES conducted a survey on May lOtiand ISth, 1978. 
The f u l l survey r e s u l t s are a v a i l a b l e i n The Meadows Cycle 
Survey (Edinburgh: SPOKES, 1978): the f o l l o w i n g paragraph i s 
an a b s t r a c t . 



Observers were s t a t i o n e d from 7.30 a.m.. to 10 a.m. at 
seven of the m.3jor j i i n c t i p n s around- the Bleadows area, , These 
covered many, but by no means a l l , of the cycle entry points 
to ,the Meadows area. As a r e s u l t the f i g u r e s t h a t f o l l o w are 
almost c e r t a i n l y underestimates of the number of cycles^ i n the 
area as many c y c l i s t s take back routes which avoid heavy t r a f ­
f i c wherever possible,. 

The observers recorded over I3OO cycle movements on the 
.^'ednesday (warm and sunny^) and over 1100 on the Friday ( c o l d 
and windy). Because some c y c l i s t s raa^e journeys i n c o r p o r a t ­
i n g t\;o j u n c t i o n s an element of double-counting was unavoid­
able. E l i m i n a t i n g such double - fcounting, ' an average of at 
l e a s t 800 c y c l i s t s were observed each day i n the area during 
the morning t r a v e l - t o - w o r k period. 

Over o n e - t h i r d o f the cycle . journeys were made during 
the h a l f - h o u r between 8.45 a.m. and 9.15 a.m. - t h i s i s also 
the b u s i e s t time f o r other t r a f f i c as w e l l . 

At each o f the j u n c t i o n s observed, at l e a s t h a l f the 
c y c l i s t s made journeys which would have'be'nefited d i r e c t l y 
from the existence of cycle-ways across the. Meadows, 

There can be l i t t l e "doubt then t h a t a Meadows cycle-way 
placed along the p r i n c i p a l d e s i r e - l i n e \muld be well-used, 
Y/e estimate t h a t i t w o u l d c a r r y a t l e a s t 200 v. p.h, at p^ak 
fl o w i f cycle use i n the_area remains s t a b l e . 

Road Accidents around the-Meadows. 
: The proposals have been drawn up so as t o provide., 

continuous routes along d e s i r e - l i n e s as revealed by the sur­

vey; and also so as t o enable as many c y c l i s t s as possible t o 



avoid dangerous roaS:' .junctions. I n the year from J u l y 1974 
to June" 1975'Sh^re were 3-accidents'invt>lviHg c y c l i s t s On the 
roads initnediately contiguous t o the'Ivleadows and'I/in'ks. I n 
lS15y^76f the.r©.-v»§re 11 such accidents. I n 1976-77, there were 
14. These are not l a r g e f i g u r e s hut they show a dramatic and 
sustained increase. The increase i s even more dramatic, but 

displaced by 6 months, i f the f i g u r e s are e s t a b l i s h e d by calen­
dar year. 

ACCIDSNTS 
HE POUTED 

INJURIES TO CYCLISTS INJURIES TO PEDESTRIMS ACCIDSNTS 
HE POUTED s l i g h t - Serious s l i g h t serious 

1975 11 ; 7 3 0 
1976 11 • 6 2 , 1 • • , - 2 . 
1977 19 16 . 5 0 , 0 

Tbe "accidents were not d i s t r i b u t e d randcmly around the s t r e e t s 
concerned: the acccapanying map shows s t a r t l i n g concentrations 
at the junctions, of Y/arrender Park: Terrace / Marchmont Road 
and Marchraont Road / M e l v i l l e D rive, at / near Tolleross and on 
Sc,uth Clerk S t r e e t . -The proposed c y c l e - w a y ' w i l l do much to 
pr o t e c t c y c l i s t s at Marchmont Road / M e l v i l l e Drive and w i l l 
draw thorn away from the other accident-prone s t r e e t s . Many 
p o t e n t i a l accidents w i l l be avoided and tho savings t o the com­
munity i n avoided i n j u r y costs w i l l no doubt exceed i n a few 
years tho c a p i t a l - c o s t of a Meadows cycle-way. -/ . ' 

The danger t o c y c l i s t s of present road routes around the 
Meadows i s obvious enough from the accident figures.- .The 
perceived danger of the major j u n c t i o n s through which these 
routes pass i s , arguably, an even g r e a t e r d i s i n c e n t i v e to 
cycle use than the accident f i g u r e s themselves. 

Ma.1or Hazards i n the • Meadows Area. v 
Much of.the cycle t r a f f i c e n t e r i n g T o l l c r o s s from the 



N 

\ / / ScJv 

iOk — — 
W / TARVIT » T \ 

W J / 

S o K o o l 

George. SijuwTŝ  
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south i n the momiiti^ peak t u r n s r i g h t i n t o L a u r i s t o n Place. To 
execute such a t u r n c y c l i s t s must r i d e i n the r i g h t hand-lane 
i n Home Stre e t w i t h two lanes of f a s t e r moving motor t r a f f i c . 
t o the l e f t ; they must be on t h e i r guard against cars overta­
king them on t h e i r r i g h t as w e l l . Purthermore some vehicles 
coming from^Tollcross t u r n r i g h t , across the cycle f l o w , from 
Home Stre e t i n t o Thornybauk and Loch r i n Place, Vehicles exe­
c u t i n g t h i s t u r n f r e q u e n t l y f a i l t o see c y c l i s t s on the major 
road, and there have been some minor accidents not reported t o 
the p o l i c e , and many near misses, Tolllcross i s a j u n o t i o n 
which i s dangerous t o c y c l i s t s and appears dangerous: i t eon-
s t i t u t e s a repression of.demand f o r cycle use and helps.to 
generate the very motor t r a f f i c t h a t makes i t unpleasant. A 
Meadows cyc3feH;;ay would enable many, .though not a l l , c y c l i s t s 
at present using T o l l c r o s s t o avoid i t . 

The main cycl^^flo\v' i n the morning peak i n Summerhall 
(Causewayside) i s proceeding northwards. The road i s d i v i d e d 
i n t o 3 lanes v.ath unclear road marking. Bucc'leuch S t r e e t , 
the n o r t h e x i t , i s -wide enough f o r only 2 lanes. C y c l i s t s 
proceeding from Sumraerhall t o Buccleuch Street have a t present 
the choice of using the l e f t lane, where they r i s k being cut 
in: by l e f t - t u r n i n g motor v e h i c l e s ; or using the centre lane, 
.where .they r i s k being overtaken on the l e f t by .motor vehicles 
going -straight- ahead and r a c i n g v e h i c l e s i ^ ^ t h e outer lanes. 
Like T o l l c r o s s , the Bucoleuch St r e e t / M e l v i l l e Drive j u n c t i o n 
i s a r e a l danger t o c y c l i s t s and very f r i g h t e n i n g to use; s i m i ­
l a r l y , i t c o n s t i t u t e s a repression of cycle use and a generator 
of the motor t r a f f i c which makes i t dangerous. • 



72,' oi' <:ll accidents i n v o l v i n g pedal c y c l i s t s on urban 
roxids occur a t j u h c t i o n s * (K, Rusqam and B.E, Sab~ey, 
"Accidents and . T r a f f i c C o n f l i c t s a t Junctions", T.R.R.L. 
Repoxt i[,Ri 514-, 1972). One of the prime objectiTOS of the 
proposals f o r a Meadows Gyc3B*»way i s t o allow as many c y c l i s t s 
as possible t o avoid major road j u n c t i o n s i n the Meadows area 
and thereby t o c o n t r i b u t e t o road s a f e t y , ' I n the longer term, 
however, a l t e r a t i o n s w i l l have t o be made t o T o l l c r o s s and the 
M e l v i l l e Drive / Buccleuch Street j u n c t i o n , and t o many other 
road junctions, i n , Edinburgh, t o provide as much reasonable 
s a f e t y f o r c y c l i s t s as i s now provided f o r motor v e h i c l e s . 
Recently, changes a t T o l l c r o s s hove been introduced t o speed 
the f l o w of motor v e h i c l e s , thereby i n c r e a s i n g the danger t o 
.cyclists.. : 

C y c l i s t s and Pedestrians 
The proposed cycle f a c i l i t i e s i n v o l v e (a) some stretches 

of cycle-only t r a c k and (b) some s t r e t c h e s of cycle/pedestrian 
•paths d i v i d e d by a white l i n e and ( c ) some cycle/pedestrian 
paths w i t h o u t d i v i d i n g l i n e . There are many f a c i l i t i e s of 
type ( a ) , (b) and (c) i n various c i t i e s i n B r i t a i n and on a l l 
of them, as f a r as we. can a s c e r t a i n , accident r a t e s are remar­
kably low. There has never been a f a t a l accident on the large 
30-year o l d network of cycle/pedestrian paths (types (b) and 
( c ) ) i n Stevenage; and there have been fe\ accidents of any kind 
on them. The Cambridge Transport Plan Report concluded t h a t 
" c o n f l i c t s between c y c l i s t s and pedestrians are not of such a 
scale as t o r e q u i r e r i g i d segregation throughout", and t h i s 
conclusion i s reproduced as the Department of the Environment's 
advice t o Local Authoriti.es (November 1975, U.R.P.B. 18/39/01, 
i l l ) . Pedestrians do not seem t o obje c t t o shared paths once 



they are opened. Ninety per cent of the pedestrians ques-
t i o n e d i n Hyde Park, Ifondon, 12 months a f t e r one of the paths 
was opened t o c y c l i s t s , said t h a t they were not inconvenienced 
by c y c l i s t s ; -78^ d i d n ' t mind at a l l and a f u r t h e r 12?^ d i d n ' t 
mind much i f the experimental route '.;as kept permanently* No 

• accidents i n v o l v i n g ' c y c l e s have been repo r t e d on the Hyde Park 
Cycle Route, which i s i n some respects s i m i l a r t o the Meadows 
Cyclc!^-;ay. (The Hyde ̂ £i£^_Cycle_Route: Results of Surveys ( A l l 
Change t o Bikes, Westminster, 1978}.) 

There i s then every evidence t h a t the mixing of cars and . 
cycles as at present around the Meadow's i s dangerous; and no 
evidence t h a t mixing c y c l i s t s and pedestrians as proposed on 
some of the Meadows paths would lead t o accidents or inconvcA" 
nience. 

8.1 SPOKES' Prpppsals. 
The s p e c i f i c proposals f o r a Meadows Cycle-way are d e s c r i ­

bed i n t h i s s e c t i o n which' must be read i n conjunction i v i t h the 
accompanying map. 

There are c l e a r l y many d i f f e r e n t ways of meeting the 
demand f o r cycle f a c i l i t i e s i n the Meadows area. SPOKES have 
considered and r e j e c t e d several of them. I n p a r t i c u l a r , we do 
not consider t h a t c y c l i s t s should be allowed t o use a l l f o o t ­
paths without r e s t r i c t i o n . The f i n a l proposals l a i d out .below 
r e c o n c i l e the need to provide continuous and safe route's f o r 
c y c l i s t s along t r a v e l d e s i r e - l i n e s w i t h minimum i n t e r f e r e n c e 
t j i t h pedestrian f l o w s . Je t h i n k the plan i s . a coherent whole 
and should be envisaged as a s i n g l e proposal., and not 
acted on i n a piecemeal f a s h i o n . 

The bye-laws permit tho C i t y of Edinburgh D i s t r i c t Council 
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t o sot asido areas of parks f o r the use of c y c l i s t s , ,No change 
to the 'bye-laws i s r e q u i r e d f o r the implementation of these 
proposals, 

8.2 North t p South-west;. 
(a) The major cycle d e s i r e - l i n e i s north-south along Middle 

Meadow "ffalk. This should be catered f o r by a segregated cycle 
t r a c k 3 metres wide running alongside Middle Meadow T/alfc from 
Teviot Row t o M e l v i l l e D r i v e . I t should bo s i t u a t e d t o the 
east of the Walk, behind the t r e e screen. I t should have a 
hard smooth surface t e x t u r e d green, v 

(b) Crossing, M e l v i l l e Drive.towards the south-west. The 
cycle t r a c k Should continue westwards p a r a l l e l t o M e l v i l l e 
Drive from Middle Meadow TfaIk t o about 10 yards short o f Jawbone 
V/alk. No cro s s i n g f a c i l i t i e s should be provided a t Middle 
Meadow Walk / Argyle Place. 

The present t r a f f i c - l i g h t - c o n t r o l l e d pedestrian crossing 
a t Jawbone Walk should be a l t e r e d and enlarged t o form a c y c l e / 
pedestrian c r o s s i n g . . 

. Cycle/pedestrian crossings are automatic t r a f f i c s i g n a l s 
where the pedestrian "green" and cycle "green", are on separate 

, . but synchronised l i g h t s . Pedestrian and cycle crossing places 
are separated by a band and run p a r a l l e l . They can be.trig«r 
gered e i t h e r by a loop d e t e c t o r set i n the cycle r o u t e , or by 
a push b u t t o n . The green l i g h t f o r c y c l i s t s c o n s i s t s of a 
b i c y c l e - l o g o shine-tbrough;,and i t need l a s t f o r only a few 
seconds, thus minimising delay t o road t r a f f i c . (See M. Hudson 
The B i c y c l e Plannin/; Book. London, 197B, pr, 82; and DOE note 
URPB/18/39/Ol, November 1975,^16). 

The path across the " t r i a n g l e " between Meadow Place, 
Marchmont Road, and M e l v i l l e Drive-should be vvideried and di v i d e d 



by,a white l i n e to allo-w 'oycle t r a f f i c on the southern h a l f , 

(c) Crossinfi; Marchtaont Road. - , ^ 
A new set of t r a f f i c l i g h t s f o r pedestrians and c y c l i s t s 

should be provided t o ensure safer t r a n s i t t o B r u n t s f i e l d Links, 
They,should be phased-in w i t h ' t h e M e l v i l l e Drive "crossing s i g n a l s . 
-Thought should be given t o p r o v i d i n g access t o the cycle-way 
t o c y c l i s t s a r r i v i n g from Marchmont Rood i t s e l f . 

(d) The L i n k s . 
' The path from Marchmont Road towards Whitehouse Loan should 

be d i v i d e d by a white l i n e , the cycle s e c t i o n being t o the south. 
A few benches w i l l need t r a n s f e r r i n g to' the n o r t h s i d e . The 
cycle s e c t i o n should be resurfaced w i t h a green t e x t u r e . 

About 20 yards short of Boroughmuir Annex, a short s t r e t c h 
of segregated cycle t r a c k should be b u i l t t o l i n k the cycle path 
w i t h Warrender Park Crescent, ' 

,(e) To Q r e e n h i l l (gardens. 
The f o l l o w i n g . s t r e e t s should be shut o f f t o motor t r a f f i c 

at one end by b o l l a r d s : Warrender Park Crescent, G r o e n h i l l 
Gardens and B r u n t s f i e l d Terrace (one set of b o l l a r d s at t h e i r 
j u n c t i o n ) . 

The path t h a t leads from the Warrender Park Crescent / ^ 
Whitehouse Loan j u n c t i p n t o the G r e e n h i l l Gardens / B r u n t s f i e l d 
Terrace j u n c t i o n should be widened t o 4 metres, a l l o w i n g 2 metres 
f o r cycle use, : - ; , 

The cycle'crossing from Warrender Park Crescent'to the 
widened path should be protected by "Give Way" signs t o t r a f f i c 
on. V/hitehouse Loan.v-

8.3 North t o South-east. 
The p r e v i o u s , s e c t i o n provides a continuous safe route f o r 

c y c l i s t s from B r u n t s f i e l d and parts of Grange and Marchmont, 
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•Jiu'a a i . i i a a l i n t e r f e r e n c e t o pedestrians.,'some environmental 
b e n e f i t s t o residents, and an iinproved pedestrian crossing f a c i ­
l i t y . On i t s own, however, i t i s not enoiigh t o "cater f o r 
e x i s t i n g demand. V/e propose t h e r e f o r e a second major through 
route from the south-oast t o the n o r t h . 

. M e l v i l l e Terrace t o be closed t o through motor t r a f f i c at 
i t s j u n c t i o n w i t h Summerhall, : , 

(b) The stop-down ^rom M e l v i l l e Terrace t o the gardens south 
of M e l v i l l e Drive a t the pedestrian crossing opposite Boys 
Brigade V/alk to be widened and converted t o a ramp. 

(c) The pedestrian crossing at Boys Brigade Walk to be conver­
ted t o cycle pedestrian c r o s s i n g . - ., 

(d) Boys Brigade Walk t o be a shared cycle/pedestrian path 
w i t h no d i v i d i n g l i n e , up t o i t s j u n c t i o n w i t h the oycle t r a c k 
(8.2 ( a ) ) . 

^c) Townswope]^;^ Gy^ld's Walk t o be a shqred cycle/p^desigiiau path 
(:^)>The path t o Boroughloch t o a shared cycle/pedestrian path. 

The pedestrian and cycle flows on these paths ar^e u n l i k e l y 
to be heavy i f a l l are opened t o c y c l i s t s . , I t would be unwise 
to concentrate a l l , c y c l e f l o w from the south-east onto a s i n g l e 
t r a c k . , : • , ' 

On shared cy c l e / p e d e s t r i a n paths pedestrians have p r i o r i t y . 

8.4 East-West. • \ 
The previous two sections cater f o r almost a l l south-north 

t r a f f i c . Nonetheless there i s a c l e a r demand also f o r an east-
west r o u t e , g i v i n g access to the King's Theatre / Gilmore Place 
area w h i l s t avoiding T o l l c r o s s . This should be catered f o r thus: 

,(aX North Meadow Walk t o be widened to' 4 metres and d i v i d e d by 
a white l i n e , c y c l i s t s using the "northern s e c t i o n , up t o the 



e x i t i n t o Lonsdale ITerrace* 

(t>) B o l l a r d s t o be placed at one end-of: Lonsdale Terrace, and 
T a r v i t S t r e e t , t o e l i m i n a t e f a s t through t r a f f i c , 

(c) A staggered l i g h t j u n c t i o n t o he i n s t a l l e d between Lonsdale 
Terrace and T a r y i t S t r e e t , ( Por a d e f i n i t i o n of staggered cycle 
j u n c t i o n s , see P.J, Nicholson, "Cycle Route Junctions", TRRL 
1976, no. PA 284/78, f i g u r e l b , ) 

(d) Lonsdale Terrace and T a r v i t S t r e e t t o be made 2-way (only 
cycles having through passage), 

8.5 Short Spurs ' , • 

Short.spurs should be provided'from the cycle t r a c k t o 
George Square North; from the cycle t r a c k t o the south-west 
corner of George Square-; from North Meadov/ Walk t o Chalmers S t r e e t . 

9. Possible f u r t h e r Developments. 

(a) The proposals o u t l i n e d i n s e c t i o n 8 could lead t o consi­
derable congestion at the end of the cycle t r a c k at Teviot Place, 
where c y c l i s t s w i l l have t o dismount. I f d«mand j u s t i f i e s i t , 
there could w e l l be a case f o r p r o v i d i n g cycle crossing con­
t r o l l e d by l i g h t s from the Meadows t r a c k t o Forrest Road^ and 
f o r c r e a t i n g a 2-way cycle lane i n Fo r r e s t Road. 

(b) There may be a good environmental case f o r c l o s i n g the 
Meadow Place / M e l v i l l e Drive j u n c t i o n t o motor t r a f f i c . The 
garden area could then be extended^ and the cycle crossing of 
M e l v i l l e Drive moved s l i g h t l y t o the east t o Meadow Place. The 
broad path along the south of M e l v i l l e Drive from Meadow Place 
t o Argyle Place could then become a shared cycle/pedestrian path, 

10* Signing;. 
. I t i s important t h a t the d i f f e r e n t types-of c y c l i n g 



f a c i l i t y "bd c l e a r l y and d i s t i n c t i v e l y signed (shared undivided 
cycle/pedestrians paths; shared d i v i d e d cycle/pedestrian paths; 
segregated cycle t r a c k ; cycle roads open to'motor t r a f f i c f o r 
access o n l y ) . D i r e c t i o n signs should also be provided at entry / 
e x i t p o i n t s and j u n c t i o n s . 

Problems. 

Cycle/pedestrian c o n f l i c t need not a r i s e i f sensible r u l e s 
of conduct are es t a b l i s h e d and p u b l i c i s e d . 7!e would suggest a 
very simple r u l e : pedestrians have p r i o r i t y at a l l times on a l l 
undivided paths and when crossing a l l other types of path. They 
would be advised t o keep c l e a r of the cycle s e c t i o n of d i v i d e d 
paths and of the segregated cycle t r a c k (these would be both 
surfaced i n green), but they would continue t o have the r i g h t t o 
use t h e e n t i r e space of the- Meadows as at present. SPOKES f e e l s 
confident t h a t most c y c l i s t s would f i n d these r u l e s easy t o obey. 
The overwhelming m a j o r i t y of c y c l i s t s c u r r e n t l y obey the no-
c y c l i n g r u l e , even though t h i s means using h e a v i l y - t r a f f i c k e d 
roads and f o r many i t means not using t h e i r bikes at a l l . 

Government Assistance. 

The Government's Transport Policy (HMSO, 1977) states t h a t 
."local a u t h o r i t i e s should consider ways of helping c y c l i s t s " C§128)> 
I n order to help them do t h i s , the Department of Transport " w i l l 
strengthen i t s T r a f f i c Advisory U n i t " and through i t s Regional 
O f f i c e s " w i l l improve i t s advice t o l o c a l a u t h o r i t i e s . . . I t w i l l 
also c o n t r i b u t e to the cost of selected experimental schemes f o r 
c y c l i s t s and help t o devise, and monitor them.".. 

This passage of the White Paper has been strengthened i n 
the committee stages of the Transport B i l l and the re v i s e d 
wording w i l l beoome law i n the next fevs months. The Meadows 
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Cycle-way w i l l not cost a l o t i but -even t h a t small cost w i l l be ' 
met i n l a r g e part by c e n t r a l government, not by l o c a l ratepayers. 

We would also l i k e t o s t r e s s the importance of monitoring the 
e f f e c t of the cycle-way on t r a f f i c f l o w . T r a f f i c counts must be 

.made both before and a f t e r c o n s t r u c t i o n t o provide u s e f u l informa-r-
t i o n on the impact of improved cycle f a c i l i t i e s . 

13. Public Re.sponse.' 

V i s i t o r s t o - t h e SPOKES s t a l l a t the Meadows P e s t i v a l (June ' 
3rd and 4 t h , 1978) were i n v i t e d t o f i l l i n a questionnaire on the 
Meadows cycle-way proposals, which were on d i s p l a y . I t was t o be 
expected t h a t the s t a l l woul<i a t t r a c t i n t e r e s t e d c y c l i s t s , and the 
231 questionnaire responses arb'not t h e r e f o r e r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of 
the population as a whole. Nonetheless, the overwhelming support 
expressed f o r SPOKES' cycle-^'ay plans i s h i g h l y encouraging. 

Q ; WOULD YOU OBJECT TO A MEADOWS CYCLE-WAY? 

YES 14 (VO NO 217 (94?^) 

Most of tho respondents were bike owners who would use a Meadows 
Cycle-way when i t i s b u i l t . 

Q : DO YOU OWN A BIKE? 

YES 215 (93f°) NO 16 (7/0 

Q : WOULD YOU USE A MEADOWS CYCLE-WAY IP PROVIDED? 

p s . 214 (92/o) NO 13 , ( 6 f o ) NO ANSY/ER 4(2/0 



Respondents were als o asked t o s t a t e t h e i r age-groupsj 

•IMDER 15 23 (lO /o ) 

':vi5^--:25; 110 (47?^) 
OVER 25 96 (42?^) 
NO ANS\TOR , 2 (1/0 

Shis does not seem t o be an u n t y p i c a l cross-section of the c y c l i n g 
p o p u l a t i o n , but answers t o the f o l l o w i n g question are somewhat 
s u r p r i s i n g given common assumptions about cycle use i n Edinburgh: 

Q : DO YOU USE YOUR BIKE' EVERY DAY 116 (509^) 
OFTEN 60 (25^) 
SOIffiTIMES 32 (145^) 
RARELY 4 (25$) 
NEVER 3 (25̂ ,) 
NO MSmR 16 (7/0 

Of those who d i d not own a b i c y c l e , 94?^ (15) d i d not object 
to the proposed cycle-way; s i m i l a r l y , ~ 94^ of those who d i d own one 
or more cycles approved SPOKES' proposals* The m a j o r i t y of 
those who d i d o b j e c t t o the cycle-way were cycle-owners: 7 owners 
i n the 15 - 25 age group, 6 i n the over - 25'&, and 1 non-owner. 
Of the 13 cycle-owning ob j e c t o r s t o the scheme, 8 s a i d they would 
nonetheless use the cycle-way when i t i s b u i l t . This apparent 
inconsistency i s explained by t h e i r comments w r i t t e n i n the space 
provided: "Why the Meadows? Princes S t r e e t ! " ; " I f the roads were 
b e t t e r the Meadows could be l e f t alone"; " M e l v i l l e Drive should be 
closed t o cars and turned i n t o a cycle-way,". One obj e c t o r had 
f a i r l y obviously not seen SPOKES d e t a i l e d proposals, and mentioned 
" d i f f i c u l t y a t j u n c t i o n s " as the grounds f o r h i s o b j e c t i o n . The 
number of those who objected t o - t h e proposals,and would not use a 



cycle-way but who a-wn- " b i l c o s . w a i ^ j ipiii-l-^CtCaH-t, • *5 ou* of 231 
r e p l i e s C2?£). More s i g n i f i c a n t i s the f a c t t h a t 75/^ of those 
v«ho d i d not own a cycle s a i d they would use the ,cycle-way - which 
i n d i c a t e s , , presumably, t h a t they would buy a b i c y c l e f i r s t . Although 
the numbers i n v o l v e d (12 out of 16) are too small t o be r e l i a b l e , 
t h i s r e s u l t does correspond t o the f i n d i n g s of a survey c a r r i e d 
out f o r the Countryside Commission and which revealed t h a t 609̂  of 
the non-cycle-owning households i n the country would buy a b i c y o l e 

• i f s a f e r f a c i l i t i e s were provided f o r cycle-use. 

The bulk of the comments made i n the space provided were 
f a v o r a b l e , i f not e n t h u s i a s t i o , "Good idea", " e x c e l l e n t idea", 
"Guid on you", "Keep i t up" were frequent. Several mentioned the 
need f o r c y c l o t r a c k s w e l l beyond the Meadows area, and one sket­
ched i n a plan i n v o l v i n g the Scotland S t r e e t t u n n e l i A good 
number made very unfavorable comments on the c u r r e n t p o l i c y of 
using a motor van f o r the Park P a t r o l , and suggested t h a t the 
Meadows should be p a t r o l l e d by men on b i c y c l e s . SPOKES t h i n k s 
t h i s an e x c e l l e n t suggestion and would l i k e i t t o be acted upon 
.immediately. Such a change poses no,greater l e g a l problem than 
the present p o l i c y , and i t would do -much t o hearten the many hun­
dreds of people who are i m p a t i e n t l y a w a i t i n g a Meadows Cycle-way. 
We would also l i k e t o suggest - from experience! - t h a t a cycle 
p a t r o l would be f a s t e r , more manoeuvrable, more e f f e c t i v e and less 
of a nuisance t o pedestrians than a noisy and.cumbersome 'von. 

This document i s accompanied^by a p e t i t i o n bearing 908 
s i g n a t u r e s . I t w i l l be n o t i c e d t h a t a high p r o p o r t i o n of-the-
r e s i d e n t s of the s t r e e t s a f f e c t e d by SPOKES proposals ore signatories. 


