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Consultation Questionnaire 



A34 Perry Barr Highway Improvement 
Scheme Consultation Questionnaire 

If you are able to access the internet, please respond to this consultation 
using the online survey at: 
www.birminghambeheard.org.uk/economy/a34perrybarr. 

If you do not have internet access, please complete this paper form and place it in the box 
provided or post it (no stamp required) to: 

A34 Perry Barr Highway Consultation 
Transportation & Connectivity 
FREEPOST NEA14876 
PO BOX 37 
Birmingham 
B4 7BR 

 

Your responses will be used solely for this consultation and will be kept confidential. Any 

comments used will be kept anonymous and individuals will not be identified. Your personal data 

will be held by Birmingham City Council as the data controller and by Pell Frischmann Consultants 

Ltd as data processors. Personal data will not be shared with any other organisation. This survey is 

being conducted in accordance with the Data Protection Act 2018 and General Data Protection 

Regulations (GDPR) and if you would like to know more about our Data Protection Policy please 

visit www.birmingham.gov.uk/privacy. 

By filling out the survey you are giving permission for Birmingham City Council to use the data for 
the purposes outlined above. 

Introduction 

Perry Barr will see unprecedented change over the coming years thanks to more than 

£500m of investment into the area. This regeneration will deliver new homes, improvements 

to public transport, walking and cycling routes, new community facilities and high-quality 

public spaces. 

In order to help with the regeneration of Perry Barr, highway improvement works need to be 
undertaken. To open up the heart of Perry Barr and make the area more accessible by sustainable 
forms of transport, we plan to redesign the roads between the Greyhound Stadium and Aston 
Lane/Wellington Road. 

This questionnaire aims to seek your views on the proposed A34 Perry Barr Highway 
Improvements.  
 

About you 

1. Which of the following apply to you? Please tick all that apply. 

 I live or work in Perry Barr or the local 

area  

 I represent a business/ organisation in 

Perry Barr or the local area 

 I travel through Perry Barr for 

work/leisure 

 Other 

http://www.birminghambeheard.org.uk/economy/a34perrybarr
http://www.birmingham.gov.uk/privacy


 

Please specify if ‘Other’        

Business/ Organisation name (if applicable)        

2. What is your home postcode?       

This helps us see whether people in different areas of the city have different views 

The proposed scheme area for the A34 Perry Barr Highway Improvement Scheme is shown below: 

3. What mode of transport do you typically use when travelling to/ from/ through the 
proposed scheme area? Please tick one box. 

 Car   Van (LGV)/ Lorry (HGV)  Bus/ Coach 
 Train  Taxi/ Private hire vehicle  Motorcycle/ Moped 
Walk  Cycle  Other 

Please specify if ‘Other’        

4. How often do you undertake a trip that starts or finishes in the proposed scheme area? 
Please tick one box. 

 5 or more days per week  3 or 4 days per week  1 or 2 days per week 
 1 or 2 days per month  Less often than 1 day per month  Never 

5. How often do you travel through the proposed scheme area? Please tick one box. 

 5 or more days per week  3 or 4 days per week  1 or 2 days per week 
 1 or 2 days per month  Less often than 1 day per month  Never 

6. When travelling to/from/through the proposed scheme area, what time of day do you 
usually travel? Please tick all that apply. 



 Morning Peak (07:30-09:30)  Evening Peak (16:00-18:00) 
 Off Peak (all other times of day)  Weekends 

7. When travelling through the proposed scheme area, typically what is the purpose of 
your trip? Please tick one box. 

 Business  Commuting  Leisure/ Shopping  
 Education or study  Personal Business (inc: doctors, dentist etc.)  Other 

 

Proposals 
The following questions will seek your feedback on: 

a) Changes to the road layout at the A34 Walsall Road/ A453 Aldridge Road junction including 
the removal of the A34 flyover 

b) Replacement of the A34/ A4040 Aston Lane/ Wellington Road roundabout and pedestrian 
subways to a crossroads with traffic lights and pedestrian crossings 

c) A34 cycle route extension from Heathfield Road to Perry Barr Centre 

a) Changes to the road layout at the A34/ A453 junction including the removal of the 
A34 flyover 

As a part of the new housing development, for which planning consent was granted in December 
2018, a 200m section of Aldridge Road (A453) is to be closed to general traffic. This area will 
become a new public space with high quality pedestrian, cycle and bus facilities. 

As a result of this closure, the layout of the A34 Walsall Road/ A453 Aldridge Road junction needs 
to be changed. Following detailed traffic modelling a new layout that included the removal of the 
Perry Barr flyover was proposed. Traffic will be put onto a dual carriageway at ground level; this 
means that you will be able to see across the A34 between One Stop Shopping Centre and the 
new housing development, and the area will feel more open and easier to walk around. There will 
be footways on both sides of the road, linked by signalised crossings for both pedestrians and 
cyclists. 

An extension of the existing A34 cycle route from Heathfield Lane will connect Perry Barr and One 
Stop Shopping Centre to Birmingham City Centre. 

In addition to cycle facility improvements there will also be improvements to bus facilities. Bus 
lanes will be added on the A34 which will provide priority for existing buses as well as the future 
Sprint buses. 



 

Proposed view across A34 Birchfield Road to One Stop Shopping Centre – the A34 flyover has been 
removed and a new junction is proposed with a controlled crossing across the A34. A bus lane and cycle 
route will be introduced on the southbound side of the carriageway. 

8. To what extent do you support the following? 

 
Please use the box below to explain the reasoning behind your choices. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

b) Replacement of the of A34/ A4040 Birchfield roundabout 

 Support Partially 
support 

Neither 
support nor do 

not support 

Do not 
support 

No opinion/ 
don’t know 

The proposed changes to the 
A34 Walsall Road/ A453 
Aldridge Road junction layout. 

     

The proposed pedestrian and 
cycle measures.      

The proposed public transport 
measures.      

The proposed public space 
measures.      

 



b) Replacement of the A34/ A4040 Birchfield roundabout 

The roundabout will be replaced with a signalised crossroad junction. The current pedestrian 
subway/ footbridge arrangement will be removed and signalised pedestrian and cycle crossings 
will be provided on each of the arms of the junction at ground level. The current underpass for all 
traffic is to remain. A segregated cycle track will be provided through the junction on the eastern 
side of the A34. 

 

Proposed view of A34 Birchfield Road/ Aston Lane/ Wellington Road junction looking north – The existing 
Birchfield roundabout has been changed to a crossroads with traffic lights. The pedestrian subway has been 
removed and pedestrian and cyclist crossings have been introduced at ground level. 

9. To what extent do you support the following? 

 Support Partially 
support 

Neither 
support or do 
not support 

Do not 
support 

No opinion/ 
don’t know 

The proposed A34/ A4040 
junction layout changes, 
including the change from a 
roundabout to a signalised 
junction. 

     

The proposed pedestrian and 
cycling measures.      

The proposed public space 
measures.      

Please use the box below to explain the reasoning behind your choices. 

 



c) A34 cycle route extension 

As part of this scheme the A34 cycle route will be extended from Heathfield Road to Perry Barr 
Centre, the new housing development and One Stop Shopping Centre. The proposed cycle route 
on the eastern side of the A34 comprises of both segregated and shared use sections of cycle 
infrastructure. Shared pedestrian and cyclist toucan crossings have also been provided on the east 
side of the A34/ A4040 junction. 

 

Proposed view of new cycle route on Aldridge Road past the new housing development. 

10. To what extent do you support the A34 cycle route extension? 

Support Partially support Neither support or 
do not support 

Do not support No opinion / 
don’t know 

     

Please use the box below to explain the reasoning behind your choices. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



About this consultation 

11. Do you feel that the information provided has enabled you to make an informed 
comment on the proposals? 

 Yes  No  Don’t know 
 

 

 If you would like to receive email updates on the Perry Barr Regeneration, including the A34 Perry Barr 

Highway Improvement Scheme from Birmingham City Council or Perry Barr Travel Updates from Transport 

for West Midlands, please opt in by providing your email address and ticking the relevant box(es) below. 

 

 

Perry Barr Regeneration Updates – Birmingham City Council –  
Birmingham City Council will hold your contact information 
 
Perry Barr Travel Updates – Transport for West Midlands –  
Transport for West Midlands and Birmingham City Council will  
hold your contact information 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

12. What additional information would have helped you to comment on the proposals? 

Email address: 

 

 

Yes, I would like to 

receive updates on 

the following:  



About you 
These optional questions help us to check we are engaging with everyone in the community. 

13. Age: which age group applies to you? 

 0-4  18-19  35-39  55-59  75-79 

 5-9  20-24  40-44  60-64  80-84 

 10-14  25-29  45-49  65-69  85+ 

 15-17  30-34  50-54  70-74  Prefer not to say 

14. Do you have any children under 18 in your household? 

 Yes  No  Prefer not to say 

15. Sex/gender: what is your sex? 

 Male  Female  Prefer not to say 

16. Disability: Do you have any physical or mental health conditions or illnesses lasting or 
expected to last for 12 months or more? 

 Yes  No  Prefer not to say 

17. Ethnicity: what is your ethnic group? 

 White: English/Welsh/Scottish/Northern Irish/British 

 Other white background (please specify)         

 Mixed/multiple ethnic groups 

 Asian/Asian British 

 Black African/Caribbean/Black British 

 Other ethnic group (please specify)          

 Prefer not to say 

18. Sexual orientation: what is your sexual orientation? 

 Bisexual  Gay or lesbian  Heterosexual or straight  Other  Prefer not to say 

19. Religion: What is your religion or belief? 
 No religion  Christian (including Church of England, Catholic, 

      Protestant, and all other Christian denominators) 

 Buddhist  Hindu 

 Jewish  Muslim 

 Sikh  Any other religion (please specify)       
 Prefer not to say  
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Andy Street, Mayor of West Midlands response 



 
 

 
West Midlands Combined Authority, 16 Summer Lane, Birmingham, B19 3SD 

Tel: 0345 303 6760  wmca.org.uk 
 

 
 
 
Councillor Ian Ward 
Leader, Birmingham City Council 
Council House 
Victoria Square 
Birmingham 
B1 1BB 
 

14 June 2019 
 
Re: Perry Barry Flyover and Commonwealth Games Regeneration 
  
Dear Ian 
 
When we spoke on Monday I said I would write explaining the serious concerns I have 
about the proposed plans to take down the Perry Barr flyover, their impact on 
communities in the West Midlands, and on our ability to deliver a world-class 
Commonwealth Games. These concerns have led me to oppose the removal of the 
Perry Barr Flyover.  
 
I should reiterate my full support for the objective of regenerating the Perry Barr area 
of the city as part of Birmingham’s hosting of the Commonwealth Games. Indeed we 
have worked well together on the successful Housing Infrastructure Fund bid which 
provided £165 million from Government towards the Athlete’s Village. It was great to 
join you on site for the start of construction.  
 
However, I have a number of concerns with the proposed removal of the Perry Barr 
Flyover which are set out below: 
  
Substantial Traffic Disruption in the Run Up to the Games 
The A34 is a critical route into and out of Birmingham and is a part of the Key Route 
Network. It is used not only by people from Perry Barr, Sutton Coldfield and North 
Birmingham, but also by people from Walsall and Sandwell, and further afield.  
 
The disruption which would be caused by the removal of the Flyover will cause 
significant congestion on the A34 itself and on the roads which connect to it. In 
particular the cumulative impact of the construction work in the Perry Barr area (the 
Athlete’s Village, the Alexander Stadium, the rail station, the regeneration around the 
station and the public realm) will have severe consequences for the traffic flow in the 
area during the construction phase. 
 
In addition to commuters, around 1,000 HGVs currently use this route per day, and 
the traffic disruption will be damaging to businesses who use this route for freight into 
and out of the city. 
 
Given the importance of retaining the support of the community in the West Midlands 
for the Commonwealth Games, and the support of the local community for both the  



 
 

 
West Midlands Combined Authority, 16 Summer Lane, Birmingham, B19 3SD 

Tel: 0345 303 6760  wmca.org.uk 
 

 
 
 
Games and the broader regeneration of Perry Barr, the congestion caused by the 
removal of the Flyover would most probably be very damaging.  
  
No Long-Term Congestion Improvement 
Even when the removal of the Flyover and the associated construction works are 
complete there will be increased congestion along the A34. The AECOM Vissim traffic 
modelling in Appendix E of the Birmingham City Council Cabinet Report of 12 
February 2019 shows that there will be increases in journey times around Perry Barr. 
Therefore, there is no clear justification for removing the Flyover on the basis of 
improving traffic flows in the long term. 
  
Our Ability to Deliver the Games on Time 
As you know better than anyone, as a city and a region, we are facing a very 
challenging timeline to deliver all of the venues and infrastructure for the 
Commonwealth Games. We have an overall budget for the Games which we need to 
meet, and we have brilliant but very busy teams who are working on these projects. 
 
My personal view is that we should not be proceeding with projects for the Games 
unless they are essential to deliver the Games, given the tight timeline we face. I do 
not believe the removal of the Perry Barr Flyover is strictly necessary to deliver a world-
class Commonwealth Games. Therefore to reduce the risk to the overall Games 
delivery, my view is that we should not proceed with it. 
  
Implications for Sprint 
Given our shared determination to invest in public transport I have been keen to 
understand any implications for Sprint. Transport for West Midlands have advised that 
it is possible to proceed with the A34 Sprint project with or without the removal of the 
Flyover.  
  
A Remodelled Flyover  
I believe that the public realm and ‘feel’ of the area from Perry Barr rail station through 
to Alexander Stadium can be transformed without the removal of the Flyover. 
Therefore I am supportive of remodelling work and new public realm such as the 
capping of the underpass, and work on the facades and appearance of the Flyover. I 
hope that we can consider options to incorporate green infrastructure and nature into 
the designs. Indeed I would expect that this approach would be less expensive than 
the current proposal.  
  
Conclusion 
The transformation of Perry Barr is a key pillar in the legacy of the Commonwealth 
Games. I strongly support the proposed investments in the area. Transport for West 
Midlands and the West Midlands Rail Executive are working to deliver a new rail 
station at Perry Barr and the Sprint route on the A34 in time for the Games. And the 
WMCA Housing and Land team have been instrumental in advancing the case for the 
Athlete’s Village. 
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You can be assured of my ongoing support for the regeneration of the Perry Barr area, 
and I will work with you to mitigate the impact on residents in the run up to the Games. 
However I would urge you to reconsider the removal of the flyover and take the case 
I have laid out into account in your public consultation.  
 
Yours sincerely 

 
 
Andy Street  
Mayor of the West Midlands 
 
 
CC: 
Councillor Waseem Zaffar, Cabinet Member for Transport and Environment, 
Birmingham City Council 
Dawn Baxendale, Chief Executive, Birmingham City Council 
Waheed Nazir, Director of Planning and Regeneration, Birmingham City Council 
Laura Shoaf, Managing Director, Transport for West Midlands 
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Conservative Party response 



A34 Perry Barr Highway Improvement Scheme – Conservative Group 

Consultation Response  

 

The Conservative Group strongly objects to the proposals to remove the Perry Barr 

flyover as part of these plans, they are unnecessary and risky and will have only very 

limited benefit for some road users whilst making it significantly worse for others. We 

believe that the council should listen to the residents and businesses in the area and 

abandon this scheme immediately, focussing attention instead on measures such as 

green infrastructure on and under the flyover to improve air quality.  

 The Commonwealth Games in 2022 offers an enormous opportunity for Perry Barr 

and the rest of the City, with three-quarters of a billion pounds of investment from 

central government. But it carries with it significant risks, particularly given the 

compressed timescales to which we are working. In these circumstances attempting 

to deliver another large scale infrastructure project in the area of the Games, 

alongside the work that is actually necessary, adds a layer of risk that is as unwise 

as it is unnecessary. It will only take a small delay in construction to severely 

threaten the deliverability of the Games and images being beamed around the world 

of athletes and spectators being unable to access the stadium because the council 

decided to remove a key part of its highways infrastructure against the tide of public 

opinion would be severely damaging to the reputation of the city. The risk to the 

Games, should be reason enough in itself to cancel the project.  

The weight of public opinion against the proposals also risks jeopardising the key 

legacy of the Games that will come through public engagement. The feeling that this 

proposal is being pushed through against their wishes is already souring what should 

be positive experience for the people of Perry Barr and entrenching the view of the 

council as having a high-handed ‘we know best’ attitude. It has already been shown 

that the removal of the flyover is not a necessary part of the Games delivery but by 

incorporating it into the overall messaging of the Games, and then telling the people 

of Perry Barr they should just be grateful for the investment demonstrates a lack of 

respect for their legitimate concerns about this one project and undermines 

confidence in the wider developments. 

If the removal of the fly-over was backed up by genuine evidence of improvements to 

moving people around the city then it may have been justified – though there would 

still be a compelling argument for waiting until after 2022. However modelling 

suggests only very modest improvements to timings for bus services and will actually 

substantially increase congestion (and thus air pollution) for car users. The level of 

disruption it will cause during demolition and construction is entirely out of proportion 

with the minimal improvements to bus journeys and negative impact on car journeys 

and so when this is set alongside the risks mentioned above, and the large financial 

costs of the scheme the arguments against it as so strong as to belie belief that the 



council has progressed it as soon as it has and it is abundantly clear that it should be 

cancelled immediately.  

Some of the capital investment earmarked for this scheme should instead be used to 

improve the fly-over itself, including investing in green infrastructure on and around 

the flyover. This should include creating vertical gardens on the supporting columns, 

such as that achieved on a much bigger scale on the Via Verde in Mexico City, this 

would improve the appearance of the fly over whilst also helping to removed NO2 

and particulate matter from the air and improving acoustic isolation. This can be 

achieved in much shorter time frames, at much lower costs and at much lower risk 

than removing the flyover, leaving time and capital to invest in further improvements 

along a wider stretch of the A34, particularly at pollution hotspots.  

 

Councillor Robert Alden 

Conservative Group Leader 

Councillor Timothy Huxtable 

Shadow Cabinet Member for Transport 

and Environment 
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Annex 3G - Push Bikes response 

Following the completion of the cycle track from the city center along the A34 to Heathfield 
Road, many people asked when the route would be completed by taking it through Perry 
Barr. The plans for that extension have now been released as part of the redevelopment of 
Perry Barr center with the preparations for the Commonwealth Games in 2022. The logic for 
this was good - the initial Birmingham Cycle Revolution money could be focused on 
delivering a high quality route up to Heathfield Road, and with the removal of the Perry Barr 
flyover later on, more space would be found for fitting in a wide high quality cycle track. In 
addition, it is cheaper to fit in cycle infrastructure when the whole road is being redeveloped. 
The downside of developing the plans later on, however, is that the plans that have been 
released have fallen back from the high level of ambition the first section has. Yet again, we 
will need to push Birmingham City Council to raise their ambitions and deliver high quality 
cycle infrastructure that everyone will want to cycle on. 

The consultation can be found on the Birmingham BeHeard website, and closes on the 19th 
July 2019. 

Edited: We have created an editable quick response to the consultation that focuses only on 
asking for the plans to match the same standards at side roads and main junctions as the 
two existing cycle tracks. The form will send an email to Birmingham City Council to let them 
know that you want them to be more ambitious. Link to quick response. 

Push Bikes' ambitions for cycle infrastructure: 

We want Birmingham to have cycle infrastructure that everyone from 5 to 99 years old feels 
comfortable cycling on, and which provides a journey time comparable to cycling along the 
general carriageway. This means we want to have: 

 Protected, segregated space for cycles at major junctions. 
 Separate space for cycles and walking at all junctions. 
 Continuity for cycle tracks across side roads. 

If cycle infrastructure does not meet these requirements, we will have a two-tier cycle 
infrastructure where the less confident cycle users will take the slow route along disjointed 
cycle infrastructure, while confident faster cycle users will cycle on the general carriageway 
and bus lanes. This would create confusion among all road users and encourages hostility 
while discouraging cycling. 

Overview: 

The plans do not meet our ambitions. This is very disappointing because the designs for the 
cycle track from the city center to Heathfield Road represent current best practice in the UK. 
If the new plans are implemented, it will be an embarrassing step backwards when cities like 
London and Manchester continue to improve their level of ambition. Both Birmingham City 
Council and the West Midlands Combined Authority have stated policy that they want to 
deliver cycle infrastructure that is among the best in the UK - these proposals do not meet 
that policy. With the Commonwealth Games coming to Birmingham in 2022, there will be 
high volumes of spectators using public transport and then walking to get to the venues. We 
hope that there will also be many people choosing to cycle to avoid traffic jams and to ease 
some of the pressure on trains and buses. The world will be looking at Birmingham, and we 
need to be showcasing cycle infrastructure that is fit for purpose and does not create issues 
for people cycling on it or spectators trying to get around the city. 

At major junctions, we want to see cycle tracks continue straight across, to provide cycle 
users a direct and attractive route. We have junctions just like that in Birmingham at: The 

https://www.birminghambeheard.org.uk/economy/a34perrybarr/
http://www.pushbikes.org.uk/perry-barr
http://www.pushbikes.org.uk/perry-barr
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Lozells Road junction; the Newbury Road junction; the Newtown Middleway junction; the 
Belgrave Middleway junction with Bristol Road; the Priory Road junction;the Edgbaston 
Road junction. There is no reason why the new plans cannot deliver a similar experience. 

At side roads, we also want to see cycle tracks continue straight across. On the existing A34 
route, we have that on the following side roads: Vesey Street; Price Street; Princip Street; 
Lower Tower Street; Johnstone Street; Wilson Road. At Cecil Street and Milton Street, we 
have a new style of zebra crossing, where cycles have a segregated space next to the 
pedestrian section of the zebra crossing. The new plans seem to show give-way markings at 
each side road, which will impact on the speed of people cycling along those routes and 
provide a significant time delay. My main concern is that we need to have consistency in 
what happens when cycle tracks meet side roads, so that people become used to one style 
and understand how to behave. It is foolish to install continuous cycle track for half of the 
route and then for the second half have the cycle track stop at each side road. 

For bus stops and crossings, we want to see continuous cycle tracks, rather than the cycle 
tracks end and shared-use pavements used. We believe that by keeping cycle tracks 
continuous, people who are walking can see clearly where cycles will go. This should 
increase their comfort levels, as they know where to stand or walk without worrying about 
being hit by a cycle. Because cycle users travel more slowly than cars, averaging between 
10 and 15 mph on the flat, it is easier to cross even 3 metre wide cycle tracks. For people 
who are cycling, keeping the cycle track continuous means that they also can better predict 
where people will be walking, and also they will find that the cycle track is generally clear of 
people standing and waiting. There is a more direct clear route open than with shared use 
pavements, where people waiting for a crossing or a bus will be dotted across the pavement. 
In areas with a high pedestrian footfall, this is especially important because a crowded 
shared use pavement can result in a cycle user having to slow down to a walking pace or 
even having to get off and push past people waiting. 

With toucan crossings, we want to see a continuous, segregated, cycle track wherever 
possible. At a couple of points along the route, the cycle track becomes shared use 
pavement, so that people cycling and walking can all be taken across the same space on a 
toucan crossing. The problem with this is that people on a cycle can cross roads much faster 
than people walking, but are far less agile at turning left or right either end of a crossing. 
While going over a crossing, the people who are walking hold up the people who are cycling, 
but at either end of the crossing, the people cycling present a problem for people who are 
walking and turning left or right. The design of a crossing should enable people to get over 
and off the road as smoothly and quickly as possible, but combining walking and cycling 
modes impedes this. When cycling and walking are separated, people who are cycling can 
cross much faster, and so a greater volume of cycle users can get across in one phase, 
while the people who are walking feel more comfortable and don't have to worry about 
cycles at either end. 

Detailed comments: 

Heathfield Road junction: 

The shared use pavement just beyond this junction is currently unavoidable because of the 
space restrictions between the general carriageway, which is constrained by the edge of the 
flyover, and the property boundaries of the houses. But it is worth adding that this "lack of 
space" issue arises only because of the perceived need for eight lanes of motor traffic. The 
existing pedestrian crossings, however, are too narrow to carry substantial flows of cycle 
users. Moreover, with four toucan crossings to be negotiated just to continue along the 
cycleway, cycle users will be delayed unacceptably. If there is a two minute delay at each 
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one, that will mean it will take cycle users eight minutes to travel just a few metres. This is 
completely unreasonable. Also, the island between the motor traffic turning right into Trinity 
Road and the motor traffic travelling down the A34 towards the city centre is very narrow. It 
is too small to provide space for bikes to stop between phases, especially any longer cargo 
bikes or tandems. A diagonal crossing for cycles to the corner with Holy Trinity church could 
be used to take them across when the right turning motor traffic has their green phase, 
which would provide a crossing segregated in time from the general motor traffic and 
segregated in space from the pedestrians. 

Canterbury Road junction: 

The shared use pavement on the approach to this junction is unavoidable because of the 
existing pedestrian underpass. We have been told that there is not a high level of pedestrian 
footfall here, so a section of shared use pavement may be an acceptable compromise. At 
the junction itself, it is important that the cycle track and the pedestrians have priority over 
the side road. The cycle track should start before the junction and be continuous across it. 
Cars turning into and out of Canterbury Road can get out of the way of motor traffic travelling 
along the A34 because of the bus lane, so there is space for them to stop and give way for 
cycles. This would inconvenience buses at most by a few seconds, but would provide a very 
valuable continuity to the cycle track to encourage more people to use it, rather than the bus 
lane itself. More people cycling in the bus lane will create more delays to buses than a few 
seconds delay due to cars giving way at this junction. 

The Broadway and Bragg Road junctions: 

These junctions also need to have continuous cycle tracks and pavements. At The 
Broadway especially, there is ample space to provide stopping space for motor traffic just off 
the main road, so that they can safely give way to cycles and people walking. If Bragg Road 
is not thought to have enough space for that, then it should be closed off in the same way 
that Thornbury Road is, or turned into a one-way exit onto the main road. By stopping motor 
traffic turning into Bragg Road, cycle users and pedestrians could cross more easily and 
there would be less delay for buses. 

A4040 and A34 junction: 

This junction is being changed from a roundabout to a signalised crossroads. The central 
part of the roundabout, which currently has pedestrian subways and an open view of the 
motor traffic underpass, will be covered over, to provide space for motor traffic to drive 
across. The current plans show the cycle track stopping and cycle users being forced to use 
shared space pavements and staggered toucan crossings. It is clear that the row of buildings 
where Barclays Bank is on the corner is going to be demolished, as the current pavement is 
not wide enough to provide space for the cycle track and pavement show on the plans. It 
should be possible to take a little more space to enable the cycle track to continue 
continuously across this junction on the same phase as an all-green for pedestrian 
crossings. The Ranty Highwayman blog, written by a British traffic engineer, has some 
designs that could be adapted for this situation, Floating crosses and free left turns. If cycle 
users have to share a staggered toucan crossing, many cycle users simply will refuse to use 
the cycle track and will instead keep on cycling on the main road in the bus lanes, impacting 
on bus times. 

In addition, it is very important that future cycle tracks are considered. The A4040 will need 
to have cycle tracks alongside it in the future as part of the network of cycle routes being 
planned out in the Local Cycling and Walking Investment Plan. The current plans for this 
junction do not consider how cycle users can smoothly and safely reach all four arms of this 

https://therantyhighwayman.blogspot.com/2014/07/traffic-signal-pie-third-slice-floating.html
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junction. At the Bristol Road / Priory Road junction, part of the junction will be dug up again 
in a few months time to accommodate a new cycle track going along Priory Road. We ought 
to be designing major junctions from the very start to accommodate future cycle tracks, to 
avoid expensive retrofitting, as noted in the West Midlands Combined Authority cycle 
charter. Let's get the junction right now, when it is cheap and easy to install. 

Aldridge Road junction: 

At this junction, there will only be buses exiting Aldridge Road, yet the plans show the cycle 
track stopping for a shared-use crossing. This is a very poor design. The cycle track should 
be continuous across the junction, with a t-junction for the cycle track going up along 
Aldridge Road. The pedestrian pavement should have an uncontrolled crossing of the cycle 
track, and then continue up between Aldridge Road and the cycle track to reach the bus 
stops. After the bus stops, there can be a crossing back to the back of the pavement. This is 
such a simple junction, there should be no problems in getting this right and giving good 
continuity to the cycle tracks. 

Toucan crossing in front of the One Stop Shopping Centre: 

This staggered crossing will be uncomfortable for people walking and cycling to share 
together, especially as this is an area which will have a high volume of pedestrian traffic. As 
there are eight traffic lanes to cross, it may not be possible to provide a single phase cycle 
crossing separate to the pedestrian crossing, and so the crossings should be widened to 
maximise volume. Additionally, it would be 
better if the cycleway on the Aldridge 
Road was curved in towards the crossing, 
so it meets the crossing normal to the 
kerb, eliminating the need for cycle users 
to rotate through ninety degrees at the 
crossing. This would also allow the 
cycleway to cross the bus lane at ninety 
degrees, giving better sight-lines, and 
make a more direct route for people 
heading between the shopping centre and 
the Aldridge Road. 

To ease pressure on the cycle track, it 
would be good to continue the cycle track 
along the east side of Walsall Road to the junction in front of the Greyhound Stadium. At that 
junction, a single phase across to the triangular traffic island can be provided, to coincide 
with the green phase for the south-bound traffic on Walsall Road. There can then be an on-
demand crossing on the left-turn lane and the cycle track continued up along to the junction 
with Cliveden Avenue at least. This would provide a cycle track that would accommodate 
cycle users travelling south down Walsall Road, to bypass the busy front of the One Stop 
Shopping Centre, and provide more cycle routes around this complex junction. 

Birchfield Road junction next to the River Tame: 

This area will have a high volume of pedestrians, so it is important that cycle users have a 
segregated crossing away from people walking. The cycle track needs to be continuous 
across this junction, to provide an attractive route that everyone will want to cycle on. The 
current proposal is for an on-demand straight across toucan crossing, so providing a parallel 
cycle track would not impact on the signal timings here. With no pedestrian crossings to the 
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east side of this junction, there is no reason why a separate cycle track can not be provided 
here. 

Aldridge Road junction outside the Greyhound Stadium: 

The plans as they stand remove existing pedestrian crossings here. It is not acceptable to 
substantially increase the distance and time it would take for people to get across this road, 
and with the wide central reservation, people will cross here regardless of whether there are 
safe crossings or not. There should be crossings provided here so that people cycling and 
walking can cross over. This would mean that there would have to be a traffic-light controlled 
crossing on the north-bound side of Aldridge Road, but this is the only extra delay that would 
be needed here, and could be linked up to the traffic lights at the Wellhead Lane junction. 
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Sustrans response to the A34 Perry Barr Highway Improvement Scheme in 
Birmingham 

The changes are very welcome and would be a considerable improvement on the present 
very poor and discredited quality of the local public realm.  

This is our response to the A34 Perry Barr Highway Improvement Scheme, submitted June 
2019. 

The A34/Birchfield Road flyovers and underpasses have represented one of the worst 
examples of car-centric postwar planning in this city, a sixties experiment long associated 
with poor air quality, noise, crime and anti-social behaviour and unpopular with students and 
staff when the Poly/UCE/BCU was located in Perry Barr. 

The fundamental drawback of the current sixties-design is that it is for the convenience of 
those that do not live in the area, at the expense of most who do. The benefits of city centre 
growth can be shared much better with relatively deprived inner-city communities if 
sustainable transport options replace the blight caused by reliance on unnecessarily heavy, 
single-occupancy car commuting from further out. 

The removal of the flyover and closure of 200m of Aldridge Road to general traffic are 
particularly welcome and will increase opportunities to create and demonstrate better public 
realm. 

A34 Underpass 

Removal of the A34 road underpass at the Wellington Road/Aston Lane junction would 
greatly simplify the feel of the area, free up space, and give much more scope to improve 
walking and cycling and the overall quality of the local environment. Removal of the 
underpass was already considered in the options appraisal and discarded for reasons that 
are not explained in the consultation. If mode shift continues in the way that the authorities 
hope and intend, then removal would become necessary and desirable at a later date. We 
would prefer it to be  removed now, or welcome the reasons given for elimination of this 
option. We note that Sprint does not require use of the underpass carriageway. In the long 
term all of the A34 should returned to a walkable, at-grade environment, with removal of the 
Birchfield Flyover and Six Ways underpass too, to return this key radial close to the city 
centre to the thriving walkable environment that it once was. 

Allocation of space 

The illustrations show very few cars in the area. If this were a true representation of traffic 
levels, it seems unlikely that seven lanes for motor vehicles would be required at one point. 
In the near future, the roads will continue to carry considerable volumes of motor vehicles 
most of the time and look less amenable than in the CGI images.  

However, to maximise the quality of the public space it is desirable to minimise the land 
taken for general traffic lanes. 

Apart from short sections for turning or merging, at no point should there be more than two 
traffic lanes in one direction, as a general principle for ensuring a more human quality of the 
cityscape. 

https://www.birminghambeheard.org.uk/economy/a34perrybarr/
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Lane widths: the planned width of general traffic lanes is not clear from the plans. Along the 
A34 from the A4040 to the One Stop north access, it should be possible to use lanes of 3m 
width. Has this been considered? 

Flexibility to further reduce motor traffic lanes in future should be built into the design. 

A4040 to One Stop north access section 

It is not clear why three southbound lanes are required opposite One Stop. If it is necessary 
to allow for left turning traffic emerging from the Walsall Road, this could be managed by a 
bus gate if required. There is no need for a third inner general traffic lane on the A34 
southbound past the One Stop north junction. This should only emerge after the proposed 
toucan crossing, for drivers wishing to avoid the underpass and turn left into Aston Lane or 
right into Wellington Road. 

Alternatively and more simply, northbound on the A34 outside One Stop, the second general 
traffic lane should be straight ahead or right, dispensing with the need for a fourth general 
traffic lane at this section. It would also avoid drivers travelling from Wellington Road to 
Aldridge Road having to manoeuvre across two lanes of traffic. 

Either of these two options would free up more space to improve the public realm and 
reduce the sheer expanse of tarmac and sense of motor traffic dominance along this section. 

Section between Birchfield Flyover and Perry Barr Underpass 

South of Canterbury Road there is a surplus extra short motor vehicle lane exactly along the 
length of where a shared use footway is shown. This only exists because of the design of the 
Perry Barr underpass and Birchfield Flyover and seems to serve no purpose in terms of 
capacity. This lane could be removed, enabling the other general traffic lane (in grey) and 
the bus lane to moved outward, making space to ensure the protected bike lane is 
continuous along this stretch. This may require some re-engineering of the egress from the 
underpass carriageway and access to the Birchfield Flyover, but there is space to do this 
and it is not ambitious compared with the changes further north. If the extra lane is to allow 
space for left turning traffic out of Canterbury Road, this could be handled by making it a 
false one-way, with entry only from the A34 and local residential traffic able to join the A34 
via Trinity Road. 

Alignment of segregated cycle route 

Has consideration been made of continuing the route between Heathfield Road to Perry Barr 
Station along the left (west) side of the A34, as far as the proposed crossing of the A34 just 
north of the planned interchange? This would enable a simpler crossing at Heathfield Road 
and would enable more direct cycle journeys to Perry Barr Station. We are aware that there 
may be issues with housing land ownership and more limited space on the west side of the 
A34 along the section south of the A4040. However if the route is to become well-used then 
it must be a convenient and efficient way to travel: compromises that slow journeys must be 
minimised. 

Crossings 

Staggered crossings: staggered two-stage pedestrian crossings run counter to the notion of 
giving pedestrians priority and should be avoided in principle. 
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A34/A4040: at this junction, the central reservation portions of the crossings of Aston Lane 
and the north arm of the A34 should both be shaded orange (shared use) to be consistent 
with the rest of the diagramme. Wherever walkers and cycle users cross this junction, 
segregated parallel straight-ahead single-phase crossings for each would offer much better 
service. Under the proposed alignment, they would at least create a simpler two-stage 
left turn for cycle users travelling north along the A34 towards Perry Barr station. 

A34/Aston Lane: where the A34 crosses Aston Lane in particular, the proposed arrangement 
will foster conflict between walkers and cycle users. There could be a straight ahead, single-
phase segregated crossing for walkers and cycle users, offering a much superior level of 
service. 

A34/Heathfield/Trinity Roads: the multiplicity of toucan crossings at Heathfield Road and 
Trinity Road will slow cycle journeys considerably and reduce the level of service and 
competitiveness with other modes. Here could be a good location to experiment with simpler 
crossings with fewer stages. If a diagonal single-stage crossing is deemed not practicable, a 
two-stage right turn should be considered, including looking at the scope for achieving this 
by crossing Heathfield Road instead of Trinity Road. We believe it should be possible for a 
better cycle crossing to operate simultaneously with general traffic movements. 

Bragg to Canterbury side roads: the cycle track and pedestrians should have clear priority 
over the side road crossings of Bragg Road, the Broadway and Canterbury Road. 
Consideration should be made of closing any or all of them to motor traffic with bollards, or 
making them entry-only as described above for Canterbury Road. 

Perry Barr station approach: it would be better if the cycleway on the Aldridge Road was 
curved in towards the crossing of the A34, making a more direct route for people heading 
between the shopping centre and the Aldridge Road. 

A453: some provision needs to be made for cycle users travelling north beyond Wellhead 
Lane. Very few travellers are likely to continue into Wellhead Lane itself, with most travelling 
towards Aldridge, Kingstanding or College Roads. The long-term plan is to continue the 
route up Kingstanding Road, therefore it will be necessary to cross the A453 again at some 
point anyway. Unless the Wellhead Lane to Tame Valley Canal section is to be 
implemented simultaneously with the Perry Barr scheme, then consideration should be 
made of including singlestage parallel walking and cycling crossings of the A453 on the 
south side of the Wellhead Road junction. 

Integrated transport 

Ideally, the rail station and bus interchange should not be severed from each other by motor 
vehicle traffic, with all vehicle access to One Stop from the north end. If the south access 
must persist, for example for vehicle access to the station, vehicle traffic should be 
minimised by limited hours of access, for restricted purposes and/or speed limited to 5mph 
and with very clear pedestrian priority designed across this access. We expect this will be 
covered in more detail by TfWM 
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Phil Edwards 
Assistant Director for Transportation and Connectivity 
Birmingham City Council  
PO Box 14439  
1 Lancaster Circus  
Birmingham  
B2 2JE 
 
        2nd August 2019 
 
 
Dear Phil, 
 
 
 
TfWM Response to A34 Perry Barr Highway Improvement Scheme  
 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the A34 Perry Barr Highway 
Improvement Scheme.  
 
Transport for West Midlands (TfWM), the transport face of the West Midlands 
Combined Authority (WMCA) supports the vision proposed for regenerating the 
Perry Barr area as part of Birmingham’s hosting of the Commonwealth Games. In 
particular, we have successfully worked together on the Housing Infrastructure Fund 
(HIF) bid, which has provided £165 million from Government towards the Athletes’ 
Village.  In supporting the city post-games, around 6,400 homes will be developed in 
this area – required for an increase in the city’s population by 150,000 (for the period 
covering 2011-2031). 
 
In terms of the A34 Perry Barr Highway Improvement Scheme, we support this vision 
in principle as it supports with objectives for the transport network set out in both 
Movement for Growth and Birmingham Connected transport strategies.  TfWM has 
not been provided with detailed information concerning the wider traffic implications 
of the scheme, re-distribution of traffic or timescales.  This does limit the ability to 
provide a detailed technical response to this stage of the consultation.    
 
We fully support the partnership approach that has been undertaken to date, in 
addressing the strategic transport needs of the area.  We recognise the 
transformation that the wider transport improvements (Sprint, an improved rail station 
and rail services and improved bus interchange) will provide greater choice to 
existing and new communities within Perry Barr.  These wider transport schemes will 
also encourage more sustainable travel which will be required to deliver the wider 
outcomes of the highway scheme and the wider benefits particularly in relation to air 
quality.   
 
Below sets out our strategic position concerning Perry Barr:- 
 
Public Transport 



 

Given our shared vision to invest in public transport it is important that public 
transport together with integrated walking and cycling routes are at the heart of the 
scheme.    
 
 
 
In particular, TfWM fully supports the bus priority measures included along the A34; 
serving both Sprint and local bus services.   
 
The A34 Perry Barr Highway Improvement Scheme will complement the Sprint 
proposals. This emphasises the importance of the bus priority proposed as part of 
the A34 Sprint scheme, which will ensure reliable journey times on public transport 
and support the City Council’s need for modal shift within this location encouraging 
more sustainable journeys.  
 
Perry Barr Rail Station and Bus Interchange 

Alongside bus priority measures, the redevelopment of the rail station and bus 
interchange will improve access to the public transport network, and whilst this will 
act as a transport hub for the Birmingham 2022 Commonwealth Games, more 
importantly it will provide a lasting legacy after the Games.  The changes to the 
highway will help to create improved, more attractive pedestrian and cycle links to 
and from the station and further enhance the public realm. 
 
Like Sprint, the rail station and bus interchange are crucial features of the 
transformation plan for the area over the next decade and this investment will greatly 
improve access to the public transport network.   Combined, these schemes will 
bring visitors from around the world to Perry Barr together with acting as a catalyst 
for longer term renewal of the area.  
 
Walking and Cycling 

TfWM supports the principle of the planned improvements for walking and cycling 
routes and the A34 route is part of the West Midlands’ Walking and Cycling 
Programme (Local Cycling and Walking infrastructure Plan) – Phase 1 which were 
developed in partnership with the 7 local authorities including BCC.   
 
Further improvements to cycling infrastructure support our shared Cycling Charter 
and our aims to increase cycling levels to 5% of mode share by 2023. TfWM are 
keen to continue to support BCC on the walking and cycling proposals through the 
delivery co-ordination group. 
 
The West Midlands Key Route Network   

Through the creation of the WMCA in 2016, new powers and responsibilities were 
devolved to the Mayoral WMCA. These included responsibilities relating to 
monitoring traffic flows, congestion, permit schemes for road works, road safety and 
air quality and are to be acted on by the WMCA concurrently with Birmingham and 
other constituent authorities (see appendix).  
 
The A34 route of the West Midlands KRN represents 3% of the route’s total length 
and has an annual average daily flow (AADF) of 22,600 with peak times increasing 



 

to 56,700.   The route serves the main strategic demand flows of people, goods and 
services and provides connections to both the local and National Strategic Road 
Network.  It also serves as a diversion route for the M6, Junction 6 and 7.  
 
These connections are therefore essential for residents across the region, making 
long distance journeys.  In addition this route is important for businesses and 
logistics movements should be seen as a key strategic road, which is vital for so 
many across the conurbation.  
 
With the improvements to public transport alongside the A34 highway works, the 
opportunity to transfer shorter less strategic journeys to reliable public transport, 
walking and cycling options is required to ensure that the longer distance strategic 
movements are not subject to delays.  Birmingham City Council should work closely 
with TfWM to ensure that the public transport schemes are delivered, that behaviour 
change is realised in order to ensure that the whole transport package benefits are 
captured reducing impacts on congestion.  
 
Network Resilience  

Whilst regeneration will be extremely positive for this area, the cumulative impacts of 
the construction work across Perry Barr, combined with the tight timescales, will 
likely have major impacts and consequences on the traffic flows through the area 
during the construction period.   
 
Ensuring the WMCA and other partners gain an early insight of the construction 
methodology and the programme schedule for such works is essential, so that any 
emerging conflicts between the public transport and regeneration work programmes 
can be effectively mitigated.   
 
As details on the various projects become clearer, it is crucial collaboration takes 
place between the organisations - particularly regarding the design and construction 
interfaces, utilising the appropriate governance arrangements.   We welcome the 
establishment of the delivery co-ordination group to ensure that works are carefully 
managed in a coordinated manner, with adequate mitigation measures in place from 
the onset, to reduce any negative impacts the combination of schemes may 
generate.  
 
In addition, the monitoring of the schemes as they are delivered should make best 
use of the region’s new Regional Transport Coordination Centre (RTCC), approved 
by the WMCA Board and currently in delivery due to go live in December 2019.  This 
can act as a coordination function for monitoring the wider transport networks and 
informing residents, businesses and visitors through various customer channels 
reliable information about the works and travel information to other modes, routes, 
times of day etc. to assist with avoiding delays.   
 
To achieve this Birmingham City Council should ensure the visibility of the network 
through its traffic control centre is provided to the RTCC as well as supporting the 
deployment of any other monitoring and communication equipment along the A34 
corridor.  
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
TfWM’s Network Resilience Team are already working with Birmingham City Council 
to ensure that a comprehensive travel demand management programme is delivered 
that mitigates the impacts of construction through a package of measures. This 
includes highway mitigations, bus priority measures, better understanding of 
journeys made along this corridor through targeted travel surveys, strategic re-
routing of traffic and effective communications and engagement with residents and 
businesses including providing travel advice to avoid delays.   This continued joint 
working will be critical to meet both the City Council and WMCA’s respective 
statutory obligations. This is also an opportunity to continue our journey of 
encouraging long term behaviour change switching some journeys to more 
sustainable modes. 
 
Conclusion  

We would like to reiterate our support for the partnership approach that has been 
undertaken to date in addressing the strategic transport needs of the area, especially 
in relation to the HIF bid, the development of Sprint proposals and the interchange 
and TfWM will continue to support and partner the City Council going forward with 
the regeneration of Perry Barr and its surrounding area.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  



 

Appendix 

Below outlines any further strategic issues TfWM would like to highlight:  

Mayoral Powers  

As part of the new powers, the Key Route Network (KRN), has been defined through 
statutory instrument, to which many of these responsibilities relate.  
 
The KRN’s strategic oversight and coordination is managed by TfWM at a regional 
level, in partnership with the local highway authorities.  Such powers have been 
established with local traffic and highways powers; namely Sections 6 and 8 of the 
Highways Act 1980 and the Traffic Management Act 2004 - allowing the WMCA to 
act as a Highway Authority and to undertake improvements to the highway. 
 

Congestion 

The existing road network already operates at capacity levels across most of the 
West Midlands. As a result, significant routine delay exist on the KRN including the 
A34. 
Between 2006 and 2016, traffic on major roads in the West Midlands increased by 
5.4%. In correlation to this trend, changing travel to work behaviour in the area has 
seen the percentage of those travelling to work by car increase from 49% to 58% 
over the last 30 years.  
 
The A34 corridor in particular can experience big fluctuations in journey time 
reliability with peak hour journey times experiencing delays of 150% higher than (i.e. 
2½ times) than the equivalent free flow times off peak.  And as a result, we have 
seen a decrease in the average MPH on major A roads around Birmingham.  
 
The new road layout along this corridor should provide positive changes to the area 
delivering high-quality public spaces and support travel by sustainable modes. 
  
It is acknowledged that there remain concerns around congestion levels and 
increased journey times as a result of the proposed changes. Nevertheless, we will 
continue working with Birmingham City Council to reduce any negative impacts that 
such a scheme may generate.  
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