Living Streets Edinburgh Group

Audiii 2F W{ LI OS&a FT2NJ tS2L)X SQ LINJ
A702 Tollcross to Morningside Station

1. Introduction

Living Streets Edinburgh GrolfSE®is the local voluntary arrof Living Streets, the charity
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principles of the Soacesfor Peopleproject Howeverpbservation by our supporters tfiose

measures introduced across the cityaid walkingsuggested that provision was partly
inconsistenfwith some very welcomehanges to an extent offset lmmissions okey
walkinglocationssuch aswaiting areasfor pedestrian lightat main road junctions.

We concluded thatve should carry oud sample auditofi 62 2F (KS W{ K2 LJLJA y 3
interventions which aimed to provide additional pedestrian spacdiciiass/Bruntsfield and

Mormningg A RS® ! OO2NRAY3 (2 GKS NBLER2NI (2 GKS [/ 2dz
on 20August 2020, these had budgets of £93,000 and £60,000 respectively out of the £5

million Spaces for People (StBjal.

Our audithasallowed some general conclusions and recommendations to be dri@ea
Section 3, as well as pinpointing6 location-specificfindings, conclusions and
recommendationslong thecorridor whichare dividel into four Appendixsections:

1 Home Street and Leven Street [page8]5

1 Bruntsfield Place [pagesZD]

1 Morningside Road (northern section) and Holy Cofpages 2127]
1 Morningside Roadsouthern section) [pages Z&].

2. Key principles

In our gproach to the auditve have been guided by three key principles, namely that:

(i) sufficientspace should be provided to allow pedestrians to maintain appropriate
social distancingin line with Scottish Gvernment guidelines

(i) measures introduced shouleéflectthe placeof walkingd YR WgKSSt Ay3aQs S
wheelchairsht the top of theW Y 2 @ SiY KyA S bklséDuKidsttish Planning Policy

(2014} yR Ay (GKS W{ dza il A dutintheNationsIT@Sgort | A S NI NDOK ¢
Strategy(2020;>

(iii) provision of space for pedestrians shouldeef the guidelines set out irh€& City of

9 RA Y 6 dzNA fStrebtDegigrOGuidad@@015) in particular in relation to pavement
widths andte W/ € ST NJ 2 | f { A Y He SkcetyDSsin GINBNEASDER @ ¢
guidelines for the streets audited along the corridor are shown intate overleat

! https://www.gov.scot/binaries/coment/documents/govscot/publications/advicand
guidance/2014/06/scottistplanningpolicy/documents/0045382pdf/00453827
pdf/govscot%3Adocument/00453827.pdf?forceDownload=t(Raragraph 273

2 https://www.transport.gov.scot/media/47052/nationalransportstrategy.pdf(Pages 423)

® https://Iwww.edinburgh.gov.uk/downloads/file/2877/p3-footwaysversion1-1



https://www.gov.scot/binaries/content/documents/govscot/publications/advice-and-guidance/2014/06/scottish-planning-policy/documents/00453827-pdf/00453827-pdf/govscot%3Adocument/00453827.pdf?forceDownload=true
https://www.gov.scot/binaries/content/documents/govscot/publications/advice-and-guidance/2014/06/scottish-planning-policy/documents/00453827-pdf/00453827-pdf/govscot%3Adocument/00453827.pdf?forceDownload=true
https://www.gov.scot/binaries/content/documents/govscot/publications/advice-and-guidance/2014/06/scottish-planning-policy/documents/00453827-pdf/00453827-pdf/govscot%3Adocument/00453827.pdf?forceDownload=true
https://www.transport.gov.scot/media/47052/national-transport-strategy.pdf
https://www.edinburgh.gov.uk/downloads/file/24977/p3-footways-version-1-1

SDGpavement width guidelines
A702 corridor freets .
absolute | general desirable
minimum | minimum | minimum
All streetsalong the corridoexcept | 2.5m* 3m 4m or wider
those listed below
Bruntsfield Place, from Barclay 2m 2.5m 3m or wider
Terrace to Leamingtomerrace
Holy Corner intersection 2m 2.5m 3m or wider
Holy Corner intersection to Tesco o] 2m* 2.5m 3m or wider
Colinton Road
Holy Corner intersection to Greenhi 2m* 2.5m 3m or wider
Parkon Morningside Road
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For allthe streets along the corridor the Clear Walking Zone guideline (ie for that part of the
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3. Summary of findings, @anclusionsand recommendations

3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

A total of39 SfPinterventions were audited. We identified a range of benefits for
pedestrians from the additional spagenotably:
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narrower carriageways, making (formal and informal) crossfrtbe main
roadeasier and safer

1

1 queuing space while maintaining social distancing
1 g1l e
1

Of the 39interventions, we recommendthat 18 K2 dz2f R 6S NBGlF Ay SR
longerterm the Pavement propefbermanently wideredto create a continuous
one-level spacdas opposed to the current spligvel provision)

We recommend that 18f the 39should be retsned and enhanced, in part through
(a) removal from the pavement proper of clutter such as signage poles and
inappropriatelylocatedbins(see 3.8 below)and (b) creation of formal cycle parking
facilities in the SfP spaces to discourage informal cyale@rmgaon the pavement.

We recommend that of the 37spacesshould be retained and slightly extended to
maximise the pedestrian benefits.

In 2caseswvhere the pavement proper is already an acceptable w{dth Bruntsfield
Place, see Locatiof®V ard 9W)we advocate sappingthe contiguouswalking /
cycling lanes toaturn the space to its preoronavirusbus lane function.

In a further 2cases, we advocate marginally narrowgantiguouswalking / cycling
lanes in order to remove a barrier to reliable bus operation (on Morningside Road,
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3.7

3.8

3.9

3.10

3.11

3.12

3.13

see Location 28E) and review of a cycle lane where the adjoining pavement remains
of a severelygub-standad width (on Morningside Road, see Location 35W)

Where we suggest retention of contiguous walking / cycling lanes, we recomgqend
in view ofthe oftenbig difference in speeds between pedestrian and cyofjsksat
the two lanes have physical separation rather than just a painted white line.

We are disappointedi 2 NB I R A y SpadésJor PeppleyUpdatiNovambat

H n Hpap@rfor the 12 November 2020 Transport and Environment Committee

meeting thatiti NP LI2 ASR (KI G WwWC2ftf26Ay3a NBOASG 27
from local Councitlirs, it is proposed to reinstate 10 parking spaces on Morningside

w 2 | \Rhfiedt is not clear which locations are involved, any elimination of

pedestrian space in order to reinstate parking places cuts across the core aim of

Spaces for People (and faitsdaccord walking its position at the top of the

movement hierarchy).

Wedid not detectthe removalof anyitems of pavementclutter alongthe entire
corridor ¢ a seriousmissedopportunity. Thereare anumberof locationswhere
pedestrianspacehasbeenextendedbut the pavementproperis still obstructed,
especiallyby bins(seefor exampleLocation20W).We suggesthat, where possible,
binsandother clutter itemsare relocatedinto the new SfPspaceqassuminghey
cannotbe completelyremoved) sothat obstructionsare movedoff the pavement
proper.

We also noted the scarcity of seating in the public reeinone in the Tollcross
section, just a few in the Bruntsfield section (and these not near shops, cafes etc)
and just a few towards the foot of Morningside Rostbre places to sit would make
the streets more accessiblnd attractiveto people who need toest every now and
then.

We identified no fewer tha®d7 untreated locationsvhere the pavements artoo
narrow and/or clutteredto meet our three guiding principles, ie social distancing,
0KS WwY2@gSYSyid KA SNBths Rasigh GuigaRstand&r8s. / 2 dzy OA f Q

Of these 57 locationwhere Spaces for People interventidmsve nd been applied,
nofewerthan28F I Af G2 YSSG GKS /2dzy OAf Qa WHoaz2fc
standardc which is 2.5m over the large majority of the corridbut(just 2m on a

few stretches such as Holy Corndflany of thesdocationsalso fail to provide a

Clear Walking22 yS al GAaFfeAy3a GKS iidtdof OeinffoRall WI 6 & 2
streets in Edinburgh
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pedestrian conditions at ldntreated locations is to increase the frequerafythe

WDNB Sy al théprircigal réa8 jurictibns: Home Street / Leven Street /

Gilmore Place, Holy Corner and Church HNidlimilar approach should be taken at
WYDR201Q t St A Ol yhere ard 60201 thg corBdedttiodgh Wiedas 0

are notlistedindividually in thigeport). Increasinghe frequency of the Green Man
phaseshould be pursued urgently




3.14 At a further 20 untreated locations the problems for pedestrians can be reduced by
removal / relocation of pavement clutter suels signage poles, parking ticket
machines, bins etc, and at a further 9 locations pedestrian passage can be eased by
creating new formal cycle parking facilities (either in SfP spaces, in the vehicle
carriageway adjacent to the kerb, or in side streets)eplace informal cycle parking
on the pavement proper.

3.15 While the problems identified arise throughout the corridor, there is a particular
concentration in and around the Holy Corner intersection. A substantial, |eeger
redesign is needed to makéoly Corner much more pedestridnendly, but short
term action (beyond that in 3.18bove) is available at the busy north west corner
where the pavement width is only 2.3m and the Clear Walking Zone just 1.4m, at a
point where there is heavy pedestriandtfall and congregation of people waiting
for the Green Man to cross Colinton Road. This severe pinchpoint can in part be
alleviated by lon2 S NRdzS / 2dzy OAf I QlA2y G2 INBI dzA NB
to clear space for thestablished Right of Way thugh its beer garden to be readily
used by pedestrians.

3.16 A significant barrier to safe and comfortable walkalgng the corridor is the
difficulty of crossing side roads where they join the main road. In many cases these
have been designed to allow rawists to turn left into the main road without
stoppingq creating a very wide carriageway for pedestrians to cross. At 8 locations
we recommend shorterm Spaces for People action to reduce the carriageway
width with concrete blocks as used elsewhergha projectc and the creation of
Wontinuous pavemengin the longerterm.

3.17 There will always be tensions between pedestrian needs and the demands for
vehicle space, car parking and loading / unloading, but some media coverage has
exaggerated th@erceived negative effesbn local businesses. Permanently
widenedpavements can accommodabeisinessenhancing outside spaces, and the
aF FSNI FYR Y2NB LI StHalyid (0KS WLzt AO NBIfY
to the corridorand enhance theolcal business environment.

3.18 Ouroverall conclusioris that¢ based on our audit of the A702 corridgthe
W{K2LILAY3I {GUNBSGaAaQ St SYSyid hasproduded { LI OSa
substantialbenefits for the safety and convenience of gstrians. ldwever,a
significant number of enhancemts, extensions, and SfP interventat untreated
pavementsalong the corridor are requiredhe combination of the coronavirus and
the climate emergency means that conditions for walking, cycling and public
trangport must be very substantially improved if Home Street, Leven Street,

Bruntsfield Place, Holy Corner and Morningside Road are to become much safer and
civilised places for people to travalstainably, work, shopg and linger.

* https://www.edinburgh.gov.uk/downloads/file/24969/g7-priority-junctions--version11 (Page ¥
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Appendix:location-specific findings, conclusions and recommendations

This section list86 specific locationsaudited and photographed between Tollcross and
Morningside Station. Thessmprise 39 SfP locatioisighlighted in greey, ands7 key
locations whereSfPtreatment hasnot been appliedhighlighted in yellowand where we
consider thatthis should be donand/or longerterm changes planneith order to satisfy
the three key principlesutlined above

LSEG volunteers undertook the audit work atpé#bk times, miemorning on two Thursdays
and a Tuesday in October; thergemajority ofthe photos were taken at these times.

Section A: Home Street and Leven Street

TheSfP spackere provides auseful 2m addition where the pavement proper is just 3m
gARSS AS aA3dyAFAOryGfte tSaa GKFy GKS {GNBSi
or wider. The extra space is useful not just¥ovementbut also for pedestrians to stop
'y R OKtiald & yhithedasbstructing othersThis location is very busy with school
students in the morning peak, at lunchtimes and rafternoon.

As in quite a number of locations along the corridor, the Clear Walking Zone is reduced by
informal cycle parkingtop left photo)



Parking onhe loadingbay Y R Qy 2 a { 2 LILIA ynfhediately raudhfofShe twB R
important bus stopstop right, bottom left and bottom right photos) routinelyreates an
obstacle for buses trying to manoeuvre parallel to gavement.

Recommendation: retain SfP space but explloeescope for some adjustment of the space
andthe loading bay to better accommodate bus queuargl prevent illegal stopping /
parking

Create formal cycle parking facilities within the SfP space.

In the longer termpermanently widerthe pavement proper to create a continuous deeel
space.

A useful 2.1m addition where the pavement proper is just 2.65m wide, ie significantly less
GKFY GKS { 5D d#yR)S 2AFNInoYt 2 NY AyAARYS NJp

Recommendation: retain SfP spabtrethe longer term, permanentlyidenthe pavement
proper to create a continuous o#hevel space

Location 3WN (Home St/ Leven St/ Gilmore Place junction)

This is arery busy junctionwvhere thepavement is just 2.2m wide (ie less than the SDG

W oaz2fdziS YA ylheeda¥ long 2dits fer the GfdedMan phase, during which
large numbers of pedestrians can congregate in a way where it is impossible to maintain
social distancing. This is ais&lis pinchpoint.
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Recommendationn the short term, increase the frequency of the Green Man phase.

In the longetterm, explorethe scope to reducthe Gilmore Place carriageway here to just
one vehicle lane in each direction, allowing the pavemenb¢h sides) to be substantially
widened.

Location 3W{Home St/ Leven St/ Gilmore Place junction)

Ths is a very busy junctiomhere theLeven Streepavement ionly 2.4m wide (ie less than
0KS { 5D WI 64&2f dziaSd thé Gimbrg Biat@vetdnt (picthredy i§ just
1.6m wide.There are long waits for the Green Man phase, during which large numbers of
pedestrians can congregate in a way where it is impossible to maintain social distancing.
This is a serious pinchpoint.

Recommendatiorin the short term, increase the frequency of the Green Man phase.
In the longetterm, explorethe scope to reducthe Gilmore Place carriageway here to just
one vehicle lane in each direction, allowing the pavement (on both sides) to be substantially

widened

Locaton 4E (Leven Street egst

¢KS LI @SYSyld KSNB Aa 2dzald HdopY H6ARS O0AS fSa
While the current traffic management works associated with the ScotMid reconstruction
site opposite preclude early action, thésa pavement which needs widening.

Recommendation: explotbe scope to widenhe pavement once ScotMid reconstruction is
completed.



Loation 5E (Leven Street egst

¢KS LI @SYSyid KSNB A& 2dzad HodoY gARSMOAS f Saa
and the Clear Walking Zone is even less, due to the litter bin.
Recommendation: explotbe scope to widenhe pavement once ScotMid reconstruction is

completed. In the meantime, relocatee litter bin closer tahe bus stop in order to
concentrate the obstructiorst a single location



Section B: Bruntsfield Place

Location 6EBruntsfield Place ea$t

This is a classic example of catering for vehicles ahead of pedestrians. Glengyle (ledtyace
is only aminor road, but pedestrians walking along Bruntsfield Platead)have to

negotiate two wide vehicle lanes and look in three separate directions before crossing
safely. This is a lottan where acontinuous pavementvould make walking considerably
saferand more convenient.

Recommendation: in the sheteérm, reduce the crossing @th with concrete blocks as used
elsewhere in the projecand in the longeterm create a continuous pavement

Location 6W (Bruntsfield Place wgst

Thepavementhereisjust 2.3mwide (ie lessthanthe SDGY | 6 & ¥ A yzh $H2B10),
andthe ClearWalkingZoneis evenless,dueto the goodson displayoutsidethe fruit shop.
Section129(9)of the Raad ScotlandAct 1984forbidsthe placementof goodsfor saleon the
publicsectionsof the street. If alertedto sucha problem,the Councilcanissuea statutory
noticeto the offendingbusinessand actionthen takenif they fail to comply.

Recommendatin: encouragethe shopownerto converthisfrontageto createstreetaccess
to goodson displaywithout encroachingon the pavement,asin the exampleon HomeStreet
(eastside)below.


http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1984/54/section/129

Inthe longerterm, explorethe scopeto widenthe pavementby reducingthe carriageway
width.
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The pavement here is just 1.35m wide§igbstantiallyf Saa GKIFy (GKS {5D WI 0:
YAYAYdzYQ 2F HPpYOXI YR GKS [/ fSIENI2Ff1{AYy3a ®%2y
locatedlitter bin.

Recommendation: Relocate litter bin to a more appropriate location.

In the longer term, explore the scope to widen the pavement by reducing the carriageway
width.

10
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the Clear Walking Zone at the pedestrian crossing (pole) is just 1\®bite the SfP walking

laneo M®PnpY BARSO R2S& LINRPGJARS & asvssndeddineShyyld Al £ £ &
its abutting directly on to the cycle lane, with no segregation other than a white line. As the
carriageway slopes significantly downhill here, cyclists can readily achieve speeds well in

excess of 20mph a deterrent to pedestrians usg the walking lane. It is not clear what

purpose is served by such short stretches of cycle,lanehow they contribute to social

distancing

Pre-coronavirus this was a very useful bus lane, which is lost to bus operators at a time
when competition fran resurgent car travel is very challenging.

Recommendatiorgiven the modest benefits to walking and cycling, convert this space back
to a bus lane.

The pavement here is just 2.05m wide (ie less than the SDG®5M & 2 f dzi S YA Yy A YdzY
GKS FTRRAGAZ2YIFE {Ft HPHpY HARIGK Aa 6SftO02YS T2

Recommendation: retaithe SfP space, and in the longer term permanewityenthe
pavement propeto create a continuous orlevel space

11



Location 9E (Bruntsfield Place east):

The junctionof Bruntsfield Place and Whitelise Loan igery difficultto crossfor

pedestrians walking up Bruntsfield Place. Whitehouse Loan is more than three lanes wide at
the junction(left photo), andpedestrians have to look in three different directions in order

to cross safely. Walking norttiong Bruntsfield Plagéraffic coming from Whitehouse Loan

is almost entirely obscured by an overgrown hedgght photo) and there is no pavement

at all along thissideof Whitehouse Loan.

Recommendation: create a SfP space on each side of Whitehouse Loan at the junction by
installing concrete blocks as used elsewhere in the project, and cut back the overgrown
hedge.

In the longer term, permanently narrow the carriageway and widen/Métehouse Loan
pavements heré 2 NJ ONB I G SLIF g @ O&yii @ yidA2 2a8 AcrossNiddzy G 4 FA S R
junction) and create a new pavement along the southern section of Whitehouse Loan.

The pavement here is 3m wide (ie satisfin 0 KS { 5D W3Sy Sn)Jalbeit tak y A Y dzY ¢
the Clear Walking Zone in places is just 1.While the SfP walking lane (Imdwide) does

provide some potentially uSedzf Wa2O0OAlf &L}l OSQ G(GKAa Aa dzy RSN
to the cycle lan€1.25m) with no segregation other than a white line. As the carriageway

slopes significantly downhill here, cyclists can readily achieve speeds well in excess of

20mphc¢ adeterrent to pedestrians using the walking latigis not clear what purpose is

served by such short stretches of cycle lane, nor how they contribute to social distancing.

12



Pre-coronavirus this was a very useful bus lane, which is lost to bus operat@tsaze
when competition from resurgent car travel is very challenging.

Recommendation: given the modest benefits to walking and cycling, convert this space back
to a bus lane.

Location 1& (Bruntsfield Place east):

The pavemenat the hedgehere (foreground)isonly 2nwide6 A S G KS { 5D Wl o6az2f
Y A Y A Y Aeh@liftebbin the Clear Walking Zone is just 1.6m, while at the north end of
the bus stoptiis just 1.2m (ie significanty Saa G KI'y GKS { 5D WI 642 f dzi ¢

Recommendation: esurethat the hedge is regularly clitack and identifyan alternative bin
location further back from the kerb.

13



Cyclistgoutinely cycle the wrong way (northbound) on this southbound cycle lane and then
cross over on to the pavement.

Recommendation: It is not obvious how this problem can be solved other than by means of a
continuous physical barrier between the cycle land the walking lane (seE2Ebelow).

In the longer term, permanently widen the pavement proper to create a continuodgs\ozle
space.

The pavement here is just 2.1m wide gignificantlyless thanthe SD&I 6 a2 f dzi S YA YA Y
of 2.5m) with a Clear Walking Zone of just 1.6m at the litter bhre &dditionallm walking

lane istherefore verywelcome, but this still leaves the total width for pedestrians at
substantialljlessthanthd 5D WRSAANI 6t S YAYAYdedidis&®onyY 2 NJ
levels rather than being continuous.

Also thelm walking lane is cut short before the junction with Brsiield Terrace (second
photo), while n contrast the cycle lane is55m wideand al at one levek and is

continuous through to the Bruntsfield Terrace junction. There is no physical segregation
between pedestrians and cyclists, just a white line.

Recommendatiomarrow the cycle lane, widen the walking lane, create a continuous
physi@l barrier between the two, anextendthe walking lane right through to the
Bruntsfield Terrace junction.

In the longer term, permanently widen the pavement proper to create a continuodig\ele
space.

14
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therefore the additional SfP space is welcome, close to the bus stop.

Recommendation: retain the SfP space, and in the longer term pentianedenthe
pavement poper to create a continuous o#evel space.

¢tKS LI @SYSyli KSNB Aa 2yfteé wHodyY H6ARS 6AS
the Clear Walking Zone is just 1.85, due to the parking ticket machine, arefdre the
additional SfP space is welcome.

Recommendation: retain the SfP space, and in the longer term permanedéiythe
pavement propeto create a continuous orAlevel space

15
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The pavement ialready wide here (4.25m) but is to some extent obstructed by café tables
and chairsand informal cycle parking

Recommendation: use some of the SfP space to allow negclgracks (se 14E below) to be
relocated away from the pavemer@larify space &wed for tables & chairs in the relevant
licence.

Location 14E (Bruntsfield Place east):

The cycleacks here at the junction with Forbes Raathecessarily take up pavement space
when there is now SfP space a short distance to the north. The junction carriageway is far
too wide for a oneway street with heavy pedestrian footfall along Bruntsfield Road.

Recommendation: relocate cycle rackstertnorthin the SfP spacand create anew SfP
space on each side of Forbes Road at the junction by installing concrete blocks as used
elsewhere in the project.

In the longer term, permanently narrow the carriageway and widen the Forbes Road

pavementK SNE 02 NJ ONBI 4SS || WwWO2yGAydz2dza LI GSYSyidQ
junction).

16
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of 2.5m) and the Clear Walking Zasgust 1.85m is placestherefore the additional SfP

ALl O0S Aa ¢St02YS Fa | wazaoAlftQ aLlk OSed Lia dz
short length, discontinuous with the next short SfP space a short distance to the south (see

16E below)

Recommendatiorextendthe SfP space to link up with 16E in order to create a much more
dza STdzZ = O2y GAydz2dza WY20SYSydQ aLl OSo

In the longer term, permanentlyidenthe pavement proper throughout this lengti create
a continuous ondevel space

The pavement here snly 2.2m wide (ielessthahKS { 5D Wl oaz2f dziS YAYAY
and therefore the additional.8m{ ¥t &aLJ} OS Aa 4SSt O02YS a | wazc(
YY2@0SYSyiQ aLl OS pedegriarCedoysiing. idodvever itsluitydagtal NJ

movement space is less than it could be, as it is a short length, discontinuous with the

previous SfP space to the north (see 15E abdu®).angled concrete block in the

foreground is not delineated by a whit@e, and this could represent a trip hazard.

Recommendation: extend the SfP space to link up with 15E in order to create a much more

dza SF¥dzf = 02y ( Ay dz2Apply a White [ideSiontiSeedg@ of thd dingle8 ebncrete
block.

17



In the longer term, ermanentlywidenthe pavement proper throughout this lendib create
a continuous ordevel space

The pavemenhere is only 2.45m wide (ielesstharK S { 5D WI 0a2f dziS YAYAY
and the Clear \WkingZone between the informlly-parked bikes (and pole) is just 1.7pm
andtherefore the additional SfP spacedsSt O2YS | a | Wa2O0AlFf Q &L} OS
space adjacent to a popular pedestrian crossifte street here is extremely busy with

children, parents / carers and buggies on their way to Bruntsfield Primary and Nursery at

certain times othe day.

Recommendation: retain the SfP space, remove theneowndant pole (and hence the
informal bike paking),install formal cycle parking facilities in the SfP spaaod,in the
longer term permanentlwidenthe pavement propeto create a continuous oRevel space

Thesouthern end of this pavement section (left photo) is often occupied by queuing, while
the northern end (right poto) is particularly cluttered.fie welcome SfP space (for both
WY203SYSyYyiQ I Vv R)uniitdthaelylddenotlakt=xd fg8r rdugh nbrto

provide a continuous addition to the pavement unobstructed by tables and chairs.

Recommendation: extend the SfP space a short distance north to avoid the tables & chairs
clutter, and clarify the space allowed for tables & chairs in the relevantécen

18



In the longer term, permanentlyidenthe pavement proper throughout this length to create
a continuous ondevel space.

This is a short but useful SfP space at a location with heavy pedestrian faotfakgular
gueuing on the pavement, but the SfP space does not extend far enough (a) to stop illegal
parking by vehicle@eft photo), and (b) to avoid the barrier to pedestrians created by
informalbike parkingand pole)and tables & cha# (right photg, the latter limiting the

Clear Walking Zoneto just®dmY 6 Ay O2y (iN}rad (G2 GKS {5D WIoa

Recommendation: extend the SfP space towards the Montpelier Park junction, remove the
pole, and clarify the space allowed for tablest&irs in the relevant licenckastall formal
cycle parking facilities in the SfP space.

In the longer term, permanently widen the pavement proper throughout this length to create
a continuous ondevel space.

Location 19W (Bruntsfield Place west):

This is aifficult double junction for pedestrians where Merchiston Place (foreground) and
Montpelier Park (background) join Bruntsfield Place. Pedestrians walking along Bruntsfield
Place have to look in multiple directions and in the case of MerchBlace have to cross

an unnecessarily wide carriageway.

19



Recommendationnvestigate installation of a formal pedestrian crossing here (Pelican
Puffin or Zebra) or creation bf WO2y i Ay dz2dza LI @SYSy i Q | f2y3
closing the MontpeliePark junction.

Location 19& (Bruntsfield Place west):

Although the pavement is reasonably wide here, illegal parking both infringes on pedestrian
space (left photo) and seriously blocks the sightlines (right photo) for pedestrians seeking to
safely cross Bruntsfield Place from west to east via the island in the centre of the
carriageway.

Recommendation: explore options to prevent any vehicles stopping here.

Location 19E2 (Bruntsfield Place west):

Although the pavement is reasonably widere,its utility is significantly constraineby a
combination of fornal cycle parking and tables & chairs, leaving a Clear Walking Zone of just
1.4m on a pavement section regularly busy with pedestrians.

Recommendation: relocatermal cycle parking t@ designated space on the vehicle
carriageway, and clarify the space allowed for tables & chairs in the relevant licence.
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Section C: Morningside Road (nogm sectior) and Holy Corner

Although the pavemenis reasonably wide here (3.2m), its utility is significantly constrained
by the placement of communal bins, which reduce the Clear Walking Zone to jus(i&.2m
fSaa GKIYy GKS {5D Wroaz2fdziS YAYyAYdzYQ 2F mdpYy

Recommendation: relocate the bins on to the §bace in order to free up the pavement as a
continuous ondevel width for both movement and social space.

In the longer term, permanently widen the pavement proper throughout this length to create
a continuous ondevel space.

Location 21W(Morningside Road west):

The pavement narrows to only 2.15m hdielessthai KS { 5D Wl 6&a2f dziS YAy
2.5m), and the grey utility boxes reduce the Clear Walking Zone to just 1.6m

Recommendation: extend the SfP space a short distance towards Holy Corner in order to
remove the pedestrian pinchpoint.

In the longer term, permanently widen the pavement here to create a continuots\ozle
space.
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Location 22NW1/2 Morningside Roadvest):

The pavement width here is only 2.15m lessthai KS { 5D Wl 6a2ft dziS YAyYyA"
at a location where queuing (for busesjrsquent, and the Clear Walking Zone is just 1.35
145moAS tSaa GKIFIYy GKS {5D Wroaz2ftdziS YAYyAYdzyrQ

Recommendation: relocate the litter bin to a more appropriate location, and investigate
relocating the signage pole.

In the longer term, investigate removing one lane from the vehicle carriageway and
replacing this with a widenedne-level pavement.

Loation 22NW3 (Holy Corner north west):

Despite this being a major pedestrian piaobint, no SfP measures have been applied to
any part of the busy intersection at Holy Corner

The pavement width here is only 2. less tharii K S demeRIY Wy A YdzYQ 2F HOpY
busypedestrianlocation, and the Clear Walking Zone is just 1.3m (ie less than the SDG

W oaz2fdziS YA ylheleda¥ long ddits for the GfdeddMan phase, during which

large numbers of pedestrians can congregate in a wayravliés impossible to maintain

social distancing.
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Holy Corner is one of the few short sections of the corridor where the SDG guidelines
provide for a lower standard of pavement width. It is unclear why one of the busiest
pedestrian sections should allavarrower pavements, unless this is because vehicular
movement is considered more important (despite walking being at the top of the movement
hierarchy).

A further hazard to pedestrians is thehicularaccess tam O[ | N&tgufaat, across which
lorriesand vans regularly reverse.

¢tKS SadGloftAAKSR LISRSAUGNRARFY wA Ihich Argely2 | & § KNP
avoids the pedestrian pinchpoint at this corner of Holy Corigecjutteredwith tables,

chairs, etcand pedestrian passage is discouragpgdsignage at the western entran(see

22NWS5 below).

Recommendationin the short term, increase the frequency of the Green Man phase.

9y adzaNS GKIG GKS SaidlroftAaKSR wiAiakKd 2F 21 & KN
provide a clear 1.5m widthagbh unobstructed by tables, chairs, etc.

y@SaiA3ariasS GKS a02L)S (G2 Oft2al8S GKS @SKAOdzZ I NJ
the layby 50m away on Colinton Road beside Tesco.

Review the lower standards of pavement width guideline for Holye€orrthe Street Design
Guidance.

In the longetterm, review the design of the Holy Corner intersection to (i) allow social
distancingd AA0 Sy adz2NB GKI G LISRSAGNAFyaQ LI FOS I
delivered in practice, and (iii) comply it 4 KS 3JIdzZA RSt Ay Sa Ay GKS [/ 2dz
Guidance.

Location 22NW (Holy Corner north west):

The pavement here is only 2.3m wifle lessthai KS { 5DYWHFSY8MROt 2F HDpY
despite this being one of the busiest pedestrian junctions on the entire corridor) and the

poles / grey utility box reduce the Clear Walking Zone to just 1.4m (compared to the SDG

W oaz2fdzZiS YAYAYdzYQ 2F mMdpYO ®
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Recommendatiomas perLoation 22NW3above, plus investigate the scope for relocation of
the utility box / poles.

Location 22NV8 (Holy Corner north west):

The pavement widtlat the queuing area for this important pedestrian crossing is only 2.3m
(ie less tharthe SDGP I SYYSANFAEY dzY Q 2F HPpYO X FYyR GKS /€ SIEN
two poles (left photo) is just 1.4m, comparedtothe SPG 6 &4 2t dziS YA YA YdzYQ 27

There are long waits for the Green Man phase, during which large numbers of pedestrians
can congregaté a way where it is impossible to maintain social distancing.

t SRSAGNAIY LI &dal3asS Fftz2y3a GKS Saidlof AaKSR wA 3
(in order to avoid the worst pinchpoint) is discouraged by a sign at the western entrance
g KAOK 93-0U¢i Shab[W Y ¢ L{ L{ (fghtphotby t ! . [ L/ 9bc¢cw! b

Recommendatioras perLocation 22NW8 0 2 @S> LJ dza Ay a i N#eOd a O[ | NX
misleading sign. The Council and/or ScotW#ys Scottish Rights of Way Society) to erect a
sign indicating the Right of Way.

Location 22NE1 (Holy Corner northsta

The pavement here is only 2.8m wide (ie lessthadS { 5D WISYSNI f YAYA Ydz
the Clear Walking Zone is just 1.8m.

There are long waits for the Green Man phase, during which large numbers of pedestrians

can congregate in a way where it is impossible to maintain social distancing.
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Recommendationn the short term, increase the frequency of the Green Man phase.

In thelongerterm, review the design of the Holy Corner intersection to (i) allow social
RA&GFYOAY3AS O6AA0D SyadsaNB GKFEG LISRSaAGNAIyaQ LI
RSt AGSNBR Ay LINIOGAOSET YR OAAAD eQgnYLX & 6 A (K
Guidance.

Review the lower standards of pavement width guideline for Holy Corner in the Street Design
Guidance.

Location 22NE2 (Holy Corner northsta

The pavement herés only 2.4m wideand tre Clear Walking Zone is just h6There are
long waits for the Green Man phase, during which large numbers of pedestrians can
congregate in a way where it is impossible to maintain social distancing.
Recommendation: gser Location 22NE1 above.

Location 22SW/2 (Holy Corner south wekt

The pavement width beside Costa (left photo) at the waiting area for the crossing is only
2.2m, and the Clear Walking Zone is just 1.5he width of the pedestrian island pastay
across Colinton Road (right photo) ranges from 1.7m to 3.2m.

Thereare long waits for the Green Man phase, during which large numbers of pedestrians
can congregate in a way where it is impossible to maintain social distancing.

Recommendationn the short term, increase the frequency of the Green Man phase.
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Review thdower standards of pavement width guideline for Holy Corner in the Street Design
Guidance.

In the longetterm, review the design of the Holy Corner intersection to (i) allow social
RA&GGEFYOAY3AS O6AA0D SyadaNBE GKIFG LitcR&ByiBNA L yaQ LI
RSt AGSNBR Ay LINIOGAOSET YR O6AAA0 O2YLX & 6A0K
Guidance.

Location 22SE1 (Holy Corner soutlrsBa

The pavement width ére is only 1.7m (ie significdptless thatK S { 5D Wl 6 a2 f dzi S
Y A Y A Y dnQan@tRe Clear Walking Zone is just 1.1m (ie substantially less than the SDG
W 6az2f dzi S Y A)yTheleda¥ lBng ddits for the Gfeen Man phase, during which

large numbers of pedestrians can congregate in a way where it is impossible to maintain

social distancing.

Recommendation: ggerLocation 22SW1/2 above

Location 22SE2 (Holy Corner souttsBa

The pavement width hers only 1.65m (ie significantlgss thantK S { 5D Wl 6 a2 f dzi S
Y A Y A Y dzviQan@tfe Clear Walking Zone is just 1.45m (ie less than thé’3D& a 2 f dzi S
YAYAYdzYQ 2F mModpYOd t SRSadNARIFIya Oly FTSStf OSNE
pavement strip, with southbound vehicles on Morningside Road passing at speed less than a
metre away.There are long waits for the Green Man phase, during which large numbers of
pedestrians can congregate in a way where it is impossible to maintain social distancing.
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Recommendation: gser Location 22SW1/2 above

Location 22SE3 (Holy Corrsmuth east):

The pavement width here is only 1.8m (ielesstti@S { 5D WIroaz2f agi S YA YA Yc
Pedestrians can feel very vulnerable at this location on such a narrow pavement strip, with
southbound vehicles on Morningside Road passing at speethl@ss metre awayThere

are long waits for the Green Man phase, during which large numbers of pedestrians can
congregate in a way where it is impossible to maintain social distancing.

Recommendation: ggerLocation 22SW1/2 above
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Section D: Morningsle Road (soutkrn section

Location 23E1 (Morningside Road s

The pavement with here is only 1.8m (ielessthatk S { 5D Wl o6az2f daj S YAYAY
and thethoughtlesslylocated litter bin reduces the Clear Walking Zone to jusbhZie less
thanthe SD& I 6 4 2 f dzi S Y A) YesidtedzYely bas§ road.dp Y

Recommendation: negotiate to relocate the litter bin to the east of the wall (within the Eric
Liddell Centre grounds), agadising concrete blockscreate a SfP space faalking
between here and the Greenhill Park junction.

Location 23E2 (Morningside Road s

The pavement width here is only 1.9m (ie lessthaK S { 5D Wl 6a2€ dziS YAYAY
the parking ticket machine reduces the Clear Walking Zone to jost 1.

Recommendation: create a SfP space for walking between the Eric LiddellSGattiegn
entrance (as in theocation 23E1 phot@ndthe Greenhill Park junction.
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The pavement here is only 2r2wide (ielessthat KS { 5D WISYSNI f YAYAYdz
the Clear Walking Zone atthepdled 2dza i mMdcpY® ! & |jdzSdza y3I 2 dzi ?
adzYYSNE GKS FTRRAGAZ2YIFE {Ft &aLI OS Aa ¢StOo2YS
space.

Recommadation: retain the SfP spacand in the longer term permanently widen the
pavement proper to create a continuous degel space.

The pavement here is only 2nlwide (ie lessthail KS { 5D WHA&Y RMEThiSrA Y A
isoften a busy section of pavement and queuing outside the Post Office is common,
GKSNBT2NBE (GKS FTRRAGA2YyIFE {Ft aLl OS A& St Oo2Y
space.

Recommendation: retain the SfP spga@nd in the longer term peranently widerthe
pavement proper to createontinuous ondevel space

29



The pavement here is only 2r7wide (ie lessthat KS { 5D WISYSNI f YAYAYdz
often a busy section of pavemerit, K SNE F 2 N3 § K
aLlk O0S FyR +Ffaz2 | wYy2@gSyYSyi

FRRAGAZ2YIFE {Ft a
aLl O0So

o w

Recommendation: retain the SfP space, and in the longer term permanently widen the
pavement proper to create a continuous degel space.

Location 25E (Mornigside Road east):

The pavement here is only 2r2wide (ie lessthat KS { 5D WIFo0a2ft dziS YAYyAY
GKAOK Aa Ww2yfte fft26SR Ay aK2NI aSoOiAzyao

Recommendationnithe longesterm review the overall design of this section of Morningside
Road toprioritise safe and convenient pedestrian passage.
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Location 26W (Morningside Road west):

The pavement here is only 2.85wide (ie lessthail KS { 5 DY W § ¥ 8z2M)dn® T

this is a location where queuing on the pavement is common.

Recommendatiorextend SfP space further south from Location 25W.

Thepavementproperhereisonly 2.6mwide, anddue to the depth of goodson display
here,the CleartWalkingZoneis only 1.2m in places(ie significantlylessthan the SDG

Wl 6 & ¥ A gz HHrBN). Thereforethe additional SfPspaceis welcome,albeitthat the
total width availablefor pedestriandgs splitinto two levelsrather than beingcontinuous

Section129(9)of the RoadScotlandAct 1984forbidsthe placementof goodsfor saleon the
publicsectionsof the street. If alertedto sucha problem,the Councilcanissuea statutory
noticeto the offendingbusinessand actionthen takenif they fail to comply.

Recommendatiorretain the SfPspaceandin the longerterm permanentlywidenthe
pavementproperto createa continuousone-levelspace Encouragethe shopownerto
converthisfrontageto createstreetaccesso goodson displaywithout encroachingonthe
pavementasin the exampleon HomeStreetc or that on BruntsfieldPlace(westside),as
shownbelow.
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http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1984/54/section/129

Thepavement here is only 1@ wide (iesubstantiallyless thani KS { 5D WI 6 & 2
2T HOpYOL YR GKSNBF2NB (KS FTRRAGAZ2YIE ™
Ffaz2 | WY2@0SYSyiQ 4Ll OS O2¢zii@@dz2dza 6 A UK

Recommedation: retain the SfP space, and in the longer term permanently widen the
pavement proper to create a continuous degel space.
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The pavement herés only 2.2n wide(ie significanly less thanthe SD@ 6 &2t dziS YA Y A Y
of 2.5m), with a Clear Walking Zone of just 1.7m in plaees, therefore the additional SfP
walking lane (1.35m}¥ welcome.

However, in the first (temporary) phase of the SfP space there was a physical separation
between the walkingand cycling lanes, but this has now been removed, leaving only a white
line, which does not give sufficient protection for pedestrians.

There is no permanent physical deterrent to vehicles entering the two lanes from the north
(top right photo) and on aumber of occasions vehicles have been observed using the
WI QUABS ¢NI @gStQ tlySa oo02002Y tSTFO LK2G200

The vehicle carriageway has been reduced to such an extenftbtbm right photo)buses
(a) frequently are not ableo pass othewvehicleson this section(and (b) cannot pass each
other, leading to delays for bus passengers.

Recommendation:JNE A RS | LISNXI ySyid LIKe&aAOFf RSGSNNES
¢ NI @S f(iIastit doeSaie currently in place)

Marginally reduce thevidth of the walking(currently 1.35mgand cyclingcurrently 1.25m)

lanes to enable buses to pass each other, and install a physical barrier between the walking

and cycling lanes.

In the longer term permanently widen the pavement proper to create aregnis ondevel
space.
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Location 29W (Morningside Road west):

The pavement at the traffic light crossing of Morningside Road on the north side of the

junction at Church Hill snly 1.9mwide, witha Clear Walking Zone of just inzt thepole

(right photo)cA' S 020K &addzmadlydAlfte f SaBaingdtaly GKS {5
crossing with a long interval between the Green Man phases, this is a location where people
unavoidablycongregate, in addition to those passing along Morning8ided.

Recommendatiorin the short term, increase the frequency of the Green Man phase.

Extend the SfP space from the communal bin area (left photti)e metal studs bounding
the north side of the crossing (thereby also reducing the distance whicktgads have to
cross over Morningside Road).

Incorporate new formal cycle parking in the SfP space extension, thereby reducing the
problem of informal cycle parking (Location 30W and 31W photos) obstructing pedestrian
passage on a very narrow pavement.

Location 30W (Morningside Road west):

The pavementherd & 2y f & mMdypY HARS O6AS adzmadlydAl ff e
YAYAYdzYQ 2F HOpYOI gAGK [Therefars lodgwaits forthe y 3 %2 y S
Green Man phase, during which langembers of pedestrians can congregate in a way

where it is impossible to maintain social distancing.

Recomnendation: as per Location 29W.
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Location 31W(Morningside Road west):

The pavementherda & 2y f & wmModpY H6ARS O0AS adzoadlyaalffe
of 2.5m), with a Clear Walking Zone of just 1.2m. (ie substantially less than the SDG

W oaz2f dzi S YA ylheleda¥ lOng ddits for the GfdedMan phase, during which

large numbers of pedestrians can congregate in a way where it is impossible to maintain

social distancing.

Recommendatiorin the short term, increase the frequency of the Green Man phase.
Incorporate new formal cycle parking in the SfP space extension atdro28iiV.

In the longer term, review the design of the Church Hill junction (see Location 34W) to
eliminate the danger and inconvenience for pedestrians posed by the unacceptably narrow

pavement on the west side of Morningside Road.

Location 32E (Morningde Road east):

The pavementherd & 2y f & HdPopY HARS 6AS fSaa dGKIy &
GAOK | /JESIENI21f1Ay3a %2yS 2F 2dzad mdoYd O0AS
There are long waits for the Green Man phase, duvihgch large numbers of pedestrians

can congregate in a way where it is impossible to maintain social distancing.

Recommendationn the short term, increase the frequency of the Green Man phase.
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Extend the walking and cycling lanes (right photo) to a stop line close to the metal studs on
the north side of the crossing (left photo), therebglucing the distance which pedestrians
have to cross over Morningside Road, as well as increasing the padeghiting space.

Undertake dongerterm review of the whole Churéfill junctionto identify more
pedestrianfriendly designs.

Location 33NE (Morningside Road east):

The pavement heres only 2.4m wideThere are long waits for the Green Mphase, during
which large numbers of pedestrians can congregate in a way where it is impossible to
maintain social distancing.

Recommendationn the short term, increase the frequency of the Green Man phase.

Undertake a longeterm review of the wholel@irch Hill junction to identify more
pedestrianfriendly designs.

Location 33SE (Morningside Road east):

The pavement herés only 2.55m wide with a Clear Walking Zone of just 1 Bmre are
long waits for the Green Man phase, during which largmbers of pedestrians can
congregate in a way where it is impossible to maintain social distancing.

Recommendation: as per Location 33NE.

36



