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Suggestions for Haringey Councillors 
Following Experiences in Waltham Forest 

 
 

WALTHAM FOREST STREETS FOR ALL supports the goals of increasing cycling, 
walking and public transport use and promoting cleaner vehicles. However our experience 
in Waltham Forest has been that the way the project has been implemented here has had 
many perverse consequences. We understand that the Royal Borough of Kingston, who 
also received MH funding, used it to introduce cycle routes with very little opposition from 
residents. We would suggest it might be useful for Haringey to meet with their opposite 
numbers in that borough also. 
 
CONSULTATION  

1. The LBWF bid was put together by a small group of passionate cyclists and 
Councillor Clyde Loakes (LBWF lead on Mini-Holland) without any discussion or 
assessment of other needs or possible perverse consequences. 

2. We would strongly recommend that Haringey consults widely BEFORE putting 
in any bids; especially with people with disabilities, pedestrians, small business 
owners, the emergency services and public transport users. 

3. Failure to do this in Waltham Forest resulted in massive opposition to the 
Council’s projects. We think it is fair to say the Mini Holland has divided 
Waltham Forest as Brexit has divided the nation. Abuse on social media and in 
real life became vicious from inception and sadly continues to the present. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

4. The Council did then proceed to consult residents, but having already designed 
and costed the proposed alterations to our borough and having employed 
officers to implement them they were naturally very reluctant to make any 
changes.    

5. There were numerous problems with the consultation process:- 

 

 
Email   infowfstreets4all@gmail.com 
Website  http://wfstreets4all.wixsite.com 
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• People were only consulted about their own immediate area 

• Questionnaires were full of leading questions 

• Questionnaires were only delivered for the head of household, not to 
everyone in a property 

• Lots of people, especially those living in blocks of flats, never received a 
consultation document. 

• Councillors who tried to get electronic copies for constituents who hadnt 
received a questionnaire were refused 

• Many people who attended meetings where there was strong opposition to 
many of the proposals were bewildered to see the meetings reported as in 
favour. 

• Questionnaire results were misleadingly analysed … so if people said they 
liked trees this was taken as a positive response to the whole project 

6. Residents became very angry about how little their views were taken into 
account, and sadly this has led to a situation where many people now oppose 
anything with the Mini-Holland label.  
 

ROAD CLOSURES 
1. Probably the most contentious aspect of Mini Holland in Waltham Forest has 

been the proposed closure of 72 residential roads in the borough. Residents 
have managed to stop a few of the road closures, but Cllr Loakes still sees 
these as an objective despite there being no evident benefit to pedestrians OR 
cyclists. 

2. Closing roads creates longer journeys thus wasting hours of valuable time for 
local residents, visitors and businesses. 

3. Longer journeys means more overall pollution in the borough.  
4. People with disabilities who have carers visit are reporting greatly increased 

delays to arrival times, and shorter time with the carers who have to go on to 
their next client 

5. Although closed roads may be quieter, adjoining roads are much noisier and 
more congested. The non-closed roads are not motorways, but are also 
residential streets with schools, doctors, shops etc where people have to walk 
and breathe in the additional exhaust. Several headteachers in Shernhall St 
(where there are 8 schools) complained about the problems for their pupils of 
having much more traffic on that street due to closures of side roads. 

6. Closing roads causes open roads to be much more congested. Idling engines 
cause much more pollution than free-flowing traffic 

7. Closing roads causes huge problems for emergency vehicles. Despite 
emergency-service concerns, most closed roads do not have movable barriers.  
Even if there are locked barriers extra time is needed to unlock them. Closed 
roads means ambulance, fire and police journeys take longer;  a few seconds 
can be a matter of life or death. Ambulances and police are often called in from 
other areas and do not know about the road closures. Satnavs are not up to 
date, but even where they are road closures mean longer journeys. Although 
senior emergency-service managers report that (average) response-time targets 
are being met, conversations on the ground with actual paramedics and 
firefighters tell a different story. WFS4A has a recording of ambulance drivers 
blaming MH road closures for arriving late to a stroke victim; he is still paralysed 
on one side – possibly an earlier arrival would have prevented that. Another 
paramedic told us “there is no doubt MH road closures have caused fatalities”. 
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8. Large vehicles ( bin lorries, delivery vans etc ) are having great difficulties 
manoeuvering around the borough, having to reverse long distances up narrow 
roads and hills etc. A woman was knocked down by a reversing refuse lorry in 
Eden Road and spent some days in hospital. 

9. Bus services are severely impacted; Walthamstow is known as Waltham-Stop 
amongst bus drivers. There are huge delays which TfL addresses by reducing 
provision eg the W12 and the 48. 
http://docs.wixstatic.com/ugd/10ac5f_b187fe52f2f84846bbe4557b926737b3.pdf 

10. Whenever there is an incident or accident now there are no side-roads for traffic 
to use where Mini Holland closures have occurred resulting in massive gridlock, 
which again impedes the work of first-responders. 
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11. The “VILLAGE” ie Orford Road used to be a bustling multi-cultural area. Since 
the road closures the Village is mainly populated by young white professionals 
recently moved into the area. However there are not enough of them to sustain 
businesses which no-one can drive to and where no-one can park. Takings are 
down 11%. Several restaurants are going to close. 

 
TAKING AWAY BUS LANES 

1. Bus Lanes which were long campaigned for are being removed to provide cycle 
lanes. This disadvantages the poor, the elderly, schoolchildren and all those who 
depend on public transport 

2. Removing bus lanes causes huge delays and makes using public transport much 
less desirable. It is likely that as many people turn to using cars as to using bikes 
to overcome this problem, and of course cyclists had already had the safety and 
convenience benefits of the bus lanes.  (It would have been better for everyone – 
and much cheaper and faster to implement – if the bus-lane operating hours had 
been extended to 24/7.) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
NARROWING ROADS 

1. Increases congestion as no-one can overtake especially if lorries are unloading 
2. Buses are delayed 
3. Emergency vehicles are delayed 
4. Fewer places to park, so motorists drive round and round increasing pollution and 

congestion 
 
SPEED HUMPS 

• We do not object to creating 20mph speed limits in residential areas 

• However there are scores of different ways to lower speeds;  education, chicanes, 
cameras, in car sensors, lights that turn red if limit is exceeded etc etc. 
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• Speed humps were expressly advised against in the Council’s own Access 
Guidelines as they cause a great deal of pain to many people with disabilities. 

• Speed humps cause delays to emergency vehicles 

• Speed humps prevent paramedics administering treatment in ambulance en route 
to hospital 

• HGVs going over speedhumps can cause structural damage to buildings especially 
for buildings on hills. 

• Some drivers see speed humps as a challenge and speed up between them 

• Scientists have demonstrated that speed humps increase pollution 
https://www.radarsign.com/speed-humps-accelerate-air-pollution  

 
SHARED SPACE 

• Transport for London’s Cycling and Pedestrian standards consistently warn about 
ensuring pedestrian safety. LBWF’s own Access Guidelines specifically prohibit 
having pedestrians share surfaces with cyclists. This is because cyclists pose a 
danger to young children, older people, people with sensory disabilities, people with 
learning difficulties, some people with mobility disabilities and anyone not paying 
attention (eg texting)  Cycling and pedestrian routes should always be kept 
segregated; as TfL’s third principle in their London Cycling Design Standards 
states: “Cyclists must be treated as vehicles, not as pedestrians”. 

• Access Guidelines also advise against so called blended or Copenhagen crossings. 
These pose danger to the same groups from cyclists AND cars. It is totally unclear 
now where the pavement ends. It is no longer possible to teach children to “stop at 
the kerb”. Guide dogs do not know where it is safe to wait or cross. 

• Creating these crossings apart from being extremely expensive, unnecessary and 
disruptive DIScourages walking. Encouraging walking was one of the key aims of 
MH. 

• LBWF has been told about the report of Lord Holmes   
http://docs.wixstatic.com/ugd/10ac5f_cb98af1d68e54247bec64179cc2340af.pdf   
the report of the Women and Equalities Committee 
http://docs.wixstatic.com/ugd/10ac5f_3cc7ecfa16084d37af7dab3d7ef58024.pdf and 
the recent DPTAC report https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/dptacs-
position-on-shared-space/dptac-position-on-shared-space  However they continue 
to construct Copenhagen crossings and shared spaces with public money 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



6 
 

• Introducing shared spaces in parts of the borough has led to a climate where some 
cyclists feel they can cycle wherever they want; people are constantly cycling on 
pavements to the distress and alarm of many of our most vulnerable residents. The 
Highway Code says this is illegal but no attempt is made to stop this by LBWF. 

 
TAKING PEDESTRIAN SPACE TO CREATE CYCLE ROUTES. 

• Access Guidelines state that pedestrian routes should ideally be 2m wide clearways 
and as a minimum 1.5m. Taking space from pavements to create cycle routes 
means problems for people using buggies or shopping trolleys, people needing to 
hold hands of young children or older people etc 

• Mini-Holland has turned a safe pedestrian alley where cyclists had to dismount into 
a dangerous cycle track, and one that is now also easily usable by motor-bikes. 
(Howard Rd / Aubrey Rd) 

• Even where pedestrian space has been removed to create cycle lanes it is normal 
to see cyclists travelling along the remaining pavement instead of using the cycle 
lanes that have been provided for them. 

 
RESTRICTING PARKING 

• Causes huge inconvenience to residents; prevents them using independent shops, 
visiting friends and relations, having people visit them, visiting entertainment and 
community venues etc 

• Several small businesses have closed as a result of Mini Holland. 
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• Only the large entertainment venues and the supermarkets who have their own car 
parks are immune 

• Motorists looking for parking spaces drive round and round causing more pollution 
and congestion 

 
LACK OF VISION 

• All kinds of non-polluting alternatives are on the horizon for vehicles; electric cars 
etc. Think how far £30mn could have gone in purchasing a fleet of electric cars for 
residents to hire. 
 

REPORTING ON MINI-HOLLAND OUTCOMES 

• Of course all Local Authorities and others want to emphasise the positives of what 
they have delivered, but we feel that LBWF has generally gone over from putting a 
positive spin to actual misrepresentation. 

• The Review that the Council itself did of Mini Holland works in The Village (around 
Orford Rd) was checked and analysed by Steve Lowe, one of our Committee 
members, an ex transport planner and a committed cyclist. You can read his 
analysis here 
http://docs.wixstatic.com/ugd/10ac5f_6790cc35baf34ec4a303cb95dcbc02c7.pdf 
(One example from that document; LBWF claimed that only 1.7% of residents in 
that area would scrap the scheme and revert back to the former layout, but failed to 
mention that, while only 9% saw road closures as the most beneficial feature of 
Mini-Holland in the Village, 49% thought that the road closures were not beneficial.) 

• LBWF commissioned Kings College to analyse the benefits of their Mini Holland 
scheme, and in consequence have claimed that Waltham Forest 5 year olds will live 
longer. However LBWF seem to have only provided data about the closed roads, 
and not the adjoining roads where the Council’s own figures show consequent 
increase in traffic. WFS4A is in correspondence with Kings about this omission. You 
can read our concerns here 
http://docs.wixstatic.com/ugd/10ac5f_9f085bf203a74c97966f36e13644c814.pdf 
 
 

Sadly LBWF has not been prepared to listen to the concerns of the majority of their 
residents. We hope that Haringey Councillors will take a different approach in order to 
avoid the major dis-improvements that Mini Holland has made here in Waltham Forest. 
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Waltham Forest Streets for All 
commits to the following positions on transport in the borough 

 
1. HEALTH 

We support investment in electric / green vehicles to reduce dangerous air pollution. 
We support the encouragement for those who are able to walk and cycle where safe 
infrastructure has been provided. We support facilitating rapid response vehicles and 
carers to be able to attend patients without being delayed by road closures. 
  

2. ROAD CLOSURES 
We are totally opposed to road closures which cause serious and potentially fatal 
delays to emergency vehicles, impact severely on small businesses and delay carers 
and others who need to make important journeys around the borough. Road closures 
force traffic onto fewer roads thus increasing pollution through longer journeys and 
idling engines. 
  

3. SPEED RESTRICTIONS 
We are opposed to speed humps which delay emergency vehicles and cause pain to 
many people with disabilities. We support technologies that enforce speed limits such 
as CCTV 
  

4. PEDESTRIANS 
We support physically segregated routes for pedestrians that conform to the Council’s 
Access Guidelines in terms of width and positioning of street furniture. We totally 
oppose shared space and blended crossings which are dangerous for all pedestrians, 
but especially those with physical, sensory or learning disabilities and children. 
  

5. CYCLING 
We support increasing safety for cyclists by provision of physically segregated cycle 
routes so long as this does not reduce pavement widths or involve the removal of bus 
lanes. We support the demands for cyclists to be registered and to have insurance. 
  

6. BUSES 
We support the provision of bus lanes and the phasing out of polluting vehicles. We 
oppose “floating bus-stops” which put pedestrians at risk. 

 


