Waltham Forest Cycling Campaign

Minutes of meeting 14 November 2007

Present: Geoffrey Whittington, Tony Fincham (chair), Robert Vaughan, Richard Vincent, Jan Kartun, Gerhard Weiss, David Wright, Paul Gasson

Apologies: Wendy Wilson, Simon Monk
1. Minutes of the last meeting: The minutes of the 14 October 2007 meeting were agreed.
2. Matters arising

2.1. Council liaison meeting: Please refer to the minutes in Appendix 1. The next meeting will probably be held in January. Geoffrey to arrange

2.2. Whipps Cross Roundabout (WXR): Robert reported that the Council is working on a new design to get a cross junction after all, which would involve shaving off abit of land in front of an adjacent block of flats. TfL (Transport for London) claimed that a roundabout is the most likely solution, but says the ball is now in the Council’s half.

2.3. CRIM LCN+ routes 205/206: CRIM stands for Cycle Route Inspection Meeting, LCN is the London Cycle Network, route 205 links Hackney and Leytonstone via Ruckholt road and route 206 links Leytonstone and Stratford via Leytonstone High road. Robert went on the meeting and reported the following:

2.3.1. Present at the CRIM: Robert Vaughan, Gina Harkell and one of her colleagues, Rob from the consultants(?), Chris (LCN+), Trevor Parsons (Hackney LCC)

2.3.2. Section Ruckholt road/Quartermile lane: The group spent 1 ½  hrs there and found that there is not much they can do. Most cyclists use the carriageway, because the cycle track is so unattractive. Some end up doing dangerous manoeuvres as they want to use some of the facilities and it is often unclear how to get to them. One suggestion supported by us is to reduce the number of lanes for the benefit of installing on-carriageway cycle lanes.

2.3.3. Ruckholt road bridge: The timbers blocking part of the pavement had been removed shortly before the meeting, but even the full width of the pavement is not enough to accommodate pedestrians and cyclists. The bridge is very narrow and carries a vast amount of traffic. In particular the left turn lane going eastbound causes a problem as this is the spot where cyclists would re-joining the carriageway if they used the pavement. One suggestion was for the left turn lane to go. There was agreement following a suggestion by Paul at the WFCC meeting that rebuilding (widening) this bridge is the only viable option and we would hence not support any other solution. The future of the bridge and indeed Ruckholt road depends on the nearby Olympic development, which could provide the funding for a new bridge. But nothing has been decided yet.

2.3.4. The cycle lanes near the bridge have not been discussed as Gina refused to. Gerhard expressed his surprise at that, because he thought that some of the lanes and their routing is particularly poor, notably the right turn westbound into Orient way as well as the slip road leading to ASDA going westbound.

2.3.5. Ruckholt road to Leyton High road: There was strong resistance to removing the one-way workings, but agreement for a need to slow down vehicle traffic. The WFCC meeting agreed to push for cyclist exemption from the one-way working.

2.3.6. Warren road gyratory: There was strong resistance to removing the one-way working. Warren road would be too narrow (busses go through), but the WFCC meeting felt that Grove Green road would be wide enough to be two-way.

2.3.7. Gove Green road: The poor quality cycle track southbound has already been noted and modifications are planned. The WFCC expects to be consulted on this.

2.3.8. Dyers Hall road: The group thought that the right turn feeder lane was confusing and should go. Remarkable the yellow lines to prevent parking end exactly before the bend approaching Dyers Hall road, which they shouldn’t for safety reasons. Gina thinks they may not have gone in because residents may have threatened or intimidated contractors. Gerhard pointed out that this happens elsewhere as well, but should not be an excuse for not finishing the job.

2.3.9. Cycle track to bridge over motorway/tube: Is generally fine; One lamp post was noted to be on the track.

2.3.10. Kirkdale road: One particular speed cushion is located badly and Robert had a close encounter there and then as drivers swerve to avoid the cushion. It was agreed that a hump would be better.

2.3.11. The group had lunch at the Walnut Tree

2.3.12. Green Man Roundabout: The only criticism was the joining up from the tracks under the roundabout with Leytonstone High Road. Cyclists have to use a staggered pedestrian crossing, which is not in line with LCN+ aims and guidelines.

2.3.13. Route 206: goes mainly along Leytonstone High road. There are the ususal problems with parked cars and doors opening. It was agreed that the route would benefit from lanes going across junctions and from entry treatments at side roads.

2.3.14. A report on the CRIM is due probably by the end of November. Robert will keep us updated.

2.4. Whipps Cross Hospital: Geoffrey had contact with Charmaine. She is responsible for the fitness of Whipps Cross staff. She is very keen on setting up a bicycle user group. Although the first meeting was cancelled, it will happen

2.5. Selborne road bus priority scheme: Gerhard reported that we received a consultation on Selborne road (between Walthamstow Central and Palmerston road). The scheme is designed to improve bus journey times and there should be some benefits for cyclists in it as well. The plans were layed out at the meeting and are now in Gerhard’s hands, so please contact him if you need to see them (0789 403 55 71). Deadline for a reply is 23 November, so very little time. Following a discussion we intend to respond making the following points:

2.5.1. We welcome the widening of most cycle lanes to 1.2 metres (minimum recommended width)

2.5.2. We welcome the extension of the bus lane on the North side, which may be used by bicycles.

2.5.3. We want to see and ASL (Advanced Stop Line) at the bus station junction South side

2.5.4. We want to see cycle lanes to go across junctions as recommended by the London Cycle Design Standards (LCDS)

2.5.5. We disagree with the cycle lane at the shopping centre car park entrance South side being only 1m wide.

2.5.6. We disagree with the repositioning of the pedestrian refuge at the shopping centre car park entrance (near LC18). It would make the carriage wider, inviting vehicles to overtake cycles dangerously close. The carriageway there is not wide enough according to LCDS to accommodate both a bicycle and a car or van (see Appendix 2). The ‘pinch point’ should therefore be kept narrow to make clear it is either bicycle or car/van.

2.5.7. We disagree with cycle lanes being continued past pedestrian refuges. It invites drivers to overtake cycles dangerously close. Another design should be sought, which makes clear that cycles cannot be overtaken at those points or which gets rid of the pedestrian refuges (e.g. a pedestrian crossing)

2.5.8. Gerhard will produce a draft response and post it on the List as well as the Yahoo group.

2.6. Lyttelton road one-way scheme: Gerhard noted this scheme going in and contacted the Council about it. There is strong support from Gina to get to the bottom of why there are no contra flows in this scheme and in almost any other one-way road in the borough.

2.6.1. Paul suggested proposing alternative designs, such as point closures.

2.6.2. Gerhard was looking for advice as to who to contact. Council officers have been less than helpful because they either reply very vaguely or not at all. It was agreed to write a statement to Clyde Loakes, leader of the Council. Paul agreed to draft something. We should make sure that it doesn’t just get forwarded to Gina leading to yet another circular conversation.

2.6.3. Gerhard suggested to use the Freedom of Information (FOI) act to find out how many one-way streets have been introduced in the last X years and how many of them have cyclists exempt.

2.6.4. Tony suggested contacting LCC head office, who may have information on any legal means to make the Council do their job.

2.6.5. It was suggested to try the LCC issues Yahoo! Group, which Gerhard has done. Apparently there was a reply Gerhard did not know of. Robert will forward to Gerhard.

2.6.6. Paul and Gerhard to liaise on drafting a letter.

3. Events

3.1. Sutton House/Jeffrey Museum: Led by Richard this ride was very successful with the exception of one bike being stolen at Sutton house. Richard set the standards we all should aspire to regarding publication material. It was well designed and highly informative.

3.2. Hampstead Village, 25 November: Geoffrey leading; provide Ray with details to post on the website; meet at 10:30 at Walthamstow Central library

3.3. Cycling Santas, 8 December: Start at Tony’s House (16 Abbotts Park road, Leyton E10) at 1pm; route is yet to be confirmed, but the plan is to have a fundraiser (Whizzkids) at Waitrose in South Woodford; Everyone is invited to Allen & Gill’s house in Aldersbrook for a Curry from 7pm. People can choose to take part in either or indeed both events. Please register your attendance with Tony and Gill and contact Tony for further information.

3.4. Monthly meting, 12 December: Robert to chair; 8-9:30 at the Hronbeam Centre, 458 Hoe Street, Walthamstow E17

3.5. Christmas meal, 14 December, 8 pm: Please register your attendance with Jan. Depending on numbers it will be at The Star of India, or the Thai place on Lea Bridge road

4. BRS

4.1. The key number is 59, in case the porter doesn’t know

4.2. There is confusion about the time we should be there. The sign on the door says 10-3, but we will only do until 1. The sign and information on the website needs to be changed

4.3. Richard and Gerhard encountered a problem with tools. One set (ours) is open and incomplete and another (theirs) is very good but locked away. Gerhard thinks this is unacceptable as we charge our members for using the workshop, but cannot provide the full toolset. As we don’t take any money ourselves, we are also unable to replace any tools that are missing. It was suggested to clarify this with Chris and set up a meeting.

5. AOB

5.1. Sustrans Connect 2 project: It will be possible to vote for projects that should receive lottery funding and Geoffrey suggested voting for the Sustrans project. This can be done via their website or on a particular day. Geoffrey will email details about it

5.2. People should look out for a DfT (Department for Transport) consultation on speeding. This is probably linked to the new tougher fines that are proposed.

5.3. TfL has taken over the Barking to Gospel Oak line. Carriages are to be replaced. The new ones will have less cycle carriage provision. Len suggested to contact TfL about it

End of minutes






Gerhard Weiss, 18 November 2007

Appendix 1

Cycling Liaison meeting October 17th 2007

64 Rensburg Rd

Present: Gina, Geoffrey, Robert, Gerhard, Richard, Paul

Minutes

1) Whipps Cross roundabout – new slanting cross-roads design for the junction is being planned by the Council; Some land be taken from the flats by the Wood Street mouth. Plans have been delayed by key planners leaving the Council (B. Manku, T. Martin) Gina has been asked to provide the plans as soon as they are available even if they are early drafts. 

2) Snaresbrook Rd – snags such as 40mph speed limit and pole in cycle lane raised by Gerhard. Drawings passed to Gina from Gerhard. Discussion of lack of competence by borough planners clearly not following CRISP recommendations. We pointed out the need for a strategic look at quality control and proper management of planners and engineers within the Council. Paul suggested planners and engineers test out their work on a bike to bring home defects to them. We can write to Head of Planning. 

3) Dangerous bend on Forest Rd (by Lloyd Park). – Established that recent fatality was not likely to be connected with parked cars on bend. Gina had opposed siting of parking bays there but traders claim need for cars there due to new traffic management scheme in the area which restricts parking Can we show dangers ? Recent kerb build out is also a hazard.

4) Cycle lanes outside bus stops – raised issue of silly sharp angles out into traffic on approaches to bus stops etc; Same throughout London. Gerhard requested that the default should be that the outer edge of a cycle lane should be 3m from the centre line or reservation rather than a fixed distance from the left hand kerb. Some difference of opinion on path cyclists would take. All agreed the cycle lane outside parking bays on Lea Bridge Road north of Markhouse Corner was very good. 

5) Lea Bridge Rd cycle route - ramps on pavement left unfinished. Gina appalled and Council is endeavouring to get finished off. The contractor involved will not be used again. We suggested they should also not be paid. Paul asked for ramps to be cordoned off immediately. Work following the CRISP is progressing piecemeal. We agreed to Gina finding some way of allowing the on pavement cycle track to have less steep gradients at side roads (may not be our preferred solution).

6) Preparation for Hackney to Leytonstone route CRIM -  no one had detailed knowledge of the route. Can we find a regular commuter to attend the CRIM on 31st Oct with Robert ? The main issue to getting the Ruckholt Rd railway bridge rebuilt. We emphasized that Ruckholt Rd is the busiest cycle route in the borough now and that there is no east-west alternative for many people living in South Leyton, Leytonstone and Redbridge. 

8) Bike parking – considerable discussion on provision at supermarkets and sports centres. We suggested more stands should be put at entrance to Sainsbury’s in W. High St. 2 more going in by High St entrance of Selbourne Walk. Noted no stands at new Tesco Express – apparently Council cannot force developers to have them but only “seek” them. Gina has installed two new bike shelters at the Pool & Track and Cathall Leisure Centre. Shelter at Leyton Leisure Lagoon reckoned to be under utilised – Richard to check. 

9) Marsh Lane – Geoffrey pointed out that there has been a passage for vehicles from Orient Way to Marsh Lane this year without any consultation. Gina not aware but will investigate. 

10) One way streets – Four London boroughs are now using the new ‘except cycles’ sign for one way streets. We should write to Clyde Loakes asking him to approve WF to do this. New sign to be approved shortly by Dept for Transport. 

11) South Access Rd barrier – a new design with the cycle lane next to but not on the pavement is being drawn up. This was welcomed as a realistic compromise. We insisted that WFCC must see it before work starts. Gerhard reminded that new road markings were promised to make traffic exiting the waste centre give way; Will be done. 

12) Cycle count statistics – 93% increase since 1998 noted as encouraging. Manual counts changed from October each year to July in 06 and 07.  

13) Olympic route – Gina presented the outline of a cycle path from Lockwood Way parallel to Billet Rd, going over Forest Rd and under the railway west of Blackhorse Rd station, round edge of Douglas Eyre playing fields to Coppermill Lane. We welcomed this and hope there may be a short spur to get directly to Blackhorse Rd station. 

GW 18/10/07

Appendix 2

The following information was taken from the London Cycle Design Standards document on the TfL website (http://www.tfl.gov.uk/businessandpartners/publications/2766.aspx) accessed 11 November 2007

It can be found in Chapter 3: Links – Plain links without special cycle facilities.

3.6.2

Where islands are introduced either to assist crossing pedestrians or for driver

guidance then the following issues should be considered:

• One-way carriageway widths should not create dangerous or uncomfortable

pinch-points for cyclists, and should be in accordance with figure 3.1 if

cyclists are to use the gap

• To lessen intimidation, reduce general carriageway width and introduce a

cycle lane and/or coloured cycling surfacing just before, adjacent to, and

immediately past the island, with cycle symbol markings

Figure 3.1

Suggested one-way lane

widths at lateral deflection

traffic calming where no

cycle bypass is possible

[image: image1.emf]
* additional measures (e.g. speed humps or cushions) should be considered to reduce

speed in these instances

† 3.0m may only be used if frequent traffic calming measures are present along the

length of road.

The gap widths in this table should enable cyclists to safely either to:

• claim the whole lane or

• share the lane with adjacent motor vehicles

