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1. Introduction

Greater Reading Environmental Network is a democratic membership based organisation for groups and individuals across Reading who have an interest and concern for the environment and sustainability. GREN has over 20 local group members and nearly 70 individual members. 

In June/July this year GREN members came together to consider what their vision for a Sustainable Reading would look like; transport was a key aspect of this vision, which says: 

‘Within Reading most people travel by low carbon means, particularly through coherent linked up cycling routes. Motorised traffic on our highways is substantially less and travels at much lower speeds making them safe and enjoyable for cyclists and pedestrians of all ages. Public transport is clean and cheap and, where this cannot meet our requirements, car sharing clubs are the main means of meeting motorised travel needs.’
GREN members expressed a range of specific concerns and aspirations that underpin this headline vision and which have informed this response to the consultation on the draft LTP3 Strategy. 

2. Transport Vision
The draft strategy envisages a sustainable transport system within Reading, but presents travel by car, cycling, walking and public transport as equally viable choices for the future. This is inconsistent with the draft Sustainable Community Strategy, which envisages the neighbourhoods of Reading as places where “people………travel, locally, on foot, bicycle or public transport” (Page 12 S.2a) 

Most of Reading’s residents would identify ‘the traffic’ in Reading as a major problem, particularly manifested as congestion. Whilst only 12% of Reading’s carbon emissions are attributed to transport, compared to a national average of 21%, this is substantially due to its geography as a small urban area and ignores emissions outside of the borough created by those travelling to and from it. The strategy projects a 15% increase in travel demand, however, instead of seeking to reduce traffic flows, the strategy suggests plans for transport infrastructure should seek ways to accommodate this increases in demand to reduce congestion. 
GREN considers that such an approach is based on failed ‘solutions’ from the last century and that reducing emissions, improving air quality, promoting health, creating a more pleasant travelling environment ,building community relationships, in short helping to build a Sustainable Reading, will not be served in this way. 
GREN believes that Reading, as a relatively small and densely populated urban area, provides a real opportunity to create a truly sustainable transport system for its population and those who choose to visit our town for work or leisure. This strategy fails to grasp both the scale of the modal shifts in transport that are required to get around our town sustainably, or to identify opportunities that exist to achieve this. 

Whilst cycling may have increased by 20% during the period of LTP2, this is from a very low base. To suggest that only “some localised issues remain which can deter people from choosing to cycle” (para 4.39) is a statement that would appear to represent a complete detachment from the reality experienced by cyclists in Reading and the perceptions of those who aspire to cycle.

If the vision and will existed, Reading could easily be on a par with equivalent northern European cities during the period of this strategy; probably at far lower financial cost than the alternative presented in this draft strategy and certainly at a much lower social and ecological cost. 
3. Area Wide and Local Action Plans
GREN members believe that it is insufficient to simply encourage more sustainable modes of travel; there is a need to discourage unsustainable modes of travel and to do this in a way that creates space, safety and a more pleasant environment for sustainable modes of travel on our roads; cycling, walking and public transport, especially buses.  

We are very concerned that within the local area action plans there are very few specific measures designed to achieve a more coherent, safer and pleasant to use cycling network and enhancements to walking routes; in some areas there are no proposals to improve routes at all: 

	1. Central
	To provide a new pedestrian and cycle bridge connecting Caversham and central Reading to improve connectivity across the River Thames.

	2. Northern
	To promote an enhanced network of walking and cycling routes connecting to the proposed pedestrian and cycle bridge across the river Thames.

	3. Eastern
	No specific proposals

	4. South Eastern
	To promote an enhanced network of walking and cycling routes improving connectivity across administrative boundaries.

	5. Southern
	No specific proposals

	6. South Western
	To consider targeted improvements on the key transport corridors to improve bus priority, road safety and walking and cycling routes.

	7. Western
	To progress the Oxford Road Area Study, addressing safety and pedestrian issues, providing continuity of cycle links ….


GREN members consider that (excepting the provision of a new pedestrian/cycling river crossing) generalised statements about promoting walking and cycling are insufficient. The strategy does not currently demonstrate a real commitment to identify and pursue the myriad opportunities that exist to use “low cost and effective ‘smart infrastructure’ measures to promote active travel and support the needs of pedestrians and cyclists” as set out in the draft Sustainable Community Strategy (page 14 S.2c) 
GREN wishes to see a strategy that embodies a real commitment and concrete proposals to creating a safer cycling and walking environment through active measures to substantially reduce motorised traffic volumes and speeds, which will also create the space for bus journeys to be less encumbered by private vehicle congestion. To work toward this we believe that there needs to be: 

· Implementation of a wider low emission zone in a way that effectively removes all HGV through-traffic from our communities’ roads
· Effective measures to substantially increase the rate of private car occupancy.
· Implementation of a 20mph speed limit generally across urban Reading, with the possible exception of a very few major routes e.g. A33 route
· A comprehensive review of all junctions, bottlenecks and disconnections in cycling and walking routes, with an in-built priority to these transport modes, to help create comprehensive and coherent cycling and walking networks, with those for cycling substantially on road 
· Reviewing the Reading Cycling Strategy in 2001 in partnership with stakeholders in order to build on improvements to date, but from a new perspective of cycling as a prime means of travel within Reading, rather than “a valuable alternative mode of travel”; seeking funding from the new ’Local Sustainable Transport Fund’ toward meeting its aims 
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