Annex V        
Consultation Response Form

PART 1 - Information about you

	Name
	Chris Peck

	Address
	CTC, the national cyclists' organisation

	Postcode
	GU2 9JX

	email
	chris.peck@ctc.org.uk

	Company Name or Organisation
(if applicable)
	CTC


	Please tick one box from the list below that best describes you / your company or organisation.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Member of the public

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Small to Medium Enterprise (up to 50 employees)

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Large Company

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Representative Organisation

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Interest Group

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Local Government

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Central Government

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Police

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Other (please describe):

	If you are responding on behalf of an organisation / interest group how many members do you have and how did you obtain the views of your members:

~63,000, by appeal through newsletter for responses to draft/on website

	If you would like your response or personal details to be treated confidentially please explain why (and please see the Freedom of Information advice on page 10 of the consultation package):

     



PART 2 - Your Comments  (If you feel unable to answer any of the questions, just leave those boxes blank.)  
This consultation is considering whether changes to legislation should be made, so as to permit small electric personal vehicles which do not comply with current road traffic law (described as ‘non-compliant’ EPVs below) to use public roads, and also to use cycle tracks. Consideration does NOT include use of pedestrianised areas or pedestrian footways (except in the context of existing shared pedestrian / pedal cycle use).
	1.   In principle, do you think that the use of currently ‘non-compliant’ EPVs on public roads should be permitted?
	YES
 FORMCHECKBOX 

	NO
 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Please explain your reasons and add any further comments you wish to make:

We support the idea of EPVs being granted access to roads, however we feel that this should not be a priority for the Department for Transport. These systems are presently a very minor mode in the areas of the world they are currently allowed and we believe they will remain little used. Encouraging EPVs is more likely to attract modal shift from sustainable modes such as walking and cycling which may have consequences for public health. 



	2.   In principle, do you think that the use of EPVs on public cycle lanes / tracks should be permitted here?
	YES
 FORMCHECKBOX 

	NO
 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Please explain your reasons and add any further comments you wish to make:

In principle, we do not think that EPVs be permitted to use cycle tracks, however, we accept that they should be able to us cycle lanes (on road facilities) and bus lanes, so long as their speed is restricted to 20 km/h (the current maximum speed of the Segway PT). This speed restriction should enable them to share road space with cyclists whilst ensuring the bicycle, with its inherent environmental and health benefits, retains an advantage. 
That being said, we feel that a case can be made in certain circumstances to admit EPVs to some facilities that cyclists share with pedestrians if strict criteria on width and usage are met. Thus wide open spaces, such as promenades, could be candidates for access, but this should not be permitted on any wholesale basis.  




	3a.  Please tick the method(s) of transport you currently use.
3b.  Please also tick any transport method(s) you feel you would, given the opportunity, replace or supplement with an EPV for some journeys.

	
	3a: transport method(s) you use now
	3b: transport method(s) you would replace or supplement by using an EPV

	Car
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Motorcycle
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Pedal cycle
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Bus
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Train
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Tube
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Taxi
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Walking
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Other
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	
	
	None  FORMCHECKBOX 


	Please explain your reasons and add any further comments you wish to make:

Not applicable - this response is on behalf of an organisation. We believe that there is a valid concern that the EPV is more likely to attract modal shift from sustainable travel rather than motorised travel.


	4.   If ‘non-compliant’ EPVs were permitted to use public roads and / or cycle facilities, should they (so that they and their owners / users can be traced) be required, in the same way as other powered vehicles, to be registered and fitted with a registration plate?

	YES
 FORMCHECKBOX 

	NO
 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Please explain your reasons and add any additional comments you wish to make:

If EPVs are restricted to 20 km/h then we see no reason why they need to be registered. We believe that the current exemption from registratrion for cycles is sensible and we suggest that there is no substantive difference between cycles and 



	5.   If ‘non-compliant’ EPVs were permitted to use the carriageway of public roads and / or cycle facilities, should they be required, in the same way as normal motor vehicles, to be insured?

	YES
 FORMCHECKBOX 

	NO
 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Please explain your reasons and add any additional comments you wish to make:

As above, we do not believe that if speeds are restricted to that of a bicycle insurance should be mandatory requirement. However, CTC agrees that insurance is extremely important, and just as we recommend all cyclists have third party insurance, we would expect all EPV users to do the same.



	6.   If ‘non-compliant’ EPVs were permitted to use the carriageway of public roads and / or cycle facilities, should their users be required, in the same way as those using other motor vehicles, to hold a driving licence of some kind (so as to demonstrate a level of competence relating to road/vehicle use)?

	YES
 FORMCHECKBOX 

	NO
 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Please explain your reasons and add any additional comments you wish to make:

As above, if EPVs remain speed limited to 20 km/h we see no justification in requiring users to hold a driving licence. 



	7.   Should there be a minimum age for EPV users riding EPVs on public roads and cycle tracks?

	YES
 FORMCHECKBOX 

	NO
 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Please explain your reasons and add any further comments you wish to make:

If an age-restriction is applied to EAPCs then we believe that a similar age restriction should apply to EPVs.



	8.  Cycles and electrically-assisted pedal cycles (EAPCs) are sometimes permitted to share space prohibited to other traffic.  In some instances pedestrians also use such shared space. Should the use of such shared facilities be extended to EPVs?

	YES
 FORMCHECKBOX 

	NO
 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Please explain your reasons and add any further comments you wish to make:

In principle, no, EPVs are inappropriate to use in all areas that cycles can be used. Cycles are a vitally important mode of transport that promotes public health and represents a significant share of personal travel in many areas of the country. 

However, as stated above, if EPVs are permitted to share the same spaces that cyclists and pedestrians already share we believe that they should be permitted to only the widest and least used facilities. 




	9.   Cyclists are permitted to use the carriageway of public roads (with exceptions such as motorways). They therefore share space with other traffic such as cars, vans and lorries. Do you think EPVs would be more at risk than cycles when sharing space with other road traffic?  

	YES
 FORMCHECKBOX 

	NO
 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Please explain your reasons and add any further comments you wish to make:


It is difficult to speculate whether or not they would be of greater risk than cyclists. The focus should be on reducing the exposure to risk on the public highway, not giving an excuse for these vehicles to be used off the carriageway.




	10.    If ‘non-compliant’ EPVs were permitted on the carriageway of public roads, which roads should they be permitted to use? Please tick relevant box or boxes (tick as many as you like).


	
	

	motorways
	YES
 FORMCHECKBOX 

	NO
 FORMCHECKBOX 


	dual carriageways
	YES
 FORMCHECKBOX 

	NO
 FORMCHECKBOX 


	other roads with speed limits over 30mph 
	YES
 FORMCHECKBOX 

	NO
 FORMCHECKBOX 


	other roads with speed limits up to 30 mph
	YES
 FORMCHECKBOX 

	NO
 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Please explain your reasons and add any further comments you wish to make:

EPVs should be permitted to use all roads that cycles are permitted to use.



	11. For what sort of road journeys do you think it most likely that EPVs would be used?  Please tick relevant boxes (tick as many as you like).

	a. commuting (up to about 5 miles)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	b. commuting over 5 miles
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	c. leisure activities
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	d. shopping trips
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	e. use by emergency services
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	f. other
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Please explain your reasons and add any further comments you wish to make:

We do not anticipate that the stated battery life will live up to expectations. Battery life is less of a concern to operators of EAPCs, who can at least power themselves if battery failure occurs.



	12. If legislation to permit road use of ‘non-compliant’ EPVs was to be considered, what requirements do you think should be specified in defining the type of vehicles to be permitted?



	a. maximum power
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	b. power source (electric motor)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	c. number of wheels
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	d. length and width
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	e. height
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	f. stability
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	g. maximum speed
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	h. braking / acceleration
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	i. other
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Please explain your reasons and add any further comments you wish to make:

20 km/h should be the maximum speed for these vehicles. This would ensure that cycles retain a possible competitive advantage and ensure the safety of others. The possibility exists that may permit smaller electric mopeds to gain entry to the market through 


	13. Most motor vehicles used on public roads must meet certain minimum safety and environmental standards.  Once they are three years old they are subject to annual in-use assessment (MOT).  Pedal cycles are subject to pre-sale regulations and to product safety regulations, but not to MOT requirements.  Should ‘non-compliant’ EPVs be subject to:



	a. initial roadworthiness approval
	YES  FORMCHECKBOX 

	NO  FORMCHECKBOX 


	b. roadworthiness testing annually, once each vehicle is three years old
	YES  FORMCHECKBOX 

	NO  FORMCHECKBOX 


	c. other
	YES  FORMCHECKBOX 

	NO  FORMCHECKBOX 


	Please explain your reasons and add any further comments you wish to make:

No view. 



	14.   Most two- and three-wheeled motor vehicles used on public roads fall within the scope of the European Type Approval regime (or a national equivalent) which sets minimum safety and environmental requirements for such vehicles.  This question is directed mainly to consultees with knowledge in this field but views from others would also be welcome.  Should EPVs be required to achieve type approval before being permitted to use the public carriageway?
	YES  FORMCHECKBOX 


	NO  FORMCHECKBOX 



	Please explain your reasons and add any further comments you wish to make:

No view.



Please add below any further comments, including views on any potential benefits, concerns about possible misuse, ideas on enforcement issues, points about regulatory burdens, costs or any other relevant matters. Use a further sheet or sheets if necessary.
Please see attached response.
Please send your completed response, by Tuesday 30 March 2010, to EPV Consultation at the Department for Transport:
by e-mail to: EPVconsultation@dft.gsi.gov.uk
or in hard copy to: zone 2/04, Great Minster House, 76 Marsham Street, LONDON SW1P 4DR
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