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This consultation response is on behalf of the London Cycling Campaign, the capital’s leading cycling 
organisation with more than 12,000 members and 30,000 supporters. The LCC welcomes the 
opportunity to comment on proposals. This is a general response for all Quieter Neighbourhood 
schemes in Enfield under the mini-Holland programme (and beyond). It is in support of individual 
scheme responses from Enfield Cycling Campaign, London Cycling Campaign’s local branch, and was 
developed with input from LCC’s Infrastructure Advisory Panel. 

The aim to create Quieter Neighbourhoods (QNs) is supported. As is the use of innovative 
approaches to reducing traffic and motor vehicle dominance such as the use of “School Streets”. And 
the consideration of each QN on an area-wide basis to ensure benefits for all is supported. However, 
the current schemes do not go far enough to create a genuinely “quieter” QN. And as such are 
unlikely to result in significantly reduced motor traffic volumes, nor significantly raised walking and 
cycling rates. Further measures, such as “modal filter cells”, would be required to achieve this aim. 

Specific points about the scheme: 

 The advent of satellite navigation apps such as Waze, Google Maps and the algorithms used 
by organisations such as Uber mean that all motor vehicle through routes are increasingly 
used if they save drivers time. 
 

 This reinforces the importance of an area-wide approach. But also the need to remove or 
stringently control through traffic – as minor changes to roads do not deter such apps. 
 

 Walking and cycling rates, but also community cohesion and regeneration, do not flourish 
unless streets feature very low levels of motor vehicle traffic or physical measures to protect 
cycling and junctions designed to prioritise walking and cycling. Speed humps and other 
“calming” measures alone might reduce motor vehicle speeds and collision rates, but they 
are unlikely in isolation to increase community interactions, walking and cycling. 
 

 The design of any “calming” measures should be undertaken carefully to ensure that they do 
not disadvantage or increase risk of injury to pedestrians and those cycling. For instance, 
“continuous footways” can effectively reinforce pedestrian priority at low motor vehicle 
speeds and volumes, but at higher volumes, anecdotal evidence is that drivers increasingly 
(re)assert their dominance of the environment. 

General points about cycling schemes: 

 LCC requires schemes to be designed to accommodate growth in cycling. Providing space for 
cycling is a more efficient use of road space than providing space for driving private motor 
vehicles, particularly for journeys of 5km or less. In terms of providing maximum efficiency 
for space and energy use, walking, cycling, then public transport are key. 

 As demonstrated by the success of recent Cycle Superhighways and mini-Holland projects 
etc., people cycle when they feel safe. For cycling to become mainstream, a network of high-
quality, direct routes separate from high volumes and/or speeds of motor vehicle traffic is 
required to/from all key destinations and residential areas in an area. Schemes should be 



planned, designed and implemented to maximise potential to increase journeys – with links 
to nearby amenities, residential centres, transport hubs considered from the outset. 

 Spending money on cycling infrastructure has been shown to dramatically boost health 
outcomes in an area. Spending on cycling schemes outranks all other transport mode for 
return on investment according to a DfT study. Schemes which promote cycling meet TfL’s 
“Healthy Streets” checklist. A healthy street is one where people choose to cycle. 

 LCC wants, as a condition of funding, all highway development designed to London Cycling 
Design Standards (LCDS), with a Cycling Level of Service (CLoS) rating of 70 or above, with all 
“Critical Fails” eliminated. 


