Cumberland Basin Road
Cycling City project 32
Outline comments and recommendations by Bristol Cycling Campaign.

Reference:   
http://www.opinionsuite.com/bristol/departments/city-development/cumberland-basin-road-two-way-cycling-facility-and-pedestrian-improvements/consultation/supporting_docs/Cumberland%20Basin%20Road%20Consultation%20Leaflet.pdf 

1.  A 2-way cycle track is shown on drawing 2m wide and adjacent footway 1.2m wide.   A barrier is shown to side of footway and on cycle track side a 300mm buffer zone to kerb of opposing direction carriageway.    In some places there is a dished channel gulley alongside. 
This cycle track width is too narrow and the buffer zone is inadequate.   LTN 2/08 gives 2.5m min width for 2 cyclists to pass (or ride side by side), and a minimum width of 3m for a 2 way cycle track.  We recommend at least 3m width.   The motor traffic on the carriageway is fast and drivers are likely to be distracted by lane changes, several bends and an ascent, and may be looking for direction signs.    Under such circumstances cyclists going in the opposite direction must be given a good safety margin.  We advise a 1m buffer zone per LTN 2/08 5.2. 
A reduction in the speed limit on the road should be considered.

2.  Junctions to the cycle track from the road need to be added.    In particular a merged slip junction from Merchants Road so cyclists can safely leave the carriageway and cross the opposing direction of cycle traffic.   This is vital because cyclists will be moving as quickly as possible to keep with motor traffic and the junction is on a bend.   The junction should be designed so cyclists do not need to slow down or change direction on the carriageway.

A slip way is needed off the West end of the track to rejoin the road if so desired.
3    The raised white line is dangerous as it can be slippery when wet.  We recommend it is omitted.    Pedestrians would be unlikely to keep to within it.

4.   The footpath is well below recommended width of 2m minimum per LTN 2/08.  If there are likely to be significant pedestrian movements it should be increased.  But if there are few pedestrians projected it could be omitted and width added to the cycle track.   The pavements of Hotwell Road serve pedestrians so the demand for an added pedestrian-only route is not entirely clear.
5.   Automatic signals would be needed to the currently uncontrolled crossing across Merchants Road from Cumberland Basin Road to the Pump House to allow the route to continue onto the Harbour Side and into town - vital to the successful growth of inbound usage. .A less attractive alternative would be to make the crossing via a central island (a modification of the proposed one) then crossings could be made in two stages, each against just one direction of traffic, but this may not be viable because of the pinch point created for cycle traffic going straight on across the bridge.   A zebra crossing would be an attractive option if traffic speed is controlled.   We emphasise it is not safe for families or children to cross without protection in an uncontrolled crossing.
The plan is unclear on what is to happen to the wall at the entrance to the Pump House car park – at the moment this dangerously restricts visibility when exiting the car park and we are aware of several near misses with cars trying to enter around this blind turn. The drawing is unclear as to how the new crossing fits with the car park entrance for motor vehicles. Coming out of the car park one currently has to queue up in the entrance blocking the way for cars trying to enter – we query whether this will still be the case.
6.   Signage must make it clear that at all the joining points (for pedestrians,cyclists & vehicles crossing over) that this is now a 2-way cycle route.  

 

 7  The consultation document included " For more information on the scheme please visit: 

www.bristol.gov.uk/consultationfinder " But this has no more information on the scheme.

8.   The design and location of "back fall" Victoria covers and frames  ( cast iron?) needs checking for safety to small wheel buggies or roller bladers if wrongly aligned or any condensation/icing problems. 

 

9   No summaries or detailed background information has been provided re time analysis of speed & flow or accidents for:-

· Cumberland Basin Road (including existing 2way pedestrian & cycling usage) 

· Merchants Road 

· existing crossings of Cumberland Basin Road. 

Without this additional information  (+ future predictions) it is difficult to be wholly objective in commenting on the key crossing of Merchants Road. A "straight across uncontrolled crossing" with no traffic calming or priority measures (of a theoretically 30mph speed limit road) appears inconsistent with a "safe route to school" or other pedestrian/cycle users including slow disabled.   If traffic speed were reduced a zebra and even a tiger crossing could be considered.
 

10.    The effectiveness of this route would be enhanced if the "Harbourside obstacles" could also be resolved:-

· Pump House - parking sometimes obstructing the cycle route 

· very tight barrier detour 

· current (temporarily?) detour via steps or on a pontoon walkway  
· parts of the harbourside route (near some cycle racks!) have a "no cycling" sign
· The Rownham Mead resident association have placed a chain barrier across the path, so preventing bicycles with child trailers from using the path
11. The plans don't seem to indicate how the link is made to the existing Portway cycle track . We assume it runs straight into it. However the shared use part soon becomes extremely narrow for a short time and up to a wider section with black lamp-posts in the middle – it’s a shame this was not improved as part of the rebuild following the water works. The posts should be painted brighter, have white triangles on the path to highlight them or be relocated.
 

12.         We consider that a strategic plan for the whole Cumberland Basin area is needed.   This proposal has now been agreed at a Cycling City Stakeholder Panel meeting of 12 November 2009, and it would be best to carry this study before designing or building its potential elements.

13.  Some other points to be considered:
A   We need to think about plans to get over from the south. Also a way out to the north that does not include a cyclists dismount sign as at present.
http://bristolcars.blogspot.com/2009/01/welcome-to-bristol-cyclists-dismount.html

B   The drawings show a playground. There isn't one there at present.  ( A park under the flyover has been proposed 
http://bristolcars.blogspot.com/2009/01/sunset-on-hotwells-wheel-park.html  )
A zebra crossing to the park would be needed.
 
C   We need to consider how this proposal might integrate with other link improvements. For example there is a strong case for a contra-flow cycle track going north up Merchants Road for cyclists coming across the Junction Lock Bridge.

D  Junction Lock Bridge itself needs to be made cycle friendly since it is an important strategic link. This could be done by excluding motor traffic except when Plimsoll Bridge swings or imposing low speed limit (20mph or less). Another possibility might be to widen cantilevered footway on east side by a couple of metres to create segregated track.

E   The dangerous cycle lane going around Hotwell Road city-bound should be removed as it pushes cyclists into traffic emerging from side roads instead of steering them into primary position.  

Here is a Google map link: 

http://maps.google.co.uk/maps/ms?hl=en&ie=UTF8&msa=0&msid=107123778399462250430.000467e50bbf3638db525&ll=51.447782,-2.618008&spn=0.003276,0.006899&t=h&z=17
Martin McDonnell
Bristol Cycling Campaign
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