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D2N2 Area LCWIP (Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan) 
consultation launched in December 2022:  
Response from Pedals (Nottingham Cycling Campaign), March 2023 
 
General Introductory comments 
 
Pedals campaigns to encourage cycling, as a means of daily transport and for leisure use, in the 
Greater Nottingham area rather than Nottinghamshire as a whole or the whole D2N2 area. Our main 
focus therefore is on Nottingham City, Broxtowe, Gedling, and Rushcliffe Boroughs, while taking 
account of the potential for improved routes in adjoining areas and coherent links to and from them.  
 
We consider that coherent and well-coordinated cross-boundary schemes are very important and 
that the LCWIP has a very important role in helping to help to promote and implement them, as well 
as to monitor implementation progress and carry out a review of the plans and future updates. 
 
While welcoming this consultation Pedals is very disappointed that it has taken so long for this new 
consultation to be launched in Nottinghamshire, well over 4 years since the first Stakeholder 
Consultation meetings in May 2018 at a time when we understood that the whole D2N2 LCWIP 
Production Process was likely to be completed, with a clear list of Agreed Priorities for addressing 
Missing Links in the Local Walking and Cycling Network, the following year, and these Agreed Priority 
schemes then likely to have a high chance of securing funding. 
 
Momentum has therefore been lost in identifying and progressing many suggested schemes and 
some of those Active Travel schemes, though very welcome in themselves (e.g. the upgrading of the 
Regatta Way, Gamston) that have been planned and implemented have done so without a clear 
relationship to the LCWIP process, e.g. some of the DfT Active Travel schemes first introduced in the 
spring of 2020 in response to the growing levels of walking and cycling since the start of the Covid 19 
pandemic. 
 
It is therefore clear that the current Consultation Draft LCWIP, prepared apparently in 2021, does 
not take full account of some important relevant developments since 2019 including:- 

• The publication of the DfT “Gear Change” Report in July 2020 
 

• The publication of the revised DfT Cycle Infrastructure Design Guidance in Local Transport 
Note 1/20 in July 2020 
 

• The publication of the DfT Transport Decarbonisation Plan in 2021, including a clear 
commitment to making walking and cycling the default modes of transport for shorter trips 
in urban areas 
 

• The establishment in 2022 of Active Travel England and its new role both in working in 
partnership with Local Authorities on ensuring the development of higher standard 
schemes, including now being a Statutory Consultee for (major) planning applications. 
Pedals very much welcomes the very important role of ATE in helping Councils to implement 
high quality provision. 
 

• The growth in popularity of ebikes and their significance as extending the potential distance 
of average cycle trips and facilitating more cycling in hillier areas and by older age groups 
who might otherwise have given up cycling. The imminent introduction of the Lime-
operated e-bike hire scheme in Nottingham City will help to encourage wider use of ebikes 
and would do so all the more if it could be extended to adjoining areas. 

In view of these important policy documents, developments and trends a further and related 
comment we would like to emphasise is that the Draft Proposals appear to lack ambition for the 
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growth of walking and cycling, for both health and environmental reasons. We think that this growth 
should be supported not just by much more clearly allocated funding for walking and cycling 
infrastructure, especially in areas with major new housing and employment developments, but also 
a much greater willingness, particularly in (major) urban areas, to restrict the use of private motor 
vehicles, especially those which are petrol or diesel powered.  Further reduction of speed limits, and 
great enforcement of speed limits, would also help greatly. 
 
Such a combination of measures will help further to make cycling and walking more attractive, the 
two forms of transport which are a critical part of facilitating “20-minute neighbourhoods”, as 
increasingly advocated in planning, along with the enhancement of Blue and Green Infrastructure 
routes in new developments which can also help directly to encourage active travel, as recognised, 
for example, in the recently launched Greater Nottingham Strategic Plan consultation. 
 
Such policies will be increasingly important, on air pollution, health, decarbonisation and other 
environmental grounds but need clear funding and political support, at all levels, to implement 
them. At present there still seems to be uncertainty over just how many of the Agreed Priority 
schemes for the Nottingham area (pages 40-41 of the Draft LCWIP) will definitely be funded, 
especially now that the focus has shifted to the Proposed Delivery Programmes of the 2 County 
Councils and 2 City Councils. For example, Pedals considers it essential that the Wilford to Holme 
Pierrepont and Wheatcroft to Keyworth schemes shown on the Map on page 41 are implemented as 
well as the nearby new Trent Crossing. 
 
Another important change since the start of the D2N2 LCWIP production process is the setting up of 
the East Midlands Development Corporation, of particular importance in the Ratcliffe Power Station 
– East Midlands Airport – Chetwynd Barracks area, to be followed soon by the setting up of the East 
Midlands Combined Authority to cover all of Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire.  
 
In taking forward this LCWIP we think it very important that all such organisations are fully 
committed to the promotion of Active Travel, particularly in the case of major projects straddling 
county boundaries such as the proposal for a new foot-cycle bridge across the River Trent 
connecting the Ratcliffe on Soar Power Station and East Midlands Parkway (proposed HS2 Eastern 
Leg Terminus) sites with major sites north of the river such as the Chetwynd Barracks 
Redevelopment site and the Toton Sidings areas, and also the planned Stapleford Mini-Holland 
scheme. 
 
With good coordination between all the Authorities and Agencies involved the completion of this 
major Active Travel link could offer extensive benefits both for trips to work and for leisure to many 
people in nearby Leicestershire as well as Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire. 
 
More generally it is also very important that any major project of this kind, and including, for 
example, Nottingham City Council’s planned foot-cycle bridge across the Trent between Trent Basin 
and Lady Bay (West Bridgford) are promoted in a wider context including new and improved 
approaches. Doing this will require improved coordination and commitment between all the 
relevant organisations, including the City and County Councils, local Borough Councils, National 
Highways and developers, as well as, in some cases, the East Midlands Development Corporation 
and the proposed East Midlands Combined Authority. 
 
All crossings which have light controls for drivers and no provision for people walking or cycling 
should be prioritised for upgrades to provide pelican or toucan crossings, and where these junctions 
are on a proposed strategic cycle routes, they should be upgraded with CYCLOPS style provision at 
the same time, providing improved safety to those cyclists using the junctions in the interim, and 
ready to connect into future cycle routes. A good example of where this should be done, in 
Nottingham City, are the junction of Lady Bay Bridge Road with Meadow Lane and County Road with 
London Road. 
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We note that there is little mention of the "Local Plans" and “Village Plans”, despite the fact that, for 
example, both Ruddington and Tollerton Parish Councils in Rushcliffe, and Trowell in Broxtowe 
Borough have recently had good draft versions of Village Plans which proposed good cycle networks 
in those localities. These initiatives should be encouraged and given wider support, with regular 
monitoring and coordination with other initiatives, especially in areas where major new 
developments are proposed. 
 
We would like to see the final version of those plans integrated into the LCWIP. If funding for all 
these can be secured, not just via Active Travel Funds and Levelling Up Funds, etc, but also through 
greater use of developer contributions (section 106 or Community Infrastructure Levy), This should 
make it easier to ensure that good cycle infrastructure is in place in new housing areas before these 
developments are occupied and car-dependent travel habits become entrenched, and particularly if 
these are linked safely and coherently to the existing and proposed network in older urban areas, 
with upgraded connections where needed.  
 
As it is now this coordinated effort to achieve good cycling provision in new housing areas is 
generally lacking, especially in areas where the County Council is the Local Highway Authority and 
the District Council the Local Planning Authority. This is very much the case in Broxtowe Borough 
with the many new housing developments, and others planned, in the Stapleford North / western 
Bramcote Hills area, as well as in Gedling Borough, e.g. the case of the major Chase Farm housing 
development and parts of Rushcliffe Borough, e.g. the major housing developments in the Edwalton 
Fields / Sharp Hill area, and also around Ruddington, for example. 
 
This coordination is vital to ensure that good provision for cyclists is introduced at an early stage of 
development and not after most development is complete and developers have had to be 
pressurised to make the provision required as a condition of their planning consent, or through 
associated developer contributions. 
 
These coordinated plans, embedded in Local Plans, should take fully on board the Government 
advice in Chapter 9 (Promoting Sustainable Travel) of the National Planning Policy Framework as well 
as DfT policies in the “Gear Change” report (2020) and Local Transport Note 1/20 (2020) with its 
updated guidance on Cycle Infrastructure Design including a special section (Section 14) on the 
Integration of Cycling With New Highway Improvements and New Developments. 
 
The various councils (District, Unitary, and County) should also work together to identify what small 
scale improvements can be made to improve the local cycling infrastructure and fill gaps in the 
network, especially in areas near to recently / soon to be upgraded cycle infrastructure to maximise 
the benefits of the highest quality strategic network:-   
 
Some examples of these small-scale but useful potential improvements which would add to the 
value of major routes include:- 
 

• Remove or least modify obstructive barriers (e.g. alongside the NET Clifton Line in the 
Compton Acres area of West Bridgford and Wilford Lane areas, part of the City Council’s 
Southern Cycle Corridor between the City Centre and Clifton. 

• Light unlit paths (e.g. along the NET in Compton Acres, and south of the Silverdale (Wilford) 
Estate. We consider it in general very important to ensure that commuting routes in 
particular are safe to use after dark as well as in daylight hours. This is particularly important 
for women’s’ safety. 
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• Add missing dropped kerbs (e.g., along the shared path network in Compton Acres) 
 

• See what opportunities there are for "sign only" conversions of footpaths to shared paths 
(e.g. along the shared path network in Compton Acres, West Bridgford), in advance of any 
future higher quality upgrades. These should include both longer paths and wider ginnels, 
especially those already frequently used by people cycling. 
 

• Identify missing links that encourage cycling on footpaths, due to short gaps in the network 
e.g. between Stevenson Gardens and Mere Way in Ruddington there is now a new north-
south shared path almost linking the south eastern part of Ruddington to the Business Park; 
however it stops a verge length short of Mere Way itself, and ends on a footpath which itself 
is just 210 metres from a shared path on Loughborough Road (A60) which connected to a 
new housing development. A similar situation exists on the north side of Ruddington (off 
Wilford Lane where the short new section of shared path in the vicinity of the Oliver Drive 
Junction (the Fairham Green housing development spine road) does not connect coherently 
to the existing shared path on the west side of Wilford Road connecting through to its 
junction with Clifton Road because of a short, narrower section, which remains only a 
footway! 

 
Other specific more minor scheme that we think should be given (higher) consideration in 
coordination with other interested parties are:- 

• Green Lane (Clifton) and Clifton Lane towards Ruddington to help improve connections 
between Nottingham Trent University and Ruddington via the Shops and Leisure Centre in 
Clifton. 

• Sharp Hill (A606 Melton Road) shared paths to Edwalton along Melton Road - initially 
connecting to the on-street lanes pending future upgrades. 
 

• Linking the shared path network in Gamston to Regatta Way - e.g. by conversion / upgrade 
of the footpath by Staveley Way and a single / two stage crossing of the A6011 (Radcliffe 
Road), rather than the six crossing cyclists need to use currently! 
 

Additionally, to help feed into future LCWIP priorities the Councils should liaise with 
Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire Police (and any other appropriate groups - e.g. Councils’ social 
media teams, cycle and scooter hire operators etc.) to identify areas where there are frequent / high 
volumes of complaints regarding cycling / scooting on pavements (i.e. cyclists feel unsafe using the 
roads) or shared paths (i.e. where pedestrians are feeling unsafe using the paths); and also with 
School Heads to gather details of where upgrades would help their pupils walk and cycle to school in 
safety, both smaller scale interventions (School Streets, Toucan / Parallel / Cycle Crossings, path 
widening, street filtering) and the larger upgrades. 
 
The Councils should also adopt a policy that the installation of EV Chargers, SUDS and Street Trees 
should be carried out with consideration given to the strategic cycle networks, i.e. will their 
installation  make retro fitting cycle infra difficult / prohibitively expensive / substandard (see the EV 
Charges being the footway side of the cycle path on Canal Street, Nottingham). Where possible we 
would like to see the delivery of EV Chargers, SUDS, and Street Trees all be done side by side (as has 
been done on Station Street, Nottingham). 
 
The provision of well-planned, well-designed, well-implemented and well-maintained cycle 
infrastructure we consider to be of particular importance to encouraging more cycling, especially by 
people who now do not cycle at all or only rarely. However, this needs to be coordinated with a 
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series of "behavioural change" measures to encourage more active travel in general as well as 
cycling in particular. This includes regularly updated cycle maps, in paper and digital form, 
workplace, school and residential travel plans, individual and group training to give would be cyclists 
the confidence and skills to ride regularly, guided cycle routes, self-guided ride information and a 
variety of events to encourage cycling, e.g. in terms of basic bike maintenance skills, bike coding and 
advice on bike security. 
 
For elaboration of these comments please our detailed comments towards the end of this document 
on the Nottingham City Council and Nottinghamshire County Council Delivery Programmes. 
 
 
Detailed Pedals comments (2023) on the Nottingham City Council and 
Nottinghamshire County Council Delivery Programmes  
 

Nottingham City Council Cycling and Walking Programme 
 
We in general support all the proposed schemes, especially those with DfT Transforming Cities Fund 
support, but would like to make the following comments: - 

• The importance of the planned Trent Crossing (Trent Basin – Lady Bay) being developed in 
coordination with a series of improved links on both sides of the river, to make the most of 
this very important new connection, for both daily transport (utility) and leisure purposes, 
and included both improved and extended riverside paths and other links, especially to and 
from the major new housing areas in Nottingham and the nearby parts of Rushcliffe 
Borough.  
 
This should include a variety of feeder links to improve further safe access from other 
nearby major routes, an example of which is the need on Racecourse Road on the west side 
of Colwick Park for a segregated path to connect the Daleside Road (A612) Eastern Cycle 
Corridor route with the very welcome recently improved paths on the west and south sides 
of Colwick Park including the extended riverside path between the Racecourse Road / 
Waterside Way junction and Trent Lane, very close to the planned north-bank landing of the 
new bridge. Such a further new section of path on Racecourse Road could also link to an 
improvement of the older (but still signed) cycle route between Racecourse Road and Little 
Tennis Street. 
 
We also wish to endorse the suggestion from Sustrans that the new foot-cycle bridge could 
form part of an improved link between Route 15 (south of the Trent) and Route 6 of the 
National Cycle Network (at Lenton) via Nottingham City Route 14 (Daleside Road / Manvers 
Street), the Island Quarter, the new Canal Street cycle path, and the Castle Boulevard and 
Abbey Bridge cycle routes (Western Cycle Corridor). 
 

• The need for this new crossing to be complemented by other improved Active Travel 
crossings of the Trent between Nottingham and the West Bridgford, Wilford and Clifton 
areas and including improved connections, on Lady Bay Bridge, Trent Bridge, the Suspension 
Bridge (A60 Loughborough Road end) and Clifton Bridge (reinstatement of the good 
standard segregated cycle path removed in 1993 to make way for a general traffic lane) 
 
Improvements for cyclists on Trent Bridge, currently often very intimidating, especially for 
less confident cyclists, as an integral part of the proposals, which Pedals strongly supports, 
for the North-South Active Travelway between Sherwood and West Bridgford (Tudor 
Square) via the City Centre and Nottingham Station. We would like to see higher priority 
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given to completing all of the NSAT route, starting with the section between Sherwood 
and Nottingham Station. 
 

 

Nottinghamshire County Council’s proposed LCWIP 15-year infrastructure 
programme 2022/23-2036/37: Pedals comments on priorities and the 
strategic cycle network route corridors 

• As Pedals has no claims to be a County-wide group our comments focus on existing and 
proposed routes in the Greater Nottingham area, i.e. Broxtowe, Gedling and Rushcliffe 
Boroughs, especially their urban areas, while taking account of existing and new potential 
links in the wider area, with good connections, for both daily transport (utility) and leisure 
purposes.  
We generally support (in principle, though subject to seeing detailed proposals) all the 
listed urban area connections in the south of the county, provided that they are 
implemented with reference to DfT LTN 1/20 guidance standards.  
 

• Close inspection of the Nottinghamshire delivery plan gives the impression that is quite 
deceptive in that a huge amount of it is coloured blue which the key states is after 2037/37 - 
i.e. outside the 15 year period the LCWIP is intended to cover. Blanking out those routes out 
it shows up how disappointing are many of Nottinghamshire's plans with only some total 
new build (Fairham) and other roads which have recently been bypassed (Green Lane), and 
not really any substantial firmly committed improvements or network making. 
 

• We are particularly keen to see schemes which upgrade current significantly substandard 
provision, of which there are many, and schemes which extend coherently and safely to the 
existing network in the Greater Nottingham urban area and vicinity.  However, the upgrade 
of higher quality shared path routes (such as that along Colliery Way to the north of the 
A612 in Gedling Borough) should not take priority over gaps in the network (except where 
demand exceeds capacity).  Nevertheless, they should remain part of the longer term 
LCWIP plan to help ensure that future development does not constrain the opportunities 
for future upgrades, and localised improvements (such as junction / crossing 
improvements / barrier removal) can still be beneficial when local changes happen (e.g. 
new developments).  

• We would like to see a higher priority, using developer contributions as well as specific DfT 
funding schemes such as the Transforming Cities Fund and Active Travel Fund, given to 
schemes that connect directly with the south and north bank landings of the planned new 
foot-cycle bridge between Lady Bay and Trent Basin.  
 
This should include on the south bank the upgrading of the riverside path between Wilford 
and Holme Pierrepont (part of Sustrans National Cycle Network Route 15), good safe and 
coherent attractive connections to and from the various major housing developments east 
of Gamston, the Gamston Fields Sustainable Urban Extension between Bassingfield and 
Tollerton, Cotgrave and also Radcliffe on Trent and Bingham.  This should include improving 
the A52 (north side) shared path route between West Bridgford, Radcliffe on Trent and 
Bingham. 
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• The upgrading of the south bank riverside path should include the short section of what is 
now a particularly substandard section of path (though part of NCN Route 15) just west of 
the Nottingham Sailing Club, between the riverside path and Adbolton Lane, as well as the 
other markedly substandard section a little to the east, on the Private Road past Holme 
Pierrepont Hall, also part of NCN15. 
 
The upgrading should also include a series of improvements at the south (A6011, Radcliffe 
Road) end of the good standards Regatta Way cycle path, upgraded in 2022, to provide 
much better more direct connections across Radcliffe Road to and from the substandard 
shared path on the south side of Radcliffe Road, as well as an improved route through 
Gamston to and from the Gamston Fields major new housing area.  
 
These south bank landing area improvements should also include improvements within the 
nearby existing West Bridgford area (Abbey Ward) across Davies Road and to the existing 
poor standard toucan crossing of Radcliffe Road between the north end of Cyril Road and 
Lady Bay. 
 
There is no direct link between Gamston and West Bridgford Town Centre in the strategic 
network,  an obvious gap in the network between Ambleside and the centre.  A particular 
priority should be improving the link from Ambleside to Eltham Road - e.g., via the bridge 
over Bridgford Lock - the removal of the obstructive barriers west of the canal, and the 
surfacing of the path. 

These improvements should also be designed to link coherently to others which would 
benefit local cycling as well as improved routes to and from the new foot-cycle bridge. This 
should include an upgraded route between Gamston and Tollerton, via the canal towpath 
between the path junction just north of Whinlater Drive and the west side of Morrison’s  
Gamston Superstore, then upgrading the existing shared path the west side of Morrisons 
towards Beckside (north of its junction with Coledale) and the path along the southern 
perimeter of the Lings Bar Hospital, continuing towards the A52 (Gamston-Lings Bar Road) 
with a new safe crossing of the A52 then connecting to improved and new routes to and 
from Tollerton through the Gamston Fields SUE (Sustainable Urban Extension) area. 
 
Growing use of ebikes is likely to facilitate cycling for longer trips and in hillier areas, putting 
settlements like Bingham (and Keyworth, Gotham and East Leake) within more viable cycling 
distance of the West Bridgford and Nottingham urban areas, provided that there are 
improved connections such as the upgrading by National Highways of what is now mostly 
only a narrow shared path on the north side of the A52 connecting Gamston with Radcliffe 
on Trent and Bingham.  
 
This should include improved access points and safer crossings such as the toucan crossing 
just west of the A52 Gamston Roundabout soon to be implemented by National Highways as 
part of its Major Junction scheme but also further east, for example, connecting Bassingfield 
Lane (and the Grantham Canal towpath and planned new Gamston Fields Sustainable Urban 
Extension) with the Skylarks Nature Reserve and Holme Pierrepont Water Sports Centre and 
Country Park north of the A52, as well as to and from the south bank landing of the new 
foot-cycle bridge over the Trent between Lady Bay and Trent Basin, and Sustrans NCN Route 
15. 
 
On the north bank of the Trent we would like a higher priority given by the County Council 
and Gedling Borough Councils, to seeing the City Council’s planned extensions and 
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upgrades of paths between Meadow Lane Lock, the north bank landing of the new bridge, 
and across Colwick Park, extended past Netherfield towards Stoke Bardolph and 
Gunthorpe Bridge including, at the Gunthorpe end, an improved and all-weather surface 
where the riverside path passes under the A46 on the north side of Gunthorpe Bridge. 
 
An extension of the north bank riverside path could also connect, in Netherfield, to the 
proposed  trail on the former mineral railway between Netherfield and Mapperley Top, 
including links to and from Gedling Country Park, connecting both to the new shared paths 
on Colliery Way, and to the existing and planned improved provision in the A612 Corridor. 
 
Such improved connections, especially along both side of the River Trent, would also be 
consistent with the aims of the Environment Agency’s Trent Gateway Project, covering all of 
the Trent between Sawley and Cromwell. 

• As mentioned above, we would also like to see both the County and City Councils 
recognise the need for this new crossing to be complemented by other improved Active 
Travel crossings of the Trent between Nottingham and the West Bridgford, Wilford and 
Clifton areas and including improved connections, on Lady Bay Bridge, Trent Bridge, the 
Suspension Bridge (Loughborough Road end) and Clifton Bridge (reinstatement of the good 
standard segregated cycle path removed in 1993 to make way for a general traffic lane).  
 
As also mentioned above, improvements for cyclists on Trent Bridge, currently often very 
intimidating, especially for less confident cyclists, as an integral part of the proposals, which 
Pedals strongly supports, for the North-South Active Travelway between Sherwood and 
West Bridgford (Tudor Square) via the City Centre and Nottingham Station. 
 
At the Rushcliffe Cycling Forum with Ruth Edwards MP on 25.1.23 Brian Deegan, Head of 
Inspections at Active Travel England, made clear that ATE would be very willing to offer 
technical help with addressing the challenges of making more cycle-friendly the complex 
series of junctions just south of Trent Bridge, including much safer connections between a 
cycle facility on the Bridge and Radcliffe Road, Bridgford Road and Loughborough Road. 
 
Upgrading the cycle path on Clifton Bridge (greatly downgraded in 1993) would have great 
benefits for cyclists and potential cyclists not just from the Wilford and Clifton areas but 
from people in the new major Fairham Pastures housing development in Rushcliffe Borough 
(just south of Clifton), and, with growing use of ebikes, encouraging cycling for longer trips, 
further out in the A453 Corridor, including the redeveloped 273 hectare Ratcliffe on Soar 
Power Station Freeport site and East Midlands Parkway (HS2 Eastern Leg Terminus) major 
sites, and also the East Midlands Airport Gateway Industrial Cluster (EMAGIC) in nearby 
Leicestershire, etc. 
 

• We would also like to see more prominence given to the potential for much improved 
links between the eastern (Edwalton) side of West Bridgford on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Ruddington Village, Ruddington Fields Business Park and Rushcliffe Country Park 
with the planned upgrading of the subway-underpass under the A52 (north of Landmere 
Lane and south of Sharp Hill) and its approaches.  
This is now being investigated in detail by National Highways, following the publication early 
in 2022 by Tetratech Ltd. of the feasibility study commissioned by NH, and to be coordinated 
with NH’s wider plans for the A52 in this area, including the major junction schemes at the 
Nottingham Knight (A60) and Wheatcroft-Lings Bar (A606) junctions, where other 
improvements for pedestrians and cyclists are also planned. 
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The upgrading of the subway-underpass under the A52 needs to be linked to improvements 
to the  north (through the new Edwalton Fields housing area east of Sharp Hill and to and 
from Melton Road (A606) initially connecting to the on-street lanes north of the junction of 
Village Street (Edwalton) pending future upgrades. 
 
The upgrading of the route to the south of the subway-underpass should include traffic-
calming measures on Landmere Lane in the vicinity of the south end of the subway-
underpass, a toucan crossing of the A60 (Loughborough Road) between the south end of Old 
Loughborough Road and the east end of Ashworth Avenue, as well as a safe connection to 
and from the existing (and relatively new) section of shared path on the west side of the A60 
just north of its junction with the Mere Way roundabout. All these would help greatly to 
encourage safe cycle access to and from the Country Park, as well as Ruddington Fields 
Business Park. 
 

• We are disappointed to see only limited reference to the need for improved cycle 
connections to and from the Ratcliffe on Soar Power Station site given its major 
redevelopments plans (with 7-8000 jobs) in the next few years.  
While welcoming the proposed DfT TCF-funded A453 Corridor improvements, provided they 
take the form of an DfT LTN 1/20-standard segregated route, we think that, with such a 
major new employment site, and the plans for the redevelopment of East Midlands Parkway 
Station as an HS2 Station (and possible Terminus of the HS2 Eastern Leg), there is a strong 
case for other major active travel connections to and from these sites and connecting not 
just to adjoining major development sites in Leicestershire (in the East Midlands Airport / 
East Midlands Gateway sites) but also, across the Trent, to the Chetwynd Barracks / Toton 
redevelopment areas, and nearby sites in Derbyshire such as the Stanton Ironworks (New 
Stanton Park with 4000 jobs and 1000 homes), connecting also to and from the proposed 
Stapleford “Mini-Holland” scheme.  
 
Several other nearby settlements would much benefit from such a greatly improved link, 
including Attenborough, Chilwell, Beeston (in Broxtowe Borough), and Long Eaton, 
Sandiacre, Breaston and Draycott (in Erewash Borough) 
 
These links should, above all, include a new foot-cycle bridge across the Trent between the 
Ratcliffe on Soar Power Station site, EMP (HS2) Station and Redhill on the south bank and 
a point on the north bank between Cranfleet Lock and Long Eaton, with good connections 
to other national, regional, and local routes, including Routes 6 and 67 of the Sustrans 
National Cycle Network.  
 
Such a major new route across the Trent in this area would be much safer than the current 
route crossing the Trent at Sawley Bridge south of Long Eaton, via the B6540 on the west 
side of Sawley Marina, a narrow road with narrow footways and motor traffic travelling at 
up to 40mph. Furthermore, for Broxtowe residents, both Sawley Bridge and Clifton Bridge 
(cycle path) are circuitous 
 
If the north bank approach route is connected further north beyond NCN6 and the 
Chetwynd Barracks Regeneration  Site, via the Toton Sidings area to and from Stapleford 
(and its proposed Mini-Holland scheme), the Erewash Valley Trail and cluster of routes 
(existing and planned) in the Bennerley Viaduct area, it would provide a much better route, 
especially for commuters than the Erewash Canal towpath (just west of Broxtowe Borough, 
in Erewash Borough) which forms part of Sustrans NCN Route 67, with many width 
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constraints (especially under bridges), frequent barriers, several cobbled surface sections 
and potential therefore for conflict between users. This towpath has very little scope for 
widening and therefore will in no way be adequate as a future high-capacity cycle 
commuting route between EM Dev Co sites. An alternative alignment must therefore be 
sought. 
 
This cluster of routes should also link to both arms (Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire) of the 
Erewash Valley Trail, and via that, to and from both side of the recently reopened Bennerley 
Viaduct between Awsworth and Ilkeston, etc. This should, we propose, include a bridge over 
the Erewash Canal near the west end of the Viaduct, to provide a better connection with 
Ilkeston and Cotmanhay etc.) 
 
Such a major new link across the Trent with good south bank and north bank connections 
would, we recognise, need coordinated planning by many agencies in Nottinghamshire, 
Derbyshire and Leicestershire, including all 3 County Councils, the various local District 
Councils, East Midlands Development Corporation and the proposed East Midlands 
Combined Authority, we recognise, and working in close coordination with Sustrans and 
local user groups, etc. as well as the Environment Agency and Canal and River Trust. 
 

• Improved connections to and from popular Country Parks are also very important for 
getting more people to use bikes for leisure trips and especially at Country Parks like 
Rushcliffe Country Park south of Ruddington with often chronic car parking congestion. 
This needs coherent safe and direct links, from different directions and, in this case, taking 
account of the need for new as well as improved safe and attractive routes between this site 
and the many new housing areas in the vicinity, especially the Fairham Pastures 
development being built south of Clifton as well as the many new housing developments 
planned in the Ruddington, West Bridgford and East Leake areas. 
 
It is not clear from the map of proposed strategic cycling network for Nottinghamshire 
whether or not this important potential route is being seriously considered, especially when 
it could also have strong potential for encouraging other trips than leisure trips, including 
commuting trips to and from Gotham, and to and from the Ratcliffe on Soar / EMP Station 
(proposed HS2 Eastern Leg Terminus) area. 
 

• In the south-west of Rushcliffe Borough, the outline planning permission for the Fairham 
development says that High School provision will be provided at East Leake, 
inevitably meaning that friendship and social groups will span East Leake, Gotham, and 
Fairham so providing links between those communities should have a higher priority. 

• In the south-east of the County, it is not clear if there is any commitment to strengthening 
the promotion, at least by signage on quieter roads, of Route 48 of the Sustrans National 
Cycle Network, entering from Leicester, e.g., between Upper Broughton and Bingham, etc. 
While always preferring segregated paths as the ideal solution, if very quiet roads are to be 
used in rural areas as part of NCN and other longer routes, we think that clear and 
consistent signing is vital. This should include signing of both local and more distant 
destinations, all coherent and well-maintained, as well as coordinated with other cycle route 
signing in the area. 

• To the north of the Nottingham City area we welcome the proposals for new and 
improved east-west links in the Bestwood-Calverton area and other improved connections 
to and from Sustrans NCN Route 6 around Hucknall and Newstead.  
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These should all link coherently to routes in Nottingham City, as well as to a series of 
improved connections to and from the newly reopened Bennerley Viaduct, especially now 
that funding has been secured for constructing a proper ramp at its Awsworth end, with 
better connections to the Nottinghamshire arm of the Erewash Valley Trail, etc., and also the 
various existing and potential new routes to the west of the Viaduct, across Ilkeston and to 
and from Derby, with connections to Sustrans NCN Route 67 (Nutbrook Trail) west of 
Ilkeston, connecting to the Derbyshire arm of the Erewash Valley Trail etc. 

Hugh McClintock, 
for Pedals,  
1 March 2023 

 


