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Derrick Coffee 

County Officer 

Campaign for Better Transport – East Sussex 

 

 

Dear Department for Transport, 
 

Cycling and Walking Investment Strategy – Consultation 
Our Comments: 
 

The CWIS document is positive, with little to dispute and good foundation 
rationale. Benefits include: 

 
 Fits with local and national policy aspirations to promote active 

lifestyles 

 Offers cheap or free exercise opportunities, so socially equitable  
 Delivers discernible health benefits and potentially significant 

savings to NHS 
 Supports sustainable land use policies/protects habitats-ecology 
 Increases land available for housing at trip ends 

 Contributes to good mental health 
 Supports local economies 

 Increases accessibility for all to basic needs 
 Improves air and water quality; reduces carbon emissions and 

noise 

 As part of a mix of modes, supports public transport operation 
 Improves safety for pedestrians and cyclists 

 Through healthy, enjoyable journey to work, improves productivity 
 Improves quality and beauty of the public realm 
 Walking and cycling are social: motoring is frequently unsocial and 

often anti-social 
 Enhances community cohesion 

 Raises the status of walking and cycling 
 Has potentially cross party political buy-in 

 

Question 1 
The approach is positive but the funding is going to be spread much too 

thinly to deliver the aspirations of the initiative. The parliamentary ‘Get 
Britain Cycling’ report recommended an immediate £10.00 per head 

investment, significantly more than your £1.38 per head. That’s the first 
of two major weaknesses in the otherwise positively written document. 
(see Q4).  

 
Question 2 

There was enthusiastic engagement with transport authorities in the late 
90s at the inception of the Local Transport Plan (LTP) processes with 
regular meetings that accelerated a learning process and created trust 

between transport practitioners and the public in a collaborative 
atmosphere. The dialogues and exchanges of ideas were useful 

engagements but due to cuts, and a confusing array of parties engaged 
with transport planning and funding, public involvement has become 
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weaker. There is also a palpable fear among local politicians of ‘upsetting 
the motorist’.   

 
We would say that the current costly road building programme in our area 

actually threatens the achievement of the aims of this welcome initiative. 
We would also add that although the proposals and rationale in CWIS are 
clearly ‘evidence based’, realistically promising delivery of many ‘quality of 

life’ objectives, the road schemes are just that - schemes: their promoters 
are regressing to a ‘top down, scheme led approach’ which doesn’t stand 

up to any rigorous examination but is driven by ‘optimism bias’ on a large 
scale, ignoring the need for a comprehensive strategy and by-passing the 
need for examination of the potential contribution of all modes. So, a 

‘bottom up’ approach again please, involving a wide range of stakeholders 
from the community.   

 
Question 3 
Objectives can only be delivered if the primacy of the car is challenged. 

Local authorities are reluctant to do this. Here are a number of 
suggestions of interventions that might help: 

 
 Ban pavement parking. One local route to school where pavements 

were impassable by push chair had instances of parents moving out 
into the road to get back to the pavement. 

 Prevent conversion of gardens to hard standing for cars. This 

increases flood risk and, pertinent to CWIS, often features cars 
reversing across pavements and in the case of longer vehicles, 

even partially blocking them. It increases traffic. 
 Agreed that Manual for Streets practice should be adopted but if 

nearby towns have permissive parking arrangements, the grassed 

areas and pavements in the developments will soon be parked upon 
with consequent degradation, and the risk of gardens being 

converted to hard standing. Planning regulation would help reduce 
instances of the above happening. 

 Where local authority roads are planned along with Highways 

England schemes, car sales and usage will rise and render CWIS 
objectives harder to realise.  

 Build on town centre car parks to ease the housing crisis and 
support town centre services and shops, at the same time easing 
traffic and placing residents in walking/cycling distance of services 

they need. 
 Give extra subsidies for sustainable transport to reduce ‘air 

pollution’ days in areas susceptible. DEFRA recently offered advice 
to local authorities including development of sustainable transport 
to deal with the problem.  

 Give incentives to local authorities to ‘nudge’ them towards 
‘workplace parking levy’ arrangements. They can work: see 

Nottingham, where businesses are happy with the benefits they 
bring in public realm improvements and walking/cycling facilities as 
well as public transport gains. 

 If ‘cross department’ objectives are being delivered, cross 
department funding should be provided. There’s also scope for re-

allocation of funding within the Department for Transport budget 
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from road schemes to higher value for money sustainable transport 
measures. 

 
Question 4 

Sustrans with East Sussex County Council have delivered thrills, joy 
and confidence to many children in the county as they have been 
taught to ride bicycles and learn how to use them safely. Continuation 

of such initiatives in schools country wide is essential if cycling is to 
increase in under-represented groups: we suggest that this may be the 

best strategy.  
 
East Sussex is a largely rural county featuring a network of country 

lanes in outstanding landscapes. There are dangers though from 
speeding and often large private vehicles which can intimidate walkers 

and cyclists. The lanes have become more rutted along the edges in 
recent years as vehicles have got bigger; often the ruts are deep and 
water filled and fall away abruptly from the hard surface. These 

characteristics have an effect on the freedoms that parents allow their 
children, including cycling for pleasure and to school. The 

attractiveness for tourists is also affected by often inappropriate 
driving styles in these locations. These matters should be addressed by 

those planning our walking and cycling networks and more urgently by 
transport authorities. 
 

The second weakness in the document is that it is published in a 
context of continuing car dependency and something of a road building 

frenzy. Failure to tackle the ‘primacy of the car’ is the biggest threat to 
this consultation’s aspirations, and to expansion of cycling as a whole. 
It would in a sense be a betrayal of the younger generation. Denmark 

evidently has succeeded in creating the right incentives to increase 
cycling levels across generations. 

 
Question 5 
We could give heavier weighting in business case preparation to 

strategies and packages of measures which are most likely to deliver 
health benefits. This would apply to whichever body (as bidder or 

funder) is deliberating on appropriate transport/planning schemes. 
‘More health for our money’ please. Sadly, current major road scheme 
proposals are steering us in the wrong direction, perpetuating 

dependence on the private car and frustrating implementation of 
policies that would secure higher levels of active travel which is, after 

all, a key goal of this strategy. 
 
Sincerely 

 
Derrick Coffee 

 
(County Officer, Campaign for Better Transport – East Sussex) 


