Revised Oatlands Drive ATF Scheme – March 2021
These are comments on the revised Oatlands Drive plans. It doesn't appear that the comments we made
last month have been taken on board.
1) Conditions of Funding
1.1) DfT Letter
The conditions of funding were set out in a DfT letter of 10th July 2020:
"authorities will need to satisfy the Department that they have swift and meaningful plans to reallocate road
space to cyclists and pedestrians (both groups rather than one or the other), including on strategic corridors.
Schemes that do not meaningfully alter the status quo on the road will not be funded."

The revised scheme does not meet these conditions. It doesn't change the status quo, and it doesn't
reallocate space to cyclists and pedestrians.
1.2) Updated Statutory Guidance
The Secretary of State's guidance was updated to emphasise consultation with the local community.
The conditions of ATF funding are now contained in the guidance. These are some relevant extracts.
Foreword
The government therefore expects local authorities to make significant changes to their road layouts to
give more space to cyclists and pedestrians.
Reallocating Road Space
Local authorities in areas with high levels of public transport use should take measures to reallocate
road space to people walking and cycling...Local authorities where public transport use is low should
be considering all possible measures.
Any measures for cycling should be designed to meet the requirements set out in LTN1/20. The
summary principles contained in LTN 1/20 should be followed as far as possible to implement safe
cycling schemes for people of all abilities, including disabled cyclists.
Installing cycle facilities with a minimum level of physical separation from volume traffic; for
example, mandatory cycle lanes, using light segregation features such as flexible plastic wands; or
converting traffic lanes into cycle lanes (suspending parking bays where necessary); widening existing
cycle lanes to enable cyclists to maintain distancing. Facilities should be segregated as far as possible,
i.e. with physical measures separating cyclists and other traffic. Lanes indicated by road markings only
are very unlikely to be sufficient to deliver the level of change needed, especially in the longer term.
Encouraging walking and cycling to school, for example through the introduction of more ‘school
streets’.
Reducing speed limits: 20mph speed limits are being more widely adopted as an appropriate speed
limit for residential roads, and many through streets in built-up areas. 20mph limits alone will not be
sufficient to meet the needs of active travel, but in association with other measures, reducing the speed
limit can provide a more attractive and safer environment for walking and cycling.
2) Consultation
Extracts from the Statutory Guidance.
Reallocating Road Space
Measures should be taken as swiftly as possible, but not at the expense of consulting local
communities.

Engagement and Consultation
When implementing these changes, authorities need to consider the impact on all road users, taking into
account the need to provide for increased walking and cycling. Different types of intervention will be
appropriate in different areas of the country. For example, what is appropriate in urban areas (including
market towns) may not be suitable in more rural areas where a large proportion of journeys are too long
to be made on foot or by cycle, and people are more reliant on private vehicles.
As set out in LTN1/20, effective engagement with the local community, particularly at an early
stage, is essential to ensuring the political and public acceptance of any scheme. The department
advises engagement as good practice even where there is no legal requirement to do so for the
measures being proposed.
North Yorkshire's consultation strategy was a Phase 1 consultation on the locations of schemes,
followed by a Phase 2 consultation on the detailed plans.
The consultation was not allowed to run its course. The excellent design that had been prepared by
officers was withdrawn on the basis of objections to the details, before the consultation on the
details began.
The county council has expressed the intention to consult on a design that does not meet the DfT's
funding criteria, and will therefore need to be changed. That doesn't make sense.
3) 20mph and some crossings
20mph and some crossings are an improvement, but will not make cycling on Oatlands Drive safe, and
does not meet the DfT's criteria (“20mph alone will not be sufficient to meet the needs of active
travel”).
4) 1m05 Advisory Cycle Lanes

It is a condition of funding that the infrastructure should meet LTN1/20 standards (”Any measures for
cycling should be designed to meet the requirements set out in LTN1/20.”). The existing advisory cycle
lanes are way below those standards. It is not acceptable for a street to be given an ATF makeover, but
retain dangerously sub-standard cycle infrastructure.

We have seen in other contexts that ignoring standards which are there to protect people from injury
can have very serious consequences.
The DfT has also said that paint-only lanes are unlikely to be acceptable (”Lanes indicated by road
markings only are very unlikely to be sufficient to deliver the level of change needed, especially in the
longer term.”)

5) Alternative Proposals
We want to put forward some constructive ideas in the hope of changing the design from unacceptable
to acceptable.
Removing Centre Line
One possibilty to consider is proper width cycle lanes, and removing the centre line, as suggested by
para 6.4.14, LTN1/20. This will depend on your figures for traffic flow.

The drawback here is that it is still paint-only infrastructure.
Pinch Points and Cycle Bypasses
Another possibility could be to use a series of pinch points and cycle bypasses, as has been done on
Heslington Lane, York.

Cycle Streets, WSP Phase 2 Report
A third possibility would be to use the features of Cycle Streets in the Phase 2 LCIP Report you
commissioned from WSP – see paras 4.2.12 onwards.
This would enable wider pavements as originally envisaged. The carriageway would be narrower.
There would be a hump in the middle of the road, and the effect would be to force drivers to go into the
far lane to overtake. This would prevent the principal current problem of drivers making close passes,
encouraged by the advisory cycle lanes, when there is oncoming traffic.
Possible 2-way cycle track
This to add in, but I'm not convinced there is space, see dimensions. I don't know if you can have lanes
only 2m60 wide.

