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About LCC

London Cycling Campaign (LCC) is a charity with more than 20,000 supporters, of whom
more than 11,000 are fully paid-up members. We speak up on behalf of everyone who
cycles or wants to cycle in Greater London; and we speak up for a greener, healthier,
happier and better-connected capital.

Overall response

LCC supports the intent behind many of the proposed measures to increase pedestrian
safety and amenity and to reduce motor traffic dominance. However — especially given the
high cost of this scheme and the disruption that construction is likely to cause - the plans to
reduce motor traffic do not go nearly far enough to genuinely transform the pedestrian /
shopping experience. And the scheme will not only not facilitate cycling on this highly
strategic east-west route, but actually make cycling worse.

Response in more detail

Strategic cycle route: Oxford Street currently takes 4,500 cycle trips daily, despite having no
cycle infrastructure. While we note that the council plans to develop a high-quality parallel
route to the north, Oxford Street itself will continue to be in demand for cycling due to its
directness - it is in direct alignment with TfL's Strategic Cycling Analysis (SCA) corridors of
highest identified potential for mode switch to cycling.

Oxford Street is, in fact, one of four east-west cycle routes identified as having high
potential nearby. Below is a screenshot from the Cycling Action Plan 2 showing TfL's latest
SCA (page 33) with relevant street names added. To enable the potential of cycling to be
reached, all of these routes will be needed in the area. One indirect route a significant
distance from Oxford Street will not be sufficient to achieve this shift, given Westminster
City Council’s commitment to act on the climate emergency.



https://oxfordstreetprogramme.co.uk/
https://content.tfl.gov.uk/cycling-action-plan.pdf

BROOQK STREET:
High priority

Junctions: Adding Advanced Stop Line boxes (ASLs) to junctions is a very weak measure for
cycling. This will only benefit those who reach the junctions when the light is red, and not
protect people cycling from turning vehicles at other times. Nor will it enable more or a
wider range of people to cycle along this corridor. As a minimum for safety, the proposals
should include cycle signals — there are a range of options from early release, ‘hold the left’
or a fully separate phase for bikes.

At Oxford Circus, we welcome the proposal to ban all turns for motor vehicles and the
increased space for pedestrians, but we object to banned turns for cycles as well. This will
not benefit pedestrians, as many people cycling will simply continue to follow the desire line
and turn across this junction, creating conflict with people on foot. Regent Street carries
about 1,000 cycle trips per day (which will rise if better cycle infrastructure is introduced
there and on Portland Place) so turns between Regent Street and Oxford Street by bike
should be facilitated. A better option here would be to allow two-stage turns for bikes.

Finally, more thought needs to be given to connections to the wider network at both ends
of Oxford Street. Particularly in the west, how can the new infrastructure on Park Lane
connect to Oxford Street and area?

Traffic lane width: The new traffic lanes would be 3.25 metres wide each way, which
borders on the 3.25 to 4m width that TfL and DfT say to avoid, where drivers and cyclists
could be tempted to overtake one another without enough room to do so safely.

Traffic reduction: The plans to extend motor traffic restrictions on Oxford Street are
welcome, but with no restrictions on taxis, this is unlikely to make a noticeable difference to



the shopping / pedestrian experience or increase safety for cycling. We would welcome
measures like those used on Tottenham Court Road, where bus gates mean that taxis and
all other motor vehicles can access any part of the road, but only buses and bikes can use it
as a through route. This has facilitated much safer cycling and walking, as well as
dramatically improving air quality. While cycle tracks would still enable better outcomes for
cycling, bus gates would improve cycling, enable bus access and improve safety for
everyone.

Plans for the wider area: We welcome the proposals to introduce north-south cycle routes
across Oxford Street, to close two side streets to through traffic, and make James Street and
Davies Street traffic-free. However, we are disappointed by the lack of ambition to reduce
motor traffic in the wider area. The proposed measures in Fitzrovia and Marylebone are
very timid, given the price tag on the scheme, and do not even attempt to reduce motor
traffic. Only in north Mayfair is traffic reduction mentioned as a goal, and this is for a very
small number of streets.

All the neighbourhoods around Oxford Street need more done to reduce cut-through traffic.
Oxford Street and these areas need tackling together — reducing or removing through motor
traffic across the entire West End would make it better for residents and businesses, and
people travelling through by walking, wheeling, cycling or public transport. Cycling in
particular would be improved by creating a network of safe, low-traffic routes, enabling a
wider range of people (especially women and children) to travel by bike, without needing to
install further infrastructure.

For other details on the scheme, we support the comments submitted by our local
campaigners in the Westminster Cycling Campaign.



