Relevant policy matters and empirics

Bicycle parking, particularly in centres of medium-sized and large towns, is in the spotlight. In a recent survey town centre bicycle policies proved to be a ‘topical item’ in 17 out of 19 towns surveyed. Central issue in those discussions is often the choice of location for bicycle parking facilities. In particular the issue often is a desire for a more orderly appearance of public space in town centres - with the (assumed) consequence that bicycles should be parked neatly and/or  are no longer allowed at certain locations. These issues are relevant because for quite a number of town centres currently major redesign projects are being considered or executed. In the survey mentioned above bicycle parking policy turned out to be a derivative to a smaller or greater extent of  redesign projects in 12 out of 19 towns studied. No fewer than 17 out of 19 towns think stand-alone bicycles are a problem - obnoxious or ugly.

In its most radical form this discussion about a more directive policy concerning bicycle parking locations results in the institution of a bicycle parking regime: a ban on bicycle parking at certain locations, in certain (high) streets or even certain areas.

Sometimes another topical issue is linked to this discussion about bicycle parking regimes,  although it is as often an independent - and meant to be more promotional - issue: free guarded parking. In the Diepens and Okkema study as many as 6 out of 19 towns turned out to have already investigated the measure ‘free guarded parking’, 4 of whom had introduced it as well.

Location choice, parking regime, free parking - three issues that individually and particularly in combination give the impression that bicycle parking behaviour can be directed in a rather technocratic manner. Yet there are voices that this is a dead end for bicycle parking policies. Bicycle parking behaviour would not be so malleable, and most certainly not as by these infrastructural, legal and financial measures. Bicycle parking behaviour would - according to these parties - mainly depend on soft considerations such as highly personal preferences of cyclists, habits and/or unexpected quality factors.

In matters of location choice, parking regime, free parking and the ‘soft considerations’ decisions have been made and are still being made at local levels that are sometimes based on no more than opinions. Actual knowledge was quite limited. For the revision of Leidraad an extensive study was conducted into actual practices of bicycle parking in town centres. With the key question: what determines current bicycle behaviour? Only when it is clear how bicycle parking behaviour may be influenced, will it be possible to formulate directions on more or less desirable measures, considering their effectiveness and impact on bicycle use.

