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[bookmark: _Toc216338243]Background
We have developed plans to improve connectivity between Coventry city centre and Tollbar End. 
The plans aim to make travel safer and easier for walking, wheeling, and cycling. The new design, shown below, builds on work around Abbey Road, London Road North, and Humber Road, and includes:
· A 1km cycleway along London Road, mostly segregated, with two short (80m) shared sections for pedestrians and cyclists
· Upgraded junctions at St James Lane and London Road, with new toucan crossings and smart traffic signals that detect people and vehicles
· Improved crossing near Chace Avenue, upgraded to a toucan crossing with the same smart signal technology
· Safer side-road crossings at Abbey Road, Carnegie Road, Seymour Close, Sunbury Road, and Stonehouse Lane
· Enhanced bus stops at Carnegie Close, St James Lane, and Stonehouse Lane for better flow, access, and passenger safety
· Resurfacing, new signage, and road markings
We also asked whether people wanted to keep the no right turn in and out of Chace Avenue.
Methodology
A Street News newsletter was delivered to approximately 7,000 properties.
Two drop-in sessions were held.
Consultation was open between 3 November 2025 and 7 December 2026
84 responses were received.











[bookmark: _Toc216338244]Survey Reponses
We received 84 responses to the survey
[bookmark: _Toc216338245][bookmark: _Hlk216335150]Is there anything you want to tell us about plans to install a mostly segregated 970metre cycleway between Abbey Road and Tollbar End?
The majority of feedback supports the cycleway in principle, especially for safety and access, but there are significant concerns about traffic disruption, integration with existing routes, and the practicalities of construction and usage. There are also a number of constructive suggestions for improving the scheme’s effectiveness and minimizing negative impacts.
Full list of comments in Appendix 1
1. Strong Support for Segregated Cycleways
· Many respondents express enthusiastic support for the scheme, emphasising the benefits for pedestrian and cyclist safety.
· There is a clear desire for more fully segregated, joined-up cycleways across Coventry, with several comments noting that a comprehensive network is needed to encourage more people to switch from cars to bikes.
· Some mention personal experiences, such as cycling to work, and highlight how the new route would improve their commute and safety.
2. Concerns About Traffic and Construction Impact
· Several comments raise concerns about increased traffic congestion during construction and after completion, especially due to lane reductions.
· Some respondents mention specific issues with right turns (e.g., from Chace Avenue) and detours that could inconvenience local residents.
· There are worries about the management of temporary traffic arrangements and the need for better planning to minimize disruption.
3. Integration and Connectivity Issues
· Respondents stress the importance of integrating the new cycleway with existing infrastructure, minimising the need for cyclists to switch sides of the road.
· There are repeated calls for better connections to key destinations, such as the Airport Retail Park, and for improvements at dangerous junctions (e.g., Asda junction).
· Some feedback highlights perceived weaknesses in the current plans, particularly at the ends of the route and at major crossings.
4. Safety and Usage Concerns
· Safety is a recurring theme, with strong support for segregation from both traffic and pedestrians (especially the elderly or infirm).
· Some respondents express scepticism about the actual usage of cycleways, noting that current cycle lanes are underused and sometimes ignored by cyclists.
· There are concerns about illegal use by motorcyclists and the need for measures to prevent misuse.
5. Environmental and Community Impact
· A few comments mention potential negative impacts, such as loss of green space, increased flooding risk, and the need for biodiversity and drainage improvements.
· Others highlight the positive community impact, seeing the scheme as beneficial for public health and local quality of life.
6. Critical and Opposing Views
· Some respondents are opposed to the scheme, citing cost, inconvenience, and low perceived usage as reasons not to proceed.
· There are calls for alternative routes or solutions that would avoid disrupting traffic or causing long-term inconvenience.
7. Suggestions and Requests
· Requests for better maintenance and tidiness during and after construction.
· Suggestions for additional features, such as signalised junctions, improved crossings, and enhancements to adjacent walkways.
· Calls for clear signage and design that encourages proper use of the cycleway.

[bookmark: _Toc216338246][bookmark: _Hlk216335181]Is there anything you want to tell us about the plans to make safer side crossings for pedestrians and cyclists at Abbey Road, Carnegie Close, Seymoor Close, Sunbury Road and Stonehouse Lane?

Full list of comments in Appendix 2
The majority of feedback supports making side crossings safer, especially through thoughtful design and clear communication of priorities. However, there are concerns about driver awareness, traffic congestion, and the need for ongoing maintenance and accessibility improvements. Respondents also request clarity on how the new crossings will operate and who will have priority.
1. General Support for Safety Improvements
· Many respondents support the idea of making side crossings safer, describing the plans as “good,” “much needed,” “overdue,” and “always welcome.” There is a strong sense that improvements for pedestrians and cyclists are positive for the community.
2. Design and Safety Features
· Several comments highlight the importance of specific design features to improve safety: 
· Reduced radius turns and raised table junctions are seen as effective, provided vehicle visibility is maintained.
· Tactile paving and the use of different surface textures (e.g., brick) are suggested to increase driver caution and accessibility for pedestrians.
· Clear signage, contrasting surface colours, and road markings are recommended to reinforce pedestrian and cyclist priority at crossings.
· Some suggest zebra crossings or light-controlled crossings to clarify priorities and improve safety.
3. Driver Awareness and Enforcement
· A recurring concern is that many motorists do not realise pedestrians and cyclists have priority at junctions. Respondents recommend: 
· Better signage and markings to educate drivers.
· Consideration of a 20 mph speed limit and give-way markings set back from crossings.
· Calls for enforcement to prevent drivers from stopping on crossings, as this is a common issue on similar routes.
4. Accessibility and Maintenance
· Suggestions include: 
· Ensuring crossings are accessible for wheelchair and mobility scooter users.
· Trimming trees to keep stop lights visible.
· Improving adjacent walkways, especially to prevent puddles and mud splashing pedestrians.
5. Traffic Flow and Congestion
· Some respondents express concerns about increased congestion and traffic flow issues, especially at Abbey Road and during concurrent roadworks (e.g., gas works).
· There are worries that new crossings could slow traffic or cause delays if not well-coordinated with other infrastructure changes.
6. Questions and Reservations
· A few respondents question the necessity of changes, stating that some junctions are already safe or that the improvements are “pointless.”
· Others seek clarification on: 
· Who will have priority at the crossings.
· Whether crossings will be light-controlled.
· Whether cyclists will have to stop and start frequently.


[bookmark: _Toc216338247][bookmark: _Hlk216335245]Is there anything you want to tell us about plans to update the London Road/St. James Lane junction? This includes a new toucan crossing.

Full list of comments in Appendix 3
The majority of feedback supports the aim of improving safety at the London Road/St. James Lane junction, especially with the addition of a toucan crossing. However, there are significant concerns about the detailed design, traffic flow, and whether the changes will address current risks and congestion. Respondents offer constructive suggestions for better integration, clearer signage, and more effective controls, and some request further consultation and detail before implementation.

1. Support for Safety Improvements and the Toucan Crossing
· Many respondents support the proposed changes, especially the addition of a toucan crossing, seeing it as a way to improve safety for pedestrians and cyclists.
· Several comments describe the update as “much needed,” “overdue,” or “a very good initiative.”
2. Concerns About Junction Layout and Traffic Flow
· Multiple respondents raise concerns about the current and proposed junction layout, particularly: 
· The width of the junction for cars versus the narrowness for cyclists and pedestrians in shared areas.
· The risk of collisions, especially with cars turning right or left at speed.
· The need to address dangerous exits from shops and side roads, with suggestions for left-turn-only or entry-only restrictions to reduce risk.
· Worries about increased congestion, pollution, and disruption during construction, especially given existing traffic problems on London Road.
3. Requests for Better Integration and Design
· Suggestions include: 
· Combining the Chase Avenue crossing lights and junction with the St. James Lane junction to improve safety and efficiency.
· Extending the separate cycle route to link directly to controlled crossing points.
· Adding yellow box markings to prevent blocking and improve traffic flow.
· Ensuring the design addresses pavement parking, which currently makes cycling unsafe.
· Making only one lane for continuous travel along London Road to reduce “racing” and merging conflicts.

4. Need for Clearer Signage and Controls
· Calls for improved signage to warn both cyclists and motorists about potential conflicts, especially for vehicles turning into or out of St. James Lane.
· Requests for activation buttons for both pedestrians and cyclists at the toucan crossing, as some recent crossings lack these features.
· Questions about how cycle access to and from St. James Lane will work in practice, and whether the new design will effectively separate different types of road users.
5. Mixed Views on Necessity and Effectiveness
· Some respondents feel the changes are unnecessary, noting that the current junction is “fine as it is” or that there is already a toucan crossing nearby.
· Others express scepticism that the changes will address the underlying issues, such as traffic flow or dangerous driving behaviours.
· A few suggest that the plans look similar to the existing layout and question whether they will deliver meaningful improvements.
6. Desire for More Details and Consultation
· Several comments indicate a need for more detailed plans and clearer communication about how the new junction and crossing will operate.
· Some respondents reference published plans and request that feedback from previous consultations be incorporated.
[bookmark: _Toc216338248]There is currently a no right turn in and out of Chase Avenue at the junction with London Road. Would you like this to stay in place?
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The majority of respondents, 52%, want right turns to be allowed both ways.
[bookmark: _Toc216338249]Profile of Respondents
[bookmark: _Toc216338250]What is your postcode
	Ward
	Number 
	%

	Binley and Willenhall
	41
	57%

	Cheylesmore
	20
	28%

	Earlsdon
	2
	3%

	Foleshill
	1
	1%

	Lower Stoke
	4
	6%

	Wainbody
	2
	3%

	Woodlands
	1
	1%

	Wyken
	1
	1%



Over half of the respondents are from Binley and Willenhall, 57%, with a further 28% from Cheylesmore
[bookmark: _Toc216338251]How would you describe yourself?
	
	%
	Number

	Male
	58%
	44

	Female
	38%
	29

	In another way
	0%
	0

	Prefer not to say
	4%
	3


[bookmark: _Toc216338252]What age group are you in?
	Age
	%
	Number

	Under 16
	0%
	0

	16-24
	1%
	1

	25-34
	17%
	13

	35-44
	34%
	26

	45-54
	16%
	12

	55-64
	9%
	7

	65-74
	16%
	12

	75-84
	6%
	5

	85+
	0%
	0

	Prefer not to say
	1%
	1



All age ranges were covered




[bookmark: _Toc216338253]Which of the following best describes your ethnic background?

	Ethnicity
	%
	Number

	Asian, Asian British or Asian Welsh: Bangladeshi
	0%
	0

	Asian, Asian British or Asian Welsh: Chinese
	1%
	1

	Asian, Asian British or Asian Welsh: Indian
	1%
	1

	Asian, Asian British or Asian Welsh: Pakistani
	0%
	0

	Asian, Asian British or Asian Welsh: Other Asian
	0%
	0

	Black, Black British, Black Welsh, Caribbean or African: African
	4%
	3

	Black, Black British, Black Welsh, Caribbean or African: Caribbean
	0%
	0

	Black, Black British, Black Welsh, Caribbean or African: Other Black
	0%
	0

	Mixed or Multiple ethnic groups: White and Asian
	0%
	0

	Mixed or Multiple ethnic groups: White and Black African
	0%
	0

	Mixed or Multiple ethnic groups: White and Black Caribbean
	0%
	0

	Mixed or Multiple ethnic groups: Other Mixed or Multiple ethnic groups
	3%
	2

	White: English, Welsh, Scottish, Northern Irish or British
	70%
	52

	White: Irish
	1%
	1

	White: Gypsy or Irish Traveller
	0%
	0

	White: Roma
	0%
	0

	White: Other White
	11%
	8

	Other ethnic group: Arab
	0%
	0

	Other ethnic group: Any other ethnic group
	0%
	0

	Prefer not to say
	8%
	6



70% of respondents were white British
[bookmark: _Toc216338254]Do you consider yourself disabled?

	
	%
	Number

	Yes
	14%
	11

	No
	82%
	63

	Prefer not to say
	4%
	3



14% of respondents consider themselves disabled.




Feedback from the drop-in sessions
Drop in session – Thursday 20 November
Chace Avenue/Carnegie Close
· Some power cables that serve the property and these need to be considered when carrying out the works. Need to get in touch with Richard before work commences. He also has an issue with the footpath outside of his property where large vehicles turn round as a result of not being able to turn right out of Chace Avenue. Is there a possibility that this can be looked at with possibility of resurfacing.
· The existing footpath by Chace Avenue – is there any scope to make improvements to this.
· Chace Avenue – whatever the measures are that are put in place there needs to be enforcement of some sort done whether this is cameras or something else.
· Chace Avenue – there were numerous comments regarding traffic lights at this junction to control the right turn.
· Physical 1m central barrier by Chace Avenue – could this be an option, however would need vehicle tracking for refuse vehicles.
· Chace Avenue – when people are turning right, they are pulling out too quickly perhaps to beat the traffic and because they know it is a prohibited move. This makes the pedestrian crossing a danger as if the ped crossing is on red cars are having to slam breaks on last minute to avoid hitting a pedestrian.
Benches
· Benches – why are they not facing the road
St James Lane
· Can there be a bus lane out of St James Avenue rather than a layby? Can the bus layby be removed and have a continuous cycleway.
· Very pleased that there will be a bus layby.
· St James Lane/London Road junction – can the island be narrowed.
· St James Lane – What can be done with the cycling as there are collisions with cars. What is the plan?
· St James Lane – direct crossing.
· Can there be a keep clear box by the chippy off St James Lane.
Abbey Road
· Lee to contact Unex regarding Abbey Road lights. They do not stay on green for long enough allowing traffic to get through safely.
· Abbey Road junction – timing of the lights needs to be investigated. There is not enough time for people to turn right out of the junction. 
Other comments
· Would like to walk but do not feel safe. There needs to be more police presence and lighting.
· Cycleway/footpath link to South Port
· Binley Cycleway – continuation into the city centre. When will it happen and where will it go? Unfair to call this City Centre to Tollbar.
· Coundon Cycleway – just stops – no onward signs at city centre end.
· London Road – footway is not swept so people walk in the cycle lane.
· Traffic/cars stop when the cycle lights are on red. There should be some education for car users around this as they just stop. Mainly a problem around school drop off and pick up times.
Drop in session – Saturday 22 November
· No cul-de sac signs.
· Waste of time putting in cycle/footpaths as people will not use them. The constant stop start of car engines does not address air pollution.
Feedback from Whitley Residents Association
Walk around (comments) – Thursday 20 November
· Benches – why are they not facing the road?
· Bins – can a bin be put by the bench
· Fence lines by new development (station grange)
· Remove sign which shows cycling/walking and put tactiles in. Sign to be made showing cycle lane turn right on Abbey Court side.
· Crank signal posts – is this an option?
· Crossings onto football field – Folly Lane. Can we put in higher containment kerbs to prevent people from parking on the cycle lanes.
· Bins out of footway
· No right turn – Chace Avenue (open to comments). Currently there are a number of vehicles that turn right out of the close illegally or that use Carnegie Close for turning round.
· Cantilever signal head so that can put posts at back of footway/heading towards Abbey Road approach (traffic lights).
· Can we do a timeline of works so that people can see why we cannot do our works as same time as the cabling work. Visuals are more useful to assist people.
· Weekly emails to be sent out with updates on work
· Check design to see why the junction is narrowed by Sundry Road, check radius
· We would like to thank all the officers involved in the site walk and the subsequent consultation on the proposed cycleway from Abbey Road to Tollbar. We believe both activities were extremely valuable for residents and officers alike.
· The combination of these two engagement steps produced several strong suggestions for improving the scheme, ideas that we believe residents would welcome and would improve the scheme. This demonstrates that when officers and residents work together, better and potentially more practical solutions can be achieved. This is not a criticism of officers; rather, it highlights the value of residents’ local knowledge and diverse experience.
· We ask that our input not simply be appended to the consultation report, where residents only learn of changes when the scheme is built. Instead, we request that each of the points below receive a clear response stating:
· whether it will be included in the scheme;
· whether it prompts alternative options, and
· if it is not being taken forward, the reason why.
·  At the residents meeting it was requested that residents are shown the final version of the design before building commences.

· These comments focus only on areas for improvement rather than the many positive aspects. The points below begin from Abbey Road and continue along the route. If further detail is required, please contact us. We would also welcome any additional comments on issues we may have overlooked.

Joint comments from the resident group

	Overview

At the residents meeting on 3 December 2025 those in favour of extending the cycleway was 23% but it was recognised that the cycleway will be built.


	Folly Lane Club

As observed during the site walk, drivers park across the existing cycleway. To prevent this, officers suggested installing double-height kerbs, as used on Holyhead Road and bollards between the footway and cycleway to stop vehicles accessing the crossing area. This was supported by residents.

Residents had mixed views to adding a crossing for Folly Lane fields but there was overwhelming support from the both the Club and the football section for this especially as they intend adding junior teams.

Should the proposed parking be on the right-hand side of the tarmac drive or would the money be better spent improving the car park in Folly Lane?

The emotional point was raised that on the right-hand side of the playing fields are memorial trees so more than just trees. Again, clearing and stoning the Club carpark would serve both purposes if it were possible.



· 

	Chase Avenue

Instead of upgrading the existing crossing just north of Chase Avenue, remove it and use the saved funds to help signalise the Chase Avenue junction.

The design showed kerbs to address the “right turn” issue into this road but not out of it.

To address unsafe driving by motorists avoiding the “no right turn” restrictions, sometimes by making dangerous turns, the Chase Avenue junction should be fully signal-controlled with pedestrian crossings.


	St James’ Lane

Several residents pointed to traffic blocking this main junction and asked for a yellow box junction.

Moving the traffic stop lines on St James’ Lane to enable a “keep clear” or yellow box junction box for the service road.


	Sunbury Road, Stonehouse Lane, Seymour Close.

Residents did not like making the corner of these roads tighter and effectively narrowing the road, slowing traffic turning into the road.

A safety issue was raised about cars turning right into the roads having enough space before the cycleway crossing to do so safely. Turning right into and out of these roads is dangerous enough and we request that the give ways be in the cycleway and not the road. There was a strong feeling from residents for this to be done.

Parking on this road will come right up to the crossing. The EV charging points on the opposite side of the road further make entering the road difficult. What steps will be taken to address these concerns?

It was requested that a right turn space be looked at on the London Road into Sunbury Road.


	Car dealerships

Car transporters stopping on the carriageway was seen as a significant issue. Could they park in the cycleway to unload? If this is not allowed then they should be prevented from doing so with double height kerbs and residents requested to know what options would there be for transporters?




	Airport Retail Park

Current active travel access to the retail park is poor. It is proposed to widen the space, but this requires agreement from the site owner. Given existing congestion inside the park which often affects the public road, it would benefit the owner if more visitors could arrive without using cars. Residents strongly supported making this space as wide as possible

On the west side of the retail park roundabout there is a possible issue caused by the mast infrastructure. If there is insufficient width for a cycleway and footway to go to the west of the structure, then there appears to be adequate space for the cycleway to go to the east of the structure.

The route beyond this point is National Highways. It is requested that to make this a connected route that National Highways are asked to plan upgrading their footway/shared space to a cycleway and footway where ever possible.


	General

No street furniture (bins, service boxes, poles, etc.) should be placed within the footway or cycleway. Bins should still be provided.

When Matrix lay the electricity cable in the ducting which is understood to require joints at every 500m, that thought be given to not digging up newly laid roads.

There was a great sense of concern over losing traffic lanes again as we know that whilst traffic levels remain the same losing a lane means a longer queue. We would ask that every effort be made to provide bus lay-bys.

As you know we meet on the first Wednesday of the month and residents are looking forward to seeing how their comments are considered in the final schemes. 





Email feedback
1. From the drawing I can see that on London road it has omitted the outbound Bus Stop at Chace Avenue, close to the River Sowe bridge. With the new changes to the roadway a bus stopping at the present stop, will halt  and obstruct the flow of outbound traffic?
1. The turning out of Chace Avenue, has always been a problem, with it being a no right turn for traffic on London Road or leaving Chace Avenue. This usually means that most traffic ignores the restriction and carries out the unlawful turn, which is 99.9% not policed. Or the traffic that does observe the restriction turn right then left into Carnegie Close, to carryout a so-called U-turn back onto London road. Causing disruption and annoyance to the residents of Carnegie Close.
The solution to this could be along with the realignment of London Road, be either a controlled off-set crossroads. Or just remove the restriction into and out of Chace Avenue. This would also alleviate the need for police vehicles, leaving the Willenhall Station, to use their emergency sirens to turn right onto London road. 
1.  I am sure your department is in negotiations with Highways England, to remove this part of London Road as a signed (official) diversion off the A46. If the realignment of London Road goes ahead?

When no roadworks are on it is a common sight to see cars turning right out of Chace Avenue with all the risks involved of turning into a major road. The amount of cars now parked on Chace Avenue means traffic is much higher than it used to be. If a police car is present people obey the law but if not they take the risk. 

The question is whether to use enforcement or bite the bullet and manage a right turn. Enforcement could be used via a camera but there is then the issue of the number of cars turning in to the old Chace Hotel to get back on to London Road. Eventually the hotel will come back into some type of use and I am sure any new owners wouldn't want all that turning on their doorstep. 

If a right turn is to be allowed it seems traffic lights are the only sensible option. As part of this you could consider removing the pedestrian lights a bit further down London Road and incorporate them with the right turn change. If the hold time remains for pedestrians and applied to cars as well it may reduce the number using this road as a rat run.
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[bookmark: _Toc216338256]Is there anything you want to tell us about plans to install a mostly segregated 970metre cycleway between Abbey Road and Tollbar End?
	· I support the scheme in principle for improving access and safety for pedestrians and cyclists through the area

	· No

	· Good but we aim to get a right turn from chace avenue. Even when we have police station it helps things moving much easier 

	· Great idea

	· See response to question 3

	· Absolutely must build project to improve safety along London Rd for cyclists and pedestrians.

	· BRILLIANT – please build this as quickly as possible. Coventry needs many more safe, fully segregated cycleways. People will only start switching from car to bike when there is a joined-up network that covers the whole journey, not just isolated stretches.

	· I think the Coventry cycleways are brilliant. Thanks.

	· I live near Humber Road and cycle to work at the airport everyday, and this will be amazing.  Just want to see Asda junction sorted as it's dangerous.  I currently avoid it by cycling through Pinley Gardens and the fields near Alan Higgs, and I was attacked the other day.  I would much prefer riding along the main road where it's more visible.

	· I support the building of a cycleway, and wish it was entirely segregated.

	· It's a good idea.

	· I support more cycle paths, but the traffic management during construction needs to be better than it is during the current works (late Nov 25). e.g. Why not make a temporary (or permanent) right turn off Chase Ave and divert some of the traffic around?
If grass areas are being lost this could make more flooding, need to introduce more areas for drainage and biodiversity.

	· It needs to connect to airport retail park

	· looks great

	· It's a good idea but must integrate neatly with the existing cycleway and must minimise the need for cyclists to switch from one side of road to the other.

	· In question 4 the option to make Chase Avenue signalised is not included. Hence I am saying that my choice for Chase Avenue is a signalised junction

	· Helpful many

	· Great idea. The more cycle ways that join up the safer and better for cyclists and motorists 

	· Strangle support it

	· Strongly support the creation of more cycling infrastructure. Good is there is more segregation, the existing shared use section doesn’t work very well. 

	· Currently, cycle traffic is very light, but I assume it will increase over time as the cost of movement by car increases. Keeping cyclists away from pedestrians, particularly the elderly or infirm, is a good idea. 

	· I fully support the council decision to strive for safer cycling and in particular segregated cycleways. These have been proven in many scenarios to reduce traffic congestion and they clearly improve safety for all. Well done and keep it up.

	· Doesn’t affect me

	· Good idea

	· I support it

	· Still haven’t cleared up the corner of London Road  from previous works; looks a mess and untidy. Please clean up as you progress!

	· I fully support plans to build this cycleway. More segregated cycleway are required in Coventry to give people the option to walk or cycle safely away from cars. 

	· Please make the otherside walkway better too

	· Good to the community 

	· No

	· I have concerns it might be used by illegal motorcyclist that run around on stolen and plateless bikes

	· Good thought 

	· Yes it would be a good idea

	· Please don’t add any more cycleway it has increased traffic in peak times by squeezing 2 lane roads already . On top of it people don’t use cycles that frequently in Coventry south Willenhall and Whitley areas

	· Yes as london road is a 30 mph road with two lanes heading south between abbey road and St james lane there is very little use of second lane due to speed limit ie no overtaking. once at St james lane there is a side road along london road for frontage and kelvin court why oh why can this not be used for cycle way the road is bad enough try to get out of seymour close, previous petition  raised and sudbury road, and stone house lane.

	· Overall the plans look good :) It's excellent it stays all on one side of the road. The only really poor part is the section that reaches Airport Retail Park, the road is quite wide outside the car dealership yet the plan shows it going down to a mixed-use pavement. It also doesn't show any changes to the road into Airport Retail Park, which at the moment is a horrible experience cycling in and out of the retail park so that seems like a big oversight. Getting off the mixed-use pavement to then cycle on that roundabout and into the retail park will be awful for so many people. If the council doesn't own the road going into the retail park it still seems poor that absolutely nothing can be done about the route into the retail park for cyclists, even if it was creating a new back way in via the path just after the Montgomery Close road entrance where the crossing is near Aldi. Given how many businesses there are at the retail park it seems mad to have such a huge weakness.

	· All for it, however there needs to be an easy way for cyclists to cross the road otherwise they’ll continue into the road negating the value of the work

	· current cycleways hardly get used, still see cyclists in the road even though they have a cycleway right next to them 

	· No

	· Don’t do it. The cost (however funded) and continued inconvenience of installation outweighs the benefit and usage of such schemes. Despite driving the route several times every day, I notice cyclists using the new bike lane on London Road (and elsewhere) ‘once in a blue moon’. 

	· A waste of money. There's rarely a cyclist on the new one between asda & abbey road.

	· How you going to get the cyclist from one side to the other..

	· It causes months and months of traffic to my home for a cycle lane which is never used - don’t want the plans to go ahead 

	· I believe you could have chosen an alternative route to avoid the disruption to traffic.

	· As there is no right turn out of Chace Avenue, we are forced to turn around at Carnegie Close which will cross the cycle lane or a 3 min detour to St James Lane. The right turn at St James lane has often been blocked by cars the past fews weeks with the temporary traffic lights on London Rd. I’m worried if you have lots of roadworks for this then it will be 5/10 mins extra to get out of Willenhall on to London Rd with no alternative route towards the city centre.

	· Traffic is awful and will not cope with the one lane while it's done and no one uses the cycle lane further down the road apart from pedestrians 

	· Please do not install a cycleway. 

	· As a cyclist & car driver I think this is a long over due scheme,that would improve future generations transportation issues.

	· A dangerous constriction of a major road especially with the major construction in the area. It’s also as proven else where in the city likely to be little used. Some major hill climbs for cyclists 

	· Good

	· No

	· Absolute waste of time and money. Cyclists are still using the path from the shops to Abbey road. 

	· I think this is brilliant idea

	· No

	· Very good initiative 

	· No 

	· Need something at the end to encourage riders to cross the road at abbey road onto new cycle way that’s already been built.

Walk that way a lot with toddler and dog and zero bikes cross the road at the crossing they just carry on going straight.

	· Will it be possible to access Airport Retail Park safely on a bike via the new cycleway travelling from Abbey Road
















[bookmark: _Toc216338257]Appendix 2
[bookmark: _Toc216338258]Is there anything you want to tell us about the plans to make safer side crossings for pedestrians and cyclists at Abbey Road, Carnegie Close, Seymoor Close, Sunbury Road and Stonehouse Lane?

	· Combination of reduced radius turns and raised table junctions should improve safety as long as visibility from vehicles turning in all directions is considered

	· I don't have any since I can drive only

	· Not much 

	· Yes please

	· No

	· Many motorists still don’t seem to realise that, at junctions, pedestrians and cyclists have priority when crossing. Clear signage, contrasting surface colours and the use of raised-table crossings should all help to reinforce this and slow drivers down. A 20 mph limit and give-way markings set back from the crossing on all these side roads would further improve safety and make drivers more aware that people walking and cycling come first.

	· Don't know

	· Good idea

	· Good idea. Please plan considering the sheer number of times traffic has been impacted by recent roadworks.

	· No

	· tactile paving should be added for pedestrians. It would also be good if the safer side roads used a different texture material such as brick to increase the care drivers take when driving over them.

	· Approve.

	· I regularly use the Binley cycle Lane. the raised cycle/road crossings are often not respected by drivers, who often stop on top of the raised crossing, meaning I have to either wait or cycle in front of or behind cars, which is unsafe. 
This happens especially at the Bulls Head Ln, Stoke Gn and Bromleigh Dr crossings.
Please consider a way to make it easier for motorist to know they should not stop on top of the crossing, and perhaps enforcement to prevent/discourage  them  in the first place.
And please consider improving the safety of the crossings mentioned above.

	· No

	· Plans to make crossings safer are always welcome.

	· It is coursing traffic along London Road 

	· Support this, but the new Abbey Road one is causing congestion. The one by Chase Ave is currently really slow to change, so upgrade is welcome. 

	· safety improvements are always welcome but most of these junctions are usually easily manageable with due care taken.

	· Always good to improve pedestrian crossings. 

	· Good idea

	· I support it

	· Not much

	· No

	· No

	· Make sure to trim the trees so that the stop lights to be perfectly visible.
Stop light at Chase Avenue is hidden by the trees

	· Not much

	· It would be better if you could make walk way bit better on the other side as well.  Rainy days people who walk on narrow side get easily wet by moving car splashing. Also, that side walk way covered with soil and mud sometimes. If that also build properly it gave a perfect sync with new builds pathway. Otherwise that side looks very odd.

	· This is already safe

	· See above makes absolute more sense as the southbound direction is plentiful to cope 

	· I hope the style of crossings can give priority to those walking and cycling without making visibility when pulling out for road users difficult, that would be perfect.

	· Good, however road markings or even a zebra crossing would need to be clear to educate road users of the priorities 

	· traffic flow is becoming horrible around the area 

	· Great idea and about time 

	· Not sure what is meant by ‘side crossings’. 

	· That's a good idea. Especially for wheelchair & mobility scooter usage.

	· Abbey Road junction is the worst all the others are ok

	· Much needed and overdue.

	· This is good but at the same time as the gas works no chance as that has been conducted without residents being notified.

	· Great about safer side crossings for pedestrians. Please no cycle lanes. 

	· They could certainly do with modernizing for everyone's sake.

	· As long as motorists are considered to o 

	· Good 

	· It’s good

	· Good 

	· Pointless they are fine as they are.

	· No

	· Very good initiative 

	· No 

	· No

	· Who will have priority - Will they be light controlled - Will cyclists have to keep stopping and starting?








[bookmark: _Toc216338259]Appendix 3
[bookmark: _Toc216338260]Is there anything you want to tell us about plans to update the London Road/St. James Lane junction? This includes a new toucan crossing.

	· How will the cycle access to/from St James lane work? I'm sure improved awareness for drivers could need included, and I'm not sure if there is value in 2 straight ahead routes being kept southbound meaning the junction is very wide for cars but narrow for cyclists and pedestrians in a shared area- even if the separate cycle route could extend far enough to link to a controlled crossing point to/from St James lane that would be better.
I would also support combining the Chase Avenue crossing lights and junction to make this junction safer for all users, or an alternative proposal- the existing pedestrian crossing is not very effective. In all cases, can you include zero wait setups for pedestrians and cyclists?

	· No

	· Sounds good

	· Will make it safer

	· Referring to the plans published on the website, dated 12 February 2025.  
https://www.coventry.gov.uk/downloads/file/45963/london-road-south-design-and-responses
Sheet 4.

1) There is no toucan crossing shown on the plan.

2) Signage should be added warning cyclists and motorists approaching the junction from St James Road, about motorists turning left into London Road colliding with cyclists wanting to enter the cycleway.

There is a similar issue at the junction of Clifford Bridge Road with Brinklow Road, for cyclists approaching from the Brinklow direction.

	· Yes, it's important to address the collision risks for drivers going from Toolbar End through London Road turning right to St James Lane and then immediately turning right to Marina FishBar/ Willenhall News. It creates dangerous situations. Solution discussed during one of the feedback sessions (Yellow Box or alternative) would be desired

	· St James Lane is currently a very unsafe environment for cyclists. It is often busy, the lanes are narrow and this is made worse by extensive pavement parking. The right-turn restrictions at Chase Avenue are very important in reducing traffic on St James Lane and therefore helping to create a safer route for cyclists travelling from Willenhall to London Road. I strongly support the new toucan crossing and any measures that reduce through-traffic and tackle pavement parking.

	· Don't know

	· Good idea

	· No

	· Better crossings would be good. The exit from the shops is dangerous, people come whizzing out, should be left turn only.

	· need to see more details first

	· Approve.

	· May be not sure how this works

	· Support this.

	· Cars turning right onto St James lane from the shops do this at speed to avoid cars coming down St James lane towards the traffic lights and cars turning onto st James lane from London Road, which is extremely dangerous. This should become entry only from St James lane to remove the risk

	· The exit from the post office and chip shop onto St James Ln is dangerous. It should be an entrance only or left turn only (with the pedestrian refuge extended to enforce this)

	· Make life easier to cross

	· If the crossing is like the recently installed one on the A45 at Charter Avenue junction it lacks activation buttons for the cycle crossing and only has them at the pedestrian crossing

	· I support it

	· Make only one lane for continuous travel along London Road so that there is less ‘racing’ by other vehicles on that crossing. It is dangerous as the 2 lanes merge so soon after the traffic lights

	· No

	· Would helps

	· Please consider adding an area of yellow cross-hatching to St. James Lane, where the 'old' London Road joins it, i.e. opposite the Marina Fish Bar car park entry/exit.
   Also, please give further consideration to the previous plan, subsequently postponed or dropped, to extend the two-lane section of St. James Lane further back from its junction with London Road. Take out the low-level footpath and grassed banking, whilst retaining the high-level footpath. It is currently pointless having a left filter on the traffic lights, when drivers turning left can't reach the junction without driving over the pavement!

	· That sounds good.

	· Please consider cars coming from London Road into Marina Chip shop car park which croses the 2 lanes from stop light

	· That will be good

	· Present state seems alright to me.

	· Not required , you can make the junction wider by reducing the footpath sides

	· No.

	· Looks largely similar to the existing layout. 

	· traffic flow has become a problem, crossings aren’t going to fix it

	· No

	· Fine as it is. 

	· London road is bad for congestion already. The current road works are a nightmare. So more disruption to put in a cycle lane would be bad. Especially pollution. Plus the last part by volvo will remain the same. Shared! There's already a toucan crossing. One to cross over to adsa at the island traffic lights would be better. 

	· There is nothing wrong with this junction 

	· Much needed and overdue

	· Please ensure traffic turning right out of St. James Lane doesn't feel they need to straddle the left turn lane. The current pedestrian island is too wide.

	· This isn't needed a fully functional crossing is available

	· Not required. 

	· About time ,the increased traffic volume has made the crossing very outdated.

	· Again already a constricted junction on to a major road please give some consideration to motorists 

	· No

	· Yes 

	· Good 

	· Fine as they are.

	· No

	· Very good initiative 

	· No but I think chase avenue to London rd should be a traffic light to allow people have right turn in and out of chase avenue and the crossing by the chase avenue should be within  this traffic light. People are trying to drive out on right turn anyways and look so dangerous. Also drivers are causing so much traffic by turning left on London rd and turning straight to Chase hotel to turn around for U-turn 

	· No
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