
The survey is accessed here: 

https://etehampshirecc.researchfeedback.net/s.asp?k=163716423671

Information packs about the Movement Strategy can be accessed here: 

https://www.hants.gov.uk/Winchester-movement-strategy

This document provides some responses (highlighted with red markers), which we 

suggest you might wish to use in your response. The notes pages provide text, which you 

are welcome to copy and paste into your response if it accords with your views.
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Cycle Winchester suggests responding on both the Winchester Movement Strategy and 

the Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan.
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Read more about the proposals here: https://www.hants.gov.uk/Winchester-movement-

strategy

Then click Next to continue.
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Please respond to the next steps proposals, as you see fit, from the point of view of 

reducing city centre traffic. 

Cycle Winchester’s suggested responses are shown as an example. 

Our main recommendation is to Strongly Agree with creating safe cycling routes into and 

through the city. Even if we have reservations about the detail of the schemes, it’s 

important to send that message loudly and clearly.
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Please respond to the next steps proposals, as you see fit, from the point of view of 

supporting healthier lifestyle choices. 

Cycle Winchester’s suggested responses are shown as an example. 

Our main recommendation is to Strongly Agree with creating safe cycling routes into and 

through the city. Even if we have reservations about the detail of the schemes, it’s 

important to send that message loudly and clearly.
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Please respond to the next steps proposals, as you see fit, from the point of view of 

supporting sustainable growth. 

Cycle Winchester’s suggested responses are shown as an example. 

Our main recommendation is to Strongly Agree with creating safe cycling routes into and 

through the city. Even if we have reservations about the detail of the schemes, it’s 

important to send that message loudly and clearly.
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You are invited to make additional comments on each of the ten Next Steps proposals. In 

the following pages of this document, Cycle Winchester provides some suggested text 

you might wish to use. If you only have time to comment on one of the proposed next 

steps, please prioritise Creating safe cycle routes.
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1. A new park and ride site on Andover Road

This should not be a priority. 

A Park and Ride facility is to be provided as part of the Kings Barton development. 

An additional 800 spaces on Andover Road is likely to attract additional journeys as 

motorists divert to this new P+R facility This is likely to increase traffic on nearby roads 

and will not reduce emissions. As it will not reduce emissions, it is unlikely to obtain 

funding under LTP4. 

High quality cycle routes should be provided from the neighbouring villages of Sparsholt, 

Littleton, Crawley and South Wonston so that this form of active travel is encouraged 

with all the associated benefits, particularly as electric bikes are enabling more people 

to make longer cycle journeys.
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2. Changes to the cost and availability of Car Parking

We support this proposal because it will discourage cars from parking in the centre and 

so reduce city centre traffic. This in turn will provide additional space for public 

transport, cycling and walking.

It should be accompanied by high quality cycling and walking routes delivered as part of 

a coherent network of routes as and when funding becomes available.

However, we feel that it does not go far enough. City centre parking should be restricted 

to residents and blue badge holders, which would in turn allow a reduction in on-street 

parking and free up space for better provision for pedestrians and cyclists. 

Revenue from parking should be used for all active travel measures.

10



3. Convert eastern parts of the city centre one-way system to two-way working

The guidance says that “converting these to 2-way streets would mean: these streets 

would become easier for cyclists to use …” but gives no indication why this would be so.

If the proposal will reduce the distance that cars have to travel to enter and leave the 

city rather, this proposal is supported. We also recommend that the two lanes in St. 

George’s Street are reduced now to a single lane, which would then allow contraflow 

cycling and wider pavements”

Any changes to the existing one-way system should facilitate safe two-way cycling on 

city centre roads, including adequate crossing points where required. Buses, along with 

cycles, should be given priority.
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4. Create better public spaces…

We support better public spaces in the city centre. Such public spaces should be 

designed to allow genuine shared space for cyclists and pedestrians. The needs of 

cyclists in this shared space should be an integral part of the design not an afterthought.

This will encourage more walking and cycling in Winchester.

Improved public realm need not be expensive and much can be achieved by measures 

such as traffic filters, signage and planters. 

Existing safety hazards for both pedestrians and cyclists should be removed.
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5. Create a high-quality walking route…

We support high-quality walking routes but it is disappointing that the current proposal 

is limited to one scheme.

In addition, it does not include a proposal to have a high-quality cycling route to the 

Leisure Centre. The distance from the station to the Leisure Centre is too long for some 

pedestrians and so a high-quality cycle route along that corridor should be included as a 

matter of urgency with hire bikes, including e-bikes, available at the station.
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6. Provide safe cycling routes…

We support implementation of safe cycle routes, which must be high-quality and 

provide direct, convenient routes to destinations.

Stockbridge Road scheme must provide a high-quality route throughout. The segregated 

cycle lane is welcomed, but elsewhere painted cycle symbols will not bring about the 

required modal shift. The scheme must deal adequately with the railway bridge and 

Carfax junction.

Improvements from Kings Worthy to Hyde Street are welcomed but must comply with 

LTN 1/20 even if that requires taking space from the carriageway. Cyclists should have 

priority at junctions as per the latest Highway Code.

The improvements lack ambition and the LCWIP should be improved to provide a 

comprehensive, coherent cycle network that gives access to the city centre and 

connects suburban shopping, schools and colleges.

Proposals prioritise radial routes but ignore cross-city journeys not via the centre. They 

should create other routes away from main radials and deal with identified barriers. 
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7. Provide bus priority measures…

We support the creation of bus priority routes into and out of the city. Cyclists must be 

exempt from any restrictions on vehicular traffic as a result of the introduction of bus 

lane or bus gates.
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8. Deliver a range of measures to improve the attractiveness of local bus services.

We support the principle but there is insufficient detail to comment further.
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9. Improving deliveries into the city centre.

Local deliveries should be restricted to certain times of the day, i.e. they should not be 

allowed during peak times. This restriction should be monitored and penalties issued 

where necessary. 

The delivery hub on the edge of Winchester (see below) has the capacity to reduce 

deliveries into the city centre and so reduce conflict between delivery vehicles and 

buses and cyclists.
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10. Setting up a new freight delivery hub on the edge of Winchester.

We support the concept of a freight delivery hub on the edge of Winchester. 

This must include electric cargo bikes and include the provision of suitable cycle stands 

in the city centre. It also requires high-quality cycle routes that provide safe, direct and 

convenient routes to delivery locations.

Rail deliveries should be encouraged and there should be electric cargo bikes at the 

station and good routes from the station to delivery locations.
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Possible other schemes:

- Low traffic neighbourhoods

- School streets

- Implementation of a comprehensive, cohesive cycle network (revision of the current 

LCWIP required as a matter of urgency) that links not only the city centre but other local 

shopping centres, educational establishments, the leisure centre, etc. together with safe 

cycle routes from neighbouring villages. 

- Secure cycle parking for residential streets where houses cannot accommodate bikes.

- Secure cycle parking at public transport hubs (bus and rail) 

- A bus route redesign
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Please answer according to your own walking routine.
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Cycle Winchester offers no suggested answer to the questions about the walking aspects 

of the LCWIP.
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Please answer according to your own cycling routine.
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The LCWIP should be revised to: 

Provide a coherent network plan that identifies barriers to cycling, preferred routes and 

zones for future development. It should include, not only radials into the city, but also 

links to shopping destinations, schools/colleges, leisure centre and neighbouring villages 

eg Twyford, Hursley, Sparsholt, Littleton, Crawley, South Wonston;

Mesh with LCWIPs for the greater Winchester area and districts such as Eastleigh;

Embed within local planning policy so that active travel measures can be implemented 

when a scheme is proposed, especially large projects eg Southampton University 

expansion;

Include a prioritised programme of future infrastructure improvements;

Increase permeability in the city centre, e.g. by allowing contra-flow cycling and slow 

speed cycling in streets such as the High Street. Middle Brook Street, Silver Hill;

Include a commitment that cycle schemes comply with LTN 1/20 ;

Give greater recognition to the value of e-bikes.
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Please answer according to your own transport routine.
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Please answer the personal and demographic questions as appropriate, then submit 

your response.
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