

















7:2 Network Priorities by Borough
Following these criteria a number of priorities are identified
across the network as follows:

LB Haringey

The London Borough of Haringey supports the development
of a Greenways Network across the borough, subject to fur-
ther consultation and feasibility. The priorities listed here
coincide with those of the borough.

(A) Greenways Link 3. The Finsbury Park — Lordship
Recreation Ground - Lee Valley Link which has already un-
dergone Green CRISP, detailed designs has been developed
for 70% of the link. The boroughs priority is to complete the
deign and development of the link from Lordship Recrea-
tional Ground to the Lee valley via Park Lane. The Borough
would also prioritise finding an alternative cycle route from
Chestnut Park to Finsbury Park considering the safety audit
advised against the current alignment via North Grove Road.

(B) Lordship Recreational Ground. As
part of the Link 03 above and with local
support (as shown through the consulta-
tion) the recreational circular route around
Lordship Recreational Ground should be a
priority to complement the existing route
implemented in 2006/7. This could be a
flagship project for the borough and
would coincide with other park improve-
ments that are planned using funding
awarded by the Majors “Help a London
Park Scheme and the Heritage Lottery
Fund.

(C) Greenways Link 4. The Muswell
Hill Road to Penstock Foot Path via Alex-
andra Palace , the Borough has received
funding for 2010/11 for the feasibility and
development of the Link 04, the Borough
would like to work with Sustrans and local
stakeholders to improve the space for
walkers and cyclist.

Map 6—Haringey priorities




LB Enfield Map 7 —Enfield priorities
Councillor Terence Neville, Cabinet Member for Environment and Street

Scene and lan Davis, Director of Environment and Street Scene, support

the development of a Greenways network across the borough, subject to
further consultation and feasibility. The priorities listed here coincide with
those of the borough.

An alignment for the extension of NCR 12 was originally proposed by Sus-
trans in February 2007. A Green CRISP study, funded by TfL’s Cycling on
Greenways programme, is due for completion in
May 2009 and some funding has been earmarked
for delivery over the coming years. The alignment
shown in this document may alter slightly following
the publication of the final CRISP report.

B) Enfield Playing Fields to National Cycle
Route 1

Good quality paths, suitable for shared use, existing
within Enfield Playing Fields. This link makes a con-
nection across the borough to the Lea Valley and
national Cycle Route 1 via Durants Park and several
schools.

C) Oakwood Park

A circular route within Oakwood Park would be at-
tractive to new cyclists and family group. Much of
the infrastructure is already in place.

D) Southgate

A link from Trent Park to Grovelands Park would
run along the edge of Southgate and link together
these two substantial green spaces.

E) Arnos Park to Enfield Town

This link form the border with LB Barnet reaches
into the heart of Enfield Town Centre via Grove-
lands Park and Grange Park. Particular attention
will need to be paid to the road sections, notably
Windmill Hill to make the connection into Enfield
Town.

F) Two Parks

Arnos Park and Broomfield Park can be connected
via attractive, tree lined streets.

G) Ponders End

This is an ambitious link between Enfield Town and
the Lea Valley via Ponders End. The section adja-
cent to Valley Road, between the reservoirs, is
scheduled for early delivery.

A) National Cycle Route 12. %




The recommendations for progressing the North East London Greenways network in 2009/10 are listed below:

Scheme Stage London borough CoG Funding CoG Funding CoG Funding
09/10 earmarked earmarked
10/11* 11/12*
Enfield Playing Fields to NCR1 Green CRISP Enfield 8 25 25
NCR12 Extension Design/ Enfield 25 25
Implementation
Haringey Greenways Link 4 Implementation Haringey 50 25
Haringey Greenways Link 3 (Finsbury Park to Lee Val- | Implementation Haringey 25 25
ley)
Haringey Greenways Link 2 (Parkland Walk North) Implementation Haringey 50
Haringey Greenways Link 1 (Parkland Walk South) Implementation Haringey 100

*Provision funding




Consultee

Consultee Name

SUPPORT
Code
APCT [Alexandra Palace Charitable Trust, Mark Evison Park Manager Specific Comments Expressed by
BW British Waterways
CE Carbon Energy Ltd Richard Furness, Director There are plenty of green routes but they need to be linked together. H
CS Colin Saunders, Route Manager— Capital Ring (2003-2007)
EA Environment Agency The network will allow people to travel and enjoy much more of the parks. H, E
ECW Enfield Councillor, Clir K. Wilkinson Increased provision of cycling opportunity is good for the physical and mental health of the community. | E
ELCC Borough Co-ordinator, Enfield Cycling Campaign
ELCCM Member of LCC, Enfield Cycling Campaign and membership Sec. These would encourage small children to become more confident cyclists. E, ELCC
Edmonton Cycling Club
EF Federation of Enfield Residents and Allied Associations. Committee
member and transport spokesman. A network of greenways will encourage ordinary people to make useful journey's by bike. ELCC
HFRA & HFPF  |Haringey Federation of Residents Associations and the Haringey
Friend of Parks Forum—Dave Morris (Secretary, HFRA and External | work a lot with young teenagers but have no safe places to take them cycling so my favourite form of | E
Relations Officer, HFPF). exercise is closed to them as | wouldn't dream of taking them on the roads. There are enough parks
HS Highgate Society, Chairman, Environment Committee around me that youngsters could probably get to school safely by bike if such a scheme was in place.
LSM Living Streets, Haringey Member It is good for the local environment. Ex2
LS Living Streets, Alasdair Jones -
It will be good for safety. E
LRUF Lordship Recreation Ground Users Forum
This proposal is desperately needed in Enfield. It is very important to encourage our community to ECW
NE Natural England adopt a more healthy lifestyle.
SC Spencer Clark, TfL, Walking Programme Manager - — - - -
_ We fully support the creation of additional, safer cycling and pedestrian routes through Haringey’s HFRA, HFPF, LGUF
FoE Tottenham and Wood Green Friends of the Earth streets and open spaces. This is on the condition that the exact routes and design are appropriate to
\WR Willow Residents Association (President) Irene Wilson the sites and their usage, and acceptable to the relevant local RAs and Friends groups.
WL \Walk London We are VERY pleased with the proposal to complete the circular route around Lordship Rec, which was | LRUF
Enfiold Individual recently begun with the construction of the Greenway route along the western side—the first Greenway
nrieid individua route identified and constructed in London be believe. The improvement of the paths on the eastern
Haringey Individual and southern side of the park are already included as an aim in the agreed Masterplan for the park,
i te fundi i ilable.
o Tower Farmiots Tnavidoal pending adequate funding becoming available




ISSUES

Specific Comments

Expressed by

Response to comment (where applicable)

Cycling routes maybe appropriate in some parks but not others. There would be strong local opposition | HS During the desk study and network scoping stages of this project, the sensitive nature of
to cycling in Highgate Wood or Queens Wood which are considered purely pedestrian environments Highgate Wood and Queens Wood was noted and removed from the network. Sustrans feels
(except for small children with their parents on foot).. that connections to these spaces must be made to encourage usage of these spaces.
The current situation of cycling being banned in parks is just daft. If the need Unknown Sustrans welcomes changes to bylaws that prohibit cycling in parks. However, it is recog-
of walkers and cyclists are considered, the situation can be vastly improved to nised that such changes can be complex and time consuming. Sustrans is aware that LB
the benefit of all. Enfield is currently attempting to revise bylaws prohibiting cycling in borough parks—an es-
sential step if this network is to be realised.
There does not appear to be any mention of improvements or changes to vegetation that will mitigate or | NE Sustrans welcomes suggestions during later stages of design of designs and features that will
soften the creation of routes. improve and develop vegetation, biodiversity and the natural environment along the route.
Natural England would like to stress the importance that the surface of the path should reflect and be NE As stated in Secton 3.2 of the Consultation Document, Sustrans agrees that the surface of
sympathetic to the surrounding landscape. paths should be sympathetic to the landscape. Drainage, usage and maintenance should all
be considered when deciding on the type of surface.
The provision of a hard surface detracts from the experience of walking in areas that are predominantly CS
rural and would spoil the appearance of most natural environments.
Shared Use: E Although Sustrans welcomes the widening of paths to ensure paths have the capacity for
Don't want existing paths in parks and green spaces which can legally be walked or cycled upon to be pedestrian, cyclist and disability users shared use it is recognised that this is not appropriate
made wider, with a thick white line down the middle, thus infringing upon grassed or wooded parts of the in all cases. Each path needs to be assessed on a site by site basis. The type of facility
park simply for the sake of being able to say: "We have created XXXXX miles of dedicated new cycling implemented (segregated, unsegregated or adjacent) will be informed by the nature of the
pathways in the Borough"; rather than XXX. path and its surroundings and will be informed by the Atkins Intelligent Space model. Sus-
trans aim to minimise potential pedestrian/cyclist conflict and encourage considerate usage
Bikes and walkers should be separated. of paths through good design, signage and promoting awareness.
E
| sincerely hope that it will be possible to extend the cycling network on routes that are completely seg-
regated. CS
We have concerns that this may be to the detriment of walkers if the pathways suggested do not accom-
modated separate usage. Conflicts of users and intimidation of walkers need to be addressed in this NE
document.
Living Streets would like to stress that cycling on Greenways should only be permitted on footways that
are appropriate to such use - in terms of physical dimensions, pedestrian flows (and so potential for LS
conflict with cyclists) and street layout (prevalence of blind corners etc). Clearly some footways are not
suited to cycling in their current configuration and this must be taken into account as the Cycling on
Greenways (CoG) Prospectus makes clear.
Living Streets is concerned that such recreational circular routes within parks and green spaces will LS The type of facility implemented (segregated, unsegregated or adjacent) will depend upon the
come to be used by training cyclists to the detriment of those on foot (both on the circular routes them- nature of the path and its surroundings and will be informed by the Atkins Intelligent Space
selves and on any paths that cross these routes). Such usage is evident along the Outer Circle in Re- model. Sustrans aim to minimise potential pedestrian/cyclist conflict and encourage consider-
gent's Park, for example, and it is clear that such high speed uses of a shared use path will put off pe- ate usage of paths through good design, signage and promoting awareness. This is explored
destrians for fear of collision. Any such routes must therefore be of appropriate scale for dual use, must in further detail on page 9.
be clearly marked with pedestrian priority (including signs depicting the pedestrian above the cycle as
per British Waterways signage) and must be regulated by park keepers and other relevant authorities.
Many routes avoid/skirt main town centres - good continuity is important in these areas H Agreed. Unfortunately, not all potentially useful alignments are potential ‘greenways’. In such

cases it is envisaged that connections can be made using the borough local cycle network.




ISSUES

Specific Comments

Expressed by

Response to comment (where applicable)

| would be concerned if there was some sort of compulsion to use the routes when faster cyclists E One of the aims of this network is to create an environment where new and inexperienced cyclists

may find the road preferable. can gain confidence to enable them to cycle in a variety of locations. This network should not dis-
tract from the fact that further measures may be required elsewhere. It is hoped that this network

'The "dead legs". Even if their extension to connect with the "continuous" green route sections is E complements other on-road networks.

not possible | hope that a cycling route will be provided along non-greenways to allow a joined up

cycling network comprising non-green and greenways.

In all the area consultations there is the continual message that the SWN should be avoided and SC The majority of overlaps between the SWN and the proposed North Central Greenways Network

then the proposed route maps show large sections of the SWN as possible shared use sections. fall on existing shared use paths including the Lee Valley and the Parkland Walk. Sustrans pur-

This is unacceptable. The SWN serves a unique role as 6 exemplar walking routes that walkers posely avoided other potential alignments that could be upgraded to shared use, such as sections

enjoy often for the fact that there is no other mode permitted i.e. they can relax and not worry of the New River Walk through Haringey to ensure such routes were preserved as walking only

about cyclists passing along the route. The very nature of these routes is threatened by an increase routes.

in shared use sections and risks undermining TfL Walking investment in the SWN to date.

The river bank from Southbury to the wood was opened up years ago and resulting in many bur- WR The particular circumstances around this claim need further investigation. Sustrans experience

glaries of gardens backing onto the river. shows that well used paths are the greatest deterrent to illegal use and therefore every effort
should be made to create appealing, not just functional, public spaces.

1. A1110 Bowes Road between Arnos Road and Palmers Road - Very busy main road would re- EF 1 Sustrans proposes crossing Bowes Road between Arnos and Palmers Road. Sustrans does not

quire cycle facilities using existing footway and / or grass verges by road space. propose using the road itself.

2. A110 Cockfosters Road between Cockfosters Station and northern leg of Chalk Lane - Very 2 Proposals contained within this report would require a northern extension of the cycle track adja-

busy main road would not be suitable for cycle facilities. The preferable alternative is the use of cent to Cockfosters Road, to the northern arm of Chalk Lane. A crossing at this point will be vital

Chalk Lane. too.

'There are a couple of places where those green lines just don't link up ... E Sustrans is interested in proposals showing how these links can be made in a greenway environ-
ment.

We notice that, whilst the routes have been created with walkers and cyclists in mind there is no NE The Greenways routes within the network focus on walking and cycling routes through urban areas

mention of the needs of equestrians. to facilitate local journeys. There are a limited number of routes within the network that are suitable
for equestrians. However, Sustrans recognises that links to stables (as a local trip generator)
should be considered and the development of areas currently open to equestrians should be de-
signed with them in mind. These may include measures such as Pegasus crossings or adjacent
paths with suitable surfacing.

Paragraph 3.2, “Greenways design principles” include shallow gradients. The “proposals”, in many | E Sustrans recognises that some of the routes within this network have gradients that do not meet

places in the Document, are on roads and paths which are by no means “shallow gradients”. Just Greenways standards. However, Sustrans also recognises that certain connections are still valu-

three examples (of many): a) the accesses to Alexandra Park are particularly steep. Strangely, you able and that compromise is key in creating a useful network.

do not mention the path which skirts the Alexandra Palace hill, diverging to the north-east from

Alexandra Palace Road close to the Priory Road/Muswell Hill junction and re-joining Alexandra

Palace Road at the north-east corner of Alexandra Park. B) the “midnight path” through Arnos

Park, at its northern (Morton Crescent) end, and the adjacent Arnos Road between this path and

Bowes Road at its southern end, are quite steep.

Tree-lining streets can obscure street lighting and create unwelcome shadows E Sustrans agrees that the positioning of street lighting on tree lined streets is an important factor
and will raise this at the design stage.

In previous projects Sustrans did promote a 2m (and unnecessarily) wide tarmac cycle track across | FoE

Tottenham Marshes without any consultation with local amenity and wildlife groups and created

some resistance. We think it is more important to link strategic places eg town centres, but we do

also support the idea of green routes between parks. We think the greenways should not substi-

tute for strategic cycling routes across London. Seven Sisters Road for example between Seven

Sisters and Finsbury Park cries out for a segregated lane.

The part through Alexandra Park. | am the Park Manager here and would like to be a full part of the | APCT Sustrans will ensure that key stakeholders are consulted during later stages of the project.

process to ensure the improvements are in the best interest of the landscape and park users.




SUGGESTIONS

Specific Comments

Expressed by

Response to comment (where applicable)

'| think the suggestions are great. As a regular commuter from Palmers Green to central E See comments on segregation.

London by bike | would like to see more direct paths south into London. | think this

would help many existing commuters and encourage many more. Also, please if you are

spending money only spend it on proper, segregated paths. These are wonderful when

created. There needs to be a physical barrier between cars and bikes, even if this is just

a kerb. Any money wasted on the small paths, or just green coloured paths on roads is

wasted.

Widen the canal routes under the bridges by extended a simple platform over the canal. TH British Waterways manage the canal and balance the needs to a variety of interest groups.

still enough room for the odd narrow boat rather than two way narrow boat traffic under

bridges.

Arnos Grove Park N14 to Broomfield Park N13 South Gates to Palmers Green. ELCCM Sustrans is interested to hear a more specific proposal for this area.

We propose that the Sustrans project also fund renovation of the historic and nationally LRUF Sustrans supports the restoration programme in Lordship Recreation Ground which includes the MTA,

unique Model Traffic Area in the Park (Lordship Manor Rec). It is adjacent and linked to BMX track, Environmental Centre and City Farm, However, Greenways funding is limited to route devel-

the Greenway route. The MTA was originally opened in the 1930s by the Minister of opment and promotion.

Transport and again by another Minister of Transport after the war! Plans for the restora-

tion of the MTA have been agreed and funding is currently being sought.

Lordship was successful in the London-wide ‘Help A London Park’ public vote organised

by the GLA, in which the 10 most popular parks each received £400,000. Lordship got

4711 votes, the highest in North London.

Please ensure that, as the network develops, it is given sufficient local publicity (including | E This is crucial to the success of a new scheme and Sustrans will work with the appropriate local author-

route maps?) so many schemes suffer from a lack of public awareness that they exist. ity to publicise the scheme locally.

A) On the south side of the Great Cambridge roundabout (junction of A10 and A406). | H A) This alignment has been added to the proposed network under feasibility status as further in-
There could be a two way cycle lane or a contra flow cycle lane east-west along vestigation is required. A parallel alignment along the Pymme’s Brook has also been added for
Ostcliffe Rd, left onto Oven Rd, Right onto Mitchell Rd, Left onto Chequers Rd further investigation.
leading to Tottenhall Rd. Alternatively, the route could go along Tile Kiln Lane (the B) This suggestion was included within the original proposals.
current gate arrangements on the path are very frustrating for cyclists). C) Unfortunately, Cherry Tree Park is outside of the study area however a link via Fordington Road

B) Allowing cyclists to cycle on the pathway between Park Avenue South and Abbe- which connects to the Park has been added to the proposals.
ville Rd to allow access to Priory Park. D) This connection was included within the original proposals.

C) Allowing cyclists to cycle through Cherry Tree Park to Fordington Rd, form East E) Sustrans is unaware of the current status of this path. A connection through Nightingale Gar-
Finchley Station. dens has been proposed and Sustrans is unclear of the benefit this additional route would make

D) Making the pathway between Park Avenue North and North View Rd wheelchair to the network. Such an alignment would require further feasibility and investigation.
accessible. Two big steps stop access to Alexandra Park from the North View Rd F) Highgate Wood is a particularly sensitive area and it is unlikely that routes through the woods
end. will be signed or upgraded within this programme.

E) Having shared use cycle and pedestrian signs on the pathway between Imperial G) Sustrans investigated a similar alignment during field work. Unfortunately the nature of the in-
Rd and Nightingale Gdns. dustrial estate does not meet Greenways criteria and therefore this cannot be developed

F) Allowing cyclists a route from Church Rd through Highgate Wood to join the Park- through this programme.
land Walk. This would link Hampstead Heath with Finsbury Park via Stormont Rd, H) This suggestion has been added to the proposals but requires further investigation.

Denwood Rd, View Rd , Church Rd.

G) From Arnos Park to link with the green between Bounds Green Rd and Tewkes-
bury Terrace. Brook dale Rd, Palmers Rd, then across the industrial estate fore-
court to the pedestrian gap in the fence to Station Rd (the bus stop may need to
be moved slightly away from the current gap in the fence to allow Cycles access
to station Rd).

H) Access across Muswell Hill Golf Course from the woods at the end of Winton
Avenue to Alexandra Rd.




SUGGESTIONS

Specific Comments

Expressed by

Response to comment (where applicable)

Very important to have a well-signposted, continuous and convenient cycle network to
encourage more cyclists and thus to make them more visible and attract more, and so on.

LSM

Agreed. It is important to note that the network is intended to attract walkers as well as cyclists.

Will lighting be considered?

Lighting will be considered, however the impact on biodiversity must also be taken into account. Deci-
sions on lighting should be taken in conjunction with an ecologist. Sustrans is interested in various solu-
tions including lighting the London Borough of Haringey that runs at 50% brightness and has a move-
ment sensor to restore it back to 100% when someone approaches. Sustrans would like to thank Clir
Bevan for bringing this to our attention.

Enfield Ridgeway needs work on it as it is a major route for cars and cyclists going to
from Potters Bar/Cuffley and to from Chase Farm Hospital and the main shopping area of
Enfield.

The route from Windmill Hill and the Ridgeway are key routes for cyclists and traffic and
thus there is a need for a cycle path along this section to get to Potters Bar and Cuffley or
into the central shops of Enfield

The Ridgeway is not suitable for a inclusion in the Greenway network due to the high speeds of vehicu-
lar traffic. However the extension of NCR 12 will require a crossing at Rectory Farm Road, which may
help to make The Ridgeway more comfortable for cyclists by slowing traffic.

A route crossing the A406 near the junction with Green Lanes would be very beneficial.
Something that would allow direct access to the quieter roads that run adjacent to Green
Lanes.

Green Lanes is served by the London Cycle Network+. The Greenway network suggests crossing fur-
ther east at Melville Gardens.

The dominance of the North Circular Road (A406) and the A10 dictate all pedestrian and
cycle travel in this part of London-both recreational travel and non-recreational. The exis-
tence of these two roads adds a lot of time to the planning of any journey, and the journey
itself. These two roads are totally unassailable to even the hardiest, experienced or fear-
less cyclist or pedestrian, and the need to avoid them as any one other than a motorist
causes massively circuitous journeys. Cycle-friendly and pedestrian-friendly routes which
run genuinely parallel to these roads, not somewhere vaguely in the vicinity. These two
roads are great for motorists, they have made journeys much quicker, more convenient,
more direct and simpler, but at the expensive of the non motorist; the existence of these
two roads (particularly, the A406 North Circular) directly increase the duration of, distance
of and complexity of journeys by foot or bicycle.

ELCCM

Sustrans agrees that major roads in the study area, notably the A406 and A10, are major barriers to
cycle and pedestrian movement. This report suggests that a number of existing crossings of the major
roads are upgraded for the benefit of cyclists and walkers.

| don't know if it's already being considered/part of the proposals etc, but it's important to
me that the routes will accommodate tricycle (rather than only bicycle) and/or wheelchair
users. it's been my experience at times, that not all routes for cyclists and pedestrians do.

Agreed. For more detail please see Section 3 of the consultation document.

Link between Enfield Town and Southbury Leisure Centre via Sketty Road because
Southbury Road is very busy. It would be useful to have a dedicated cycleway on the
Ridgeway to link Enfield Town and Potters Bar.

We have added Sketty Road to the proposed network but it should be noted that a short section on
Southbury Road is still required.




PRIORITIES

Specific Comments

Expressed by

Response to comment (where applicable)

At first, I'm interested in the West/East links which give people unhindered
access to the Lea Valley. These will encourage nervous cyclists to get over
to the Lea whose towpaths already provide traffic free opportunities. But
later, newly confident cyclists will start to use their bikes for shorter, practi-
cal trips - shopping social etc - rather than just leisure. That's when the "trip
generators" start to

kick in'!

E

NCN, LCN+ 12

ELCCM

Both Sustrans and the borough have prioritised the completion of NCR 12.

We support all of the proposed network, but feel that quick wins should be a
priority initially.

ELCC

Please supply examples.

Routes from Edmonton to Finsbury Park. There are many people who travel
from eastern Enfield to more central parts of London to work. Finsbury Park
is useful because of the cycle park located there and also because it is a
transport interchange.

Sustrans agrees that North-South routes between Edmonton and Finsbury Park are required. However, the most direct
routes follow main roads and therefore cannot be developed through the Greenways programme.

Any route that gets you north/south.

Routes into central Enfield so people can get to the shops for work or shop-
ping easily. Routes that take cycles off the main roads eg Ridgeway.

Windmill Hill - the number of pinch points on the road and the aggressive-
ness of the drivers in Enfield (compared to central London where drivers are
more used to cyclists) make this a particularly dangerous route and one that
| avoid as much as possible. It seems that some of the road furniture are
illegal as they do not allow enough room for a car and a cyclist to safely
pass.

This is not part of the Greenways network but is an LCN+ route.

| personally use existing parts of the planned route to commute from Enfield
Lock to Trent Park, so | would support any improvements to these currently
very bitty routes.  The A10 parts of the path could be a priority as this
would enable fast journeys to be made by bike.

Unknown

This coincides with the NCR 12 alignment and will be a priority.

Across north Enfield, extension of NCR12. Links across NCR1 into Waltham
Forest & Essex.

NCR 12 is a priority. The study area does not extend beyond the GLA boundary.

NCR 1 around Towpath Road Lea Valley

This is a particularly difficult area. The road is private and there are competing demands for the narrow carriageway
space, notably from the bus garage at the south of the road. Sustrans acknowledges that the cycle and pedestrian pro-
vision here is inadequate; nevertheless provision exists and there is greater potential for change elsewhere.

A through route between Muswell Hill and Tottenham via Wood Green. East-
west travel across Haringey is difficult.

LSM
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Corrections:
Apologies for the following errors within the North Cen-
tral Consultation Document:

Page 14: Park Road should read Downhills Park Road
North Green Road should read North Grove.

Page 15: The location map was positioned to the east of
the borough rather than the west.





