Cycling, Walking and Wheeling Forum minutes

Date: Thursday 13th November 2025

Time: 18:00 — 19:00

Location: Hybrid — Council Chamber, County Hall, Glenfield/Online via Teams

Chair: Lee Quincey, Head of Service of Network Management, Environment and
Transport Department, Leicestershire County Council

Welcome

The Chair (Lee Quincey) welcomed all attendees, both in person and online, and
provided housekeeping information. He then outlined the agenda for the meeting, which
included:

Review since last meeting
Scheme updates

Planning process overview
Questions and discussion

Review Since Last Meeting
Lee Quincey provided an update on key developments since March, including:

New administration and appointment of Charles Whitford as Cabinet Lead
Member supporting active travel.

Rights of Way Improvement Plan adopted on 28 October, with a fluid action plan
updated annually.

Local Transport Grant confirmed: £73M over four years for highway
maintenance, accessibility, congestion reduction, and walking/cycling measures.
Development of a pipeline programme for Cabinet approval in March.

Strategic Updates

Lee Quincey

Updates included:

Enabling Travel Choice Strategy (ETCS) under development to help people
make informed travel choices.

Multi-Modal Area Investment Plans (MMAIPSs) are the plan of measures that will
implement LTP4 and focused strategies like the ETCS and pilot areas are
currently being developed including Harborough, Hinckley, and South
Leicestershire, support by the Big Travel Survey.



Big Travel Survey was launched last week, and will run for 8 weeks. In person
events are taking place throughout November and December to assist the public
with completing the survey and social pinpoint exercise.

Local Cycling & Walking Infrastructure Plans (LCWIP) progressing with the
LCWIP for Market Harborough nearing completion and work beginning on the
Hinckley LCWIP.

Capability rating assessment submitted to Active Travel England (currently Level

1).

Scheme Updates

Lee Quincey:

Active Travel Fund 5: Identifying locations for improved school route crossings.
Harborough Transport Scheme: Junction improvements, shared-use cycleway
along Rockingham Road, barrier removal under railway bridge, better links to
station and town centre.

Janna Walker, Assistant Director, Leicestershire County Council:

Oadby Parade Scheme: Consultation raised concerns on Cyclops roundabout;
exploring corridor-based improvements with Active Travel England.

Presentation: Planning Process Overview

Ben Dutton, Transport Planner, Highway Development
Management, Environment and Transport Department,
Leicestershire County Council

Ben provided an overview of the planning process detailing the below:

Role as statutory consultee.

Assessment based on national/local design standards, site context, traffic data,
sustainability.

Contributions must meet NPPF (National Planning Policy Framework) tests:
necessary, related, proportionate.

Examples shared: cycleway provision in Ratby, signal crossing justified by
cumulative development, bus service contributions in Market Bosworth.

Questions and Answers
Question 1:

Has any analysis been done on the effectiveness and uptake of S106-funded travel
packs and bus passes in changing travel behaviour, and would that money be
better invested in infrastructure rather than incentives like a six-month bus pass?


https://www.leicestershire.gov.uk/have-your-say/current-engagement/big-travel-survey

Answer:

Analysis shows that traditional bus pass schemes have had low uptake, though targeted
promotion and improved bus services have increased engagement from under 1% to
around 11%. However, bus passes don’t suit everyone, so work is underway to
introduce a more flexible sustainable travel voucher system, allowing residents to
choose modes that fit their needs and context. This approach, already used by other
authorities, aims to maximize developer contributions and avoid returning funds, while
aligning with enabling travel choices. Consultation on this policy is planned soon,
alongside efforts to improve developer engagement and monitoring of travel plans.

Question 2:
Are zebra crossings ever considered RE: Ratby for example?
Answer:

The justification for a crossing is determined through a comprehensive assessment
process. Zebra crossings are considered as part of an assessment process that
evaluates factors like pedestrian and traffic volumes, nearby development, and local
amenities such as schools or shops. The outcome determines whether a zebra crossing,
a signal-controlled crossing (e.g., puffin), or another facility is most appropriate. For
Ratby specifically, a signal-controlled crossing was chosen over a zebra due to its
location and traffic conditions. Ultimately, the type of crossing installed depends on
safety, usage, and environmental context.

Question 3:

How do you balance the need to appear ambitious enough to secure active travel
funding with ensuring that schemes like Cyclops junctions are properly
connected and practical for users?

Answer:

We acknowledge the risk of appearing less ambitious but we are managing it by making
an evidence-based case for changes, focusing on connectivity rather than isolated
schemes. Emphasizing genuine commitment through significant local investment
(around £1 million), political backing, and alignment with Active Travel England’s criteria.
The approach includes corridor-based planning, community engagement, and
demonstrating impact through surveys and priority crossings. While there’s no
guarantee, the strategy aims to show ambition and practical delivery, maintaining a
strong relationship with Active Travel England for future funding.

Question 4:

What are the next steps for the rights of way improvement plan and why did you
choose those areas in Leicestershire to start with?



Answer:

The Rights of Way Improvement Plan has a 10-year action plan reviewed annually,
allowing flexibility to respond to public feedback and emerging needs. Initial schemes
were chosen based on consultation priorities and deliverability within funding
timeframes. Broader focus areas, such as Market Harborough and surrounding
localities, were selected because they align with local plan development and existing
strategies like LCWIPs and transport plans. Future additions will come from ongoing
consultations, surveys, and development proposals, ensuring sustainable access and
connectivity while leveraging new funding opportunities.

Question 5:

Is there a map showing the three MMAIPs areas, particularly South Leicestershire,
and is there a report on how monitoring fees from planning applications are used,
their effectiveness, and key learnings? Also, has Active Travel England’s
involvement in planning applications been constructive, and what have you
learned from that process?

Maps of the MMAIPs areas will be published later during local consultations, but they
were not included in the initial survey to avoid limiting feedback, as the focus is on
understanding travel patterns and barriers rather than fixed boundaries. For monitoring
fees, an annual report on developer contributions exists, and while formal reporting on
travel plan monitoring is limited, analysis is underway and can be shared as part of
policy work. Active Travel England’s involvement in planning has been constructive
overall, though most effective at early stages; lessons learned emphasize embedding
requirements in local plan policies to influence design from the outset.

Next Steps
e Continue developing ETCS and MMAIPs; consult on drafts in Spring/Summer
2026.

e Progress pipeline programme for Local Transport Grant funding.
e Share responses to outstanding questions in meeting minutes.



