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28 February 2016 

 

 

Cat Smith MP 

Lancaster & Fleetwood Labour Party 

47 Scotforth Road 

Lancaster    LA1 4SA 

 

 

Dear Cat Smith 

 

Dynamo is writing to you in the face of Lancashire County Council’s enduring lack of concern and 

inaction in fulfilling its duty of care and protection towards local pedestrians and cyclists from road 

danger.  We are also concerned that it is not honouring its published policies of promoting 

sustainable transport. 

 

Cyclists and pedestrians in Lancaster continue to face serious road safety risks, as clearly 

demonstrated by recently released killed and seriously injured (KSI) figures for cyclists in Lancaster.  

This was further highlighted in the independent Road Safety Foundation report in 2014
1
, which found 

the A6 between junction 33 of the M6 and Lancaster city centre to be the most dangerous urban road 

in Britain for pedestrians and cyclists since 2007.  Lancashire County Council has been aware of these 

risks for 14 months but is failing to take action. 

 

As you can see from the enclosed table in Annex A, 19 cyclists were killed or seriously injured in both 

2013 and 2014 on Lancaster’s roads - more than double since 2010 - and it is increasing year on year.  

The 2015 DfT  report (also referred to in annex A)  shows that the 14% increase in KSI’s in Lancashire, 

with 732 persons killed or seriously injured in 2014, was disturbingly 10% above the national average 

of 4%, and the third-highest such total in the country. 

 

Initially, Dynamo Cycle Campaign raised the safety concerns highlighted in the Road Safety 

Foundation report with County Councillor John Fillis, Cabinet Member for Highways and Transport, in 

December 2014,  demonstrating huge public support for the Council’s need to take  urgent action to 

protect vulnerable road users.  Subsequently, Dynamo met with Cllr Fillis in January 2015 and with 

council officer Paul Binks in March 2015 to identify short-term, danger reduction measures to bring 

about an immediate improvement. 

 

Since first identifying and agreeing these risk reduction measures with the Council, none of them has 

yet been implemented, despite assurances at several meetings with Council officers that action would 

be taken.  Hence this letter to you. 

 

We include as Annex B to this letter a summary of the necessary urgent road safety measures to 

reduce accidents and serious injuries on our roads, which were agreed between Dynamo and Paul 

Binks, Road Safety Manager, in April 2015.   These measures include the replacement of worn out road 

markings, new road markings and signage and the improvement of junctions where accidents have 

frequently occurred.  None of these measures has yet been implemented.   

 

Dynamo has repeatedly drawn the attention of Cllr Fillis to our concerns, most recently by letter in July 

2015, and subsequently at a joint meeting held between Dynamo, Cllr Fillis and Council officers on 

27 October 2015.  In calling that meeting in October 2015, Cllr Fillis raised the profile of the safety 

                                           
1
 http://www.roadsafetyfoundation.org/media/30870/eurorap_brochure_2014.pdf 



improvements required, which had reportedly ‘fallen through the cracks’ by Council officers during 

staff re-organisations.  Yet even with the intervention of the Cabinet Member for Highways and 

Transport, the rectification of the ‘lining and signing’ schemes, promised for December 2015, has not 

been  started and, despite enquiries, there is no indication of plans in place for the other 

improvements. 

 

To conclude, Dynamo Cycle Campaign believes that this failure of the Council to act to remove 

unnecessary dangers for vulnerable road users and honour sustainable transport pledges indicates a 

structural failure in the workings of the Council to  fulfil its duties, both through the inaction of its 

officers and the lack of accountability within its management.   

 

I am sure that you appreciate the level of concern that this causes pedestrians and cyclists in our 

district.   

 

Moreover, and equally important, is the urgent need to require Lancashire County Council to honour 

its longer term commitments to develop, support and promote sustainable travel.  In various public 

documents the Council has reiterated its commitment to promote sustainable transport in our district.  

These include: the Local Transport Plan 2011-2021 (see Annex C), the A6 corridor Local Sustainable 

Transport Fund (LSTF) bid in 2012
2
, the  Sustainable School Travel Strategies and a draft of the District 

of Lancaster Highways and Transport Master Plan
3
.  Throughout this period, however, accident rates in 

our district continue to increase and have remained above national averages, and in areas have been 

shown to be the worst in Britain.  The rhetoric of the Council on sustainable transport, contrasts 

sharply with its complete failure to remedy accident black spots, even when the necessary urgent 

safety measures have been identified.   

 

Just two brief examples  from current Council practice demonstrate that mere lip service continues to 

be paid to the needs of local cyclists.  Firstly, in 2011 the County Council received £5m LSTF to 

improve transport sustainability on the A6
4
.   Precious little was done for cyclists, as evidenced by the 

amount of money that was spent on capital expenditure in Lancaster, but even measures that were 

put in place were substandard.   For example, the new short cycle lane outside Lancaster University 

entrance is only 0.8 metres wide, whereas DfT regulations stipulate that on 30 mph limit roads, the 

very minimum width is 1.5m, and on faster roads lanes should be even wider; the speed limit on the 

A6 is 40 mph..    

 

Secondly, on the under-construction Heysham link road County Council engineers have taken away 

the footway from the A683 by-pass road into White Lund in order to provide a seventh lane for motor 

vehicles.  Pedestrians and cyclists are expected to follow a devious and very inconvenient route 

through a housing estate which involves a six stage crossing of the junction with multiple waits for 

traffic lights, while motor vehicles will clear the junction in one short manoeuvre.   

 

We welcome the fullest consideration of these matters and await your earliest response. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 

 

Dick Follows 

For Dynamo Cycle Campaign 

                                           
2
 http://www.lancashire.gov.uk/media/514428/Lancashire-LSTF-Key-Growth-Corridors.pdf 2012 
3
 http://www.lancashire.gov.uk/media/781741/Appendix-A-Draft-District-of-Lancaster-Highways-and-Transport-

Master-Plan.pdf March 2015 
4
 Dynamo is also currently awaiting a ruling from the Freedom of Information Commissioner’s office on whether 

we have been given adequate information about this. 



ANNEX A 

 

ROAD DANGER FIGURES 

 

1a. According to the Department for Transport’s results of reported road casualties in Great 

Britain 2014
5
 (published June 2015), nationally, there was a 4% increase in all road casualties 

in 2014 over 2013.  Traffic volumes rose by 2.4% in the same period – the highest rate of 

growth of motor vehicle traffic since 1996.  In Lancashire, there was a 14% increase in the 

number of people killed or seriously injured – i.e.  much greater than the national figure. 

 

2a. Figures provided by Lancashire County Council’s Senior Cycling Officer show a rise in cyclist 

casualties in the district in the last few years:   

 

 1995-99 

average 

2005-09 

average 

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 

Killed & seriously injured 

(i.e.  overnight stay in 

hospital) 

- 10 9 10 15 19 19 

Slight - 40 49 43 59 54 41 

Total 64 50 58 53 74 73 60 

 

3a. According to the Road Safety Foundation Report 2014
6
, the A6 between Lancaster city centre 

and junction 33 was the worst in the country for injuries to cyclists and pedestrians. 

                                           
5
 https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/reported-road-casualties-in-great-britain-main-results-2014 
6
 http://www.roadsafetyfoundation.org/media/30870/eurorap_brochure_2014.pdf  



ANNEX B 

 

 

 

NEAR TERM SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS IDENTIFIED IN LANCASTER TO REDUCE KSI TO 

PEDESTRIANS AND CYCLISTS 

 

Signing\Lining schemes 

• at the Pointer Roundabout clearer marking needed of the cycle path in the south bound direction 

and smoother exit from road to the path than the current left turn.   

• Improved marking of the cycle lane through the Scotforth Rd/Barton Rd junction, as well as to add 

keep clear Southbound.   

• Stop sign at the exit of Chapel St/Butterfield St, where poor visibility past the building suggests 

that this is needed.  Agreement of the police to be sought.  Cycle sign facing side road with one 

arrow; should have two arrows to show cycle from both directions. 

• Clearer signing for buses/taxis only, as well as Slow signs, on the entrance to North Road for traffic 

exiting the one way system.  Many private vehicles ignore the current signing. 

• Clearer marking of cycle lane at Kings Street/Market Street, Kings Street/Kings Arms Close by 

Waterstones and at King Street/Middle Street.  Possible additional ‘Let’s Look Out for Each Other’ 

signs. 

• Clearer signing of cycle lane at Kings Street/Queen Street and possible use of textureflex on 

approach to junction from Queen Street.   

• Road markings at the junction of Aldcliffe Rd/Queen Street so poor they are virtually non existent. 

• Clearer signing of cycle lane at Kings Street/Aldcliffe Road.  Possible additional ‘Let’s Look Out for 

Each Other’ signs. 

• Keep clear markings at junctions of Greaves Road/Sulby Drive and Greaves Road/Greaves Drive to 

provide better visibility during queuing traffic. 

• Widening of existing keep clear at the Scotforth Road/BP Petrol Station 

 More substantial schemes 

• Re-modelling of the island at the exit of Barton Road on to Scotforth Road to tighten the junction 

and give motorists exiting Barton Road better visibility of cyclists heading Southbound in the cycle 

lane on Scotforth Road.  Cycle lane to be more clearly marked and visibility of existing keep clear 

to be improved. 

• Road pinch with cycle lane at left bend on Cable Street, immediately after Damside Street junction 

by Bus Station.  Need to re-model the central reservation on the right side of the road at the 

joining of Damside St/New St with Cable Street to widen the main carriageway and smooth the 

bend at the pinch point.  Cycle Lane on Cable Street to be refreshed. 



ANNEX C 

 

 

 

LANCASHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL’S POLICIES 

 

1. In its Local Transport Plan 2011-2021
7
 (published May 2011), Lancashire County Council sets 

our 7 “transport goals” which, in turn, give rise to 7 “transport priorities” (pp.9-10).  The goals 

and priorities to which cycling contributes are underlined. 

 

Transport goals 

 

• To provide all sections of the community with safe and convenient access to the services, 

jobs, health, leisure and educational opportunities that they need. 

• To improve the accessibility, availability and affordability of transport as a contribution to 

the development of strong and cohesive communities. 

• To create more attractive neighbourhoods by reducing the impact of transport on our 

quality of life and by improving our public realm. 

• To reduce the carbon impact of Lancashire's transport requirements, whilst delivering 

sustainable value for money transport options to those who need them. 

• To make walking and cycling more safe, convenient and attractive, particularly in the more 

disadvantaged areas of Lancashire, bringing improvements in the health of Lancashire's 

residents. 

• In all that we do, to provide value for money by prioritising the maintenance and 

improvement of Lancashire's existing transport infrastructure where it can help to deliver 

our transport goals. 

• To help secure a strong economic future by making transport and travel into and between 

our major economic centres more effective and efficient and by improving links to 

neighbouring major economic areas and beyond. 

 

Transport priorities 

 

• Improving access into areas of economic growth and regeneration. 

• Reducing carbon emissions and its effects. 

• Providing safe, reliable, convenient and affordable transport alternatives to the car. 

• Improving safety of our streets for our most vulnerable residents. 

• Improving people’s quality of life and wellbeing. 

• Providing better access to education and employment. 

• Maintaining our assets. 

 

2. Lancashire County Council is also responsible for public health improvements.  Active travel 

obviously contributes to this. 
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 http://www.lancashire.gov.uk/media/191267/LTP3_through_full_council.pdf  


