
 

07 June 2020 

By email to 

Fiona.duncan@stantec.com 

 

Dear Fiona, 

A944 / B9119 Transport corridor study – stakeholder consultation 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the latest A944 study.  Thank you also for allowing us 

some extra time to respond. 

Our comments are phrased from the perspective of cyclists, who are our constituency:  although we 

cannot claim to speak for all cyclists, ACF has around 600 members.  Our objects, as set out in our 

Constitution, are noted at the foot of this page1.  We will comment on other road traffic or public 

transport only when relevant to our main interest. 

By way of background, this route has become much busier in recent years, driven partly by residential 

expansion of Kingswells and Westhill, but also the significant commercial development at Prime 4 and at 

Westhill.  As far as cyclists are concerned the continuity of the route has not been improved by the 

AWPR intersection.  Future developments such as the football stadium and later phases of Prime 4 

mean that the importance of the route will continue to increase. 

Active travel along the corridor is very much “two-way”.  At one time in the past it would have been 

predominately “in-bound” during the morning commute and reversed at evening commute.  Now, it is 

evident that numbers travelling in both directions are more equally balanced.  The section at Prime 4 

remains critical and is barely credible as a one-way route let alone with flow in both directions and a 

busy dual carriageway immediately adjacent with no barrier or other protection whatsoever. 

ACF has a history of campaigning for improvements to this corridor and in particular the section of the 

route alongside Prime 4.  In 2013 we submitted a petition with several hundred signatures to Aberdeen 

 
1 A) To encourage cycling and to promote the benefits of cycling to the individual and the wider community B) To 
advocate for a safer cycling environment and improved cycle facilities in Aberdeen. C) To campaign for cycling to 
be an integral part of planning and transport strategies and practice, in order to provide the widest possible access 
to cycling as a healthy and efficient means of travel for work and leisure. 

mailto:Fiona.duncan@stantec.com


City Council on this issue. After much deliberation and passing from one Committee to another, it was 

very largely dismissed and forgotten.  It should be remaining on a list of outstanding Council business, 

(because it was unresolved and the Committee decision required that unless it was resolved it should be 

brought back to the Committee after 12 months) but last year we discovered that it was not.  We have 

been unable to ascertain the reason for it having been dropped.  In the meantime a number of studies 

have been commissioned by ACC, but little or no actual improvement carried out.  This seems to us to 

be a recurring issue. 

It is difficult to consider the two corridors in isolation.  If the remit of your study is limited to the A944 

and B9119 alone, this misses the opportunities (and problems) which lie elsewhere.  For example 

Carden Place lies between the two, and is a wide and potentially useful active travel corridor.  The 

challenge here is to consider the relative importance of corridors which are direct and convenient (in 

terms of the destination) versus which are the most conducive in terms of adaptability to active travel.  

Other constraints - such as gradient – also need to be borne in mind but are easily overlooked in any 

map-based study. 

Your study sets out some details on vehicle ownership and the challenges arising.  In case you are not 

aware, ACF has carried out an annual roadside survey of cycling in Aberdeen for many years.  The figures 

show that uptake of cycling (at least as a means of travel to work or education) has barely changed.  

Details are available on our website.  

https://aberdeencycleforum.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/ACF-cycle-count-2019-summary.pdf 

Some of the locations (e.g. Westburn Road) are directly relevant to this corridor. You are probably also 

aware that ACC have their own array of cycle counters on some off-road paths and this includes one 

count location at Skene Rd (A944). 

The timing of our annual count would not be expected to show the recent significant increase in 

recreational cycling which is evident (anecdotally).  Much of this takes place on quieter roads on the 

outskirts of Aberdeen and the A944 is a useful connection to allow access to those more rural roads. 

In answer to your questions: 

What are the key problems within the study area? 

We agree with your identification of key problems particularly Nos 2 & 3.  We would further define key 

problems as 

• Safety 

• Efficiency of routing 

• Quality of infrastructure and cohesion 

Safety 

Serious safety issues for cyclists can be found on almost all of the sections identified A – Q. These are so 

widespread and diverse that it is difficult for us to cover them all.  However we have included comments 

from some of our members in an annex attached.  The nature of the safety concerns vary:  by way of 

example only (i.e. not an exhaustive list) B has very recent but very poorly designed intersections, C is a 

segregated shared use path which is woefully below the minimum design width, G is a busy dual-

https://aberdeencycleforum.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/ACF-cycle-count-2019-summary.pdf


carriageway where cyclists must share the road with fast-moving traffic, J, M/N and N/O are 

roundabouts which are so off-putting that they will only be attempted by the most confident (or 

foolhardy) cyclists.  Hazards can also be caused by the weather and lack of winter treatment on this 

route is something that our members have regularly complained of in the past on particular sections 

(see annex comments). 

Efficiency of routing 

Routes will only be used by cyclists if they are efficient both in terms of serving their destination, but 

also that they allow the journey to be reasonably continuous and not unnecessarily interrupted.  There 

are examples elsewhere (e.g. Tillydrone Avenue) where a segregated cycle path has been recently built 

but the design is poor and the need to cede priority at almost every intersection means that it is simply 

more efficient for a cyclist to remain on the main carriageway.  For a more detailed analysis see: 

https://aberdeencycleforum.org.uk/third-don-crossing-and-tillydrone-avenue-cycle-path-a-wasted-

opportunity/ 

Designers should also be cogniscent of gradients.  For example section G, westbound, has sufficient 

uphill gradient to be off-putting to less fit or less proficient cyclists.  Also the reduced speed of a cyclist 

when going uphill only exacerbates the speed differential with passing traffic on this section (which in 

any case tends to be faster because it is an uninterrupted and straight dual carriageway). 

Quality & cohesion 

The route contains many examples of poor attempts to retrofit some kind of cycle infrastructure around 

motorised traffic, while continuing to prioritise the latter on almost every occasion.  In some places (e.g. 

Section F) the route is so disjointed and incoherent that it becomes almost un-usable.  In other places 

(e.g. Section I) a poor quality and intermittent on-road advisory cycle lane is so poor that is almost 

worthless.  In some parts of the route, there is simply no provision.   

Key Opportunities 

We broadly agree with most of the 12 opportunities you have identified: 

KO1 Existing promotional schemes are all very well but clearly are not by themselves able to provide 

sufficient incentive to deliver modal change, otherwise it would have already happened. 

KO2 Existing policies purport to support active travel but they have so far failed to deliver, or they 

lack sufficient ambition, or are too slow in their timescales.  

KO3 There may be some examples of ‘good’ infrastructure but these are few and far between and 

very largely outweighed by the ‘bad’ and the lack of any connectivity or cohesion for cycling. 

KO5 Opportunities arising from the Transport Act include the ability for the local authority to be bold 

and implement measures to begin to reverse some of the decades of domination by private motor 

vehicles.  These include workplace parking levy and LEZ measures.  So far ACC have demonstrated no 

ambition to do more than the minimum in terms of the LEZ, and have said they have no intention of 

implementing workplace parking levy. 

https://aberdeencycleforum.org.uk/third-don-crossing-and-tillydrone-avenue-cycle-path-a-wasted-opportunity/
https://aberdeencycleforum.org.uk/third-don-crossing-and-tillydrone-avenue-cycle-path-a-wasted-opportunity/


KO8 The failure of the P&R schemes in Aberdeen (and hence the lack of return on the significant 

investment made) should be a Civic embarrassment and call to action.  The domination of the private 

car, the congestion which results, and the lack of meaningful bus priority measures must be part of the 

problem. 

KO10 As noted elsewhere in out comments, Aberdeen seems to be quite adept at commissioning 

studies but then failing to act on the findings. 

KO11 This will only come to be if somehow car domination can be reversed, most probably using 

‘stick’ as well as ‘carrot’ measures. 

KO12 This was the supposed solution to our petition demanding improvements to section C.  Several 

years later, we are still waiting. 

Additional E-bikes are now becoming much more common and have the potential to lessen the 

physical demands of cycling, either by enabling longer journeys to be covered by less fit individuals, or 

by reducing the challenges posed by gradient or head-winds.  Some financial incentives (Cycle to Work 

scheme or EST loans) exist, but to fully encourage the uptake, more needs to be done not only in 

facilitating the purchase, but in cycle training, and in providing safe & secure storage in residential areas 

and at workplaces.  And of course, in providing segregated routes, away from traffic, where people feel 

safe. 

Covid-19 

The current public health emergency may have a significant impact on future travel.  If significant 

amounts of home-working continue in the longer term, then overall travel demand may reduce.  

However, those who do travel are likely to be less inclined to use public transport.  The threat is that this 

leads to even more private car dominance, with all the negatives that Implies in terms of congestion, 

carbon emissions, air quality and demand on the NHS from sedentary behaviours. The opportunity is to 

substantially substitute cars with active travel.  That is only likely to happen with sufficient direction 

from government (including local government) and a major reallocation of investment and road space. 

I hope these comments are of assistance.  We would be happy to discuss further as required. 

Yours sincerely 

 

 

Gavin Clark 

Chair, Aberdeen Cycle Forum 

  



 

Annex 

Further detailed comments relating to specific details and issues, 

 

Side road intersections – no obvious priority for cycle path (sections A, C). Of particular concern is the 

entrance to the AFC facilities (section A) – if there is going to be a lot of traffic here a toucan crossing 

should be considered.   Junctions need better signage and visibility.  

Traffic 'give way' signpost in middle of cycle lane on short narrow downhill section at minor road  

intersection (section A). This is an awkward section of the cycle path on both sides of the intersection: the 

downhill sections are at right-angles to the main cycle path (minimum visibility on the eastern side due to 

vegetation) followed by right-angle turns across the intersection. 

Roundabout (section B). There are four roads entering/exiting the roundabout, two have toucan crossings, 

two do not. Coming from the west the first road encountered is a two-way road without a toucan. The 

cyclist has to look back over his/her right-hand shoulder to view the traffic on the roundabout and see 

whether vehicles are about to turn into the road and thus whether it is safe to cross. The vehicles travel 

at considerable speed on the roundabout. Even travelling from the east, where it is easier to see the 

traffic, it is still not a safe junction to cross without a toucan crossing. The same situation also exists on 

the fourth road encountered, although this road is not much used so the danger is not so acute.  Crossing 

sensors could be made automatic to detect cyclists on approach. 

Garage (section C). No priority for cycle path and 'cyclists dismount' signs for short section at eastern end 

of garage. Nearly all cyclists simply ignore this and proceed through a layby on the main carriageway.  

Again visibility is poor and defined route illogical. 

Width at section adjacent to Prime Four (section C). The whole width of the path available between the 

wall and the road is approximately 1.8 m and the width of the cycle lane (marked with white lines) is only 

1.1 m. The statutory guidance is that cycle paths should be at least 1.5 m in width and preferably 2 m. A 

petition about this was drawn up in 2013. Over 700 signatures were obtained and it was presented to 

ACC. There has been no outcome, despite several attempts by ACF to obtain a response.   

Traffic lights at Prime 4 entrance are very slow and prioritise vehicular traffic.  Could be re-programmed. 

Blind right-angle corner (immediately to the east of intersection C/D); there should be SLOW signs on each 

side of the corner and the vegetation cut back to improve visibility, as a minimum, or layout changed. 

In winter conditions there are two main areas of ice close to the A944/B9119 junction. On the western 

side of the junction (section D) the whole length of the section shielded from the main road by trees can 

be completely ice-bound. On the eastern side of the junction (section Q) there is a grassy bank sloping 

down on to the path where water runs down and then forms ice across the cycle path. There are usually 

three distinct sections of ice, sometimes more. 

All road sections (E to P) 



As identified in the document section Future Changes Problem 2, one of the main issues is the lack of 

continuity in the cycle infrastructure. In all sections, on-road cycle lanes appear and disappear (usually at 

crunch places where they are most needed), are sometimes on one side of the road, sometimes on the 

other, sometimes vary from on-road to off-road shared path, and sometimes (J, K, L and N) there is nothing 

on either side. The signage is sometimes poor (G) and the road markings wearing off (G). 

E- The cycleway does not follow the line on the map. It is totally segregated and once passed a small 

residence its closed road. Heading east past the Dobbies garden centre there are two very poor junctions 

with cars often blocking the cycleway trying to nose out on two the road.  

The extremely dangerous junction at the new development at the E/F boundary with the road narrowing 

and cars trying to over take cyclists (if heading east) and a logical route forces cyclist to cross the 

carriageway heading west. 

Suggestions - Place warning signage before the junctions and a stop/give way for the crossing prioritising 

the cycleway 

F- painted cycleway or bus lane. Cyclists are left in a vulnerable position (when travelling west to east) at 

the “Tesco junction” as cars filter into the bus lane around those turning right than having to filter into 

the right-hand lane to go straight on. This can be further exacerbated by buses stopping along 

here.   Priorities for the junction need to be reconsidered. 

G - Dual carriageway, cars frequently dive faster than the 30mile an hour limit especially if heading west. 

Cyclists probably choose to avoid this route currently, opting to use Mid Stocket Rd or other alternatives.  

H & I - Narrow painted cycle lane often with cars parked in it. 

J - very poor roundabout for a cyclist/pedestrian. Although there are underpasses, these are indirect and 

unappealing and sometimes unsafe for other reasons.  A better option would be to avoid this roundabout 

altogether. 

K - unclear cycleway cars often parked on the roadside/pavement. 

L - Union street mix of dual and bus lane, frequent changing of priority and large numbers of large vehicles 

put cyclists at risk.  Slower speed of cyclists (especially westbound – slightly uphill) and frequent stop-start 

of buses leads to repeated ‘leap-frogging’’ which is dangerous for cyclists and frustrating for all   

M& N - very poor roundabouts (Queen Victoria and A90 roundabouts). Speed of traffic onto roundabout 

can be an issue when traffic is quieter, whereas when busy volume of traffic poses great difficulty for 

slower moving cyclists.  

O - painted on-road advisory cycle lane, on a narrow road giving unclear priority and prompts dangerous 

overtaking on corners. Cars often parked in the cycleway. 

P- cycleway moves from side to side of the road and minor residential street parallel to the A944 although 

a safe route is possible, cyclists have to turn right in awkward positioning in order to gain this. 

Additional: very poor road surfaces, particularly in the zone 1 to 1.5 metres from the kerb where cyclists 

are usually required to ride.  Potholes, broken surfacing or deep drain covers are all hazards which can 

cause a cyclist to have to swerve (or in severe cases fall) suddenly and so be at additional risk from passing 



traffic.  Obviously it is vehicular traffic (especially HGVs and buses) which cause the road damage, rather 

than cyclists, thus underlining the need for segregated routes to be provided. 


