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Some people believe no one cycles that much anymore.

Is Cycling Really Disappearing
From Our Streets?

Or have we simply stopped seeing those
who cycle the most?
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The tavisible -
Cyclists

Who cycles in these
cities?

Some for their livelihoods,
Some to go to school,
Women who go to work,
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And helps them save the fare,
Some for its sustainability,
To show they really care.

_Varsha Jeyapang
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PUNE

NAGPUR
Surveys were conducted during 148
cycling peak hours to capture ) 2|42 132 160 oo
H VT ts/nour : :
everyday cycling activity. yels Cyclists/hour Cyclists/hour
Nagar Road Sinhgad Road Ring Road Central Avenue

This includes school and office Road

hours, as well as early morning

hours. 1212 136

Cyclists/hour Cyclists/hour

: : Satara Road Amravati Road
Various streets in Nagpur, Pune, BANPRI CHINCHy08

and Pimpri Chinchwad recorded
visibly higher cycle counts at peak
hours, indicating active usage!

160 104

Cyclists/hour Cyclists/hour

Women cycling in sarees in Kalewadi Road

scorching heat at 1pm was a
common observation in Nagpur.

Sangvi-Kiwale p=.3

Source: ITDP India
5 Pune6s VWadeknabsisBimpri Chinchwad on Foot and Cycle Nagpur Urban Streets Assessment



https://itdp.in/resource/punes-walk-cycle-analysis/
https://itdp.in/resource/punes-walk-cycle-analysis/
https://itdp.in/resource/pimpri-chinchwad-on-foot-and-cycle/
https://itdp.in/resource/nagpur-urban-streets-assessment/

Why Pune, Pimpri Chinchwad and Nagpur?
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91km of cycling
infrastructure in
Pune

Pune has an NMT Policy and has
also adopted Comprehensive
Bicycle Plan in 2017. The cycling

infrastructure is implemented
under Pune Streets Programme.

50+km of cycling
infrastructure in
Pimpri Chinchwad

Pimpri Chinchwad has an NMT
Policy and is implementing cycling

Infrastructure under the Urban
Streetscape Programme and Harit
Setu Master Plan.

11km of cycling
infrastructure in
Nagpur

Nagpur has started building a
cycling network under Healthy
Streets Programme.

The Nagpur Healthy Streets Policy
creation is in progress.



Approach and Methodology

£2ITDP

I N D1 A

Research Obijectives:

00
IS

To categorise different typologies of
cycling infrastructure implemented
across selected cities and analyse
them.

v

To assess the design quality and
usability of cycling infrastructure
from a user perspective.

Methodology:
Perception Survey
To understand how cycling
@ infrastructure is experienced on
&;, Q_% the ground, it is necessary to seek
_ direct feedback from users, so a

survey was designed specifically
for the cycling infrastructure .

We surveyed 600+ participants from the three cities »
Pune, Pimpri Chinchwad, and Nagpur.

D@iﬂ

To identify infrastructural gaps that
deter regular cycling and give
suitable recommendations .

Supported by data from the

M— following ITDP reports :
M- 1.« yaw='" afqA fyn J° |
2. Pimpri Chinchwad on Foot and
Cycle

3. Nagpur Urban Street Assessment



https://itdp.in/resource/punes-walk-cycle-analysis/
https://itdp.in/resource/punes-walk-cycle-analysis/
https://itdp.in/resource/pimpri-chinchwad-on-foot-and-cycle/
https://itdp.in/resource/pimpri-chinchwad-on-foot-and-cycle/
https://itdp.in/resource/pimpri-chinchwad-on-foot-and-cycle/
https://itdp.in/resource/pimpri-chinchwad-on-foot-and-cycle/
https://itdp.in/resource/nagpur-urban-streets-assessment/
https://itdp.in/resource/nagpur-urban-streets-assessment/

Typologies of Cycling Infrastructure gITDP
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The cities have implemented different typologies of cycling infrastructure, which broadly fall into two categories:

Segregated Non »Segregated

A. Footpath pLevel Cycle B. At-Grade Segregated C. Painted Cycle Lane D. Shared Street

Track Cycle Track
Cyclists ride at the It is an on-road Painted cycle lane is Shared street typically refers to
same level as cycle track with delineated with streets where cyclists share the
pedestrians butin a physical separators surface painting on the road with vehicles, ideally with
designated zone. (curbs, bollards, or carriageway, without a traffic -calming measures on
planters). physical barrier. major streets.



A. Footpath Level Cycle Track :E?@ITDP
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Linear Garden Road, Pimpri Chinchwad

. Linear Garden Road, Pimpri Chinchwad
Street character: Residential and
commercial
RoW 45m
Cycle Track width: 2.5m »both sides

2. Wardha Road, Nagpur

A Street character: Arterial road with
mixed-use and institutional use
RoW 43m
Cycle Track width: 2m »both sides

7\

Pedestrians walkin on C%E,' ' | v Psdestfians on Cycle track
- = T e : ; 1
Wardha Road, Nagpur ~___Wardha Road, Nagpur

Key Observations N .

A Cyclists are present on the cycle track, (e i

but usage is inconsistent.

This typology is commonly implemented
on wide RoWstreets (>30m)

Cycle tracks are frequently encroached by
parked vehicles.

At bottlenecks, cycle tracks often merge
with footpaths.

Pedestrians walk on the cycle track when
the footpath is blocked or too narrow.

Cycle track at bus stops Nsinae or paint marking for cycle track
s i TR g : gl ua




B. At-Grade Segregated Cycle Track gITDP
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Autocluster Road leprl Chlnchwad _ Autocluster Road, Pimpri Chinchwad
1. Autocluster Road, Pimpri Chinchwad ' g |
A Street character: Mixed use

A RoW. 30m

A Cycle Track width: 2.5m »both side

2. Pashanp»Sus Road, Pune

A Street character: Mixed use

A RoW. 36m

A CycleTrack width: 1.5m »one side

Cycle track demarcated using curb Encroached cycle track
_A _‘“ o

Key Observations Pashan»Sus Road, Pune » — mPasba‘n-‘»Sus Road, Pune

A Cyclists actively use these tracks where
they are continuous and unobstructed.

A These tracks are typically located along
corridors with  RoWw30m and above.

A Vehicle entry, informal parking, and
vendor encroachments occur in the
absence of consistent enforcement.

A Continuity of cycle track is frequently
broken at junctions.

. oL - - * SR

10 Cxcle track demarcated with Ealnt marking and sugnaﬂes C¥cle ‘track with proper segregatlon



C. Painted Cycle Lane £2ITDP
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DY Patil Road, Pimpri Chinchwad DY Patil Road, Pimpri Chinchwad
: | | TR S o "

1. DY Patil Road, Pimpri Chinchwad

A Street character: commercial,
residential and institutional

A RoOW 24m

A Cycle lane width: 2m » both sides

2. Vishal Nagar DP Road, Pimpri Chinchwad
A Street character: residential and mixed

A RoOW 24m
A Cycle lane width: 1.5m »both sides

e _ Vehlcle encroachment on;cycle_l‘ahne> ; g z

Key Observations o ‘ Vlshal Nagar DP Roaﬁ&{jrfcﬁlﬁcﬁwd |

A Cyclists are visibly present and tend to use
the painted lane where traffic volumes and
speeds are moderate.

A Painted lanes are usually implemented on
streets with RoWIless than 30m.

A These cycle lanes offers basic continuity
but no physical protection.

A Speeding vehicles frequently enter or
move on the cycle lane.

A These are often encroached upon by

parked vehicles or vendors. T . Y : -
11 Cxcllst using cycle Iane Angular Barking on the czcle lane
" A C il O TR - - ORI N




D. Shared Street ;‘@ITDP

1. Shared street

Shared streets typically refer to streets
where cyclists share the street with
vehicles, ideally with traffic calming
measures on major streets.

Kids ¢ Carria

cling on carriageway

Key Observations

A Cyclists tend to ride within the carriageway,
alongside traffic.

A Narrow carriageway streets function
effectively for cyclists.

A Traffic calming is not always present on
streets.

A This typology offers more continuity and
fewer obstructions.

ST e i e
treet shared with vehicles

ez
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Summary of 74
Findings




Who Shared Their Experience? £oITDP
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Nagpur @ Pimpri Chinchwad @ Pune @18-50 @50 above [ Below 18

605 citizens took a moment
to share their cycling journeys
with us.

Below 18
16% ; 100

50 above

Respondents included citizens from 25% ;

diverse age groups and varying simpr Chinchuad
cycling frequencies . 43% ;257

150

Women form a significant share of City Age
respondents (41%), enabling gender -
based analysis of cycling safety and
infrastructure needs.

Male @ Female Cyclists @ Non-cyclists

Including both cyclists and non - e
. Female 0p
cyclists allows the study to assess 21% s
current usage, identify infrastructure Male 249 733/5
aps, and future cycling potential. 59% :
gap ycling p ace s
Gender User Type

14



What Are Their Cycling Habits? E'TDP

48% non -
recreational cyclists

73% cycle at least
once a week!

52%

Daily @3-5 times a week [ Occasionally (1-2 times a week) @ Rarely/No, | don't cycle currently @ Commuting to college/school @ Commuting to work [ Recreation/Fitness ~ Short local trips (errands, shopping)
Frequency of Cycling Purpose of Cycling
605 Total respondents 439 Cyclists

A 73% of respondents cycle at least once a week.
A 48% of them ride their cycles at least 3 times a 48% of cyclists use cycles for dalily,
week, weaving through traffic and other non-recreational purposes such as commuting to

obstructions to get to work, college, or work, school, or college.
the market.




How Is The Cycling Infrastructure Experienced? %51 TDP

To truly understand how cycling infrastructure is experienced on the ground, w e collected feedback from both users and
non-users of cycling infrastructure.

Survey focused on:

& Ma) (bl

Cycling Preferences Barriers and Infrastructure Willingness to
habits and ratings deterrent usage cycle
(How often and (Based on (From (What people like (What prevents people
why people cycle) infrastructure obstructions to or avoid in existing from cycling and what
use) safety concerns) cycle tracks) might encourage them)

16



Summary
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Shared streets rated best for comfort

53% rated shared street with traffic calming .

o i WwNJo & wdz | wolowuspeed) ¢ dza|@ & dzdzA d |

inclusive street environments. TOO many ObStrUCtionS tOp concern
for cyclists

56% of cyclists cited obstructions as the
biggest barrier to cycling.

Segregated cycle tracks scored
comparatively low due to the current

usability challenges
Cycle track at the footpath and carriageway Cont
Jo.9314 dedl aA. aNJ cwuwdz dzf|[<Adl £

ratings for comfort. I'[IC _
More than half of respondents cited cycle

tracks/lanes being blocked by parked vehicles
or vendors as a key issue.

uity and enQrQ?chmgnéa}rﬁb

Tabletop preferred for safety

65% of respondents identified tabletop as the
most effective traffic calming measure.

Asphalt blacktop is the most

preferred material
52% selected it over concrete surface or paver
blocks.

£oITDP
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All 3 cities face issues of encroached,
inaccessible cycle tracks

Lack of cycling infrastructure remains
afldekzs' dkzesflk”

67% noted very few cycle tracks/lanes in their

city.

I Ny I

Pune has several cycle tracks, but

enforcement remains a critical weak
link
75% of users cited obstructions by parked

vehicles or vendors, despite the presence of
infrastructure.

geasdlze JHeylH, fns' | &
but issues of safety persist

Fear of road accidents was selected by 72%, the

highest across all three cities



Summary
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Young cyclists need safer school
routes and show a stronger
preference for using cycling

infrastructure

84% of young people (below 18 years) reported
preferring cycle tracks/lanes to those aged 50
and above (66%).

Clearly marked and easy-to-
follow cycle tracks/lanes are
more valued by citizens aged

above 50 years

27% of respondents selected clearly marked
and easy-to-follow cycle tracks/lanes as the
top reason they like cycle track/lane.

Women rely more on cycling for

daily needs
More women reported using cycles for

commuting to work (10%), school/college (34%)
and errands (15%), compared to men.

Women prefer safer, segregated

cycle tracks
A higher percentage (87%) of women reported
using cycle tracks/lanes.

Safety and enforcement: the top

deterrents for women

Half of the respondents cited speeding vehicles
as deterrent, and they also pointed to a lack of
strict enforcement.

£oITDP
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People who want to cycle
regularly want safer, continuous

tracks

For non-cyclists, one of the main reasons for
not cycling was the lack of dedicated cycling
infrastructure, with 59% of respondents.

Safe, continuous tracks will

encourage more cyclists
72% of non-cyclists said they would consider

cycling if continuous and safe cycle tracks were
available.
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Segregated Cycle Tracks Rated Low For Comfort

# Good @ Bad

I . .
| Shared street with traffic calming I
1| 7Y

Cycle track at footpath level

Cycle track at carriageway level

0% 3% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45% 50% 55% 60% 65%

Comfort Rating

Cycle track at the footpath and carriageway levels

h ith traffic calmi ived th - | | i
Shared streets with traffic calming received the received noor ratings , with ~ 60% @B f njx k f ~ e

comfort.

highest percentage (53%) of ®E NNNjxx Ef eyl

20



| have to cycle on the road because cycle track

What's the use of a cycle track if it is always full of IS not cc_)ntinuous. It just disappears after
parked vehicles and vendor stalls? some distance! |
- Male Cyclist - Male Cyclist

Karve Road, Pune

More than 60% disliked cycle tracks/lanes in their city 44% also highlighted discontinuous tracks
being blocked by vehicles or vendors. as a barrier that they dislike.

21




