
On the Move Midlothian: Our Active Travel Strategy for 
Everyone (2024-2034).  

Final Draft- Public and Stakeholder Consultation Results. 

 

1. Introduction. 

Midlothian Council’s ‘On the Move Midlothian: Our Active Travel Strategy for Everyone 2024-2034’ was 

put to public consultation for 12 weeks between April and July 2024. The consultation exercise was 

delivered using the Council’s Citizen Space survey platform, and was widely advertised on all 

Midlothian Council’s webpages, social media channels and in council libraries. 

Having previously consulted with the public and stakeholders during the ‘case for change’ stage of 

strategy development, this most recent consultation was designed to make sure we have fully 

understood the key problems and opportunities around active travel, and presented these within the 

new Active Travel Strategy.  

Respondents were provided with the opportunity to make additional comments alongside most survey 

questions. A high level thematic analysis of the responses is presented for these questions, and where 

less than 3 respondents provided comments on the same theme, these themes have not been 

included. 

This report presents the key findings of the consultation, from which we received 178 responses from 

the public, and 13 organisational/stakeholder responses. Figures 1 and 2 show the demographics of 

responses received from the public, with Figures 3 and 4 showing the transport and active travel habits 

of those who responded to the public consultation.  

Organisational/stakeholder responses were received from the following:  

Scottish Borders Council, City of Edinburgh Council, East Lothian Council, South East Scotland Transport 

Partnership (SEStran), Roslin and Bilston Community Council, Rosewell and District Community 

Council, Vattenfall Heat UK, Spokes, Public Health Scotland, HcL Handicabs Lothian, Musselburgh 

Roads Cycling Club, Edinburgh University Estates Department, and Sustrans Scotland. These responses 

are presented separately to the public responses.   

Following presentation of the results in Section 3 and 4 of this report, a summary is provided within 

Section 5 on how we have addressed both public and stakeholder feedback in making any changes to 

the draft strategy. 
 

2. Who responded? 
 

The age and gender distribution of respondents are presented in Figures 1 and 2 below. The greatest 

number of responses (23%) was received from the 35-44 age group, followed by the 45-54 age group 

(17%). The smallest number of responses was received from the under 18 and 19-24 age groups. 

Targeted attempts to engage with these age groups during the consultation did not significantly 

increase the number of responses received. Across genders, 51% of the responses were from females 

40% from males, and 10% of respondents stated this was either not applicable or preferred not to say. 

 



 

Figure 1. Age distribution of respondents   

 

 Figure 2. Gender distribution of respondents 

Information was also gathered on individuals’ modes of transport and frequency, as well as their use 

of active travel for different purposes. The results relating to these are presented in Figures 3 and 4. 

The most popular method of transport used on a daily basis was walking, followed by the private car. 

Only 11% of respondents cycle on a daily basis, and 7% use a form of wheeling. The third most 

popular form of daily transport by respondents was bus travel, at 12%.  

 

 
 

Figure 3. Methods and frequency of different forms of transport used by respondents  
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In relation to their existing use of active travel, the most common journey types where people use 

active travel as their form of transport (always, sometimes and often) are to get around their local 

neighbourhood, and for leisure and recreation. Journeys to get to work or education elicited the least 

number of responses. The journeys with the highest number of respondents who always use active 

travel were to get to work or education and to access the bus or train station. 

 

 
Figure 4. Survey respondents use of active travel for different types of journey 

 

3. Public Consultation Survey Responses 

 

Question 1. To what extent do you agree that the strategy will help us to expand the active travel 

network and improve its accessibility, connectivity, and maintenance?  

Figure 1 shows more than half of respondents (58%) agree or strongly agree the strategy will help 

expand the active travel network, and a further 23% of responses remain neutral. 19% of 

respondents either disagree or strongly disagree. Respondents were also given the opportunity to 

provide additional comments to support their answer. Table 1. provides thematic analysis of the 

feedback.  

 

Figure 1. Responses to the survey question: ‘To what extent do you agree that the strategy will help 

us to expand the active travel network and improve its accessibility, connectivity, and maintenance? 
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The key themes discussed in the additional comments section for Q1 of the survey are presented in 

Table 1, with the ambitious nature of the document and its contents looked upon favourably, and 

support that the proposed routes will provide better connectivity and accessibility, particularly where 

infrastrucutre is fully segregated and active travel users are protected from motor vehicles.  There was 

support for greater clarity around funding availability and timescales for delivery of work, the 

requirement to improve and better maintian existing routes and infrastructure before creating new 

routes, and the unrealisitic nature of some proposals. There were also suggestions to include route 

maps alongside the route action plan to aid understanding and provide better clarity. 

Table 1. A summary of key themes reported in the ‘additional comments’ section to Q1 of the survey. 

Key themes in the additional comments to Q1 Frequency 

The strategy is ambitious/interesting/welcomed 15 

Proposed routes and connecting of existing safe routes will improve accessibility and 
connectivity 

12 

The strategy should be clearer on delivery/funding/timescales 12 

Maintenance of existing routes (roads and paths) is needed  before expanding the network 11 

Provision of segregated infrastructure and safety improvements will improve accessibility and 
connectivity 

9 

The strategy is theoretical/timescales are too long 5 

More traffic-free paths where cyclists and pedestrians are treated as independent users will 
improve accessibility 

4 

Reduced road speed limits and road safety schemes will help improve accessibility and 
connectivity  

4 

A map of routes would be very useful  4 

The strategy will benefit–people’s health, biodiversity, and climate  3 

Funds should be spent on other priorities where demand is greater 3 

 

Question 2. To what extent do you agree that the strategy will help us to address barriers to active 

travel through promoting and enabling behaviour change? 

More than half of respondents agree or strongly agree that the promotion and behaviour change 

work will help us to address existing barriers to active travel. 21% of respondents provided a neutral 

response, and 28% disagreed, or strongly disagreed. 

 

 

Figure 2. Responses to the survey question: To what extent do you agree that the strategy will help 

us to address barriers to active travel through promoting and enabling behaviour change? 
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Table 2. presents themes emerging in response to Question 2, with the most frequent issue being that 

exisitng and new infrastructure needs to be maintained to a higher standard than at present to allow 

safe active travel options and changing travel behaviours. There was support expressed for the 

behaviour change activities noted in the strategy including driver awareness training, cycling skills 

training, provision of safe and secure active travel storage facilities, facilities for multi-modal journeys 

and route planning. Comments suggested that access to bicycle repair shops, affordable bicycles, 

affordable e-bikes and e-bike charging facilities would help transform behaviours. To a lesser extent, 

there was concern expressed around shared pedestrian and cycling facilities discouraging behaviour 

change due to issues around safety 

Table 2. A summary of key themes reported in the ‘additional comments’ section to Q2 of the survey. 

Key themes discussed in the additional comments to Q2 Frequency 

We need safe and maintained cycle lanes/routes/segregation before behaviour change will 
happen 

31 

Any action to educate drivers on close passes/sharing space etc. will be a benefit 13 

Bike racks (at home and destination) will help but they need to be secure and have CCTV 6 

Reducing motor vehicle speeds will be very beneficial to Active Travel use 5 

Bicycle training and road safety training in schools is key 5 

People are unlikely to change behaviour unless active travel requires the least effort and time- 
there isn’t the desire/demand 

5 

Bike repair shops/training and affordable bikes are needed 5 

Multi-modal journey hubs/provision and more bus stops will provide more active travel 
opportunities 

4 

Improved maps and help with route planning will allow more people to travel actively 4 

Provision of changing and storage facilities at work and destination is key 4 

Not everyone can/is able to cycle/journey distances are too long 4 

E-bikes (and charging) could transform behaviour 4 

Shared spaces with cyclists, pedestrians and dogs are unsafe for cycling/walking- spaces need 
to be safe for behaviour change to happen 

3 

 

Question 3. To what extent do you agree that the strategy and the route action plan described in 

Chapter 7 will help us to track the delivery of new active travel routes? 

Figure 3. shows more than half of respondents agreeing or strongly agreeing that the strategy and 

route action plan will help us to track the delivery of new active travel routes. Over a quarter of 

respondents provided a neutral response, with 20% either disagreeing or strongly disagreeing.
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Figure 3. Responses to the survey question: To what extent do you agree that the strategy and the 

route action plan described in Chapter 7 will help us to track the delivery of new active travel routes? 

Table 3 presents comments provided alongside Q3 of the survey, including feedback that the strategy 

will improve cross-local authority boundary and cross-departmental working and collaboration on 

ideas and infrastructure. Responses added suggestions that there needs to be more detail included 

on responsibilites for deliverability. The use of more monitoring equipment was also advised. 

Table 3. A summary of key themes reported in the ‘additional comments’ section to Q3 of the survey. 

Key themes discussed in the additional comments to Q3 Frequency 

In favour of transparency and cross-boundary working to collaborate and share ideas 5 

This should help with cross-department communication and delivery of joined up thinking 3 

The strategy needs clarification on whose responsibility it will be to deliver/accountability 3 

More counters should be used to monitor numbers 3 

Question 4. To what extent do you agree that the strategy and the route action plan will allow you 

to walk, wheel or cycle more in your everyday life? 

The results from Q4 are presented in Figure 4., with 45% of respondents either agreeing or strongly 

agreeing that they would use active travel more in their everyday lives as a result of the strategy and 

route action plan. A quarter of respondents provided a neutral response, 14% disagreed, and 15% 

strongly disagreed. 

 

Figure 4. Responses to the survey question: To what extent do you agree that the strategy and the 

route action plan will allow you to walk, wheel or cycle more in your everyday life? 

Table 4 shows themes emerging in additional comments for Q4, including that if the routes are 

delivered as planned,  and fully accessible, they will be used. One of the main reasons for people saying 

they are not likely to use active travel more as a result of the strategy is their concern over funding 

availability to deliver projects. There were some concerns expressed over the safety of new shared-

use paths, and a concern that commitments around maintenance need to be stronger.  

Table 4. A summary of key themes reported in the ‘additional comments’ section to Q4 of the survey. 

Key themes discussed in the additional comments to Q4 Frequency 

If the routes are developed, they will be used/very supportive 13 

If routes are accessible and safe for all/all types of bikes they will be used  10 
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Doubts regarding deliverability of the Action Plan  9 

Mixing users on shared-pathways causes safety concerns 5 

If facilities are provided near to homes/new homes active travel will be used 4 

Route maintenance is key to the strategy’s success 4 

More commitment is needed to addressing winter conditions and maintenance 4 

Distance, rural location, weather, work and family commitments will stop me from making 
more active travel journeys 

4 

 

Question 5. To what extent do you agree that the strategy addresses the future every-day journey 

needs of a growing and changing population? 

Figure 5. shows that 46% of respondents either agree or strongly agree that the strategy addresses 

the future every-day journey needs of a growing and changing population. 21% of respondents 

provided a neutral response, 15% disagreed, and 18% strongly disagreed. 

 

Figure 5. Responses to the survey question: To what extent do you agree that the strategy addresses 

the future every-day journey needs of a growing and changing population? 

The key themes discussed in the additional comments section for Q5 of the survey are presented in 

Table 5. Positive feedback suggests delivering safe and well-connected routes that link up isolated 

communities and address major severences such as the A720, will have a positive impact on every-day 

journeys. Early assessment of new planning applications to provide high quality active travel provision 

in new developments was viewed favourably. This question elicited a number of wider transport 

concerns from our respondents, which are summarised here. One recurring area of concern relates to 

the availability, frequency and accessibilty of public transport- and it is recognised that this is a key 

factor in allowing people to travel actively as part of a multi-modal journey. The distance between 

homes and services, jobs and trip generators was cited by some as too far for active travel. Concerns 

were raised around the increase in motor traffic, road use and congestion, resulting from population 

and housing growth, making the roads more hostile to active travel users. Although travelling distance 

will be a barrier to some members of the community, (as with a lack of desire to use active travel) it is 

clear that there is high awareness of the transport and travel impacts of a rapidly increasing 

population. 

Table 5. A summary of key themes reported in the ‘additional comments’ section to Q5 of the survey. 

Key themes discussed in the additional comments to Q5 Frequency 
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Bus services need to increase (and be fully accessible) to allow for multi-modal journeys 17 

Midlothian Council need to deliver safe and well-connected routes (including links to 
isolated communities) and address the A720 (city bypass) severance 

14 

There are not enough services and jobs near to homes for active travel/the 20-minute 
neighbourhood to work 

14 

The amount of new housing is causing more traffic and busier roads/lack of infrastructure- 
making active travel unappealing 

6 

Local high streets need to be attractive and offer services close to people’s homes 6 

Some people want to travel much wider/further for multiple reasons/benefits 5 

Get children active through training and facilities in schools 5 

Planning needs to ensure that housing includes or is close to services  3 

There needs to be the desire for people to use the network 3 

Twenty minutes by active travel is too long for some of the elderly population 3 

Planning should ensure that new housing is conducive to active travel, and this is well sign 
posted, and provided from the outset 

3 

 

Question 6. To what extent do you agree that ‘On the Move Midlothian: Our Active Travel Strategy 
for Everyone’ addresses strategic policy challenges? 

 
The results from Q6 are presented in Figure 6., with over a quarter of respondents stating that the 

strategy fully addresses the key strategic policy challenges. A further 55% agree that these are partly 

addressed, with 19% stating that these are not addressed.  

 

Figure 6. Responses to the survey question: To what extent do you agree that ‘On the Move 

Midlothian: Our Active Travel Strategy for Everyone’ addresses strategic policy challenges? 

As presented in Table 6, the most common feedback related to public transport provision and public 

transport journey times being of primary importance in tackling the strategic policy challenges. Other 

recurring themes indicate a desire to see quick delivery and a lack of funding availability and reference 

to current road conditions. Changes to town centres and better connections to rural areas were cited 

as necessary for an increase in local and longer journeys by active travel.  

Table 6. A summary of key themes reported in the ‘additional comments’ section to Q6 of the survey. 

Key themes discussed in the additional comments to Q6 Frequency 

Public transport provision/journey time should be the top priority 19 

We need action ASAP and outcomes 11 

Concerns over availability of funding and regional/national direction  7 
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Not everyone has the desire/ability to use active travel or public transport 6 

More focus needed on local travel/basic changes and town centre active travel 6 

Road infrastructure and conditions need to be addressed 5 

Rural areas need to be addressed 4 

Money would be better spent elsewhere 4 

Need more transport connections/hubs for multi-modal journeys 4 

 

Question 7. How well do you feel the strategy and route action plan address the need for small 
scale local improvements? (this includes routes to school; removal of physical barriers; provision of 
dropped kerbs, junction and crossing improvements)? 

 
The results from Q7 are presented in Figure 7., with 36% of respondents stating that the strategy and 

route action plan address the need for small scale local improvements either very well or quite well, a 

further 33% stating that they slightly achieve this, 20% providing a neutral response, and 11% stating 

that this is not achieved at all.   

Figure 7. Responses to the survey question: How well do you feel the strategy and route action plan 

address the need for small scale local improvements? (this includes routes to school; removal of 

physical barriers; provision of dropped kerbs, junction and crossing improvements)? 

Table 7 again shows concerns over funding availability and the realistic implementation of local small-

scale improvements. There is support for the proposals, and for the maintenance and up-keep of 

existing routes. New in this section were suggestions that parking restrictions would help to increase 

active travel use locally. Improved street lighting and road safety are both needed, as is regular updates 

to the route action plan with input from local communities. 

Table 7. A summary of key themes reported in the ‘additional comments’ section to Q7 of the survey. 

Key themes discussed in the additional comments to Q7 Frequency 

Concerns over funding availability and implementation 7 

Vegetation clearance and other maintenance will have a big impact/much needed 5 

Very well- action is needed now 4 

Parking restrictions (at destinations as well as in new developments) will increase use of 
Active Travel 

4 

Road safety and traffic management is the biggest concern 3 
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This needs to be updated regularly with input from local users and community groups 3 

Improved street lighting is important 3 

 

Question 8. How well do you feel the strategy addresses the need for larger scale strategic 

connections (including villages to towns; towns to towns; cross-boundary journeys into other local 

authorities)? 

The results from Q8 are presented in Figure 8., with 32% of respondents agreeing that the strategy 

addresses the need for larger scale strategic connections very well or quite well, 29% feel that this is 

slightly achieved, 21% that this has not been achieved at all, with 18% providing a neutral response. 

 

Figure 8. Responses to the survey question: How well do you feel the strategy addresses the need for 

larger scale strategic connections (including villages to towns; towns to towns; cross-boundary 

journeys into other local authorities)? 

Table 8 shows respondents concerns around public transport service levels to connect communities. 

Comments were provided in support of the ambition and intentions to provide active travel 

connections to Edinburgh and East Lothian, and addressing barriers and gaps in the network at 

Shawfair and crossing the A720 (City bypass). There were some concerns over the availability of 

funding and resources, and a desire to see action on the ground at a quicker pace. 

 

Table 8. A summary of key themes reported in the ‘additional comments’ section to Q8 of the survey. 

Key themes discussed in the additional comments to Q8 Frequency 

Better and more frequent public transport is needed for connecting communities 10 

Very supportive of the intentions/ambition 6 

Concerns over funding sources and/or political support 6 

Supportive of connections into Edinburgh 4 

Supportive of connections into East Lothian from Shawfair 4 

Resources could be better used elsewhere 4 

Connections over the A720 at Shawfair/Sheriffhall are much needed 3 

We need to see action not just words 3 
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Question 9. To what extent do you agree that we have developed a fair and sensible approach to 

prioritising routes? 

The results from Q9 are presented in Figure 9., with 41% of respondents either agreeing or strongly 

agreeing with the approach taken to prioritising routes. A neutral response was provided by 32% of 

respondents, with 28% either disagreeing or strongly disagreeing. 

 

 

Figure 9. Responses to the survey question- To what extent do you agree that we have developed a 

fair and sensible approach to prioritising routes? 

Table 9. A summary of key themes reported in the ‘additional comments’ section to Q9 of the survey. 

Key themes discussed in the additional comments to Q9 Frequency 

Better bus services and public transport provision is needed  5 

Looks good but concerns over funding availability/deliverability 4 

Great plan/good approach 4 

Existing routes and maintenance need to be given as much priority as new and planned 
routes/areas 

3 

 
Question 10. 

 

Question 10 gathered suggestions for routes not already identified in the draft route action plan. None 

of the new routes suggested had a frequency count of more than 2 respondents, but included 

improving facilities on Roslin Glen Road- between Roslin and Rosewell, and links to the Country Park; 

improvements to the existing multi-user path along Gilmerton Road; Newtongrange to Newbattle via 

former the former railway and railway bridge; and an off-road route from Edinburgh to the Scottish 

Borders adjacent to the A7,  and improvements in Bonnyrigg Town Centre. Improvements to Sheriffhall 

Roundabout were also mentioned on several occasions- however this has not been included in the 

route action plan due to its management by Transport Scotland. Responses highlighted the demand 

for works already planned, including better crossings of the A720 to connect with routes into the City; 

improved links within and between Shawfair, Newton Village and Fort Kinnaird; and crossing the A7 at 

the Sun Inn/Lothian Bridge,  

 

 

Question 11. 

 

14%

14%

32%

28%

13%

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

Strongly Disagree

Disagree

Neutral

Agree

Strongly Agree

NUMBER OF RESPONDENTS



Question 11 provided an opportunity for respondents to raise any other comments that they had with 

respect to the strategy and route action plan more generally. Many of the themes discussed reiterated 

what has been identified in previous questions, including support for the strategy, and its need. 

Concerns over a lack of action or funding were raised, with some suggesting that this was a box-ticking 

exercise. The priority around public transport improvements and road condition improvements were 

reiterated by some respondents. 

 

3 Stakeholder consultation results. 

 
A total of 13 responses were received from stakeholders/organisations, with 8 of these being 

completed using the same survey response forms as the public, and 5 responses (provided by our 3 

neighbouring local authorities, Spokes and Sustrans) submitted directly to the Council via the form of 

more general feedback. The results of all responses are summarised below. 

 

Question 1. To what extent do you agree that the strategy will help us to expand the active travel 

network and improve its accessibility, connectivity, and maintenance?  

 

East Lothian, City of Edinburgh Council and Scottish Borders Council all support the cross-boundary 

routes proposed, and on-going collaboration between officers to support cross-boundary route 

development and work to deliver a cohesive network. 

 

Comments from the survey and the general feedback referred to: 

• The ambitious and encouraging nature of the strategy 

• Support for the routes presented in the action plan, and the intentions of the strategy 

• Recognition that the route action plan will help achieve a coherent and direct cycling network  

• Opportunities to align with and cooperate with other green and sustainable energy strategies 

• Support for ‘School Streets’ and suggestions to roll this out across the whole local authority 

• Recognition that the strategy provides a good balance between new infrastructure and 

behaviour change investment.  

• The need for transparency and clarity on deliverability and funding availability  
• Suggestions to include route maps alongside the route action plan 

• Support for active/sustainable travel input at the development management stage of planning  

• Support for more transparency on route maintenance and reporting 

• The importance of ensuring that active travel is accessible to all- including children, the elderly, 

and the risk-averse 

 

Question 2. To what extent do you agree that the strategy will help us to address barriers to active 

travel through promoting and enabling behaviour change? 

 

Comments from the survey and the general feedback referred to: 

• Support for promoting workplace behaviour change initiatives to other employers within 

Midlothian to build on the work done within the Council and with the public. 



• E-bike hire schemes, E-car sharing clubs and shuttle buses having the biggest potential impact on 

encouraging behaviour change and multi-modal journey uptake. 

• The importance of providing high-quality infrastructure as an important first step in 

encouraging/achieving behaviour change- supportive of our ambitions to deliver this. 

• Suggestions to provide more clarity on monitoring and evaluation to allow evaluation of the 

impact of initiatives 

• The requirement for greater clarity on funding availability  

 

Question 3. To what extent do you agree that the strategy and the route action plan described in 

Chapter 7 will help us to track the delivery of new active travel routes? 

 

General comments included: 

• Support for the timescale of the strategy and proposals to update the route action plan as needed 

• A suggestion to refresh the strategy every 2 years to reflect changes to the policy and funding 

landscape 

 

Question 4. To what extent do you agree that the strategy and the route action plan will allow you 

to walk, wheel or cycle more in your everyday life? 

 

Comments from the survey and general feedback included: 

• A consensus that the proposed routes/connections would make active travel a safer experience 

• Delivery of the proposed routes will result in an increase in active travel 

• Support for the removal of physical barriers where it can be done safely - to allow more people 

to take part in everyday active travel 

• A request for more clarity on how businesses could incorporate actions on a practical level 

• Support to work to best-practice standards for accessibility  

• Reference to the negative impacts that additional road building and road infrastructure projects 

could have on the benefits achieved through the Active Travel Strategy and route action plan 

 

Question 5. To what extent do you agree that the strategy addresses the future every-day journey 

needs of a growing and changing population? 

 

Comments from the survey and general feedback included: 

• A feeling that the strategy will act as a good first step to increasing active travel 

• Recognition of the focus on areas of population growth and the role the strategy will play in 

connecting new areas of growth to existing active travel infrastructure 

• The potential to see some transformational change as a result of the strategy  

• Support for sustainable transport input into the design and build of new housing layouts to allow 

for 20-minute neighbourhoods and less car dependence 

• Concerns over a lack of service provision near to new housing developments, leading to increased 

car dependence 

 

 



Question 6. To what extent do you agree that ‘On the Move Midlothian: Our Active Travel Strategy 

for Everyone’ addresses strategic policy challenges? 

Comments from the survey and general feedback included: 

• The need to address service provision around housing and population growth to better facilitate 

20-minute neighbourhoods and active travel 

• Requests for improved public transport close to housing to encourage less car dependence 

• Recognition of the positive impact that providing more people with the opportunity to walk, wheel 

and cycle more will have on climate, air quality, road safety and biodiversity 

• Recognition of the economic benefits achievable through improving opportunities for people to 

travel via cheaper active travel modes 

 

Question 7. How well do you feel the strategy and route action plan address the need for small scale 

local improvements? (this includes routes to school; removal of physical barriers; provision of 

dropped kerbs, junction and crossing improvements)? 

 

The City of Edinburgh Council were supportive of our approach to local neighbourhood improvements 

and open to collaboration on establishing a forum of volunteers and community groups to address 

maintenance issues. Support towards auditing the current active travel network was offered by Spokes. 

City of Edinburgh Council were also supportive of our aim to produce new design guidance, and willing 

to share learnings. 

 

Comments from the survey and general feedback included: 

• Recognition of the comprehensive nature of the plans and the benefits these will bring to existing 

users of the network 

• A suggestion to refresh the project pipeline/route action plan every 2 years to reflect changing 

drivers, policies and priorities 

• Support for actions to reduce car dependency around areas of new housing 

• Support for active travel improvements at major junctions 

• Support for the provision of direct routes to destinations 

• Support for the removal of chicane barriers on multi-user paths, unless this cannot be done safely 

• Support for auditing and maintenance of existing and new infrastructure 

 

Question 8. How well do you feel the strategy addresses the need for larger scale strategic 

connections (including villages to towns; towns to towns; cross-boundary journeys into other local 

authorities)? 

There was strong support from neighbouring local authorities to see these links delivered. Scottish 

Borders Council highlighted their willingness to work together to deliver a long-distance route from 

Peebles into Midlothian, recognising this as a high-priority route and the significant opportunities of 

linking Penicuik/Rosewell to Eddleston. East Lothian Council offered their support and commitment to 

collaborate on cross-boundary connections- with specific reference to areas around Shawfair, Queen 

Margaret University, Craighall and Cousland. Similarly, there was strong support from CEC to 

collaborate on cross-boundary routes, particularly at the A720 City Bypass boundary, in agreement 



that the A701 crossing at Straiton/Burdiehouse is of the highest priority. All local authorities indicated 

their eagerness and commitment to continuing discussions with MLC to ensure that the most 

appropriate route alignments can be delivered.   

Comments from the survey and general feedback included: 

• Support for the aims of the strategy and the proposed routes 
• The need for transparency and clarity on deliverability and funding availability  
• Suggestions to collaborate with other infrastructure projects, particularly district heating, to 

deliver large scale connections 
• Acknowledgement that cross-boundary routes and addressing major junctions at local authority 

boundaries is of very high importance to achieve a coherent network 
• Suggestions to prioritise strategic links in north Midlothian 
• Equal support for rural/off-road connections that will serve more of a recreational purpose 

 

Question 9. To what extent do you agree that we have developed a fair and sensible approach to 

prioritising routes? 

Comments from the survey and general feedback included: 

• Reference to the importance of community engagement on route development 

• Suggestions to collaborate more with public transport providers 

• Support for collaboration with planning colleagues on route development, to improve multi-modal 

journey provision 

• A suggestion to incorporate children’s play into new routes to make journeys more attractive to 

children.  

 

Q10 and Q11.  

Questions 10 and 11 asked for information on any routes that stakeholders would like to see 

introduced into the route action plan, that were not already included, along with any other comments. 

There was strong support for routes already included around the Roslin and Auchendinny areas in 

particular, and cross-boundary links to ensure a cohesive network across local authority boundaries 

and the A720 City Bypass. New routes included some smaller scale interventions, alternative 

alignments to those proposed, crossing provision and improvements to routes to schools. 

Additional comments were received flagging minor language corrections and updates to facts and 

figures contained throughout the document. 

 

4 Changes made to the draft ATS following consultation feedback 

The Active Travel Strategy and Route Action Plan have been updated in response to the feedback 

received through this consultation exercise. 

The Route Action Plan (Part 2.1) now provides more clarity on funding and deliverability of each 

project. This has been addressed through the addition of detail on the relevant stages of design and 

construction where funding has already been secured, and potential sources of funding that are 

currently being pursued for all routes identified as ‘very-high’ or ‘high’ priority.  The 10-year project 

pipeline has also now been included as Part 2. within the Strategy document- to provide clarity and 



timescales relating to the range of work that is planned, in addition to the Route Action Plan. This 

expands on the text within the Strategy, and covers timelines and delivery plans for behaviour change 

activities, and other programmes of work including the delivery of cycle storage, maintenance works, 

rural road improvements, multi-modal journey hubs and bench provision. Requests for more 

monitoring and evaluation of the Strategy and programmes of work have been addressed through 

revisions to the ‘Aims, objectives and Indicators’ section, which now includes greater detail on actions, 

sources of data, baseline data, targets, and methods of monitoring and evaluation. Both the ‘Aims, 

objectives and indicators’ section and the ‘10-year project pipeline’ include more detail on 

collaboration with public transport providers and workstreams that will help to address multi-modal 

journey options and public transport accessibility.  

A map of routes has been produced and will be made available and updated along with the Route 

Action Plan, taking on board community and consultation feedback at regular intervals throughout the 

lifetime of the Strategy, as projects progress and new work is planned. 

Routes identified in Q10 that are not already listed in the Action Plan have been recorded and 

investigated for feasibility. If not addressed by similar/alternative routes in this version of the Action 

Plan, they have been noted and will be introduced into the scoring matrix for prioritisation in the next 

update of the Route Action Plan. Routes that relate more specifically to travel to school and crossing 

provision, or smaller scale neighbourhood level interventions have been reported to our Schools Travel 

Planning and Roads Teams for consideration for TS Teir 1 level funding.  


