LEEDS CYCLING CONSULTATION FORUM 

(Short notes on the meeting held on Wednesday 11th January 2012)

Issues raised by Forum members. 

(Members were invited to raise issues prior 

to the meeting for discussion in this slot.)

Issues raised: 

• Hackney Carriages in Bus Lanes 

(Raised by Leeds University BUG). Proposals were under consideration to allow taxis to use bus lanes. LUBUG had become aware of this, and were seriously concerned that this would not only open the lanes to a group of drivers with a reputation for high speed, but also encourage use of the bus lanes by other, non-authorised vehicles. Paul(?) from LCC gave a summary of the report drawn up for the Chief Officer, who had delegated authority to proceed. There were 537 taxis in Leeds – and approaching twice as many drivers – and about 4300 private hire vehicles. The ;latter would not be authorised to use the lanes, and more concentrated and effective monitoring of the use of the lanes was planned. Consultation had been informally with the cycling officers and Metro, the formal consultation process would be through the raising of a TRO if, as seemed likely, the proposal was approved. There was some confusion within the meeting, who felt that the Forum had a right to be consulted, and I suggested (knowing that it had no status as a consultee) that we ought to clarify both the role of the Forum and the processes which took place within the Council and between the Council and the public for consultation.

• Inbound Cycle Track on Roundhay Road (near Fforde Green) 

This had arisen during a rare weather condition where black ice on a cycle path routed behind a bus stop had caused an accident. The bus stop was in any case not of the required design, since it did not provide visibility. That would be replaced, and a non-skid surface added to the cycle path, which should be effective.

• Progress on LCAG deputation to Leeds City Council 

Lizzie Reather reported back on the deputation and the subsequent presentation of a report drawn up by the officers for approval by the Executive. This had been rather hi-jacked by attendance of blind and partially sighted people's representatives, who had appeared to be given high consideration, giving the impression that the item was about the impact of cycling on the blind.

Members who had seen the report (which will be made available) were rather divided in their reaction. Some were quite angry about its tone of “everything's fine, just not going as quickly as cyclists would like), and felt that the process had been a waste of time. The contrary view was that this was the beginning of a long political process, and that we should not expect that Councillors would have any views changed overnight simply by such a delegation. Tim Parry believed that it had been an excellent result to get the Chief Officer of Highways and Transportation to agree to visit the Forum, since he had a great deal of delegated power within the Council, and also advised Council on these matters. I suggested that we should co-ordinate a short statement/presentation to the Chief Officer (Gary Bartlett) to explain the  concerns which led to the deputation in rather more detail.

Matters arising from the minutes.

3.3 The higher resolution LCCN maps were being loaded to the  website that day, after resolving some issues about size.

4.4  Re-lining of Horsforth Roundabout on the A65 had taken place before it was possible to look at accident statistics at Lawnswood, and thus events overtook this action. However, the re-alignment at Lawnswood had reduced accidents considerably, from 27 in five years to about 1.5/year.

6.2 It was not possible to replace the A-frame barriers in most locations, as these were demanded by local people as a barrier against motor cycles, and without them schemes would not be approved. The lack of fencing at Killingbeck fields which was allowing motor-cycles access was to be addressed.

9.4 Two-way cycling on Sackville Street would not be possible. Although there appeared to be space, ownership issues precluded action.

9.5 There seemed to be no reason why the crossing outside the BMW garage on Scott Hall Road should not be converted to a Toucan crossing.

Cycle Training.

Mark Sadler of Leeds City Council gave a talk about what the council does with regards to cycle training for children and adults. The focus was mainly on primary schools, where funding was available for level 2 training, and they aimed to train 2,300 children at this level. This took a day and a half, about 805 of which was on the road. The intention was that every primary school child should be able to access the training – but only if the school and parents agreed. There was some prompting at this level, but not at secondary school. Limited adult training, chargeable at £10+vat a session, was available under a 'bike-buddy' arrangement.

River Aire Cycle Route. 

Councillor Illingworth  was to provide a brief report on proposals for a cycle and walking route on the North East bank of the River Aire between Kirkstall and the City Centre, but in his absence the item was held in abeyance.

Leeds Cycle map. 

Mark Robinson reported that there had been a lot of feedback, most of which could be incorporated, and he was expecting a final version tomorrow. This would probably be on the website within days, and it was planned to produce a small print run prior to April, when it was intended to re-brand the map under a metro active travel scheme. 

Cycle Lanes on A660 between Farrar Lane and King’s Road Roundabout. 

It was now proposed to make no changes to the road markings on this stretch, but to introduce a 50mph limit. Members were somewhat divided in their ideas about good marking, but agreed that in the absence of a clear advantage it was best left as it was. They would, though, have preferred a 40mph limit. Tim Parry cited the stretch near Ilkley with central hatching and a 40mph limit (in Bradford MBC area) which he felt worked well.

Local Sustainable Transport Fund Update. 

Mark Robinson reported that there was expected to be an appointment to oversee training and promotion effective from the 1st February.

Leeds Core Cycle Network Updates. 

Route 10 (Armley to City Centre) was substantially complete. Route 12 (Garforth to City Centre) was under consultation with the intention of getting this through the Highways board for implementation this year. Route 9 was in design with a view to implementation in the summer or autumn. 

There was a real problem over the proposed Cookridge Street contraflow, where blind interests (see above) had been consulted and declared themselves totally opposed to the scheme because of cycles moving in unexpected directions. Even more seriously they were totally opposed to any shared use by cycles with pedestrians,m which may jeopardise the whole core network if upheld. Lizzie Reather said she was minded to try and talk informally to a representative of the group with a view to reaching a better common understanding, and this was greeted with encouragement.

Date of next meeting 

18th April 2012. The meeting will be attended by Gary Bartlett, Chief Officer for Highways and Transportation. This is an opportunity to make an impact, and Lizzie Reather kindly agreed to co-ordinate a possible statement/presentation to be made (I hope fairly informally) to Gary at the meeting.

Meeting closed 20:30 (approx 2h15m!)

