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14th April 2005
Draft Cycle Network - Carlisle

1.0
Introduction
1.1
Correspondence was received from the County Council on the 29th March outlining a draft Cycle Network for Carlisle and requesting City Council comments.   A copy of the correspondence and plan of the proposed cycle network is attached together with some initial comments from City Council officers.

1.2 Members of this committee are asked to consider the proposals and make further initial comments which will be forwarded to the County Council.

2.0
Recommendations
2.1 It is recommended that members comment on the proposed cycle network for Carlisle prepared by the County Council.

Draft Cycle Network – Carlisle, 29/3/05

Initial Comments on proposed network

· Bus Lanes on A595, A7, A69 – How realistic is it that these bus lanes will be provided.   Agreed that shared use is OK but can we ever produce a continuous route on these main radials that cyclists would use without depriving other road users of roadspace.

· Zero Path -  Better lighting along this route would also encourage pedestrian use as well as cycle use.   4 extra lights are suggested at an estimated cost of £5,000.

· Devonshire Walk to Bitts Park – Why not construct off road link between car parks inside boundary fence of park.   Would also be a well used pedestrian route.  Estimated cost £15,000.

· Route along Petteril – good link but does the City own the whole route.   Is a Toucan Crossing cost effective at present.   Will it not delay traffic on Warwick Road.

· Petteril Path – good link to Adelaide Street.   Does it need lighting to serve as pedestrian route as well.

· Access to City Council – Try to allow cycle access into areas where delivery vehicles are allowed and at times vehicles are allowed.   Cycling on the pedestrian area should not be allowed.

· Fusehill Street Route – What effect would marking out lanes have on parking.   Is signing of this quiet route not sufficient without marking lanes that would be parked on.

· Toucan Crossings – Is it not a bit expensive to do this for the small gain achieved.   Are the exiting pelicans not sufficient.

· A69 Route – OK.

· Denton Holme -  can the missing link be provided so that cycling on footways in the shopping area is not needed and the route follows the riverbank.

· Durranhill Link  -  OK  -  Not sure that this is a legally defined route but it is very important for cyclists and pedestrians.

· Harraby Area  -   Why spend money on an Act which is not needed as roads are quiet.   Cars would park on much of it.   Why not just sign routes to schools.

· A7 Stanwix Bank  -  Is the road space available for this suggested improvement.   The northbound lane is narrow as is the footway.

· Wigton Road  -  Why mark ACL on the service roads.   Surely signs at beginning and end is all that is needed as the service roads are quiet.

· Pelican/Toucan on A595  -  Why bother to change the pelicans for the small gains it achieves New path to school.

· Orton Road  -  OK, but expensive on a relatively quiet road.

· Orton Road  -  Is it feasible to do this with parked cars which would obstruct the ACL.

· Wigton Road  to CNDR  -  OK.

· Dunmail Drive  -  OK, why so expensive for just paint.

· Langrigg/Stonegarth  -  Why so expensive for just paint.

· Queensway  -  same comment as above.

· Kingstown Broadway  -  What about all the parked cars.   Where would the cycleways be constricted.   Is a ACL sufficient.

· Brampton Road  -  Developer funds were provided, £16,000 years ago for this – Scheme developed by Andy Brown at Capita.   Not sure people would now view this as acceptable due to narrow road width and narrow footways.

· Etterby Scaur  -  Why not put some of it on the footway and have shared use.

· Longlands Road  -  OK.

· Pirelli  -  OK.

· Cummersdale -  Ramp proposed to be built by Fred Storey.   City planners know more about this.

· Burgh Road  -  OK.

· 2nd Crossing  -  OK.

· Raffles/Newtown  -  OK.

· Swifts  -  OK.
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