
Dear All,

For your information, I have attached a copy of the Council's response to the 
Sustrans traffic island audit which was carried out recently.

Paul

Paul Ince
Senior Transportation Policy Officer
East Lothian Council
John Muir House
HADDINGTON
EH41 3HA
Tel: 01620 827661
Fax: 01620 827723
email: pince@eastlothian.gov.uk 

Sustrans Comment ELC Response
1. There is considerable variation across East 
Lothian, in the adherence to the Dept. for 
Transport guidance for provision of cycle lanes at 
traffic islands. (see guidance reference above).
There are examples of excellent practice eg. 
Dunbar, but also some very poor and dangerous 
practice eg. Musselburgh, Linkfield Road.  This is 
an opportunity for East Lothian to become a 
leader in Scotland in providing consistency in 
adhering to the Dept for Transport guidance for 
cycle lanes at traffic islands, and reducing risks to 
cyclists, pedestrians and motorists.

Generally when we look at introducing 
central refuge islands we design the 
most appropriate and practical layout for 
all users depending on the existing road / 
footway arrangement. The current 
guidance in Scotland is Transport 
Scotland’s Cycling  by Design which we 
will use.

2. Can the Highways dept. (or appropriate 
Council body),  ensure that there is consistency 
in provision of cycle lanes, width, surfacing, and 
advisory signs at traffic islands across E. Lothian 
for current and any new traffic islands ? (See 
detailed issues in points below).

The Council will ensure that there is a 
consistent approach to the provision of 
cycle lanes at traffic islands within the 
available budgetary resources. 

3. A cycle lane is present in only 53% of all traffic 
islands surveyed.  In some places, this low figure 
may be due to inadequate space between the 
kerb and island.  However where there is 
sufficient space, can a lane be provided?

Cycle lanes will be provided at traffic 
islands where there is space and within 
the available budgetary resources. 

4. A coloured surface is present in only 42% of all 
cycle lanes, and some of these have not been 
replaced following road resurfacing.  As the 
colour represents a much stronger visual symbol 
to motorists and therefore helps protect cyclists, 
can this be provided for all cycle lanes at traffic 
islands?

Coloured surfacing will be included in the 
contract when roads are re-surfaced and 
at other locations within the available 
budgetary resources. 

5. Only 60% of those islands with cycle lanes 
meet the recommended width of 1.5m or more. 
 Can those which do not meet the standard be 

Cycle lanes which do not meet standard 
will be upgraded within the available 
budgetary resources.

mailto:pince@eastlothian.gov.uk


changed to meet the standard?

6. Musselburgh is a black spot! 4 cycle lanes on 
Linkfield Road, Musselburgh are less than 1m 
wide and are very dangerous for cyclists. The 
islands have a much wider gap on the inland side 
of the road but with no cycle lane, presumably to 
allow for parking.  Several reports of vehicles and 
buses moving to the wrong carriageway to pass 
cyclists at these islands.  There are no Advisory 
signs anywhere in Musselburgh despite this 
being the East Lothian settlement with the most 
traffic islands - 24.  Can the layout of the traffic 
islands and cycle lanes on Linkfield Road be 
improved to make this area safer and consistent 
with the good practice elsewhere eg. Dunbar? 
 Can Advisory signs be put up at all stretches of 
traffic islands in Musselburgh?

No cyclist injury accidents have been 
recorded since the islands were 
introduced in April 2006. The islands are 
deliberately offset to allow parking on the 
south side.

See answer to Q5

The installation of signs will be pursued 
subject to the availability of funding.

7. Advisory signs are present at only 20% of all 
stretches of traffic islands.  Can this be increased 
to 100% throughout the county?

The installation of signs will be pursued 
subject to the availability of funding.

8. Tranent and Dunbar have excellent cycle lanes 
which are wider than the width for cars which 
gives a clear message to motorists not to 
overtake at these points.  Can this policy be 
consistent for all traffic islands?

There has been a good response to the 
Dunbar central refuge island design 
details. This will be applied at other 
locations subject to the availability of 
funding.

9. Ambiguous and worn white lining by traffic 
islands at Wallyford.  Can this be addressed to 
bring up to standard?

The road through Wallyford is due to be 
re-surfaced and road markings will be 
replaced as part of the contract.

10. Five traffic islands within 1 mile at Seton 
Sands Caravan Park with no cycle lane. 
 Motorists get impatient waiting for cyclists at so 
many islands over such a short stretch.  Report of 
cyclist being seriously injured on this stretch. 
Shared use pavement not appropriate for volume 
of cyclists particularly at holiday times. Can this 
area be reviewed in terms of safety for 
pedestrians and cyclists?

Port Seton islands - described as “…
space here for cyclists is very limited…” 
 – There have been no reported cyclist 
injury accidents recorded since the 
islands were introduced in April 1999.
The shared use footway/cyclepath is 
adequate most of the time. Like roads, it 
is not economic to design for peak usage 
so at busy times both pedestrians and 
cyclists will have to give way to each 
other.

11. Road resurfacing work is always very 
welcome and makes a big difference to all road 
users.  Can white lining and coloured tarmac for 
cycle lanes consistently be replaced following 
resurfacing work?

Coloured surfacing and road markings 
will be included in the contract when 
roads are re-surfaced.


