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Purpose of report
To summarise the headline results of the consultation on the Rushmere Road light
segregation cycle lane.

Background information
Through tranche 1 of the Emergency Active Travel Fund the Council received £351,000 to
implement short-term measures to encourage walking and cycling. Working with the
Borough and District Councils a number of schemes were identified. In September 2020 a
light segregation cycle lane was introduced on Rushmere Road, Northampton on the
southbound (downhill) side of the road.
The existing advisory cycle lane (Figure 1) was converted to a mandatory cycle lane and
orange reflective wands placed at 3m intervals were installed (Figure 2).
Figure 1 – Rushmere Road advisory cycle lane (looking southbound)

Figure 2 - Light segregation on Rushmere Road (looking southbound)

Following implementation, in light of comments received and as part of monitoring the
scheme, a consultation was undertaken to seek the views of local residents, road users and
other relevant groups on changes to the temporary light segregation on the southbound
(downhill) cycle lane on Rushmere Road in Northampton.
The consultation ran from 6 November to 27 November 2020.
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A letter drop to all properties on Rushmere Road was undertaken and the consultation was
advertised on the Consultation Hub and through social media. Responses were also directly
invited from the following organisations:











Brackmills BID
Cycling UK
East Midlands Ambulance
Northampton Borough Council
Northampton Transition Group
Northamptonshire Association for the Blind
Northamptonshire Police
Sustrans
Rushmere Road Residents Association
Wheels for Wellbeing

Options consulted on
To address immediate concerns raised by local residents some minor changes to remove
the first wands at the north end which have been regularly hit by vehicles has been
undertaken. All options presented below include the minor changes described above.
Views were sought on four options to modify the trial scheme. Consultees were asked to
provide their preferred option.
Option A
Removing the current wands and replacing with black and white reflective wands spaced at
3 metre intervals with gaps for side roads and drives.
Option B
Removing the current wands and replacing with black and white reflective wands spaced at
5 metre intervals. There would be gaps for side roads and drives.
Option C
Removing the current wands and replacing with alternate black and white wands and orcas
at 5 metre intervals. There would be gaps in the wands/orcas to enable access to side
roads and drives. There would be two wands at the north end of the scheme to indicate the
start of the cycleway. Following the gap for a side road or drive, there would be two wands at
the start of each section. Where the alternating pattern of wands and orcas results in an orca
ending a section, this will be replaced by a wand. South of the Rugby Club, on the approach
to the 40mph zone, there would be wands at 5 metre intervals.
Option D
Removing the current wands and replacing with two black and white reflective wands spaced
at 25m intervals, with orcas at 5 metre intervals between the wands. There would be gaps in
the wands/orcas to enable access to side roads and drives. There would be two wands at
the north end of the scheme to indicate the start of the cycleway. Following the gap for a
side road or drive, there would be two wands at the start of each section and at 25m
intervals. South of the Rugby Club, on the approach to the 40mph zone, there would be
wands at 5 metre intervals.
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Plans showing the proposals are included in Appendix A to D.
In addition, the following documents were also provided as part of the consultation.



Assessment of Cycle Lane Options
Equalities impact assessment

Summary of comments received
A total of 167 representations were received from a mixture of Councillors, stakeholders and
individuals.
A petition was also submitted by Rushmere Road Resident’s Association on 26 November
2020.
Table 1 outlines the preferred options based on the respondents’ home address (where
information was provided). Of those that stated a preference for the options consulted on,
the greatest support was received for Option A.
Table 1 – Preferred option by home address

Location
Rushmere
Road
Elsewhere in
Northampton
Unknown/
not
applicable
Total

Option
A
0

Option
B
0

Option
C
0

Option
D
2

Other

Total

27

None
specified
3

6

3

2

8

31

6

56

10

3

2

3

49

12

79

16

6

4

13

107

21

167

32

A number of respondents, particularly from those living on Rushmere Road outlined that
their first preference was an alternative option, but that if they had to choose one of the
options put forward in the consultation their preference would be as outlined below in Table
2. In this scenario, Option D was the most well supported of the options put forward.
Table 2 – Second choice option by home address

Location
Rushmere
Road
Elsewhere in
Northampton
Unknown/
not
applicable
Total

Option
A
0

Option
B
0

Option
C
0

Option
D
15

Other

Total

14

None
specified
3

6

3

3

8

30

6

56

10

4

2

12

39

12

79

16

7

5

35

83

21

167

32

Some respondents outlined whether they used Rushmere Road as a cyclist, pedestrian,
mobility scooter or other road user. This has been compared to whether they outlined their
support for retaining the current wands. In some cases, people outlined that they used the
route both as a cyclist and a driver for example.
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Table 3 – Support by mode for retaining wands

Opinion of
retaining
wands
Supportive
Not
supportive
Total

Cyclists

Pedestrian

Mobility
scooter

Driver

Motorcyclists

6
32

2
2

0
1

4
10

0
2

38

4

1

14

2

Comments
The following comments were raised regarding the four options presented:











Unacceptable visual impact
Width of the cycle lane does not meet guidance and forces cyclists into gullies
Difficult to carry out road cleansing which presents safety issue as those cycling
cannot avoid debris
Ongoing maintenance cost
Traffic unable to move over for emergency vehicles
Visibility of cycle lane from side roads
Difficult for cyclists to pass other slower cyclists
Caused confusion with cyclists, runners and scooters travelling uphill in cycle lane
Feeling that not necessary at this location
Money could have been spent elsewhere

Alternative options proposed
A number of respondents outlined alternative options that they wished to see in place of the
four options put forward in the consultation. These were mainly around removing the wands
altogether and replacing with a mandatory cycle lane to enable all cyclists to use the lane,
retain access for emergency vehicles and to remove the visual impact. A number of
respondents outlined that this should be accompanied with parking enforcement so that
cyclists were not forced out into the main carriageway.
A number of respondents outlined that they would like to see more permanent improvements
such as widening the lane, utilising the service road and exploring the opportunity to provide
a two-way cycle lane by removing the uphill cycle lane.
There were 61 respondents who outlined that they would like the wands to be removed.
Table 4 – Alternative options proposed

Option proposed
Remove wands
Mandatory cycle lane
Billing Road/ Rushmere Road signalised junction
Parking enforcement
Orcas
Northbound lane
Widen lane
Service road
Shared use cycleway
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Total
61
31
30
20
15
8
6
5
4

Option proposed
Two-way cycle lane
Traffic calming
Alternative segregation

Total
3
3
2

Table 5 shows the location spread of respondents who proposed that the wands should be
removed.
Table 5 – Location of respondents who proposed wands should be removed

Location
Abington Avenue
Billing Road
Billing Road East
Burwood Road, Spinney Hill
Christchuch Road
Garrick Road
Greenway
Holly Road
Park Avenue South
Rushmere Road
Tanfield Lane
Unknown
Watersmeet
Total

Total
2
2
2
1
1
1
1
1
1
15
2
31
1
61

Comments received from Councillors
The following representations were received from Councillors.
County Councillor Julie Davenport – Delapre and Rushmere
How disappointing is it that the consultation will not include an option for people with
disabilities. Do we know how many cyclists with disabilities were spoken to in any
research/focus group to determine how their needs can be accommodated. As a public
authority we have a duty not to discriminate. How is it OK for the more vulnerable cyclists of
our town to have to ride in the main carriageway and face the dangers of traffic that you say
you want to protect cyclists from. It makes no sense to me or am I missing something?
County Councillor Adam Brown – Bugbrooke
I have read with some interest the alternative proposals for the Rushmere Road cycle lane.
As a resident of Abington Avenue, I regularly travel along the road and the orange wands
are wholly inappropriate in my view, for the following reasons:




By being placed on the inside of the lines marking out the cycle lane they remove
space for cyclists, pushing them towards the kerb and drains etc.
Leaves and other waste build up within the cycle lane because the road sweepers
can't access the road beyond the wands
Traffic is prevented from moving safely into the cycle lane to allow emergency
vehicles to pass, this is especially relevant at rush hour and I have witnessed the
effects of this myself.
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Despite the gap in the wands, their mere presence makes turning right from
Rushmere Road into e.g., Cranmere Road more difficult for cyclists who only have a
very small gap, which often necessitates stopping, whereas before cyclists could
move pre-emptively into the centre of the road prior to making the right hand turn as
advised by section 74 of the Highway Code.

I am concerned that the proposals put forward under the consultation will not bring about
improvements, and do in fact risk either exacerbating problems or creating new issues. The
proposed Orcas have been criticised in other parts of the country, and I provide a link to an
example in Enfield where the Council subsequently spent quarter of a million pounds to
remove orcas. In my view the existing orange wands should be removed entirely, and in their
place NCC should pursue one of the following options in order of preference:
1. Widen the existing pavement to incorporate a cycle path.
2. Mark out a designated cycle lane on the road by means of a simple coloured road
surface without physical barriers.
3. If physical barriers must be placed on the road, I believe that they should be on the
outside of the painted lines and they should be the upgraded cycle lane defenders
mentioned in the Enfield Independent article, at distances of 25m apart, or greater.
Northampton Borough Councillor Danielle Stone – Castle
Orcas seem to be problematic. The height of the wands need to be considered in light of
bikes with panniers etc.

Comments received from relevant stakeholders
The following comments were received from stakeholders.
Cycling UK
In my view and along with many other regular cyclists, if the 'aim of light segregation is to
make the route attractive and safer for cyclists' as quoted then I favour a different approach
altogether.
Many regular cyclists feel the new Rushmere road cycle lane is too narrow for safety
especially as it is southbound downhill.
What is needed is more width together with a similar lane going northbound uphill.
Living Streets Northampton
The case for segregated cycle lanes
We strongly agree with providing segregated cycle lanes in Northampton. It is widely
accepted that good quality infrastructure is the only way to get more people cycling and
walking, and this is now part of government guidelines.
Modal shift has been a central objective in the local transport policy for some years, and the
only way this can happen is by reallocating road space. This will make the town better for
everyone, including those who have to drive. Cycles use 7-10 times less space than a car
so the opportunities for reducing congestion and pollution are huge.
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Why Rushmere Road?
We’re unclear how the decision was taken to use this road as the first segregated cycle lane
in the town:





It is not mentioned in the Local Cycling and Walking Plan
It is not a route into the town centre
It is on a steep hill
It is lined with trees that shed twigs all year round

However, we do want to have the segregated lane – we just wonder why this site was
chosen for the first one?
Our recommendations
None of the four of the options A-D deal with the problems that make this lane feel unsafe
when cycling:




This lane does not appear to fulfil the 2m minimum width recommendation in
government guidelines LTN1/20.
Cycle speeds on this hill are at least 20mph, meaning extra width is needed.
Even with regular sweeping, there will always be times when twigs from the nearby
trees obstruct the lane.

We see the best option as follows.
Remove the cycle lane on the uphill side and widen the lane to at least 4m, making it 2-way,
with strong segregation from the road. This has the following benefits:





It provides segregation for people cycling uphill too
It provides overtaking space
It provides space to manoeuvre around any obstacles
It could be swept with the type of sweeper used in parks

Strong segregation from traffic would be required. Initially this could be with the current
wand spacing (not orcas), with more permanent segregation longer term.

Northamptonshire Police – Safer Roads Operations Manager
I am writing as the Safer Roads Operations Manager for Northamptonshire Police. I have
received numerous calls and queries relating to the current layout, which as I understand
some local residents are not in favour of.
I have visited the location and I am satisfied that even in its current state there are no
restrictions to visibility or passage of emergency vehicles being the two main points I have
been contacted about.
I believe that Option D is likely to be the best balance between the function and aesthetics. It
provides wands at regular intervals to remind drivers of the restriction and the orcas are
much less obtrusive visually.

Rushmere Road Resident’s Association
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Representation 1
Having looked at the four proposals, the Rushmere Road Residents' Association are
extremely disappointed and frustrated that all of them still contain posts, and therefore the
segregated lane remains discriminatory. Your suggestion that cyclists with adapted bicycles
(including parents using child trailers) just use the main carriage way is not a solution. If you
want to create a safe cycle route from one side of Northampton to the other, then it should
be safe and accessible for all... an inclusive cycle-way system... as stipulated in The
Department of Transport's Gear Change document.
NCC Highways' vision is undermined by the road infrastructure in Northampton, our
residential road is too narrow for a hard segregated lane, which is why we have always
championed a lane that is either demarcated by a solid white line (mandatory lane) or low
level orcas. This would then be an inclusive cycle lane, be easy to sweep and maintain,
enable other road users to pull over to allow emergency vehicles quick and safe passage
along Rushmere Road and create a visual demarcation for other road users.
If posts are supposed to give cyclists an increased feeling of safety, why do we regularly see
cyclists choosing to use the main carriage way, service road and pavements? You have
been contacted by local cyclists saying that the posts restrict their space in the cycle lane,
that it is too narrow and they perceive it as more dangerous and so won't use it. We really
don't understand what the council's obsession with plastic posts is. The cycle lane on
Rushmere Road is too narrow for this type of hard segregation.
The lane should be at least 2m wide, as stipulated by The Department of Transport, not less
than 1m, as some parts of the current segregated lane is on Rushmere Road, see photo
below. Attached is a photo of a cyclist cycling up the segregated lane! This is not an
isolated incident, residents have seen other cyclists doing this as well as joggers and scooter
riders. This didn't happen prior to the plastic wands being installed. The reflective parts of
the posts that are currently insitu are delaminating and therefore not fit for purpose, see
attached photos, how can you ensure that this isn't going to happen with the posts you are
planning to install in the future?
Finally, how much tax payers' money has been spent on the orange and white plastic posts
installed by NCC Highways on the 1.9.20 that have caused so many issues over the past
three months? What would have really benefited local residents would have been some
type of controlled crossing at the four-way traffic light junction, at the top of Rushmere Road,
a crossing that is used by hundreds of school children each day. But instead, thousands of
pounds of public money has been spent on a cycle lane on a residential road that is used by
a handful of cyclists each day... there is no comparison. It's a disproportionate amount of
money to spend on an extremely small number of road users.
Representation 2
We categorically believe that Rushmere Road is totally unsuitable for any of the four
proposals NCC Highways have put forward for public consultation, as they all contain posts.
These proposals go against all of these cycle lane design principles contained in the Cycling
England document.
Page 1 - Key Principle -The decision to provide cycle lanes should be reached by reference
to the hierarchy of provision (Local Transport Note 2/08 Table 1.2); they should not be seen
as a universal solution. Where provided, they should be a minimum of 1.5m wide,
continuous, made conspicuous across side roads at junctions and not abandon cyclists
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where roads become narrow, for example at right turning lanes. Cycle lanes can benefit
cyclists, but poorly designed lanes can make conditions worse for them. Whilst cycle lanes
can create benefits for cyclists, they should not be considered to be the default solution for
on-road facilities, especially when this results in them being too narrow, badly sited or not
continuous.
When NCC Highways installed posts on 1.9.20, they restricted the cycle lane of Rushmere
Road to less than 1m in places and all four proposals will do the same. This also makes all
four proposals dangerous for cyclists. It is also discriminatory under the 2010 Equalities Act,
as they are not inclusive. Any cyclists with a wheelbase wider that 1m can't use the lane
now.
Page 5 - Under the National Cycle Training Standards, cyclists are trained to ride in the
safest position on the carriageway which is usually at least 1.0m from the kerb edge. This is
so that they can avoid gulley grates and debris and to ensure that they are within the
sightlines of drivers waiting at side roads. Advisory cycle lanes are useful in situations where
occasional encroachment into the lane by motor vehicles is unavoidable.
Now, because of the posts NCC Highways have installed along the cycle lane on Rushmere
Road on 1.9.20, vehicles can no longer pull over to allow emergency vehicles quick and safe
passage along the road, as can be seen in this video. This happens on a regular basis,
especially during peak traffic times. This would continue to happen if any of the four
proposals are adopted. Although, option D has less posts, so that option would give some
additional space for vehicles to pull over into.
Page 6 - Cycle lanes may also be encroached upon by long vehicles at corners or tight
bends. This could lead to cyclists being forced off of the carriageway or, worse still crushed
against barriers.
The posts that NCC Highways installed on 1.9.20 have been continuously knocked over,
especially at the top of Rushmere Road, where there is a tight left hand turn on to Rushmere
Road at the traffic light junction. This would continue to happen if any of the 4 options are put
in place. The reflective parts of the posts have delaminated too and caused issues. The
posts also make cleaning and maintaining the cycle lane difficult. These posts were left in
this state for days... It's been local residents reporting any incidents, as NCC Highways have
done little monitoring.
Page 10 - Width of Cycle Lanes should be 2m wide. This is particularly important where
parents are accompanying children and for cyclists overtaking other cyclists. In addition,
unlike most vehicles in urban areas, cyclists travel at different speeds and will regularly need
to pull out to overtake slower cyclists. Where space is restricted, with-flow cycle lanes can
be a minimum of 1.5 m wide. This will also permit cyclists to avoid debris and surface
irregularities such as potholes and sunken gullies at the carriageway edge.
Graeme Kane is happy that parents with child trailers and disabled cyclists use the narrower,
main carriageway as they can no longer access the cycle lane on Rushmere Road.
Residents have also witnessed many incidents where faster cyclists have been held up
behind slower ones. More worryingly, on 13.11.20 an incident was witnessed, where a
cyclist had stopped in the cycle lane, as he needed to make a right hand turn and two
cyclists, travelling at speed behind him, nearly collided with him and his stationary bike. This
would continue to be an issue if any of the four proposals were adopted, although, as option
D has less posts, this would help improve the situation.
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Page 10 - Widths below these recommended widths will need to be carefully assessed for
safety. Research has shown that narrow cycle lanes (below 1.2m) are three times more
dangerous than wider cycle lanes (expressed in the number of accidents per bicycle
kilometre cycled). In general, lanes below 1.5m are rarely justified.
All through this process, Graeme Kane and his team have continuously cited that cyclist
safety is at the core of their designs, that this is their main concern. The is completely
undermined by the information above. Narrowing a cycle lane that is on a steep downhill
gradient is also not recommended, as cyclists travelling at speed require a wider "dynamic
envelope" to cycle in. Again, look at the photo above, showing that the available, usable
part of the lane has now been restricted to just under 70cm in places. All four proposals put
forward by NCC Highways will continue to do the same. A narrow cycle lane using posts to
segregate it, makes it dangerous and hazardous. This is why many cyclists are no longer
use it.
Confusing Message - the segregated cycle lane on Rushmere Road is now being misused
on a regular basis with cyclists cycling up it, scooter riders travelling up it and both runners
and walkers using it to travel up the road. All four of the proposals being put forward by
NCC Highways would see the same misuse in the future.
In conclusion, a simple, cost effective solution would have been to change the advisory cycle
lane to a mandatory one by painting it with a solid line and using a coloured surface to
demarcate the lane, as pictured below. This would then allow all cyclists to use it, be easy to
sweep and maintain, allow vehicles to pull over into to it to allow emergency vehicles to get
past and prevent motorists from parking in it. The funds from the Active Travel Fund is for
pedestrians too. A controlled crossing at the four-way traffic light junction at the top of
Rushmere Road would benefit pedestrians, including 100s of school children, as well as
cyclists. NCC Highways are spending a disproportionate amount of taxpayers' money on a
small number of road users.
We simply don't understand what Graeme Kane's fixation with plastic posts is. Surely, the
council should be promoting the reduction in the use of plastic and being more
environmentally responsible.
Representation 3
As part of the consultation process regarding the future of the cycle lane on Rushmere
Road, please look at this important Wheels for Wellbeing document.
It's designed to be used by local authorities, transport bodies, civil engineers, academics and
cycling organisations when designing and building cycle lanes. It also shows how UK
equalities legislation applies to inclusive cycling, which is being ignored by NCC Highways.
We would like to draw your attention to the following...
Page 16 - Equalities legislation and cycling in the UK - As part of the Equality Act 2010, a
legal duty was placed on public bodies and others carrying out public functions to ensure
that they comply to the Public Sector Equality Duty (PSED). It covers a number of protected
characteristics, such as age, race and disability. The Equality Duty’s purpose is to help
public bodies consider how different people will be affected by their activities and to ensure
this forms part of their policy and decision-making processes. It applies to all public
authorities named in Section 19 of the Equality Act, including government departments,
health bodies, local authorities, transport authorities, schools and the police. They must have
due regard to the need to: 1. Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation
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and other conduct prohibited by the Equality Act; 2. Advance equality of opportunity between
people who share a protected characteristic and those who do not; 3. Foster good relations
between people who share a protected characteristic and those who do not. It is enforced by
the Equality and Human Rights Commission (EHRC), which has overall responsibility for
assessing compliance with the Equality Duty and its enforcement, with the power to issue
compliance notices to public bodies.
Page 16 - The PSED and cycling - When developing a cycling or transport strategy, local
authorities should always take into account the needs of disabled people as cyclists,
ensuring cycling infrastructure is designed to accommodate the needs of disabled cyclists
and the dimensions of non-standard cycles.
Page 8 - What Is Inclusive Cycling? Disability - in the UK Under the Equality Act 2010,
disability is defined as a physical or mental impairment that has a ‘substantial’ and ‘longterm’ negative effect on a person’s ability to do normal daily activities.
Page 9 - Road Infrastructure causes the most barriers to disable cyclists.
Page 11 - Cycle Lane Design - It is important to recognise that many disabled cyclists use a
variety of non-standard cycles depending on their need. These take many different forms,
but when it comes to design criteria we refer you to Highways England’s cycle design vehicle
- an inclusive concept that captures all shapes and sizes of cycles, defined as 2.8m long and
1.2m wide.
Page 13 - What are the barriers to cycling for disabled people? Cycling infrastructure There is a lack of fully inclusive infrastructure across cycle networks. Narrow cycle lanes,
steps, speed reduction treatments, physical obstacles, barriers and potholes reduce
accessibility for non-standard cycles, which are often wider, longer and heavier than
standard bicycles. Accessibility can also be reduced for disabled cyclists who ride on two
wheels but who may not be able to lift, carry or walk their cycle.
Page 14 - Infrastructure for all - According to our research, inaccessible cycling
infrastructure is the biggest difficulty faced by disabled cyclists. Narrow cycle lanes, steps,
bollards and anti-motorcycle barriers are just some of the obstacles that can restrict or deny
access to disabled cyclists, including riders of non-standard cycles, which are typically
longer and wider than standard bicycles. All cycling infrastructure should be designed with
the needs of disabled cyclists in mind. In particular, local authorities need to adopt an
inclusive cycling ‘footprint’ as part of their cycling strategies and for the Government to
develop a national technical standard for inclusive cycling.
Page 15 - Invisible cyclists - Too often disabled cyclists are ignored by cycling
professionals, transport bodies and local government.
Page 18 - 26 - Building inclusive infrastructure - Inaccessible cycling infrastructure is the
single biggest difficulty faced by disabled cyclists in the UK. This is perhaps unsurprising
given the kinds of cycles that many disabled people use (e.g. tight bollards may exclude a
tricycle, narrow cycle lanes a side-by-side tandem and kissing gates a hand cycle or a
tandem). These are real, everyday problems that limit disabled cyclists’ ability to cycle where
and when they want. Cycle networks and cycling infrastructure have been designed around
the two-wheeled bicycle and able-bodied cyclist. This excludes many other types of cyclists.
However, a cycle network that meets the needs of disabled cyclists - by being step-free,
barrier-free and spacious - is, by default, accessible to everyone: two-wheeled bicycle users,
as well as individuals, families and businesses who use tricycles, tandems, trailers and
cargo bikes (the latter of which are increasingly used to transport children and freight).
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Equally, any measures enabling cycling by disabled people are likely to support a growth in
cycling by novice cyclists, including children and young people, as well as older people. It
will also improve conditions for those using mobility scooters. A good indicator of a welldesigned inclusive cycle network is the variety of users from under-represented groups using
it (inc. disabled people, women, children and older people). We believe that the potential for
growth in this area is significant and could yield substantial social, health and financial
benefits, which as yet, remain untapped.
We trust that the above information is given due consideration as part of the consultation
process regarding the future design of the cycle lane on Rushmere Road. All of this
information supports a cycle lane that is free of barriers (plastic post) that restrict the access
to and usage of a cycle lane by ALL cyclists. Therefore, the lane needs to revert back to a
post free lane, that is either demarcated by a painted line or painted surface.

Wheels for Wellbeing
Having looked at the various proposals, we feel that our main concerns are not with the type
of segregation, but with the width - and therefore accessibility - of the lane as a whole.
The outlines for the different options suggest that the cycle lane width is a minimum of 1.2m.
The government's most recent Cycle Design Guidance LTN 1/20 states that 1.5m is the
minimum width for a one-directional cycle lane, with 2m width as the desirable width. 1.2m
evidently falls below that minimum. If the 1.2m includes obstacles such as gutters/drains,
which many non-standard cyclists will have to avoid, the width of the accessible road space
will be even narrower, rendering the cycle lane inaccessible.
We have been contacted by some local residents who are concerned that changes to cycle
infrastructure is making/will make the cycle lane inaccessible, as wands have previously
been placed along the cycle lane have reduced it to less than 70cm of useable road space in
places. They are concerned that similar restrictions will occur after these planned changes
are implemented. 70cm is clearly inaccessible and unacceptable.
I note that in your Equality Impact Assessment that you have included both 'widening the
lane' as a potential benefit for Disabled cyclists, but identified as a mitigation that some nonstandard cycles will still be able to use the main carriageway. Although it would be possible
for non-standard cyclists to use the main carriageway, it's not an ideal mitigation, as it puts
non-standard cyclists in a more dangerous position and will deter many less confident
cyclists. If changes to the cycle infrastructure will prevent non-standard cyclists from using
the cycle lane, this should be noted as a negative impact on people with protected
characteristics. It also conflicts with government policy on encouraging active travel, as
outlined in the recent Gear Change report and Cycle Infrastructure Design LTN 1/20.
In light of this, we would advise that the cycle lane should be widened to 1.5-2m to ensure
that a non-standard cyclist can use the whole of the cycle lane without having to cross
drains/gutters etc. A wider cycle lane will also help cyclists avoid any debris that may build
up, which is particularly difficult for non-standard cyclists to negotiate. If this is not possible,
then wands should be strategically placed at 5m intervals away from any potential obstacles,
so that a non-standard cyclist can edge into the main carriageway if necessary. The EIA
should note that the scheme may hinder Disabled cyclists, and not identify using the main
carriageway as a mitigation. Using wands rather than orcas will also make it easier for
visually impaired individuals to see the edges of the cycle lane.
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Conclusions, recommendations and next steps
Both the Government’s Gear Change strategy and the draft Local Walking & Cycling
Infrastructure Plan for Northampton advocate the importance of improved facilities if levels of
active travel and cycling are to be increased. It is also clear that segregation i.e. physical
protection, in some form, is an important factor, particularly on busy roads and/or for those
who do not currently cycle. Doing nothing is not an option if there is to be a step-change.
The Active Travel Fund provided the opportunity to pilot light segregation on Rushmere
Road. However, its introduction has not been popular with some local residents. This
resulted in alternatives being proposed.
The consultation responses on the various options have demonstrated that the light
segregation cycle lane trial on Rushmere Road is and remains an emotive subject, with a
range of opposing opinions expressed. It is also clear that there is no single option with
overwhelming support.
Some respondents welcomed the trial and supported the use of wands whereas others
including many living on Rushmere Road would like to see the wands removed, and a
mandatory cycle lane and (in some cases) orcas installed.
Some cyclists wanted to see the wands removed, accompanied with the widening of the
cycle lanes, parking restrictions introduced and enhancements made to the uphill section.
Widening the cycle lanes will require looking at permanent solutions and involve more
significant levels of investment, which is not currently possible within the Emergency Active
Travel Fund envelope.
On balance, it is therefore recommended that Option D (black wands and orcas) is
implemented for a 12-month trial period as this:







Reduces the visual impact for those living on Rushmere Road compared to the
current scheme both through reducing the number of wands and a change to black
and white;
Provides the opportunity to gauge usage of the lane, and the views of users, over a
longer period;
Aids street cleansing compared with other options;
Retains light segregation which is a requirement of the Emergency Active Travel
Fund; and
Enables assessment of the use of wands and orcas in combination

A major concern of cyclists is cars parking in the cycle lane. Some residents suggested that
a mandatory cycle lane would prohibit parking. This is not accurate. The existence of a
mandatory cycle lane, demarcated by a solid white lane, does not provide the local authority
with any powers to enforce against parking. Yellow lines would be required in order for the
local authority to enforce parking restrictions. It is proposed that the situation is kept under
review and, if considered appropriate, the necessary consultation on introducing yellow lines
will be undertaken.
The revised scheme will be subject to monitoring and evaluation with a report to be prepared
at the end of the trial. To enable this, automated counter technology will be installed. This
will enable a proper assessment to be made of the success of the scheme.
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It is also recommended that as part of the Tranche 2 scheme, feasibility work is undertaken
to understand what would be required to upgrade the Billing Road/ Rushmere Road junction,
including facilitating movements to/from Rushmere Road for cyclists and widening provision.
The programme will involve the completion of necessary works by end of February 2021.
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Appendix A – Plan of Option A
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Appendix B – Plan of Option B
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Appendix C – Plan of Option C

19

Appendix D – Plan of Option D
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