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 The Mayor’s Transport Plan 

Feedback Questionnaire: Businesses and Organisations:  

response from Pedals (Nottingham Cycling Campaign) 

Before you complete this questionnaire, please read the supporting information in the Mayor’s Transport 

Plan Discussion Document.  

We’d like your feedback on the emerging principles of the Mayor’s Transport Plan, as well as the 

experiences your business or organisation has of using our transport network. Understanding the 

challenges you face and your aspirations for the future of transport in our region will help shape 

improvements that matter. So, your input is vital to informing the next stages of the development of the 

Plan. All responses will be anonymous and you will not be identified.  

The questionnaire should take 5 to 10 minutes to complete. The first two sections of this questionnaire 

explore the ambition, goals, and key policies of the Mayor’s Transport Plan. Section 3 focuses on your 

views of what the Plan should prioritise and the travel challenges businesses and organisations experience 

across the EMCCA region. Section 4 gathers feedback to help improve the region’s bus network. The final, 

optional section helps us understand the reach of this survey and supports our Equality Act 2010 

obligations.  

EMCCA collects and processes data in accordance with the UK GDPR and Data Protection Act 2018. The 

data we obtain from you as part of this questionnaire will be used for the purposes of informing the 

Mayor’s Transport Plan and Bus Service Improvement Plan. Completion of this questionnaire is entirely 

optional and based on you providing consent to share your data with EMCCA. Please note, EMCCA are 

working in conjunction with ITP / Haskoning to develop the Mayor’s Transport Plan, including the  

consultation and questionnaire. For more information on how we handle and process your data, please see 

EMCCA’s Privacy Policy:             

www.eastmidlands-cca.gov.uk/governance/privacypolicy/  

Question 1: Please tick to confirm that you have read and understood the above privacy notice. Please 

note that if you do not tick this box, we will not be able to retain any personal data included in your 

responses.  

 Yes, I have read and understood the privacy notice  Yes 

  

Question 2: How are you responding to this questionnaire?   

On behalf of, or as a representative of, a business or organisation. Yes 
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 .  

  

    

Section 1: The aim of the Mayor’s Transport Plan  
See the “Aims” section of ‘The Mayor’s Transport Plan – Discussion Document’ for information to help 

you answer the questions in this section.  
  

Question 3: To what extent do you agree or disagree that the following statement conveys an appropriate 

level of ambition for the Mayor’s Transport Plan?  

By 2040, communities in the East Midlands will benefit from reliable, inclusive and sustainable 

connectivity through integrated transport and high-quality digital infrastructure, broadening access 

to opportunity and reducing reliance on private cars, while driving investment across the region.   

  

  

 Strongly agree  

 Agree Yes 

 No view / not sure  

 Disagree:  

 Strongly disagree     

  

Question 4: Please rank the four strategic themes of the Mayor’s Transport Plan in order of your 

agreement, with 1 being the theme you most strongly agree with and 4 being the one you least agree 

with:   

 To increase modal choice (the choice between transport types: car, bus, train, bicycle, walking) 1 

 To better connect communities 2 

 To create greater economic opportunity 4 (will automatically follow from 1 and 2) 

 To protect our environment 3 

  

Question 5: Is there anything more you would like to tell us about the ambition for the Mayor’s Transport 

Plan? Are there any aims or goals you would change, add or remove?  
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Pedals (Nottingham Cycling Campaign) would like to emphasise the need for Active 

Travel measures to be given far stronger priority, given their great health and 

environmental benefits, especially with regard to the importance of cycling for shorter 

trips (and not just trips up to one mile) in urban areas, and in combination with public 

transport, including safe routes to bus station and railways stations, safe and secure bike 

parking at such interchanges and much better provision for carrying bikes on trains.  

 

We should also like to emphasise the need for much more explicit acknowledgement of 

the role of Active Travel in helping to reduce dependence on the private car, and in 

reducing congestion and poor air quality, as well as its economic benefits, e.g. in helping 

employers to have a healthier and more productive workforce, with reduced absenteeism 

and less need to provide car parking. These should also be promoted by well-planned, 

well-implemented and well-monitored travel plans (as is the case for school travel plans 

and residential travel plans). 

There should also be a specific goal to make it much safer and more pleasurable for children to cycle, 
not only to and from schools, but also for them to be able to access safely their clubs and sports 

grounds. This would help to inculcate good Active Travel habits at an early age and thus help to 

encourage use of bikes (and walking) on a more permanent basis, later in life, for both leisure and 

utility trips, as a normal activity. Promotion of cycling by children should be in close cooperation with 

groups like Mums for Lungs and Solve the School Run. 

 

Training for children to cycle is of limited value if they do not also have safe places to cycle so it is very 

important to avoid situations, like in some places in Nottinghamshire, where children can have 

Bikeability training in schools but are otherwise banned from bringing bikes to school and lack other 

places nearby to cycle safely. 

 

Good quality, safe and coherent infrastructure, is of critical importance in getting more people to 

cycle, both from young and older age groups, with regular updates of the LCWIPs (Local Cycling and 

Walking Infrastructure Plan) consistent with both the Mayor’s Transport Plan and Spatial Plan and the 

Local Plans of Local Councils, and take on board major new developments, including major 

regeneration sites, both in existing settlements and elsewhere. 

 

We would also stress the importance of Active Travel in helping to meet the Mayor’s 

aspirations for better “Connected Communities”, as well as “active, healthy and vibrant” 

communities. 

A further point we would like to emphasise is the importance of expanded and well-

enforced, 20mph area limits, with much wider application of the recent experience in 

Wales, etc. Such measures are an essential part of making roads and local streets, in 

particular, safer for vulnerable road users, along with School Streets and Low Traffic 

Neighbourhoods. 
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Section 2: Key policies to deliver the Mayor’s Transport Plan   
Analysis of the issues, challenges and opportunities facing the EMCCA 

region has helped to shape the direction of the Mayor’s Transport Plan and 

its policies. This has resulted in the emergence of a set of 22 policies 

defining the key areas of focus for the Plan, which have been developed in 

collaboration with the constituent authorities.   

  

See the ‘Key policies” section of ‘The Mayor’s Transport Plan – Discussion 

Document’ for information to help you answer the questions in this section.  

  

Question 6: To what extent do you agree or disagree that the emerging 

policies detailed below will enable the Mayor’s Transport Plan to meet its first goal:    

To strengthen and extend the public transport network  

  
Strongly 

agree  
Agree  

No view / not 

sure  
Disagree  

Strongly 

disagree  

Bringing public transport nearer 

more people: Strongly agree 
         

  

Improving reliability, journey times 

and frequencies: Strongly agree 

          

  

Enhancing the passenger 

experience: Agree 

          

  

Supporting simpler and more 

affordable public transport tickets:  

Strongly agree 

          

  

Improving the ease of switching 
between different types of  
transport (e.g. bus and rail): Strongly 

agree (including bikes and trains) 

  

         

Question 7: 

the Mayor’s Transport Plan to meet its second goal:    

To support active, healthy and vibrant places    

 To what extent do  detailed below will enable     

Strongly  

    

agree 

Agree  

No view /  

not sure  Disagree  

Strongly 

disagree 

Creating transformative cycling, 
walking & wheeling (aids or 
wheeled devices used by people 
with limited mobility) networks: 
strongly agree 
  

          
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Integrating active modes (walking, 

wheeling and cycling) into our 

wider transport networks: 

Strongly agree 

          

  
Supporting people to use active 

     modes with training and  

information    

strongly agree 

  

Question 8: To what extent do you agree or disagree that the emerging policies detailed below will enable 

the Mayor’s Transport Plan to meet its third goal:   

To connect communities and new homes  

 Strongly  No view /  Strongly  
   Agree  Disagree  

 agree  not sure  disagree  

Designing our places to bring    

people closer to key services  

strongly agree 

        

 Focusing new housing and 

  employment developments in 

well-connected areas           

strongly agree 

        

 Enhancing the quality of our public  spaces          

 strongly agree  

 

Increasing provision of shared    

transport (e.g. hire bikes, car share clubs, 

e-scooters)    

strongly agree 

        

  

Better connecting communities by   

active and sustainable travel options  

strongly agree 

        

  

Question 9:  To what extent do you agree or disagree that the emerging policies detailed below will enable  

   

the Mayor’s Transport Plan to meet its fourth goal: 

To facilitate a productive and inclusive e 

  

  

economy  

Strongly agree  
Agree  

No view / not 

sure  Disagree  
Strongly 

disagree  

Working collaboratively to influence 

funding decisions to invest in the 

strategic growth corridors  

          
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strongly agree 

 

Supporting efficient operation of our 

transport networks   

strongly agree 

 

          

Prioritising investment to connect 
     people to employment and 

training  
opportunities to enable growth       

agree 

  

  

Question 10: To what extent do you agree or disagree that the emerging policies detailed below will 

enable the Mayor’s Transport Plan to meet its fifth goal:  

To promote an integrated, sustainable and resilient network  

   Strongly agree Agree No view / not sure Disagree disagreeStrongly   

Improving the climate resilience of our 

transport networks   

Not sure 

      

  

Making our roads safer by following 

the ‘Safe System’ approach, so people, 

vehicles and road infrastructure 

interact in a way that secures safety  

Agree 

      

  

Improving maintenance of our networks 
so our assets (roads, pavements, 
bridges, lighting etc)  
stay in good condition for longer  

Agree 

  

      

Question 11: To what extent do you agree or disagree that the emerging policies detailed below will 

enable the Mayor’s Transport Plan to meet its sixth goal:  

To improve our unique natural and historic environment  

 Strongly  No view /  Strongly  
  Agree  Disagree  
 agree  not sure  disagree  

Supporting the protection and 

enjoyment of our environments   

Agree 

      

  

Reducing the negative impact of 

transport and travel on the 

      



7  

  

environment  

Disagree 

  

Question 12: To what extent do you agree or disagree that the emerging policies detailed below will 

enable the Mayor’s Transport Plan to meet its sixth goal:  

To decarbonise travel as part of net zero  

   Strongly agree Agree No view / not sure Disagree disagreeStrongly   

Working with partners to support 
     increased provision for low 

and zero emission fuels for all transport modes     

Not sure 

  

Question 13: Is there anything more you would like to tell us about the emerging policies presented 

above? Are there any policies you would change, add or remove?  

Far more ambitious targets are needed to reduce carbon emissions from transport and the levels 

of congestion in cities like Nottingham and Derby, with a much larger role for Active Travel, 

particularly for shorter trips in urban areas and not just improved public transport, important as 

that may be, especially in rural areas with more dispersed populations. There should also be 

stronger efforts to integrate use of bikes with trains, trams and buses, including much better 

arrangements for carrying bikes on trains and trams, and plentiful secure and well-located cycle 

parking at interchanges, stations and stops, with a series of safe connecting routes. Such 

measures, implemented in coordination, can encourage switching between types of transport, 

along with more capacity on trains, including easily accessible bike storage. 

 

Any plans for extensions to local tram routes, which we in principle support, should make a 

special effort to maximise the potential for integrating good continuous Active Travel routes 

alongside them and with other well-designed detailed layouts to minimise the potential hazards 

for cyclists slipping on tram tracks, including when they are intimidated by bad driving and then 

they have to swerve to avoid motor vehicles and then slip on the tram tracks. 

 

Also very important is the vital need for improved and widely available travel 

information, to help show people just how to get around by more sustainable means of 

transport. This is particularly important for younger groups before car dependent 

habits become entrenched.   

 

Closely related to this is the also vital need for cycle training, for the young and older 

groups. 

 

Training and good information provision must be well-integrated with good quality, 

cycle infrastructure, with coherent safe routes, not just fragmented facilities, 

connecting to form a high-quality, well-designed, well signed and well-maintained 

network connecting city and town centres, suburbs and surrounding rural areas, as 

well as railway stations and interchanges.  
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The potential great connectivity benefits of major Active Travel Project such as the 

Waterside Bridge over the River Trent on the east side of the Nottingham area should 

be maximised by a series of further new and improved connections on both sides of 

the river, beyond those being implemented to coincide with the bridge opening in 

Spring 2026.  

 

Such further connections would help to open up many new opportunities for safe and 

attractive links, including more direct routes and circular route options for leisure, in 

combination with other bridge crossings in the area, and feeder routes, as part of an 

extended coherent network linking existing settlement with new housing and 

employment areas.  

 

A further potential such an opportunity to open up much safer and more direct links, 

for both utility and leisure trips, is the Tri-County “RoSChet” foot-cycle bridge over the 

Trent in the Trent Lock – East Midlands Parkway Station – Redhill area. This proposal, 

by Pedals with the support of the Derby Cycling Group and Nottinghamshire Ramblers, 

was presented in April 2025 to Alan Simpson as the Mayor’s Sustainable Travel 

Ambassador, and aims in particular to connect the nearby major Regeneration, 

Employment and Housing areas on the former Ratcliffe on Soar Power Station and 

Chetwynd Barracks Toton sites, as well as other sites in the “Trent Arc” major growth 

area.  

 

It has the support in principle of Uniper the Power Station site owners, and the Walk 

Wheel Cycle Trust (formerly known as Sustrans) and derives from a similar proposal for 

a foot-cycle bridge close to the railway bridge across the Trent by the Redhill Tunnel, 

first suggested about 20 years ago by Patrick Davies, the former Sustrans Regional 

Manager for Nottinghamshire and Leicestershire. It also has great potential, with new 

and improved access routes, to benefit nearby Leicestershire, including the various 

existing and proposed major employment and housing developments around East 

Midlands Airport, and improved connections to the River Soar Trail through 

Leicestershire south of the adjacent confluence of the Soar and Trent. This great 

potential, as these further development plans progress, shows the importance in 

drafting plans for an improved and extended Active Travel Network, of having regard to 

useful connections beyond the EMCCA Area. 

 

An improved and extended Active Travel Network, as well as catering for utility trips, 

can also help to promote leisure and tourism, if it is planned to include existing and 

proposed leisure facilities and attractions, and existing and improved routes. These 

should include national and regional routes such as the National Cycle Network routes, 

the Trent Valley Way, the Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire arms of the Erewash Valley 

Trail and the River Soar Trail, and be linked, with extended cycle hire etc, to wider 

Sustainable Tourism initiatives, not just in major tourist areas in the Region such as the 

Peak District, but also much more widely in both counties and surrounding areas. 

 

The role of developers in providing new Active Travel infrastructure is also vital, 

especially in new housing and employment developments and must be done in such a 
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way that such provision links coherently to the existing provision within settlements 

rather than just being isolated additions. 

 

It is also very important that developer-financed new infrastructure is provided at an 

early stage of building schemes, to help reduce the dangers of use of private cars being 

regarded as the only normal way to get around. Too often, in our experience, housing 

developers tend to leave the provision of cycle facilities until very late in their 

developments and they often appear to seek to persuade Councils to let them delay 

what they have agreed to do as part of the planning consent including Travel Plan 

measures. 

 

Good clear signing of the status of paths and the directions they serve is also essential 

to help people in new developments find their way around by Active Travel, with new 

signing planned and implemented on a consistent and coherent basis, as part of the 

wider network. 

 

Coherent and improved provision should also include safe facilities on and across trunk 

roads as well on roads for which Councils are responsible, with good coordination 

between both, encouraged by good advice from Active Travel England, and planned in 

close consultation with User Groups, as well as the Walk Wheel and Cycle Trust (former 

Sustrans), especially with regard to National Cycle Network Routes and also new 

developments and safe routes to schools.  

 

Planning and implementing improved Active Travel networks also needs coordinated 

spatial planning and transport planning. This should include regular updating of the 

LCWIP for the D2N2 Area to ensure that the proposals from this process are consistent 

with updated Local Plans and major new housing and employment proposals. 

 

Experience from many other Cities, in the UK (particularly London) and elsewhere 

shows the importance of widely available public hire bikes, for the benefit of both local 

residents and visitors. Pedals would like to see the expansion of Lime ebike and other 

public bike hire facilities into adjoining areas outside Nottingham City, with good 

management, to minimise adverse consequences for other users and local 

communities. This can be another means of helping promote the integration of cycling 

with public transport. 
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Section 3: Your expectations of the local transport network. What’s 

important to you?  
See ‘The Mayor’s Transport Plan - Discussion document’ for information to help you answer the questions 

in this section.  
  

Question 14: Below are some of the ways the Mayor’s Transport Plan could support EMCCA’s wider 

inclusive growth ambitions. Please rank them in order of importance of improving access to health, skills, 

prosperity and growth across the region, with 1 being the most important and 8 being the least important:  

 A transport network that makes it easier to get to education, training and employment 1 

 A transport network that offers affordable fares and ticketing  

 A transport network that makes it easier to get around without needing to rely on private car ownership 

5 

 A transport network that reduces the negative impact of transport on our neighbourhoods (such as air 

quality and noise) 6 

 A transport network that facilitates active lifestyles to improve the health of our communities 2 

 A transport network that reduces social isolation, particularly in rural areas 3 

 A transport network that supports the movement of older and vulnerable people including children 4 

A transport network that provides capacity for future innovations (e.g. autonomous vehicles) and  

 accounts for changes in the way we live, shop (e.g. drone deliveries) and work (e.g. hybrid and flexible 

working) 7 
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Question 15: Would you like to suggest any other ways in which the Mayor’s Transport Plan could improve 

inclusive access to health, skills, prosperity and growth across the region, or tell us anything more about 

your answers above?  

Work closely with Active Travel User Groups, local Councils and Health Authorities and Health 

Centres, as well as Employers, Schools and Colleges, to promote cycling and walking as normal 

everyday activities. This should include safe routes to Health Centres, Educational Sites and 

Workplaces, secure bike parking at such facilities and promotion of local cycle and walking routes 

nearby, encouraged by the formation of Bicycle User Groups, with continuing support for such 

promotion, and integrated with Travel Plan proposals and monitoring. 

    

Question 16: Below are some of the ways the Mayor’s Transport Plan could improve the experience of using 

our transport network. How important do you think each of the following are in improving the way that our 

transport network is designed in the future?  

 Very   No view / not Not very Not at all  

   

Managing future travel demand on the  

Important 

important   sure   important important   

transport network to address congestion 

caused by projected population growth  

important 

          

Improving the safety and personal security of 
people using the transport network  
very important 

 

Removing obstacles to walking, including with  

          

a pram or pushchair, and wheeling (e.g.  

inconsiderate parking blocking pavements, a 
lack of dropped kerbs)  
very important 
   

Improving priority for buses and trams on the 
road network  
important 
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

Improving priority for cycling on the transport 
network  
very important 

 

          

Improving the maintenance of roads, 

pavements, bridges, lighting etc  

very important 

 

          

Ensuring better access to green spaces in  
our neighbourhoods  

very important 

  

Focusing new housing development and  

          
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employment in areas that are well connected 

to the transport network  

very important, with priority for access to 

Active Travel and public transport routes 

          

  

  

Question 17: Would you like to suggest any other ways in which the Mayor’s Transport Plan could improve 

the way that our transport network is designed in the future, or tell us anything more about your answers 

above?  

See above comments, especially with regard to high quality, well-designed and well-maintained 

Active Travel networks, in both urban and rural areas, to encourage cycling by young and older 

groups as a normal activity, for daily trips and for recreation.  

Very important that car dependency should not be worsened by planning decisions on (major) 

new developments taken without sufficient regard to their implications for sustainable travel 

and particularly for encouraging Active Travel, which should be given priority, as now stipulated 

in the Government’s Draft Revised National Planning Policy Framework Guidance (2025), and 

which needs to be reinforced with education, Travel Plans and other “soft measures” such as 

training and good reliable information. 

Need also be to be aware of the potential for improved and new Active Travel routes within the 

Combined Authority area to be integrated with cross-boundary routes to other CA and Council 

areas, e.g. Leicestershire, to increase their potential usage and wider benefits. 
  

    

Question 18: Which of the following challenges, if any, regularly have a negative impact on your business 

or organisation? Please tick all that apply. Not all really apply to a cycling organisation like Pedals. 

 Congestion slows my journey down Yes 

 Congestion impacting the movement of goods and services  

 A lack of suitable bus routes to take me where I want to go  

 A lack of suitable rail routes to take me where I want to go  

 A lack of suitable walking, wheeling & cycling routes to take me where I want to go Yes 

 A lack of information to assist in making journey planning decisions Yes 

 A lack of public transport services in my area at the time I need to travel  

 Public transport services that are too infrequent or unreliable  

 Lack of evening and Sunday bus services  

 Public transport service connections that are not well co-ordinated  

 Tickets that are not transferable between different public transport services  
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 Public transport services that are overcrowded  

 Affordability of travel by car when factoring in the cost of parking  

 Affordability of public transport services  

 Safety when driving on the road network  

 Safety when travelling by public transport  

 Safety when walking, wheeling and/or cycling Yes 

 The limited electric vehicle charging infrastructure in the region  

 Poor maintenance of the road and cycle path / shared path network Yes 

 Accessibility when using public transport e.g. step-free access, level boarding.    

 I have a disability, and the transport network represents a barrier to me getting around  

 Not applicable – None of the above have a negative impact on my journeys  

  

Question 19: Are there any other transport related challenges your business or organisation faces in 

making journeys around the EMCCA region that you would like to tell us about, or tell us anything more 

about your answers above?  

Pedals has a current campaign for more cycle space on trains, in particular the limit of 2 bike 

spaces on the new EMR Aurora trains 

Section 4: Improvements to our bus network: 
NB. Most of this section is not directly applicable to Pedals as a Cycle Campaign, and wholly volunteer-

lead, Group, with no paid staff or dedicated premises. 

EMCCA will take responsibility for public transport functions in April 2026. This means that EMCCA will 

work with bus operators to improve bus services and administer such things as concessionary fares. There 

will be a transition period as staff move across from the Councils to EMCCA, bringing with them their 

extensive local knowledge and expertise. We have included several questions in this section to seek your 

feedback on how we take forward this work to improve the bus network in the region.  

Question 20: When do your staff typically travel to and from the business or organisation?   

Not applicable to Pedals 

 Weekdays  

 Weekends  
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 Both weekday and weekends  

 Never – staff work remotely  

  

Question 21: Considering business hours and shift working, when do your staff typically travel to and from 

the business or organisation? [Tick all that apply]  Not applicable to Pedals 

 Between 6am and 9:30am  

 Between 9:30am and 3pm  

 Between 3pm and 6:30pm  

 Between 6:30pm and 11pm  

 Between 11pm and 5:30am  

 Never  

 All of the above  

 Never  

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------  

Question 22: As an organisation or business, do you offer salary sacrifice travel schemes (e.g. Discounted 

Robin Hood Annual Pass in Nottinghamshire) Not applicable to Pedals 

 Yes (please specify below)  

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------  

 No  

 Not sure  

  

Question 23: As an organisation or business, do you promote public transport services for commuting and 

business travel?  Not applicable to Pedals 

 Yes   

 No  

 Not sure  

  

Question 24: How satisfied are you with the following aspects of the bus network serving your business or 

organisation?   
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 Very  No view / not Very  

    Satisfied  Dissatisfied  

 Satisfied  sure  dissatisfied  

  Passenger Experience       
  Safety travelling to the bus stop             

  Safety on the bus             
  Safety at the bus stop              

  Access to public transport information 

(e.g. real-time, apps, timetables)   
          

 Access to journey planning information              
  Accessibility at stops and shelters             
  Accessibility at bus stations              
  Accessibility to vehicles              

 Ability to get a seat on the bus            

The Network and Infrastructure       

Punctuality of service             

Journey time             

Distance to bus stop              

Integration with other bus and rail services              

Time of service (morning/late evenings 

etc.)   
          

Frequency              

Quality of bus stations           

  

Quality of bus stops/shelters            

  

Fares and Ticketing

  

Affordability of fares         

Simplicity of fares         

Integration of fares          

  

Question 25:  To what extent do you agree that the following improvements would encourage people to 

use the bus more often to travel to your business or organisation premises? Not applicable to Pedals 

   Strongly agree  
agree  

No view / not 

sure  
Disagree  

Strongly 

disagree  
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Quicker journey times on local bus 
services   
   

Better connections between bus and 

rail/tram services      

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

Local bus services near you operating  
more frequently    

          

Local buses near you operating later in 

the evening     
          

Local buses near you operating earlier  
in the morning   

          

Local buses serving more destinations              

 More Sunday bus services              

On-demand bus services that could be 

booked with an app     
          

Services operated with more accessible 

vehicles    

          

Services operated with electric or zero 

emission vehicles      
          

Improved waiting facilities ( 
stops/stations/shelters)   

          

Real-time bus information at stops 

and interchanges     
          

Safe and pleasant walking routes to and 
from stops  
   

Improved punctuality of services   

 

    

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

Improved reliable journey times     

 

 

          

 Contactless payment options             

Multi-modal ticket options 

  

     

          

Multi-operator ticket options                

  

    

Question 26: Overall, how would you rate public transport (bus, rail and tram) in the area serving your 

business or organisation? Not applicable to Pedals 

 Very satisfied  
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 Fairly satisfied  

 Neither satisfied nor dissatisfied  

 Fairly dissatisfied  

 Very dissatisfied   
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Section 5: About your organisation  
Question 27: What is the postcode of the main address in the EMCCA region of your business or 

organisation?  NG2 7AA 

  

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………  

 Prefer not to say  

  

Question 28: Where in the EMCCA region does your organisation focus? Please tick all areas where the 

organisation has premises.   

We focus our campaigning on the Greater Nottingham area in particular, but with regard to 

developments, and potential developments, in adjoining areas of Derbyshire and Leicestershire. 

 Amber Valley      
Ashfield  

 Bolsover      
Bassetlaw  

 Chesterfield      
Broxtowe Yes 

 Derby City      
Gedling Yes 

 Derbyshire Dales      
Mansfield  

 Erewash      
Newark and Sherwood  

 High Peak      
Nottingham City Yes 

 North East Derbyshire      
Rushcliffe Yes 

 South Derbyshire        

  

Question 29: What size is your business or organisation?  Not applicable to Pedals 

 Micro (0-9 employees)  

 Small (10-49 employees)  

 Medium sized (50-249 employees)  

 Large (250+ employees)  

 Prefer not to say: not relevant is we are purely a volunteer organisation 

  

Question 30: How often do changes or challenges to the transport network in the EMCCA region affect 

your business’ or organisation’s operations?  Not applicable to Pedals 

 Never  

 Rarely  

 Sometimes  

 Often  Very Often  
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Question 31:  How do changes or challenges to the transport network in the EMCCA region tend to 

impact your business or organisation? [Select all that apply] Not applicable to Pedals 

 They reduce the accessibility of our premises to customers/suppliers  

 They reduce our outputs through lost staff hours  

 They increase our transport costs  

 They increase the cost of products/services provided by suppliers  

 They make staff retention and recruitment more difficult  

 Other (please specify below)  

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------  

Question 32: Is there anything more you would like to tell us about how changes or challenges to the 

transport network in the EMCCA region impact your business or organisation?  

Not really relevant as we are a volunteer run organisation and not a business. We have no paid 

staff.  

The main challenge we face is the urgent need, in cooperation with the EMCCA, local Councils and 

other organisations, to help reduce congestion, carbon emissions and pollution from road traffic 

and to encourage the promotion of much healthier Active Travel, by younger and older groups, for 

different kinds of trips, and with a particular emphasis on well-planned, well-designed, well-

maintained and well-promoted safe, attractive and coherent cycle infrastructure. 

 

Attached to our questionnaire response as an Appendix is an Updated version of the Pedals 

response of March 2023 to D2N2 Area LCWIP (Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan) 

consultation launched in December 2022. This gives a list both of what see as the main priorities 

for new and improved cycle infrastructure provision, along with a list of other schemes that we 

see as important to enhancing and extending the cycle network 

 

 

 

  

 

  
THANK YOU FOR COMPLETING THIS QUESTIONNAIRE  
Thank you for completing this questionnaire, your response is greatly valued towards developing the 

Mayor's Transport Plan and Bus Service Improvement Plan.  

If you are interested in receiving more information from us in the future regarding the Mayor’s Transport 

Plan, please provide a preferred method of contact and add your details below:  
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 Email  

Email: Hugh.McClintock@ntlworld.com and contact@pedals.org.uk 

Name: Hugh McClintock 

Organisation Name: Pedals (Nottingham Cycling Campaign) 

www.pedals.org.uk 

 

 

Address: 

f.a.o. Hugh McClintock 

162 Musters Road,  

West Bridgford,  

Nottingham  

NG2 7AA 

Mobile: 07880 962135 

 

If you change your mind at any point about your data being used for this purpose, you can withdraw your 

consent by contacting transportplan@eastmidlands-cca.gov.uk. For more information on how we handle 

or process your data, please see EMCCA's Privacy Policy:  www.eastmidlands-

cca.gov.uk/governance/privacypolicy  

Please return this survey to a public consultation event or mail to:   

FAO EMCCA LTP Survey, Haskoning, 6th floor, Cornerblock, 2 Cornwall St, Birmingham, B3 2DX  

 

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:Hugh.McClintock@ntlworld.com
mailto:contact@pedals.org.uk
http://www.pedals.org.uk/
http://www.eastmidlands-cca.gov.uk/governance/privacypolicy
http://www.eastmidlands-cca.gov.uk/governance/privacypolicy
http://www.eastmidlands-cca.gov.uk/governance/privacypolicy
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Appendix to the Organisations Questionnaire Response from Pedals (Nottingham Cycling 

Campaign), January 2026:- 

Updated version of the Pedals response of March 2023 to the D2N2 Area LCWIP (Local Cycling 

and Walking Infrastructure Plan) consultation launched in December 2022 

 

1. General 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.  

 

Well-planned, well-designed, well-implemented and well-maintained coherent cycle infrastructure is of 
crucial importance for encouraging more people to cycle and for making those who already cycle, even just 
occasionally, feel safer. It is also of particular importance for encouraging children to cycle, not just and 
from schools, but also for their other activities. This should help to instill the idea, from an early age, that 
cycling is a normal way to get around, especially for shorter trips in urban areas. 
 
We consider that coherent and well-coordinated cross-boundary schemes are very important and that the 
LCWIP and the new Mayor’s Transport Plan have both 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. It is, we maintain, very important that both take full account of important recent 
relevant developments since 2019 including in particular:- 

• 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 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 introduction of the Lime-operated e-bike hire scheme in 
Nottingham City in 2023 has helped 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 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, with the extension of 20mph 
area limits, and consistent 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 “15-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 
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Greater Nottingham Strategic Plan.. 
 

The establishment in 2024 of the East Midlands Combined County Authority covering all of 
Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire, with a new Transport Plan and Spatial Plan and increased dedicated 
funding for Active Travel provides a great opportunity for more ambitious proposals, including ones 
straddling County as well as Borough / District Council boundaries. These would help, especially in 
Nottingham and Derby and other large and smaller urban areas, to do much to assist the Mayor’s 
objectives of reducing traffic congestion and associated pollution, connecting communities and promoting 
safe and healthy Active Travel. 
 

The very important new role of the EMCCA should help further to encourage existing and future local 
Councils and other relevant  organisations are fully committed to the promotion of Active Travel, 
particularly in the case of major projects straddling county boundaries such as our proposal, with the Derby 
Cycling Group and Nottinghamshire Ramblers, for a new  Tri-County “RoSChet” foot-cycle bridge across the 
River Trent connecting the former Ratcliffe on Soar Power Station Major Regeneration Site and East 
Midlands Parkway sites with major sites north of the river such as the Major Chetwynd Barracks / Toton 
Regeneration. 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 new Waterside foot-cycle bridge across the Trent between Trent Basin and Lady 
Bay (West Bridgford), due for completion in Spring 2026, are promoted in a wider context including a series 
of new and improved approaches not just those to be implemented to coincide with the Bridge opening, to 
maximise the potential benefits of this exciting new project and the many new routes it will open up. 
 

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. 

  

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 had good 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 greater use of developer contributions (section 106 or Community Infrastructure 

Levy) to promote good quality Active Travel provision within, and to and from, new housing and 

employment developments. 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, all clearly, consistently and coherently 

signed and promoted. 

 

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 
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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. Some of the new housing developments on the periphery of Ruddington include 

cycle path or shared path provision but these facilities do not link coherently to the centre of this rapidly 

growing area or, adequately to other nearby areas such as the major new housing developments in the 

Edwalton area of West Bridgford, north of the A52. 

 

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 on 

Promoting Sustainable Travel in 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. Also now very important are the newer Policy and 

Guidance Notes from Active Travel England. There must be much clearer coordination between updated 

Local Plans and revisions to the LCWIP (Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan). 

 

Additionally, it would also help for EMCCA and the local 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 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 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. 

 
 

 



24  

  

 
2. Updated list (January 2026) of the schemes which Pedals regards as the 
priorities for EMCCA and other agencies to take forward Detailed Pedals 
comments (2023) based on our 2023 comments on the Nottingham City Council 
and Nottinghamshire County Council Delivery Programmes  

 

2a. Our main priorities are (see below, in Section 2b-e, for more details):- 

 

A01. A series of further improved connections to the new Waterside foot-cycle bridge between Trent 
Basin, Nottingham, and Lady Bay, West Bridgford (Rushcliffe Borough) due to open in Spring 2026.          

These further connections, on both banks of the Trent, are essential to help make the most of the 
potential very exciting major new Active Travel Project with a whole series of new and improved 
connections on both sides of the River Trent. Our detailed suggestions for such connections are listed 
below in Section 2b. 

 
 

 

A02. The “RoSChet” bridge, a proposal for a further new (Tri-County) foot-cycle bridge across the Trent, 
connecting the former Ratcliffe on Soar Power Station Major Regeneration Site and East Midlands 
Parkway Station on the south bank, with the Chetwynd Barracks (Toton) Major Regeneration Site and 
Trent Lock, etc.  on the north bank.  
It would also connect to many national, regional and local Active Travel routes in the vicinity including 
National Cycle Network Routes 15, 6 and 67, the Trent Valley Way and both the Nottinghamshire and 
Derbyshire arms of the Erewash Valley Trail between Trent Lock and Langley Mill. 
 
It would also be of great benefit to nearby Leicestershire, e.g. the East Midlands Airport and several 
existing and new major development proposals in the vicinity, as well as connecting to the River Soar Trail 
south of Redhill Marina and Kegworth, etc. 
 
This proposal originated in a suggestion about 25 years ago by Patrick Davis, the former Sustrans Regional 
Manager for Nottinghamshire & Derbyshire, for a foot-cycle bridge close to the railway bridge over the 
Trent north of the Redhill Tunnel and was subsequently included by John Grimshaw, former CEO and 
Director of Sustrans, in the work he did in 2014-15 for what was then called Royal Dutch Haskoning, which 
lead the team for the former DfT-promoted “Slow Speed Two” route along the whole length of the formerly 
proposed two legs of the HS2 project.   
 
As part of this exercise, John Grimshaw, focusing on the sections of the proposed HS2 Eastern Leg in 
Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire, held a workshop in Beeston Town Hall in 2014 to brainstorm ideas for the 
exact route of the proposed HS2 Route in this area, and links to other local routes. 
 
A revised proposal, inspired by these earlier proposals and the major changes in the development 
context of the vicinity of the former Power Station, especially its recent designation by EMMCA a major 
growth site in the “Trent Arc” area, was submitted by Pedals in April 2025 to Alan Simpson of the 
EMCCA, with the support in principle of the Derby Cycling Group and Nottinghamshire Ramblers. It also 
has the support in principle of Uniper, the former Power Station site owners, as well as the Canal and 
River Trust. 
 
We see the role of EMCCA as being of crucial importance in taking forward these very ambitious 
proposals for two major sites in the EMCCA “Trent Arc” major growth area, straddling the County 
boundary of Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire as plans for the nearby major sites are further developed 
over the next 5-10 years. 
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We understand that Stephanie Meyers of ITP by Haskoning has now taken over dealing with this proposal 
from Dawn Rahman, who was responsible for producing the Transport Strategy for the former Power 
Station site for Uniper and Rushcliffe Borough Council, and that further meetings are planned in the Spring 
of 2026 with both EMCCA Transport Staff and James Hatchett and Edward Healy of the Walk Wheel and 
Cycle Trust to follow up their earlier meetings in October 2025. 
 
In close cooperation with David Rhead of Chilwell, we have already submitted, to Dawn Rahman, our 
suggestions for the siting of the proposed bridge and its main approaches, as well as for the many other 
existing, improved and new connecting routes on both sides of the Trent that we see as being of vital 
importance to help maximise the potential of such a major project. As Regeneration plans for this site and 
the vicinity are further developed in the next few years we would very much welcome an opportunity to 
discuss these possible connections in more detail, based on our extensive collective local knowledge. 

 

 

A03. 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 given to completing all of the NSAT route, 
starting with the section between Sherwood and Nottingham Station and including improved provision 
on Maid Marian Way, linked to new facilities introduced by the City Council and Homes England as part 
of their Broad Marsh Area Regeneration plans. 

 
 

A04. The need for the new Waterside Bridge, and improved facilities for cyclists on Trent Bridge, 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). 

 
 
A05. More seamless and coherent provision across Council boundaries, as in the particular case of the 
Fairham Pastures major housing development between Clifton in Nottingham City and Gotham in 
Rushcliffe Borough, combined with a series of good connections to and from this major site, especially in 
the Clifton and A453 / former Ratcliffe on Soar Power Station site and East Midlands Parkway Station, etc. 

 

 

A06. A comprehensive scheme in Rushcliffe Borough to develop a coherent improved route between the 
east (i.e. Edwalton) side of West Bridgford and Ruddington (Village and Rushcliffe Country Park and 
including good links between the existing and future new housing and employment sites in the area. 
The centrepiece of this route should be a much improved subway-underpass (and approaches( under the 
A52 in the area between Sharp Hill and Landmere Lane on the Ruddington side, but with other 
improvements including, on the south side, traffic-calming on Landmere Lane and Old Loughborough Road 
as well as a toucan crossing of the A60 (Loughborough Road) and a cycle path on its west side to and from 
Mere Way, the Ruddington Fields Business Park and Rushcliffe Country Park.  
To the north of the A52 there needs to be completion of the existing half-completed shared path through 
the Edwalton Fields major new housing development, to connect coherently to and from Boundary Road 
and Rushcliffe Spencer Academy, as well as to the shared paths and cycle lanes on the nearby sections of 
Melton Road (A606). 
This should be implemented in coordination with the plans by National Highways for changes to the 
A52/A606 and A52/A606 major junctions, on which work is due to start later in 2026. 
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A07 & A08. Restoration of the plans, to have been implemented with DfT Transforming Cities Fund TCF) 
funding, but abandoned by Nottinghamshire County Council in 2003, for  A453 Corridor improvements 
(A07), a vital part of improved cycle connections to and from the redeveloped former Ratcliffe on Soar 
Power Station site given its major redevelopments plans (with 7-8000 jobs) in the next few years, and 
also the restoration of the similar proposals for the TCF scheme for the A6005 Corridor in the Beeston-
Chilwell area (A08), part of what had been proposed as part of a Nottingham-Derby Cycle Superhighway. 

 
 

A09. Using the opportunity of the 2026/2027 Regeneration Plans being developed by Nottingham City 
Council and Homes England for the Broad Marsh Area, to improve cycling provision in the proposed 
revised layout at the south end of Maid Marian Way as the first step in improved provision connecting 
coherently along the whole length of this road to connect with the fragmented provision introduced in 
2025 at its junction with Lower Parliament Street at Tollhouse Hill. 

 

 

 

2b. More detailed information on the above list of our priorities and scheme 

proposals: Nottingham City and vicinity 

• A01. The importance of the new Waterside Bridge across the River Trent (due to open in the late 
Spring of 2026 between Trent Basin and Lady Bay) being developed in coordination with a series 
of further 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. 

Need for further improved connections to the south and north bank landings of the new Waterside 

Bridge including:- 

 

on the north bank of the Trent:- 

 

• Completion of the riverside path link between Colwick Park and Meadow Lane Lock 

 

• Improved links to and from the City Centre via Daleside Road and the Island site 

 

• 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 upgrades of paths 
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between Meadow Lane Lock, the north bank landing of the new bridge, and across Colwick Park, 

extended with a continuous path 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 further 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. This includes aspirations for improved and extended paths on both 
banks as well as new and improved access path connections 
 

• Reviving the longstanding Pedals proposals for a continuous and upgraded riverside path on the 
north bank of the Trent between  the City / Gedling boundary just east of Colwick Park and Stoke 
Bardolph should include the provision of a new path on the missing link between the east side of 
the Crossland Meadows Estate and the footpath (very narrow, and often badly overgrown, but 
signed for cyclists) between Road no 3 (south of Sainsbury’s Netherfield Store) and the existing 
very substandard path between that point and Stoke Bardolph.  

 

on the south bank of the Trent:- 

 

• Further upgraded links on the south bank riverside path (part of NCN15) between County Hall 

and Holme Lane, Holme Pierrepont, integrated with plans for the expansion of the NFFC City 

Ground and the upgrading of the narrow section of the Grantham Canal towpath between the City 

Ground and the Environment Agency, to the north of Scarrington Road, West Bridgford. 

 

• Further upgraded links between the south bank landing and the Grantham Canal towpath in the 

Gamston area and east of the A52 Gamston-Lings Bar Road connecting with the planned 

Gamston Fields major housing development (between Gamston, Tollerton and Bassingfield) 

including much improved crossings of Radcliffe Road at the south end of Regatta Way. 

 

• This should include the upgrading of the riverside path between Wilford and Holme Pierrepont 
(part of 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. 
 

• The upgrading of the south bank riverside path between Lady Bay Bridge and The Hook on the 
section including the south bank landing of the Waterside Bridge should be followed by other 
improvement to the east connecting to the Water Sports Centre and Country Park at Holme 
Pierrepont and further sections of NCN Route 15). 
 

• The upgrading should also include a series of improvements at the south (A6011, Radcliffe Road) 
end of the good standard Regatta Way cycle path, upgraded in 2022, to provide much better more 
direct connections across Radcliffe Road, Gamston (A6011) to and from the substandard shared 
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path on the south side of Radcliffe Road, as well as an improved route through Gamston to and 
from the Gamston Fields Sustainable Urban Extension major new housing area, and the subject of 
a Supplementary Planning Document consultation by Rushcliffe Borough Council in the autumn of 
2025. 
 
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 Waterside 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 of the A52 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 Waterside bridge over the Trent between Lady Bay and Trent Basin, 
NCN Route 15 and the Trent Valley Way.  
Details of these improvements should take account of the aspirations of the Grantham Canal 
Society in their “Trent Connections” Project for a greatly improved canal and towpath alignment 
under the Gamston-Lings Bar section of the A52, through the Gamston area, under the A6011 
section of Radcliffe Road and then striking to the Trent via the east side of Lady Bay. 
 
 

2c. Other Nottingham City-focused schemes:- 

• B01. 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 major sites, and also the East Midlands Airport Gateway Industrial 
Cluster (EMAGIC) in nearby Leicestershire, etc. 
 
B02. Improvements for cyclists on Trent Bridge, currently often very intimidating, especially for 
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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 given to completing all of the NSAT route, starting with the 
section between Sherwood and Nottingham Station and including improved provision on Maid 
Marian Way, linked to new facilities introduced by the City Council and Homes England as part of 
their Broad Marsh Area Regeneration plans. 
 

• B03. Improving the safety of the layout of the tramside path crossing of Wilford Lane just south 
of the Wilford Lane tramstop on the City / Rushcliffe boundary and the most substandard site on 
the City’s Southern Cycle Corridor between the City Centre and Clifton via Wilford, Compton 
Acres and Silverdale. 
An improved layout was discussed at a site meeting in 2017 with Keith Morgan of Nottingham City 
Council and Paul Hillier of Nottinghamshire County Council but has still not been implemented.  
The crossing site and the connecting section of tramside path are both just within Rushcliffe 
Borough. 
 

• B04. In terms of ideas for further new foot-cycle bridges across the Trent in the Nottingham area 
we would also like the EMCCA to carry out a new detailed investigation, in view of the apparent 
revival of interest in the abortive 2000 & 2006-7 Nottingham City Council proposals for a possible 
foot-cycle bridge over the Trent between Clifton (Grove) and Beeston Weir, Broxtowe Borough. 
This was originally proposed for funding through the City Council’s Emerald Necklace Scheme, and 
in 2006, put forward as a candidate for possible financial support by the former “Connect 2” 
Project for major new Active Travel Connections, promoted by Sustrans (since 2025 the Walk 
Wheel Cycle Trust) and the Lotteries Commission. 
Such a Clifton to Beeston Rylands cycling and walking bridge would fundamentally change the 
geography of Greater Nottingham. It would open up rapid commuting route between these major 
suburbs, connecting major university campuses and open up both the river banks for walkers, 
cyclists and nature lovers. 
If situated near Beeston Weir this would be well located to maximise this opportunity. Previous 
efforts to build a bridge here were unsuccessful due to residents campaigns. However, similar 
objections were raised about the, soon so to be completed, Waterside Bridge between Colwick 
and Lady Bay, the first new bridge crossing the Trent in Greater Nottingham in many decades. This 
provides a good template for how a new bridge could be built and delivered 
 

• B05. In the north and west sides of Nottingham City, we would like to see a series of improved 
connections to and from the reopened Bennerley Viaduct, 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 
NCN Route 67 (Nutbrook Trail) west of Ilkeston, connecting to the Derbyshire arm of the Erewash 
Valley Trail etc.  
Improved links should also connect coherently to the improved facilities on Beechdale Road 
introduced by Nottingham City Council in 2025 with DfT Transforming Cities Fund supportr. 
 

• B06, B07 & B09. Also important on the north and west sides of Nottingham are the need for 
good / improved cycling provision on, Alfreton/Nuthall Road (A610), Ilkeston Road/ Wollaton 
Road / Trowell Road A609). 
There is also a need for improved provision on the Nottingham Ring Road (Western Boulevard) 
between Basford and the City Hospital etc.  
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2d. More detailed information on the above list of our priorities and scheme 

proposals: Our other preferred schemes for the wider South Nottinghamshire 

area, including the present Broxtowe, Gedling and Rushcliffe Boroughs. 

• 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 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).   
B08. We would like to see upgrading of all of the A612 “corridor” between the City / Gedling 
boundary east of Colwick Park, particularly as this would connect directly with the south and 
north bank landings of the new Waterside Bridge between Lady Bay and Trent Basin.     
Complementing the recent widening of the shared path on the north side of the Colwick Loop 
Road (A612) in Gedling Borough by a comprehensive set of improved cycling provision between 
the City / Gedling boundary north-east of Colwick Park and the east side of the Colwick Loop 
Road / A612 junction opposite the entrance to the Victoria Retail Park, Netherfield, and with 
improved connections on the A612 to the east towards the south end of Colliery Way and its east 
side shared path.  
 

• B10. If further housing is to be built in the Redhill (Arnold) area in Gedling Borough, the existing 
routes parallel to Mansfield Road at Ollerton Road and Arch Hill, including the bridge over the 
Mansfield Road should be recognised as potential cycling routes to enable cyclists to avoid using 
the busy A60. Connections to and from Arch Hill towards Arnold and Bestwood Park would enable 
this area to become properly accessible to cyclists for both leisure and commuting journeys. 
 

• B11. Reviving the idea of using the former railway in Gedling Borough between Netherfield and 
Mapperley Top as a multi-user path, helping to serve not just existing residential areas but also 
Gedling Country Park (east of Colliery Way, A6211) and the major new Chase Farm housing 
development between Colliery Way and Arnold Lane etc.  
 

• A04. As mentioned above, we would also like to see both the County and City Councils recognise 
the need for this new foot-cycle bridge 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).  
 
Related to the need for improved provision on Lady Bay Bridge is the need to take advantage of 
the reduction of the speed limit from 40mph to 30mph on Radcliffe Road, West Bridgford, to 
provide a continuous cycle path / shared path between the Rutland Road / Mabel Grove junction 
and the junction of Trent Boulevard and the south end of the Lady Bay bridge Access Road, taking 
advantage of the reduced space requirements for general traffic lanes with this change. 
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• A06. 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 was 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. 
 
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. 
Although National Highways, having unsuccessfully pursued negotiations with the main landowner 
involved on the north subway, decided not to include the land for this improved approach in the 
area to be acquired compulsorily for the wider A52 Highway scheme, we maintain our view that 
this is a vital improvement and therefore that Nottinghamshire County Council should now draft  
path Creation Order to take it further. 
 

• A07 & A08. We were disappointed in 2023 that Nottinghamshire County Council decided to 
abandon the proposed DfT Transforming Cities Fund TCF) funded A453 Corridor improvements, 
which we regarded as a vital part of improved cycle connections to and from the redeveloped 
former Ratcliffe on Soar Power Station site given its major redevelopments plans (with 7-8000 
jobs) in the next few years.   
We would now like to see these plans revived, along with the DfT TCF scheme for the A6005 
Corridor in the Beeston-Chilwell area, part of what had been proposed as part of a Nottingham-
Derby Cycle Superhighway. 
 
A02. The “RoSChet” foot-cycle bridge proposal.  
We also think that, with such a major new employment site on the former Ratcliffe on Soar Power 
Station site, close to East Midlands Parkway Station), 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), all part of the 
EMCCA “Trent Arc” Growth Zone. Since April 2025 we have therefore stepped-up campaigning for 
this project, with the provisional title of the “RoSChet” foot-cycle bridge, with the support in 
principle of the Derby Cycling Group, and Nottinghamshire Ramblers.  
 
Several other nearby settlements would much benefit from such a greatly improved link, including 
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Attenborough, Chilwell, Beeston (in Broxtowe Borough), and Long Eaton, Sandiacre, Breaston and 
Draycott (in Erewash Borough), together with nearby parts of Leicestershire. 
 
The new “RoSChet” foot-cycle bridge across the Trent between the Ratcliffe on Soar Power 
Station site, EMP  Station and Redhill on the south bank and a point on the north bank between 
Cranfleet Lock and Long Eaton, would have good connections to other national, regional, and local 
routes, including Routes 6 and 67 of the National Cycle Network and these could be enhanced and 
extended. 
 
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, 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 NCN Route 67, with many width 
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 
Trent Arc 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, with the East 
Midlands Combined Authority taking the lead, in cooperation with the Power Station site 
owners, Uniper, and working in close coordination with Sustrans and local user groups, etc. as well 
as the Environment Agency and Canal and River Trust. 
 

• A05. Also, in the A453 Clifton area, on the boundary between Rushcliffe Borough and Nottingham 
City, there is a need for more improved and coherent links between the Clifton area in 
Nottingham City and the major new housing development at Fairham Pastures in Rushcliffe 
Borough between Clifton and Gotham.  
This should include direct connections to the Southern Cycle Corridor between Clifton and the 
City Centre via Compton Acres, Wilford and The Meadows, as well as better connections to and 
from Gotham and Ruddington. 
 

• B12. 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 
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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. 
 
We would therefore like to see this important potential route 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 area. 
 

• B13. 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. 
 

• B14. Also, in Rushcliffe Borough we would like to see the upgrading of the very narrow 
Stragglethorpe Road shared path between the A52 Holme House Junction and Shepherds, Main 
Road, Cotgrave, and the connecting shared path on the west side of Main Road connecting to 
Cotgrave Village Centre. 
 

• B15. Improved links to Stapleford from Nottingham in the A52 “Corridor”. 
Stapleford is a significant sized town on the edge of Greater Nottingham only 5 miles from the city 
centre and 2 miles from University of Nottingham, easy cycling distances where safe routes are 
provided. Unfortunately, there are no safe direct connections.  
The A52 is the only practical route for this journey. Eastbound the journey is just about tractable 
because of a bus lane on the A52 section between Priory Island and Bramcote Island. This is not 
safe for children or nervous cyclists. But westbound there is literally no provision at all.  
Cycling to Stapleford means cycling illegally on footways or long diversion round indirect routes. 
Once the new path along the Wollaton Park section of Derby Road is completed, then urgent 
attention is needed to safely linking Stapleford to the rest of Greater  Nottingham by bike.  
 

• B16. In the south and east of Nottinghamshire, in Rushcliffe Borough and Newark and Sherwood 
District, 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 National Cycle Network, entering from Leicestershire, 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. 
 
B17. This NCN48 upgrading should be integrated with Bingham and Radcliffe on Trent area 
improvements, particularly with regard to other local NCN 15 & NCN 48 sections, especially better 
and more direct connections between the centre of Bingham and the major housing area on the 
former RAF Newton site to the west of the very busy A46 dual carriageway. All such routes should 
have good surfaces, including on the existing gravel NCN48 shared use path west of the A46 south-
east of the site, and good lighting. 
This would also greatly assist people from Bingham walking and cycling to the employment areas on 
the Newton site as well as in the other direction 
 

2e. The need for complementary smaller-scale infrastructure improvements 
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The various existing councils (District, Unitary, and County), and those planned to take over from them 

following Local Government Reorganisation in 2028, should also work together with the EMCCA and other 

relevant organisations, including User Groups, 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:- 

 

• C01. 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. Other examples are on the riverside path on 
the south bank of the Trent between Clifton Bridge and Barton-in-Fabis, and at most of the 
Rushcliffe Country Park access points. 

• C02. Unlit, or poorly lit, paths (e.g.  Birdcage Walk between Lenton Lane and Queen’s Drive, 
Nottingham, the shared path in The Meadows between Wilford Crescent East and the Victoria 
Embankment, the canal towpath opposite London Road, between Great Northern Close and 
Meadow Lane Lock, the tramside path along the NET in Compton Acres, West Bridgford 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. 

• C03. The need for dropped kerbs (e.g. at the east end of Wellin Lane, Edwalton, by Edwalton 
Primary School, West Bridgford, and, in Gedling Borough, the Private Road no 3 end (opposite the 
south side of Sainsbury’s Netherfield Store) of the path connecting to and from the riverside path 
to from Stoke Bardolph etc, a footpath with permissive access for cyclists and signed also for 
cyclists. 
 

• C05. 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. 
 

• C06. 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! 

• C07. Linking the shared path network in Gamston, West Bridgford, 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! 
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