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1. Scope 

1.1. Purpose of this report 
This document is the first iteration of Gloucestershire County Council’s (GCC) Local Cycling 
and Walking Infrastructure Plan (LCWIP)1 for the Cam and Dursley area. 

The creation of a LCWIP is a strategic process for identifying cycling and walking 
improvements required at a local level. LCWIPs enable a long-term approach to developing 
local cycling and walking networks, ideally over a 10-year period, and form a vital part of the 
Government’s strategy to increase the number of trips made on foot or by cycle. The LCWIP 
will be periodically reviewed to ensure it reflects developments in trip patterns and as the 
local networks improve. 

• By taking a strategic approach to improving conditions for cycling and walking, LCWIPs 
will assist local authorities to: 

• identify cycling and walking infrastructure improvements for future investment in the 
short, medium and long term; 

• ensure that consideration is given to cycling and walking within both local planning and 
transport policies and strategies; and 

• make the case for future funding for walking and cycling infrastructure. 

The key outputs of LCWIPs are: 

• a network plan for walking and cycling which identifies preferred routes and core zones 
for further development; 

• a prioritised programme of infrastructure improvements for future investment; and 

• a report which sets out the underlying analysis carried out and provides a narrative which 
supports the identified improvements and network. 

While the preparation of LCWIPs is non-mandatory, local authorities which have plans will be 
well placed to make the case for future investment. It is GCC’s long-term aim to produce a 
set of LCWIPs based on the Local Transport Plan’s Connecting Places Strategy areas. A 
LCWIP has already been produced for the Central Severn Vale (CSV) area which covers 
Cheltenham and Gloucester2, Stroud and Tewkesbury. This LCWIP for Cam and Dursley, as 
well as one being produced concurrently for Cirencester, follow the same process as that of 
the previous LCWIPs. 

Gloucestershire is serious about increasing the number of trips made by walking and cycling. 
It is important to move away from a culture where the car is the dominant mode of transport 
towards one where the car is one transport choice within a range of realistic travel options. It 
is GCC’s view that this as an essential component of creating better places and improving 
the quality of people’s lives.  

Getting more people walking and cycling is fundamental to GCC achieving its vision to be a 
carbon neutral county by 20503. The Government’s transport decarbonisation plan policy 

 
1 Technical guidance outlining the process for Local Authorities to produce a LCWIP is available from the Department for 
Transport: https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/607016/cycl 
ing-walking-infrastructure-technical-guidance.pdf 
2 Available from the Gloucestershire County Council website: Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plans - Gloucestershire 
County Council 
3 Gloucestershire’s Climate Change Strategy, Dec 2019 
https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/media/2094404/gloucestershire-climate-change-strategy.pdf  

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/607016/cycl%20ing-walking-infrastructure-technical-guidance.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/607016/cycl%20ing-walking-infrastructure-technical-guidance.pdf
https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/transport/gloucestershires-local-transport-plan-2015-2031/local-cycling-and-walking-infrastructure-plans/
https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/transport/gloucestershires-local-transport-plan-2015-2031/local-cycling-and-walking-infrastructure-plans/
https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/media/2094404/gloucestershire-climate-change-strategy.pdf
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paper4 cites cycling and walking as “the ultimate forms of zero GHG emission transport” and 
references the important role of LCWIPs in developing a package of measures to support 
walking and cycling to tackle the climate change emergency. 

Through the LCWIP process GCC continue to engage with a variety of stakeholders to 
attempt to fully understand the range of barriers people have to walking and cycling and 
what changes can be made to improve the quality of environment to enable more people to 
walk and cycle.  

1.2. Study area 
The scope of this LCWIP is the Cam and Dursley area. Links to Uley and other destinations 
to the north and west will be considered. The approximate study area is shown in Figure 1-1. 
At the 2011 Census, the study area had a population of approximately 15,000 people. 

Figure 1-1 – Cam and Dursley LCWIP study area 

 

 

  

 
4 Decarbonising Transport, Setting the Challenge, March 2020 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/creating-the-
transport-decarbonisation-plan  

© OpenStreetMap Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database right 2010-19 

 

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/creating-the-transport-decarbonisation-plan
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/creating-the-transport-decarbonisation-plan
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2. Background Information 

2.1. Policy context 
This section summarises the key messages within relevant policy documents at national and 
local levels that relate to walking and cycling.  

2.1.1. Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Strategy 

The Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Strategy (CWIS)5 was launched by the Department 
for Transport in 2017 for the period to 2040. The CWIS outlines the Government’s ambition 
“to make cycling and walking a natural choice for shorter journeys, or as part of a 
longer journey” through delivering better safety, better mobility and better streets for 
walking and cycling. 

In addition to the overall ambitions to 2040, the CWIS sets out targets to be met by 2025:  

• “We aim to double cycling, where cycling activity is measured as the estimated total 
number of cycle stages made each year, from 0.8 billion stages in 2013 to 1.6 billion 
stages in 2025. 

• We aim to increase walking activity, where walking activity is measured as the total 
number of walking stages per person per year, to 300 stages per person per year in 
2025. 

• We will increase the percentage of children aged 5 to 10 that usually walk to school from 
49% in 2014 to 55% in 2025.” 

The guidance on the preparation of LCWIPs was published in partnership with the CWIS, to 
assist in achieving the CWIS’ ambition through supporting local delivery partners to identify 
and deliver individual and tailored interventions fit for their own local areas.  

2.1.2. Gear Change 

Gear Change6 was launched in July 2020 and describes the vision to make England a great 
walking and cycling nation. It presents the case for a step-change in cycling and walking in 
coming years. 

Gear Change’s vision is: “England will be a great walking and cycling nation. Places will 
be truly walkable. A travel revolution in our streets, towns and communities will have 
made cycling a mass form of transit. Cycling and walking will be the natural first 
choice for many journeys with half of all journeys in towns and cities being cycled or 
walked by 2030”. 

In order to deliver this vision, Gear Change intends to ensure active travel is embedded in 
wider policy making to encourage and empower local authorities to take bold decisions. Four 
themes have been developed in order to set out the actions required at all levels of 
Government to make this a reality: 

1. Better streets for cycling and people; 
2. Putting cycling and walking at the heart of transport, place making and health policy; 
3. Empowering and encouraging local authorities; and 
4. We will enable people to cycle and protect them when they cycle. 

 
5 Cycling and walking investment strategy, April 2017 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/cycling-and-walking-
investment-strategy  
6 Gear change: a bold vision for cycling and walking, July 2020 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/cycling-and-
walking-plan-for-england  

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/cycling-and-walking-investment-strategy
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/cycling-and-walking-investment-strategy
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/cycling-and-walking-plan-for-england
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/cycling-and-walking-plan-for-england
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Gear Change includes 22 summary principles to help practitioners deliver high quality 
infrastructure based on the lessons learned from cycle infrastructure delivered to date. It also 
highlights the importance of high-quality stakeholder engagement practices, with proposals 
and maps/drawings needing to be clear, detailed and unambiguous, as well as frank about 
the disadvantages, to build trust and discourage misrepresentation. 

2.1.3. Local Transport Note 1/20 – Cycle Infrastructure Design 

Local Transport Note (LTN) 1/207 was released concurrent to Gear Change. Gear Change 
refers to LTN 1/20 in relation to funding, stating that the Department for Transport will not 
fund schemes that do not meet the new standards and principles set out in LTN 1/20. 

LTN 1/20 is a design focussed document that provides guidance and good practice for the 
design of cycle infrastructure. It builds upon the 22 summary principles set out in Gear 
Change and is a step change in terms of cycle design guidance, aiming for a “national 
default position where high quality cycle infrastructure is provided”.  

LTN 1/20 outlines five core design principles – essential requirements to achieve more 
people travelling by cycle or on foot, based on best practice both internationally and across 
the UK. It states that networks and routes should be coherent, direct, safe, comfortable 
and attractive. Designers should always aim to provide infrastructure which meets these 
principles and therefore caters for the broadest range of people. Inclusive design and 
accessible infrastructure are also key priorities which run throughout LTN 1/20. 

2.1.4. Gloucestershire Local Transport Plan 

The Gloucestershire Local Transport Plan (LTP) outlines the County’s priorities for transport 
delivery to 2041. It sets out the long-term policy structure for local transport delivery including 
a set of scheme priorities. Transport schemes included within the LTP are identified on the 
basis of compliance with the overarching LTP objectives. They do not represent a 
commitment by the County Council for funding; rather, they provide the basis for future 
funding bids, as opportunities arise. The LTP outlines cycle desire lines in the county linking 
the major towns and growth areas in the county, as shown in Figure 2-1. 

 

 
7 LTN 1/20: Cycle Infrastructure Design, July 2020 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/cycle-infrastructure-design-
ltn-120  

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/cycle-infrastructure-design-ltn-120
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/cycle-infrastructure-design-ltn-120
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Figure 2-1 – Countywide Strategic Cycleway Network (desire lines) 

  

 

The cycling (PD2) and walking (PD6) policy documents in the LTP outline the cycling and 
walking policy in the County, to encourage sustainable travel and promote health and 
wellbeing. These policy documents refer to an expanded local and strategic cycle network, 
and the importance of supporting new cycle and walking infrastructure to overcome barriers 
between new and existing sites, amenities, facilities and developments. 

14 performance indicators were identified in the LTP to monitor the success of the policies 
contained within the LTP. One of the performance indicators (PI-8) is a target “to increase 
cycle use within the County by 50% from 2015 to 2031”. 

The LTP is built around a number of transport corridors that are covered individually as six 
Connecting Places Strategies (CPS). Each CPS area sets out priorities based on strategic, 
major and local schemes. 

The Stroud Connecting Places Strategy (CPS 5) covers the southwest of the county, 
including the Cam and Dursley area. Future aspirations for the strategy’s extents are shown 
in Figure 2-2. The main points involving the Cam and Dursley area are highlighted below: 

• Park and Interchange hub at Cam and Dursley Railway Station that delivers new car 
park, improved bus and cycle links and installs electric vehicle charging points in order to 
meet overall growth; 

• Seek improved service linking Gloucester, Cam and Dursley with Bristol (MetroWest 2 
service with 2/3 trains an hour frequency); and 

• Cycle access improvements for Cam and Dursley ‘Active Travel Route’ to Uley. 

The Transport Plan states: “The combination of the increased MetroWest services, express 
bus services into surrounding settlements and new developments as well as dedicated 

© Gloucestershire County Council, 
Local Transport Plan 
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cycling and walking networks ensures that Cam and Dursley station is the focal point of the 
allocation sites in the southern part of the Severn Vale”. 

There is the potential to provide high quality cycle infrastructure in the Cam and Dursley area 
that reflects the Countywide Strategic Cycleway Network desire lines (see Figure 2-1). 

Figure 2-2 – Strategic transport priorities: Stroud CPS 
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2.2. Planned changes 

2.2.1. Key development sites 

Stroud District Council is in the process of reviewing the current Stroud District Local Plan 
and released a draft local plan review document in April 20218. This included reviews of the 
previous housing allocations presented within the 2019 consultation9. Figure 2-3 and Figure 
2-4 show the local plan site allocations for Cam and Dursley and Figure 2-5 and Figure 2-6 
show site allocations for the surrounding areas. Table 2-1 and Table 2-2 give the details for 
each allocation and highlight the results of the 2021 review.  

Figure 2-3 - Cam draft site allocations 

 

 
8STROUD DISTRICT LOCAL PLAN REVIEW | DRAFT PLAN CONSULTATION REPORT 2021: 
https://www.stroud.gov.uk/media/1485536/draft-plan-consultation-report-april-2021-final.pdf 
9Stroud District Local Plan Review | Draft Plan 2019: Draft_Plan_2019.pdf (stroud.gov.uk) 

https://www.stroud.gov.uk/info/Draft_Plan_2019.pdf
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Figure 2-4 - Dursley draft site allocations 

 

 

Table 2-1 - Cam and Dursley site allocations 

Development Location Description  Review Results 

SA3 Cam  Land bordering the eastern side 
of Box Road (450 dwellings). 

Already committed 
development. 

PS21 Cam Land adjacent to Tilsdown 
House (15 dwellings). 

Received planning permission 
therefore removed from Pre-
Submission Plan. 

PS24 Cam Land west of Draycott (700 
dwellings and a primary 
school). 

The Council considers that this 
site is appropriate for allocation 
in the Local Plan. 

PS25 Cam Land east of River Cam (180 
dwellings). 

The Council considers that this 
site is appropriate for allocation 
in the Local Plan. 

PS27 Dursley Land rear of 1-25 Long Street 
(Redevelopment for town 
centre purposes). 

The Council considers that this 
site is appropriate for allocation 
in the Local Plan. 

PS28 Dursley Land off Prospect Place (10 
dwellings). 

The Council considers that this 
site is appropriate for allocation 
in the Local Plan. 
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Figure 2-5 - Berkeley draft site allocations 

 

 

Figure 2-6 - Newtown and Sharpness site allocations  
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Figure 2-7 - Wisloe Garden Village allocation 

 

 

Table 2-2 - Site Allocations in area surrounding Cam and Dursley 

Development Location Description  Review Results 

PS33 Berkeley Land northwest of Berkeley 
(120 dwellings). 

The Council considers that 
this site is appropriate for 
allocation in the Local Plan. 

SA5a Sharpness Land southwest of Newtown. Already committed 
development 

PS34 Sharpness Land at Sharpness Docks (300 
dwellings and a mix of tourism, 
leisure and recreational 
development). 

The Council considers that 
this site is appropriate for 
allocation in the Local Plan. 

PS35 Sharpness Land at Focus School, 
Wanswell (70 dwellings). 

The Council considers that 
this site is appropriate for 
allocation in the Local Plan. 

PS36 Sharpness Land south and east of 
Newtown and Sharpness 
(Sharpness Garden Village 
including the phased creation 
of 5,000 dwellings and 10ha of 
employment land by 2050). 

The Council considers that 
this site is appropriate for 
allocation in the Local Plan. 

PS37 Wisloe Land at Wisloe (Wisloe Garden 
Village including 1,500 
dwellings and local centre and 
primary schools)  

The Council considers that 
this site is appropriate for 
allocation in the Local Plan. 
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2.2.2. Planned transport schemes 

2.2.2.1. The Cam, Dursley and Uley Greenway 

The Cam, Dursley & Uley Greenway is a proposed 8km shared cycle & pedestrian 
Greenway linking Uley, Cam and Dursley, Cam and Dursley railway station and eventually to 
the National Cycle Network Route 41 in Slimbridge. The team is made up of representatives 
of Vale Vision, Dursley Town Council, Cam Parish Council, Stroud District Council and local 
cyclists. The Greenway aims to be accessible to cyclists of all levels of experience and 
sections of the route have already been advanced in Dursley or are being integrated with 
future development work between Cam and the Cam and Dursley railway station. Figure 2-8 
maps the Greenways indicative route. 

Figure 2-8 - Cam, Dursley and Uley Greenway indicative route10 

 

 

 
10 Cam Parish Council: https://www.camparishcouncil.gov.uk/greenway-cycle-path-
project.html   

https://www.camparishcouncil.gov.uk/greenway-cycle-path-project.html
https://www.camparishcouncil.gov.uk/greenway-cycle-path-project.html
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3. Existing Cycling & Walking Networks 

3.1. Cycle Network 
There are no National Cycle Network (NCN) routes that pass through the study area (see 

Figure 3-1). Route numbers 41 and 45 are the closest NCN routes to the Cam and Dursley 

area. This section of NCN route 41 will connect Bristol to Gloucester when completed and 

passes approximately 6km to the west of Cam and Dursley, passing through the settlements 

of Slimbridge and Berkeley. NCN route 45 passes through the Stroud and Stonehouse area 

approximately 8km to the northeast of the study area. There are sections isolated sections of 

on-road cycle lanes and Shared Use Paths (SUP’s) throughout the study area but generally 

there are not well-connected high-quality cycle facilities.  

Figure 3-1 - NCN routes 
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3.2. Walking Network 
A version of the Public Rights of Way map is retained by GCC on the county’s website11. An 

extract of this map showing Public Rights of Way within the study area is provide in Figure 3-

212.  

Figure 3-2 – Public Rights of Way in Cam and Dursley area 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
11 GCC Public Rights of Way online map https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/highways/public-rights-of-way/rights-of-way-
online-map/  
12 Note this is only an online version of the Definitive Map and has no legal status. The official Definitive Map can be viewed 
at Gloucestershire Archives, Alvin Street, Gloucester. 

https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/highways/public-rights-of-way/rights-of-way-online-map/
https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/highways/public-rights-of-way/rights-of-way-online-map/
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3.3. Road network and traffic flows 
Roads form a key part of the waling and cycle networks, often providing the most direct, 
connected links. However, their attractiveness to pedestrians and cyclists is heavily 
dependent on the volume and speed of traffic, and the degree to which traffic dominates the 
street. 

Figure 3-3 summarises the available traffic count data, showing the 2-way Average Annual 
Daily Traffic (AADT) flows for key routes within the Cam and Dursley area. The AADT flows 
are based on the most recent available data from a 2012 to 2019 data range. The key 
transport link through the urban area is the A4135, passing north to south through both Cam 
and Dursley centres. The section of the A4135 within Cam and Dursley carries 
approximately 15,000 vehicles a day. 

Figure 3-3 - Cam and Dursley AADT flows (2-way) 
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4. Cycling Travel Patterns 

4.1. Existing cycle use 
The 2011 Census journey to work data provides an indication of cycling levels for commuting 
trips. These can be broken down by district as well as into smaller areas, as presented in 
Figure 4-1. The national average for cycle to work mode share is 2.8%. This data shows that 
Stroud District as whole has below average levels of commuter cycling, but the Cam and 
Dursley area is well below the national average at 1.5%. Commuter cycling rates in Cam and 
Dursley are significantly lower than the larger urban areas of Gloucester, Cheltenham and 
Tewkesbury, where flatter topography may be a factor. 

Furthermore DataShine13 presents Census journey to work data by household area, as 
illustrated in Figure 4-2 for the Cam and Dursley area. This indicates low levels of cycling 
(below 1.8%) throughout the Cam and Dursley urban areas. 

Additionally, the Propensity to Cycle Tool (PCT)14 uses 2011 Census journey to work data to 
map origins and destinations of commuting trips and allocate these to the transport network 
(based upon distance and hilliness), as shown in Figure 4-3 for the Cam and Dursley area. 
The data further demonstrates the relatively low number of existing cycle trips – with most 
existing trips between on the A4135 axis between Cam, Dursley and Cam and Dursley 
railway station. 

 

Figure 4-1 – Cycle to work mode share across Gloucestershire (2011 Census) 

 

 

 
13 Datashine: datashine.org.uk 

14 https://www.pct.bike/m/?r=gloucestershire  

2.8% 
national 
average 

https://www.pct.bike/m/?r=gloucestershire


 
 

 Final Report | 1.0 | July 2022 
Atkins | Cam and Dursley LCWIP v2.0 Final Page 21 of 77 
 

Figure 4-2 – Percentage of commuters that travel to work by bicycle (2011 Census) 

  

 

Figure 4-3 – Propensity to Cycle Tool (2011 Census baseline) 

 

 

Oliver O'Brien & James Cheshire (2016) Interactive mapping for large, open demographic data sets using familiar 
geographical features, Journal of Maps, 12:4, 676-683 DOI: 10.1080/17445647.2015.1060183 
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4.2. Future cycle use potential 
As well as mapping baseline data from the 2011 Census, the Propensity to Cycle Tool can 
assist in understanding the potential demand change for cycling under a variety of scenarios. 
Through these scenarios, the PCT can provide an indication of the most promising routes 
with regard to potential cycle growth. These scenarios consider the removal of different 
infrastructural, cultural and technological barriers that currently prevent cycling being the 
natural mode of choice for trips of short to medium distances. The PCT guidance stresses 
that these are not predictions of the future, but snapshots indicating how the spatial 
distribution of cycling may shift as cycling grows based on current travel patterns. The four 
scenarios the PCT provides are: 

• Government target (near market): a doubling of cycle trips by 2025. Note that this is not 
uniform, with a greater increase in areas with many existing short, flat trips but a low 
current level of cycling. 

• Government target (gender equality): female cycle user numbers increase to equal 
levels of male cycle users, with the greatest impact where cycling is most gender 
unequal. 

• Go Dutch: the increase in cycle users if England had the same infrastructure and cycling 
culture as the Netherlands, but retained the hilliness and commuter distance patterns.  

• E-bikes: an extension of the Dutch scenario, estimates how much more likely it was that 
a given commute trip would be cycled by E-bike owners versus cyclists in general – with 
hilliness less of a factor in trip choices. 

 
For the purposes of the Cam and Dursley area LCWIP, the Go Dutch and E-bike scenarios 
have been investigated. These are considered more aspirational than either of the 
government target scenarios. The Go-Dutch scenario is considered more achievable than 
the E-Bikes scenario, which is included for reference as the hilliness of the study area may 
lead to a greater propensity to E-bike use compared to flatter areas. Figure 4-4 and Figure 4-
5 illustrate the potential number of cyclists that each route could carry per day. The Go-
Dutch scenario reinforces the importance of the A4135 route through Cam and Dursley and 
also shows significantly increased flows along links to the north of the town, northeast to 
Stonehouse and Stroud and northwest to Bristol Road and on to Gloucester. The number of 
cyclists utilising the B4066 between Dursley and Uley also significantly increase in the Go-
Dutch scenario. 

The E-bike scenario shows a further increase in flows along the same links as the Go-Dutch 
scenario, highlighting the importance of good quality connections to Stonehouse, Stroud and 
Bristol Road.  

Note the flows shown are derived from a base of 2011 census data, and do not take account 
of changes in trends since or new developments (e.g. the Northeast Cam strategic site). The 
outputs are also based on commuting trip patterns (which typically account for about one 
third of all cycle trips), and therefore do not account for education, recreation, and other non-
commuting trips. 
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Figure 4-4 – Propensity to Cycle Tool (Go Dutch scenario) cycling potential 

 

Figure 4-5 – Propensity to Cycle Tool (E-bike scenario) cycling potential 
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5. Network Planning for Cycling 

This section describes how the routes included in this LCWIP were identified and chosen. It 
should be noted that the LCWIP sets out routes that should be high-quality well-connected 
cycle routes in order to provide a network of direct, convenient, safe and attractive routes to 
all existing and potential users. These routes are not necessarily the best available existing 
routes – the purpose of this plan is to identify the necessary infrastructure improvements to 
make these routes the best available. 

5.1. Trip generators 
The Department for Transport guidance states that identifying demand for a planned network 
should start by mapping the main origin and destination points across the geographical area 
to be covered by the LCWIP. The following key origin/destination points have been identified 
and are shown in Figure 5-1:  

• Residential areas - shown as the population weighted centroid of each LSOA15 (an area 
comprising approximately 800-100 households); 

• Educational facilities (Primary and Secondary schools, college campuses); 

• Retail centres – town centre high streets; 

• Hospitals; 

• Major employment sites (current and future); and 

• Rail stations. 

Figure 5-1 - Key origins and destinations 

 

 
15 LSOA - Lower Layer Super Output Area 

Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database right 2010-19 
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5.2. Route selection 

5.2.1. Desire lines and draft network 

A simple analysis of origin/destination clusters indicates the key desire lines that should be 
accommodated by the local cycle network, as shown in Figure 5-2. 

Figure 5-2 – Cycle desire lines 

 

 

Following the identification of the key desire lines, the desire lines were then classified as 
either ‘primary’, ‘secondary’ and ‘local’ routes, as shown in Figure 5-3: 

• Primary: Desire lines that link large residential areas to trip attractors such as a town or 
city centre. 

• Secondary: Desire lines that link to trip attractors such as schools, colleges and 
employment sites. 

• Local: Desire lines that cater for local cycle trips, often providing links to primary or 
secondary desire lines. 

 

Good quality cycle infrastructure appropriate to the characteristics of the link is required on 
all routes, regardless of their classification in this hierarchy. Secondary or local route 
classification is not an indication that lesser quality infrastructure is acceptable.  

Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database right 2010-19 
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Figure 5-3 – Desire lines categorised 

 

 
These desire lines were then mapped onto existing links (roads and off-road routes) to 
identify potential end-to-end cycle routes that would best facilitate demand and serve the 
identified trip patterns. When mapped, local trips overlapped considerably with many primary 
and secondary trips; as a result, only primary and secondary routes were identified. 

The draft network identified is shown in Figure 5-4. This network was the focus for further 
assessment, stakeholder engagement and subsequent revisions. In some cases, at this 
stage alternative parallel route options were also considered. 

Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database right 2010-19 
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Figure 5-4 - Draft cycle network 

 

5.2.2. Stakeholder involvement 

Local stakeholders were invited to take part in developing the LCWIP network by; 

• Making recommendations for routes and commenting on the draft network identified; 

• Highlighting key issues experienced on the existing networks; 

• Identifying improvement needed to serve local needs.  

Stakeholder input was captured through a dedicated website sharing the draft networks in 
map format. Two online workshops were also set up in order to gain more direct feedback 
from attendees. Stakeholders invited to participate in the consultation included: 

• Local County, District and Town/Parish Council members and officers; 

• Active travel user groups/charities; 

• Representatives of vulnerable users (Age UK, RNIB etc.). 

A summary of the input received in terms of general area comments and cycle specific route 
options is provided in Table 5-1. 

Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database right 2010-19 
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Table 5-1 - Stakeholder input to cycle network development 

Route Summary of stakeholder feedback Action / Outcome 

General Cam and Dursley’s surrounding areas are very 
popular among horse riders of all ages and 
abilities. Equestrians should therefore be 
considered within the route design. 

Improved horse-riding 
infrastructure is not a 
focus of this LCWIP. 
However, the needs of 
horse riders will be 
considered as route 
improvements are 
identified.  

General High-speed limits (national speed limit in most 
cases) along single track lanes in the Cam and 
Dursley surrounding area are dangerous for 
walkers and cyclists. If these links are promoted 
for cycling, then cars should be warned or 
deterred.  

Quiet lane concept to be 
worked on for these 
external connection 
routes. 

General Bollards/chicanes on some of the footways block 
mobility scooter access. 

Improvements to 
identified walking routes 
should include removing 
features that exclude 
some users. 

General More robust cycling connections to the 
Gloucester & Sharpness canal and needed. 

Route 14 would provide 
a cycle link up to 
Sharpness Canal via the 
Quiet Lanes concept.  

1 Connections between Cam centre and Cam and 
Dursley Station would be better if offline, not 
following A4135. 

Route 19 updated 
based on Greenway 
Route. An online route 
is also retained as it 
may offer a more direct 
option. 

2 Everlands traffic calming measures are 
ineffective. Vehicles still travel too fast along this 
link 

More effective traffic 
calming measures to be 
explored for Route 2. 

3 Uley road link has a narrow pavement on only 
one side, and that is in bad condition. Option for 
a permissive path has been explored already for 
this section and should be taken forward. 

The permissive path 
option will be 
incorporated in to the 
LCCWIP for the link to 
Uley (Route 3) 

3 There is large demand for a safe cycleway 
scheme between Uley and Dursley to be used by 
school children.  

The aim of the LCWIP is 
delivery routes suitable 
for use by all ages and 
abilities 

8 Footpath on the eastern end of Route 8 is well 
used but very narrow and could do with 
upgrading. 

Path widening to be 
considered in 
subsequent design 
stages  
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Route Summary of stakeholder feedback Action / Outcome 

9 Field lane is 30mph up to housing but then is 
national speed limit on a single-track lane. Lots of 
dog walkers/cyclists/horse riders. This is 
dangerous and should be reduced in speed and 
designated as a quiet route. 

Improvements for Route 
9 to emphasise 
reduction in traffic speed 
and volume. 

9 Bristol Road to Tumpy Green Lane heads up to 
an equestrian centre. Very busy with equestrians 
so signage for cyclists notifying them of horse 
riders would be useful. 

Quiet Lane approach to 
be considered in 
subsequent design 
stages; with an 
emphasis on traffic 
speed and volume 
reduction. 

15 Speed of route to Stonehouse is high-speed limit 
and could be dangerous for walking and cyclists. 

Improvements for Route 
15 to emphasise 
reduction in traffic speed 
and volume. 

New 
Route 
(21) 

A safe and direct cycle route along A4135 
between Slimbridge and Cam is needed. The 
road is currently too narrow for cyclists and is 
regarded as dangerous to ride along, especially 
at the railway bridge pinch point. 

New route added 

New 
Route 
(22) 

A more direct route through to the Cam 
Woodfield Junior School is needed to better 
catch school catchment area. 

New route added 

New 
Route 
(23) 

The southern section of Route 9 could head 
down Woodend Lane instead of Field Lane. Field 
Lane is a very steep gradient. 

New Route added 

New 
Route 
(24) 

Dursley Road is a school route. The Leaf and 
Ground is also a new busy trip attractor. Footway 
on Leaf and Ground side of the road would be 
the better side to upgrade as a safe walking 
route. 

New route added 

New 
Route 
(25) 

Long Street could be a key connection between 
Greenway Route and Dursley centre. 

New route added 
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5.3. Cycling network map 
The updates identified through stakeholder consultation and further site assessments were 
incorporated into the final network. The proposed cycle network is shown in Figure 5-5. 

 

Figure 5-5 – Cam and Dursley Cycling Network Map 

 

  

© OpenStreetMap 

Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database right 2010-19 
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6. Network Planning for Walking 

This section describes how the routes included in this LCWIP were identified and chosen. It 
should be noted that the LCWIP sets out routes that should be high-quality well-connected 
walking routes (and any necessary infrastructure improvements) – not necessarily the best 
available existing routes.  

6.1. Trip generators 
The Department for Transport guidance states that identifying demand for a planned network 
should start by mapping the main origin and destination points across the geographical area 
to be covered by the LCWIP. The following key origin/destination points have been identified 
and are shown in Figure 6-1:  

• Residential areas - shown as the population weighted centroid of each LSOA16 (an area 
comprising approximately 800-100 households); 

• Educational facilities (Primary and Secondary schools, college campuses); 

• Retail centres – town centre high streets; 

• Hospitals; 

• Major employment sites (current and future); and 

• Rail stations. 

Figure 6-1 - Key origins and destinations 

 

 
16 LSOA - Lower Layer Super Output Area 

Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database right 2010-19 
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6.2. Core walking zones / key walking routes 
A simple analysis of origin/destination clusters highlights ‘Core Walking Zones’ (CWZs) – 
areas with many origins/destinations within walkable distance of each other, where 
pedestrian demand is likely to be high. CWZs represent an area with a walking time of 
around 5 minutes. The draft CWZs identified are shown in Figure 6-2. 

The CWZs cover:  

• Cam village centre; and 

• Dursley town centre. 

 

Key routes of up to c.2km into and between CWZs have been identified. These represent 
key potential desire lines that could and should provide an attractive, safe and comfortable 
walking environment. These draft key walking routes are shown in Figure 6-2. 

Figure 6-2 – Draft Core Walking Zones and Key Walking Routes 

 

  

© OpenStreetMap Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database right 2010-19 
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6.3. Stakeholder involvement 
A summary of the stakeholder engagement input received in terms of walking specific route 
options is provided in Table 5-1. 

Table 6-1 - Stakeholder input to cycle network development 

Route Summary of stakeholder feedback Action / Outcome 

General A safer walking link to both the villages of 
Slimbridge and Cambridge is needed. The A4135 
railway bridge’s footway is very narrow, too 
narrow to fit child buggies or mobility scooters 
across and this section of the A4135 is 50 mph 
and on a gradient. This footway is used in both 
directions by Slimbridge, Cambridge and Cam 
residents for access to Cam and Dursley Station, 
Cam’s local shops and Slimbridge Primary 
School. 

The narrow footways on 
the railway bridge are 
sub-standard and 
improved links across the 
railway are 
recommended, 
particularly as new 
developments are bought 
forwards north-west. 
However, a walking route 
to Slimbridge/Cambridge 
is unlikely to attract a 
high volume of users due 
to its length, and is 
therefore not a focus for 
the LCWIP at this stage.  

W3 & W6 More of the Cotswold Way should be considered, 
walking plans currently only include the North 
Street and Parsonage Street section of the route. 

The LCWIP is focussed 
on utility routes that make 
walking an attractive 
alternative to car trips. 

No action. 

New 
Route 
(W8) 

Church Road, Hopton Road and Springhill has 
lots of foot traffic. Walking route up through to 
Tesco should be considered. 

New route added 

New 
Route 
(W9) 

Dursley Road is a school route. The Leaf and 
Ground is also a new busy trip attractor. Footway 
on Leaf and Ground side of the road would be 
the better side to upgrade as a safe walking 
route. 

New route added 

New 
Route 
(W10) 

Woodmancote A4135 main road is a busy 
walking connection, especially for dog walkers. 
There is a parking issues and narrow pavement 
at the bottom of the hill. 

New route added 
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6.4. Walking Network Map 
The updates identified through stakeholder consultation and further site assessments were 
incorporated into the final network. The proposed walking network is shown in Figure 6-3. 

 

Figure 6-3 - Walking Network Map 

  

  

© OpenStreetMap Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database right 2010-19 
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7. Programme of Cycle Infrastructure 
Improvements 

Nearly all the routes identified in the Cam and Dursley Cycling Network Map require 
infrastructure improvements to enhance the quality and attractiveness of the routes to 
existing and potential cyclists. Such improvements should provide a network that reflects the 
standards and expectations set out in LTN 1/20 Cycle Infrastructure Design. This section 
sets out indicative cycle facilities for the identified network and high-level risks to their 
delivery. Some routes have been considered in more detail and more specific proposed 
improvements are set out below. 

Infrastructure improvements will be delivered over time on an incremental basis as 
opportunities and funding arise. This Programme of Cycling Infrastructure Improvements will 
also evolve over time with more details added across the network as feasibility investigations 
are progressed. 

7.1. Cycling network - indicative facilities and improvements 
The proposed network identifies the routes and links that should best accommodate cycle 
trips within the area, in order to provide direct, convenient, and safe access by cycle. In 
nearly all cases, improvements are required on these routes to make them suitable to enable 
mass-cycling and as a result they are not necessarily the best available existing routes.  

The indicative facilities shown on the network comprise; 
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Segregated 2-way cycle track 

Fully segregated from motor vehicles and 
pedestrians. 

 

Facility can be; 

Online – generally alongside a road, or 

Offline - on a separate alignment away from roads 
(e.g. a rural multi-user path). 

 

 

 

Segregated 1-way cycle track 

Cycle track adjacent to a road with kerbed 
segregation from motor vehicles and pedestrians.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

Shared use facilities 

Fully segregated from motor vehicles, but shared with 
pedestrians – generally only appropriate in rural 
areas where pedestrian movements are very low. 
Shared facilities can be designed around the needs 
of cycles (side road priority etc.) 

 

Facility can be; 

Online – generally alongside a road, or 

Offline - on a separate alignment away from roads 
(e.g. a rural multi-user path). 

 

 

 

 

Offline 2-way cycle track (Image: LTN 1/20) 

 

Offline Shared Use Facility (Image: LTN 1/20) 

 

Online Shared Use Facility (Image: twitter) 

 

Online 2-way cycle track  (Image: LTN 1/20) 

 

Stepped cycle track (Image: LTN 1/20) 

 

Fully segregated cycle track (Image: LTN 1/20) 
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Traffic calmed on road route 

Some routes require more detailed feasibility design 
to identify a preferred solution. Where segregation is 
not possible due to the available space, and it may 
be unfeasible to reduce traffic flows to ‘quiet route’ 
levels, further work is required to identify appropriate 
treatments that reflect LTN 1/20 guidance and 
provide a safe, attractive route for all users.  

 

 

Quiet on-road route 

On road cycle route with few cycle specific features. 
Measures to reduce motor traffic speed and flow to 
create a comfortable cycling environment such as 
modal filters, redefinition of the street character.  

 

 

 

 

 

Quiet Lanes 

Quiet lanes are a network of rural roads where 
minimal traffic calming measures are used to enable 
all road users to ‘share with care’. This can include 
changes to roads and verges, use of soft 
landscaping, removing existing road signs, 
introducing local waymarking, use of different surface 
treatments and provision of passing bays. 

 

 

 

For each section of the identified network, an initial indication of the type of cycle facility that 
could be provided is mapped in Figure 7-1 (overview) and Figure 7-2 (detail).  

These are initial suggestions based on a high-level consideration of route type and ability to 
deliver cycle improvements. A number of the longer urban routes have been split up in order 
to give a clearer indication infrastructure type. All routes are subject to more detailed 
feasibility assessments to confirm the appropriate cycle facilities (taking account of LTN 1/20 
guidance) and the feasibility of construction. 

Quiet on-road route (Image: LTN 1/20 

On road route (Image: LTN 1/20) 
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Figure 7-1 - Indicative cycle facility for LCWIP Cycling Network – overview (subject to full feasibility assessment) 

   
© OpenStreetMap. Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database right 2010-19 
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Figure 7-2 - Indicative cycle facility for LCWIP Cycling Network - detail (subject to full 
feasibility assessment) 

  

 

© OpenStreetMap Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown 
copyright and database right 2010-19 
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The indicative facilities are also described in Table 7-1. Some deliverability risks are 
identified in the table – these are challenges for which solutions will need to be identified in 
subsequest design stages; not reasons for improvements to routes to be dismissed. 

Table 7-1 – Indicative cycle facility for LCWIP Cycling Network (subject to full 
feasibility assessment) 

Route Section Proposed cycle facility Deliverability risks 

Primary Routes  

1.1: Box Road Traffic calmed route Minor upgrades to existing route.  

New development along link will inevitably increase 
traffic along Box Road. 

1.2: A4135 - Box 
Road to Manor 

Avenue 

Segregated 2-way cycle track (Online) Heavily trafficked route.  

Mix of re-allocation of road space from existing 
carriageway and widening of carriageway into 
available verge space. 

1.3: A4135 - 
Manor Avenue to 
Cam Chapel 
Street 

LTN 1/20 compliant option to be identified Heavily trafficked route.  

Constrained width for most of link with private 
property fronting highway. 

2.1: Chapel Street 
to Everland’s  

Traffic calmed route Constrained width for most of link with private 
property fronting highway.  

On-street parking presents barrier to safe and direct 
cycle infrastructure. 

2.2: Everland’s Quiet On-road Existing traffic calming measure to incorporate into 
design (speed humps). 

Consider feasibility of modal filter. 

2.3: Public 
Footpath 
connecting 
Kingshill Lane and 
Rednock Drive 

Shared use facility Constrained width in places and steep gradients. 
Currently a footpath public right of way. 

2.4: The Knapp Traffic calmed route Gradient down into Sainsburys carpark from The 
Knapp is supported by a switch back ramp.  

On-street parking presents barrier to safe and direct 
cycle infrastructure. 

3: B4066 Uley 
Road 

Shared use facility (Permissive path away 
from carriageway) 

Permissive path would require landowner consent.  

4.1: A4135 - Cam 
Chapel Street to 
Blackboys 

LTN 1/20 compliant option to be identified Heavily trafficked route.  

Constrained width for most of link with private 
property fronting highway. 

4.2: A4135 - 
Blackboys to 
Rednock Drive 

Segregated 2-way cycle track (Online) Opportunity to utilise Kingshill Road parallel side-
road for section of cycleway away from main 
carriageway. 

Mix of re-allocation of road space from existing 
carriageway and widening of carriageway into 
available verge space. 

Substantial side road entrances to consider 
(Ambulance Station and Rednock School) 
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Route Section Proposed cycle facility Deliverability risks 

4.3: A4135 - 
Rednock Drive to 
Sainsburys 

LTN 1/20 compliant option to be identified Heavily trafficked route.  

Constrained width for most of link with private 
property fronting highway (particularly around the 
Dursley Garage area). 

Steep gradient for cyclists. 

Footway on western side of carriageway is elevated. 

On-street parking presents barrier to safe and direct 
cycle infrastructure. 

4.4: A4135 -
Sainsburys to 
Long Street 

Segregated 2-way cycle track (Online) Heavily trafficked route for both vehicles and 
pedestrians (Town centre area). 

Busy town centre junction (mini roundabout) will 
need to be improved. 

4.5: A4135 - Long 
Street to B4066 
Uley Road 

LTN 1/20 compliant option to be identified Heavily trafficked route.  

Constrained width for most of link with private 
property fronting highway. 

5: Manor Avenue Traffic calmed route Sections of very steep gradient. 

Existing traffic calming measure to incorporate into 
design (speed humps). 

6: B4063 
Woodfield Road 

Traffic calmed route Sections of very steep gradient. 

On-street parking presents barrier to safe and direct 
cycle infrastructure. 

 

Route Section Proposed cycle facility Deliverability risks 

Secondary Routes 

7: Manor Avenue 
A4135 connection 

Traffic calmed route Short section of route that would need to be 
completed in unison with other infrastructure such as 
Route’s 1 or 5. 

8.1: Elstub Lane Traffic calmed route Low traffic farm route and residential access. 

8.2: Elstub Lane 
Manor Avenue 

connection 

Shared use facility Narrow width – would require widening into 
hedgerows/embankments. Two route options 
available. 

9: Cam 
Quarry/Quarry 
Gardens, 
Breadhouse, 
Sharpness link 

Quiet Lanes Routes consists predominantly of narrow lanes. 

Traffic flow (consider options to reduce traffic flow 
and speed, including modal filters or banned turns).  

Lengths of the route would require sections of PRoW 
(predominantly footpaths) to be upgraded to cycling 
infrastructure. 

10: Knapp Lane Traffic calmed route On-street parking presents barrier to safe and direct 
cycle infrastructure. 

SUP ramp at the western connection through from 
Manor Avenue. 

11: A4135 to 
Everland’s 
(residential through 
route) 

Traffic calmed route Sections of very steep gradient. 

On-street parking presents barrier to safe and direct 
cycle infrastructure (predominantly outside of Cam 
Everland’s Primary School). 

Existing traffic calming measure to incorporate into 
design (speed humps). 

12: Budding Way Traffic calmed route Quiet residential roads through new development. 

Sections of SUP including short footbridges across 
some of the drainage swales act as modal filters and 
could be incorporated into design. 
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13: Dursley Primary 
School connection 

Traffic calmed route Sections of very steep gradient. 

On-street parking presents barrier to safe and direct 
cycle infrastructure. 

14: Cam, 
Cambridge, 
Sharpness Canal 

link 

Quiet Lanes Routes consists predominantly of narrow lanes. 

Traffic flow (consider options to reduce 

traffic flow and speed) 

Lengths of the route would require sections of PRoW 
(predominantly footpaths) to be upgraded to cycling 
infrastructure. 

15: Cam, Frocester, 
Stonehouse link 

Quiet Lanes Routes consists predominantly of narrow lanes. 

Traffic flow (consider options to reduce 

traffic flow and speed, including modal filters or 
banned turns) 

16 – Lister Road Segregated 2-way cycle track (Online) New road link that has yet to be fully constructed.  

Unknown width or support infrastructure for 
pedestrians and cyclists. 

17: Lister Road to 
Church Road 
connection 

Shared use facility 
New SUP through new development – following 
Greenway Route. 

18: Brownings 
Lane/Ewelme Close 

Traffic calmed route Following Greenway Route. Lengths of the route 
would require sections of PRoW (predominantly 
footpaths) to be upgraded to cycling infrastructure. 

One section at the eastern end adjacent to the river 
is very narrow and challenging to provide a safe 
attractive shared route. 

19: Cam High 
Street to Railway 
Station offline link 

Shared use facility Following Greenway Route. Offline route that would 
require landowner consent. 

Crossing of River Cam required. 

20: Wisloe Garden 
community 

ped/cycle bridge 

Shared use facility Proposed by Wisloe Garden community 
development. 

Offline route that would require landowner consent. 

21: A4135 - 
Slimbridge to Box 

Road 

Segregated 2-way cycle track (Online) Heavily trafficked route. 

Sections of very steep gradient. 

Railway overbridge presents a significant pinch point 
on a 50mph speed limit carriageway – a signalised 
solution may be required. 

A4135/Bristol Road roundabout to negotiate. 

22: Cam Woodfield 
Junior School 
connection 

Traffic calmed route On-street parking presents barrier to safe and direct 
cycle infrastructure. 

Potential to route cycle infrastructure through Hadley 
Road Children’s Play Area. 

23: Woodfield Lane 
(south of M5) 

Quiet Lanes Traffic flow (consider options to reduce 

traffic flow and speed, including modal filters or 
banned turns) 

24: Dursley Road LTN 1/20 compliant option to be identified Sections of very steep gradient. 

Existing 40mph speed limit. 

25: Long Street Traffic calmed route Sections of very steep gradient. 

Constrained width for most of link with 

private property fronting highway. 

 

Note: In all cases the appropriate cycle facility shall be confirmed in subsequent 
feasibility assessments, taking account of site conditions and the guidance set out in 
LTN 1/20 Figure 4.1. 
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7.2. Route Prioritisation 
As part of this initial study, a selection of routes have been considered in more detail and 
potential improvements at specific locations on the route identified. Each route within the 
draft network was assessed using a Route Prioritisation Table – an analysis tool 
recommended within the DfTs LCWIP guidance. 

Each route option was marked against nine criteria: 

• Forecast increase in Cycling trips; 

• Population who directly benefit from the intervention; 

• Improvement in road safety; 

• Delivery against policy objectives of Local Transport Plan; 

• Importance of the intervention for access and equality; 

• Potential to attract funding, including private sector funding; 

• Scheme feasibility;  

• Dependency on other schemes; and, 

• Political acceptability. 

The route prioritisation analysis table created for the Cam and Dursley cycling routes is 
attached in Appendix A and shows the gradings given to route based on the above criteria. 

The key routes identified are shown in Figure 7.3 and summarised in Table 7-2. 
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Figure 7-3 – Priority cycle routes – Cam & Dursley 

  

Table 7-2 - Top 10 Priority Routes 
Route 1 (1.1, 1.2 & 1.3): Cam and Dursley railway station 
to Cam centre 

Route 16: Lister Road 

Route 2 (2.1, 2.2, 2.3 & 2.4): Cam centre to Dursley centre 
via Everlands 

Route 17: Lister Road to Church Road connection 

Route 3: Dursley to Uley via Uley Road Route 18: Brownings Lane/Ewelme Close 

Route 4 (4.1, 4.2, 4.3, 4.4 & 4.5): Cam centre to Dursley 

centre via A4135 
Route 19: Cam High Street to Railway Station offline link 

Route 12: Budding Way Route 25: Long Street 
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7.3. Priority routes – recommended improvements 
As part of this initial study, the priority routes have been considered in more detail and 
potential improvements at specific locations on the routes identified. These have not been 
subject to a full feasibility assessment; however, they do provide a recommended 
programme of improvements on these priority routes to be developed further. As these 
routes are developed, designs should ensure good connectivity to the surrounding network, 
with adequate crossings and links included.  

Of the priority routes identified in Section 7.2, the majority are already the subject of the 
Greenway Route scheme, including; 

• Route 3; 

• Route 12; 

• Route 16; 

• Route 17; 

• Route 18; and, 

• Route 19. 

  

Hence, further proposals are not included here, and the outcomes of the Greenway Route 
scheme should be seen as the basis for further development of those routes. 

The remaining priority routes that were selected for consideration in more detail are stated 
below and detailed in the following sections;  

• Route 1 (1.1, 1.2 & 1.3) 

• Route 2 (2.1, 2.2, 2.3 & 2.4) 

• Route 4 (41., 4.2, 4.3, 4.4, 4.5) 

7.3.1. Route 1 

This route scored as a high priority cycle link, connecting the centre of Cam to the railway 
station. The route has been split into three sections based on their indicative cycle facility: 

• Route 1.1: Traffic Calmed Route along Box Road, connecting Cam and Dursley railway 
station to the A4135. 

• Route 1.2: Online segregated 2-way cycle track between the A4135 junctions with Box 
Road and the northern end of Manor Avenue. 

• Route 1.3: A LTN 1/20 compliant option for the infrastructure type is still to be identified 
for this section of the route. 

Plans showing the proposed infrastructure improvements to be considered on Route 1.1, 
Route 1.2 and Route 1.3 are provided in Figure 7-3, Figure 7-4 and Figure 7-5 respectively. 
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Figure 7-3 - Proposed Infrastructure Improvements - Route 1.1 

 

      

Proposed interventions include: 

• Gateway feature at Box Road/Halmore Lane junction at northern end of route;  

• Priority crossings for pedestrians and cyclists with tightening of junction geometry at side 
roads. Side road entry treatments or parallel crossings depending on location; 

• Traffic calming and restrictions to create low speed environment; 

• Review the need for on-street parking restrictions to prevent obstructions and reduce risk 
of door swipes; and, 

• Improve junction layout to facilitate a direct and safe connection for cyclists between Box 
Road and the A4135. 

(b) 

(a) 

(a) Box Road junction – improvement needed to 
provide a safe, convenient link through the junction 

(b) Northern extent of the built-up area – re0enforce the 
change in environment through a gateway treatment 

north of the station. 
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Figure 7-4 - Proposed Infrastructure Improvements - Route 1.2 

 

 

 

Proposed interventions include: 

• Priority crossings for pedestrians and cyclists with tightening of junction geometry at side 
roads. Side road entry treatments or parallel crossings depending on location; 

• Improve connection between the A4135 and Draycott Crescent cul-de-sac to provide 
direct, safe and legible route for cyclists; and,  

• Improve junction layout to facilitate a direct and safe connection for cyclists across Manor 
Road junction. 

 

(c) Draycott Crescent cul-de-sac – Provide cycle infrastructure to connect Draycott Crescent to 2-

way segregated cycle track on eastern side of A4135. 

(c) 



 
 

 Final Report | 1.0 | July 2022 
Atkins | Cam and Dursley LCWIP v2.0 Final Page 48 of 77 
 

Figure 7-5 - Proposed Infrastructure Improvements - Route 1.3 

 

 

 Proposed interventions include: 

• Route 1.3 follows the A4135 through the Cam and Dursley urban area. The link is a 
highly trafficked route with little opportunity to reduce traffic flow and is very constrained 
in terms of available width in places. More detailed design work is required to identify 
LTN 1/20 compliant option. 

• Improved connection off of the A4135 through to the Greenway Route including 
removal/replacement of existing gate and barrier; and, 

• Improve junction layout to facilitate a direct and safe connection for cyclists between the 
A4135 and Chapel Street.  

(d) Greenway Route Connection to A4135 – remove 
barriers to make Greenway accessible to all users, 
including cyclists, mobility scooters and buggies. 

(e) Chapel Street Junction – key junction within Cam 
and part of Greenway Route; improve junction for 

cyclists connecting through in any direction. 

(d) 

(e) 
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7.3.2. Route 2 

This route was highlighted as one with great propensity to enable and accommodate cycle 
trips between Dursley and Cam centres via low traffic route when compared to the main 
A4135 spine route. Sections of the route are also designated as the Greenway Route. The 
route has been split into three sections based on each indicative cycle facility: 

• Route 2.1: Traffic Calmed Route along Chapel Street between the A4135 and Everland’s. 

• Route 2.2: Quiet On-road facility along Everland’s, connecting Chapel Street and Dursley 
Footpath south from Kingshill Lane. 

• Route 2.3: Shared Use facility along Dursley Footpath, connecting Kingshill Lane and 
Rednock Drive. 

• Route 2.4: Quiet On-road facility along The Knapp, connecting Dursley Footpath to the 
A4135 Cotswold Way. 

Plans showing the proposed infrastructure improvements to be considered on the four 
sections of Route 2 are provided in Figure 7-6 to Figure 7-9 respectively. 
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Figure 7-6 - Proposed Infrastructure Improvements - Route 2.1 

 

 

Proposed interventions include: 

• Review location of on-road parking. Relocate where possible in order to create a safer 
environment for cyclists;  

• Consider viability of a modal filter/bus gate at northern end of Chapel Street to stop 
through traffic flow along Chapel Street and therefore create traffic calmed route option 
for Greenway Route; and, 

• Improve junction layout to facilitate a direct and safe connection for cyclists between 
Chapel Street and Everland’s. Junction could be upgraded to switch priority from the 
existing Chapel Street/Station Road priority movement to Chapel Street/Everland’s 
priority.  

(f) Chapel Street - review on-road parking and consider 
modal filter/bus gate. 

(g) Station Road/Chapel Street Junction - Improve 
junction for cyclists by changing priority of junction. 

(f) 

(g) 
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Figure 7-7 - Proposed Infrastructure Improvements - Route 2.2 

  

 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Proposed interventions include: 

• Improve existing traffic calming (which is ineffective) and consider further restrictions to 
create low speed, low volume traffic on Everland’s. A modal filter could be considered to 
reduce traffic movements – some exemptions for local access are likely to be required; 

• Improve Church Road junction for cyclists by considering a safe and direct connection 
between the Greenway Route/Alexandra Close SUP facility and Everland’s, including 
adequate crossing facilities; and, 

Greenway 
Route 

connection 

Alexandra 
Close SUP 

connection 

(h) Church Road junction - Create safe and direct connection between 
the Greenway Route/Alexandra Close SUP facility and Everland’s 

(i) Dursley Footpath - removal/replacement 
of existing gate and barrier 

(i) 

(h) 
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• Improved connection from Lister Road/Kingshill Lane through to Dursley Footpath, 
including off carriageway facility on southern side and removal/replacement of existing 
gate and barrier. 
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Figure 7-8 - Proposed Infrastructure Improvements - Route 2.3 

 

 

 

 

Proposed interventions include: 

• Upgrading Dursley Footpath between Kingshill Lane and Rednock Drive to a Shared Use 
facility that both pedestrians and cyclists can use by widening and resurfacing. Include 
measures to slow down cyclists on steep gradient sections to ensure route section is still 
safe and comfortable for pedestrians. 

• Improve lighting along footpath to increase safety and security. 

• Removal/replacement of existing gates and barriers at each end of Dursley Footpath. 

 

(k) Dursley Footpath - removal/replacement 
of existing gate and barrier 

(j) Dursley Footpath – Upgrade to Shared 
Use Facility 

(k) 

(j) 
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Figure 7-9 - Proposed Infrastructure Improvements - Route 2.4 

 

 

  
Proposed interventions include: 

• Investigate opportunity to remove/relocate on-street parking. All houses along The Knapp 
have parking provision within their properties. The removal of parked cars along this link 
will create a more pleasant, safer cycling environment where vehicles and cyclists could 
pass each other without have to give way; and, 

• Improved route through Sainsbury’s car park, safely connecting cyclists from the ramp 
down from The Knapp through to the A4135 and Dursley centre. Subject to landowner 
consent. 

  

(l) The Knapp lane – review on-street parking 

(l) 

(m) 

Cycle ramps 
up to The 

Knapp 

(m) Sainsbury’s Carpark – create safe cycle connection 
through car park to Dursley centre 
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7.3.3. Route 4 

The A4135 between Dursley and Cam is a key transport link that serves a large proportion of 
the urban area’s population while offering a more direct connection between the two urban 
centres for cyclists. The route has been split into three sections based on their indicative 
cycle facility: 

• Route 4.1: A LTN 1/20 compliant option for the infrastructure type is still to be identified 
for this section of the route. 

• Route 4.2: The indicative cycle facility for this section is a Segregated 2-way cycle track 
along the A4135 Kingshill Road, between Blackboys and Rednock Drive. 

• Route 4.3: A LTN 1/20 compliant option for the infrastructure type is still to be identified 
for this section of the route. 

• Route 4.4: The indicative cycle facility for this section is a Segregated 2-way cycle track 
along the A4135 Cotswold Way, between Sainsburys and Long Street. 

• Route 4.5: A LTN 1/20 compliant option for the infrastructure type is still to be identified 
for this section of the route. 

Plans showing the proposed infrastructure improvements to be considered on the five 
sections of Route 3 are provided in Figure 7-10 to Figure 7-14 respectively. 
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Figure 7-10 - Proposed Infrastructure Improvements - Route 4.1 

 

Proposed interventions include: 

• Route 4.1 follows the A4135 through the Cam and Dursley urban area. The link is a 
highly trafficked route with little opportunity to reduce traffic flow and is very constrained 
in terms of available width in places. More detailed design work is required to identify 
LTN 1/20 compliant option. 

• The key junctions along the link are predominately mini roundabouts. These junctions 
would need to be improved and integrated into the LTN 1/20 compliant cycle 
infrastructure to provide safe intersections for cyclists.   

• This is a key route through Cam and Dursley and therefore a number of connections from 
the cycle route through to the main residential areas in Cam could be made. Ensuring 
these residential areas have safe and direct access to the cycle provision on along the 
A4135 will be essential to increasing cycle trip numbers in Cam and Dursley.    

(n) ‘A4135/Woodfield Road’ and (o) ‘A4135/Dursley Road’ mini roundabouts – Examples of main junction type along 
link. Roundabouts can be dangerous to navigate for cyclists and safer options should be explored. 

(n) 

(o) 
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Figure 7-11 - Proposed Infrastructure Improvements - Route 4.2 

 

Proposed interventions include: 

• Improvements to Blackboys junction to provide safe and direct connection between 
Segregated 2-way cycle track and A4135 cycle infrastructure north of Blackboys junction; 

• Use of Kingshill Road’s parallel side road as a cycle link off of the main carriageway.  

• Priority crossings for pedestrians and cyclists with tightening of junction geometry at side 
roads; and, 

• Removal of central hatching and widening of carriageway where available.  

(p) The A4135 through this area has available width in 

the form of central hatching and wide footways.  
(q) Kingshill Road – a section of the segregated cycle track 
could be diverted off of the main A4135 carriageway and 

routed down Kingshill Road. 

(q) 

(p) 
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Figure 7-12 - Proposed Infrastructure Improvements - Route 4.3 

 

      

Proposed interventions include: 

• Route 4.3 follows the A4135 through the Cam and Dursley urban area. The link is a 
highly trafficked route with little opportunity to reduce traffic flow and is very constrained 
in terms of available width in places. More detailed design work is required to identify 
LTN 1/20 compliant option. 

• Parking bays on eastern side of carriageway, located outside of Dursley Garage, 
significantly reduce available width for cycle infrastructure. Investigate relocating parking 
as it is likely this is used by the garage to support their business; 

• A steep ramp up to the War Memorial Recreational Ground’s offers a possible off-line 
connection that bypasses the A4135. Redesigning the ramp to have a shallower gradient 
would make the recreational ground a more accessible and attractive route option; and,  

• Reconfigure Parsonage Street mini-roundabout junction to provide safe and direct route 
through for cyclists.  

(r) A4135 Kingshill Road – Parking bays on eastern 
side of carriageway restrict available width. 

(s) Recreational Ground – Steep ramp up to the Recreational 
Ground from Sainsbury’s car park restricts access for some users 

(r) 

(s) 
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Figure 7-13 - Proposed Infrastructure Improvements - Route 4.4 

  

 

Proposed interventions include: 

• Widen carriageway north (into Sainsbury’s footway area) to provide width for Segregated 
2-way cycle track; 

• Upgrade A4135/Long Street mini roundabout to cycle friendly junction and integrate 
improved signal crossing that includes provision for cyclists; and, 

• Include priority crossing for pedestrians and cyclists, including tightening of junction 
geometry, at Sainsbury’s carpark junction. 

  

(t) Sainsbury’s footway – There is available width on 
the northern side of A4135 carriageway for a 

segregated cycle track 

(u) A4135/Long Street mini roundabout and signal 

crossing 

(u) 

(t) 
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Figure 7-14 - Proposed Infrastructure Improvements - Route 4.5 

 

Proposed interventions include: 

• Route 4.5 follows the A4135 through the Cam and Dursley urban area. The link is a 
highly trafficked route with little opportunity to reduce traffic flow and is very constrained 
in terms of available width in places. More detailed design work is required to identify 
LTN 1/20 compliant option. 

• Upgrading Woodmancote mini roundabout to cycle friendly junction; and, 

• Improvements to Uley Road junction to provide a safe and direct connection for cyclists 
moving between Dursley town centre and the area southeast of Dursley, including the 
B4066 Uley Road connection to Uley village.  

(v) A4135 Silver Street – very narrow link bordered 
by private property. 

(w)  Uley Road junction – Provision of a safe and direct 
connection through Uley Road junction for cyclists in both 

directions. 

(w) 

(v) 



 
 

 Final Report | 1.0 | July 2022 
Atkins | Cam and Dursley LCWIP v2.0 Final Page 61 of 77 
 

7.4. Cost estimate 
Indicative cost estimates have been calculated for the proposed interventions set out for the 
selected routes in Section 7.2. These are based on typical unit / per km rates for similar 
facilities and do not take account on any particular site characteristics. A risk budget of 40% 
has been included in the ‘Total’ costs for each section – appropriate for this stage of scheme 
development with many unknowns in terms of site condition, potential impact on utilities etc. 
Scheme costs will be refined as designs and options are developed in more detail, and site-
specific costs are understood. 

Feasibility study costs, and an additional 10% risk budget are included for the sections 
where more detailed investigations are required to identify a solution that reflects LTN 1/20 
guidance. 

A summary of the indicative cost estimates per route are shown in Table 7-3. The full 
calculations are provided in Table 7-4. 

 

Table 7-3 - Indicative cost estimates (selected routes) 

Network Section   Indicative Cost Estimate 

(£’000s, rounded to nearest £10k, 2020 
prices, including 40% risk budget) 

1.1: Box Road £770 

1.2: A4135 - Box Road to Manor Avenue £1,750 

1.3: A4135 - Manor Avenue to Cam Chapel Street £2,400 

2.1: Chapel Street to Everland’s  £650 

2.2: Everland’s £950 

2.3: Public Footpath connecting Kingshill Lane and 
Rednock Drive 

£200 

2.4: The Knapp £120 

4.1: A4135 - Cam Chapel Street to Blackboys £5,290 

4.2: A4135 - Blackboys to Rednock Drive £2,390 

4.3: A4135 - Rednock Drive to Sainsburys £2,090 

4.4: A4135 -Sainsburys to Long Street £1,430 

4.5: A4135 - Long Street to B4066 Uley Road £2,300 
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Table 7-4 - Indicative cost estimates – (full calculation) 

  

Proposed Cycle route provision Cost Rate Unit Number Cost Number Cost Number Cost Number Cost Number Cost Number Cost Number Cost Number Cost Number Cost Number Cost Number Cost Number Cost

Mark new cycle lanes on-carriageway (lining 

only)
£16,000 per km

£0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0

Provide light segregation to cycle lane £60,000 per km £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0

Reconfigure road space/kerbs for cycle 

lanes 2 directions 
£360,000 per km

£0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0

Full kerbed segregation (2-way cycle track) £700,000 per km £0 0.634 £444,000 0.573 £401,000 £0 £0 £0 £0 1.609 £1,126,500 0.513 £359,000 0.49 £343,000 0.169 £118,500 0.335 £234,500

Full kerbed segregation (2x uni-directional 

track)
£1,120,000 per km

£0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0

New 3m path in verge £225,000 per km £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 0.335 £75,500 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0

Reconfigure carriageway and new 3m path 

in verge
£500,000 per km

£0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0

On-carriageway improvement £10,000 per km £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0

Traffic calmed route £25,000 per km 0.726 £18,000 £0 £0 0.324 £8,000 1.208 £30,000 £0 0.568 £14,000 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0

Public realm improvement (low end) £2,200,000 per km £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0

Upgrade existing rural PROW to all weather 

route
£200,000 per km

£0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0

Other items

Side road entry treatment £20,000 no. 6 £120,000 2 £40,000 5 £100,000 2 £40,000 4 £80,000 £0 2 £40,000 7 £140,000 2 £40,000 2 £40,000 2 £40,000 2 £40,000

Controlled pedestrian/Toucan Crossing £100,000 no. £0 1 £100,000 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 2 £200,000 £0 £0 £0

Parallel (zebra) crossing £30,000 no. £0 £0 £0 £0 2 £60,000 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0

Signalised junction - new equipment/revised 

layout
£150,000 no.

£0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0

Reconfigure roundabout to provide 

segregated pedestrian/cycle routes
£1,500,000 no.

£0 £0 0.33 £495,000 £0 £0 £0 £0 0.66 £990,000 0.33 £495,000 0.33 £495,000 0.33 £495,000 0.33 £495,000

Modal filter and adjacent traffic calming £50,000 no. £0 £0 £0 1 £50,000 1 £50,000 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0

Bridge maintenace/replacement £140,000 no. £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0

Street lighting £150,000 per km £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0

Low level lighting to path £8,000 per km £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 0.335 £2,500 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0

Gateway feature £15,000 no. 1 £15,000 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0

Improved access to offline sections of 

cycleway/footpaths (replace barriers etc)
£15,000 no.

£0 1 £15,000 1 £15,000 £0 1 £15,000 1 £15,000 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0

Larger T-junction/side road treatment £200,000 no. 1 £200,000 1 £200,000 £0 1 £200,000 1 £200,000 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 1 £200,000

Sub-total £353,000 £799,000 £1,011,000 £298,000 £435,000 £93,000 £54,000 £2,256,500 £1,094,000 £878,000 £653,500 £969,500

Prelims (Site facilities, site management,  

H&S equipment, traffic management etc.)
30%

£106,000 £239,500 £303,500 £89,500 £130,500 £28,000 £16,000 £677,000 £328,000 £263,500 £196,000 £291,000

Fees (Contractors general costs including  

off-site office, insurance, profit, payroll 

administration, legal etc.)

10%

£35,500 £80,000 £101,000 £30,000 £43,500 £9,500 £5,500 £225,500 £109,500 £88,000 £65,500 £97,000

Total Construction Cost (no risk budget) £494,500 £1,118,500 £1,415,500 £417,500 £609,000 £130,500 £75,500 £3,159,000 £1,531,500 £1,229,500 £915,000 £1,357,500

Site Supervision (supervision of site health, 

safety and qualty standards).
6% of construction cost

£29,500 £67,000 £85,000 £25,000 £36,500 £8,000 £4,500 £189,500 £92,000 £74,000 £55,000 £81,500

£50,000 no. 1 £50,000 1 £50,000 1 £50,000 1 £50,000

10%

£141,500 £316,000 £123,000 £136,000

Design 10% of construction cost £49,500 £112,000 £141,500 £42,000 £61,000 £13,000 £7,500 £316,000 £153,000 £123,000 £91,500 £136,000

Risk 40% of construction cost £198,000 £447,500 £566,000 £167,000 £243,500 £52,000 £30,000 £1,263,500 £612,500 £492,000 £366,000 £543,000

Land £40,000 Ha. £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0 £0

500

£19,098,500 £771,500 £1,745,000 £2,399,500 £651,500 £950,000 £203,500 £117,500 £5,294,000 £2,389,000 £2,091,500 £1,427,500 £2,304,000

Package Totals

Total Implementation Cost (inc. risk budget) £20,344,500

of which; Design/site supervision accounts for £1,246,000

of which; Risk budget accounts for £4,981,000

Further Feasibility assessments to identify 

LTN 1/20 compliant solution

of construction cost 

(addiotnal risk budget due 

to uncertainty)

Cam and Dursley LCWIP cycle 

improvements

Route 4.5Route 2.3Route 1.1 Route 1.2 Route 1.3 Route 2.1 Route 2.2 Route 2.4 Route 4.1 Route 4.2 Route 4.3 Route 4.4
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8. Programme of Walking Infrastructure 
Improvements 

All the routes identified in the Cam and Dursley Walking Network Map require infrastructure 
improvements of varying levels to enhance the quality and attractiveness of the routes. This 
section considers the high priority walking routes in more detail, setting out indicative 
facilities for the identified network and high-level cost estimates. 

Infrastructure improvements will be delivered over time on an incremental basis as 
opportunities and funding arise. This Programme of Walking Infrastructure Improvements will 
also evolve over time with more details added across the network as feasibility investigations 
are progressed. 

8.1. Walking network - indicative facilities and improvements 
The proposed network identifies the routes and links that should best accommodate walking 
trips within the area, in order to provide direct, convenient, and safe access on foot. In nearly 
all cases, improvements are required on these routes to make them suitable to enable those 
with impairments and disabilities to use as well, and, as a result, they are not necessarily the 
best available existing routes. 

The indicative facilities shown on the network comprise17; 

 

Informal Crossings 

Regular provision of informal crossings help to 
provide pedestrian connectivity and directness. 
They can also provide inclusive access for a 
wide range of users (e.g. wheelchair users).  

At their most simple they can incorporate 
dropped kerbs. However, they are most effective 
as raised tables (i.e. crossings raised to be flush 
with kerb height). They should incorporate tactile 
paving to local highway authority standard.  

‘Continuous crossings’ at side roads junctions 
can also help to establish pedestrian priority in 
line with the Highway Code and Manual for 
Streets.  

 

 

 

 
17 Table created by ‘Streets Reimagined’  

Image: LTN 3/08 
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‘Designing out’ vehicle parking  

Use of street furniture (e.g. litter bins and seating 
to ‘design out’ pavement parking or parking 
which obstructs free and safe pedestrian 
movement.   

 

Rest Spaces 

Create opportunities for rest by providing safe 
and attractive places to sit and rest.  

 

Providing and maintaining Green and Open 
Spaces 

Green and open spaces can improve the 
attractiveness and comfort of a walking route. 
These spaces should be designed with a high 
degree of permeability and overlooked by 
neighbouring buildings to create ‘natural 
surveillance’ and discourage anti-social 
behaviour, they should also have clear sightlines 
and visibility towards destinations or 
intermediate points for wayfinding and personal 
security. 

 

Provide Direct Crossings and Links 

Routes that provide direct and convenient routes 
for pedestrians are referred to as ‘desire lines’. 
Providing uninterrupted crossings to destinations 
(e.g. as opposed to a staggered crossing) 
makes walking a more direct and pleasant mode 
of travel.   

 

 

Wakefield.gov 

Tewkesbury © Google 2021 
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Segregation  

On busier roads, providing a level of segregation 
between pedestrians and traffic (e.g. through 
planting) can improve comfort, proximity to noise 
/ air pollution and reduce conflict. 

  

 

Lighting 

High quality lighting can make places feel safer 
to use after dark. The type of lighting needs to 
be carefully considered so as not to create light 
pollution and adversely impact nocturnal wildlife 
e.g. bats). 

 

8.2. Route Prioritisation 
Each route within the draft walking network was assessed using the same process as the 
cycling routes. The walking routes were ranked in terms of priority with the highest scoring 
considered in more detail and potential improvements at specific locations on the route 
identified. 

Each route option was marked against nine criteria: 

• Forecast increase in Walking trips; 

• Population who directly benefit from the intervention; 

• Improvement in road safety; 

• Delivery against policy objectives of Local Transport Plan; 

• Importance of the intervention for access and equality; 

• Potential to attract funding, including private sector funding; 

• Scheme feasibility;  

• Dependency on other schemes; and, 

• Political acceptability. 

The route prioritisation analysis table created for the Cam and Dursley walking routes is 
attached in Appendix A and shows the gradings given to route based on the above criteria. 

The key routes identified are shown in Figure 8-1 and summarised in Table 8-1. 

Walesonline.co.uk 

Gloucestershire County Council 
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Figure 8-1 - Priority Walking Routes - Cam & Dursley 

 

Table 8-1 - Top 5 Priority Routes 

Route W1 Links Cam high street with Cam and Dursley railway station. The A4135 section of the route is a key radial 
route into Cam from the north. 

Route W2 Key route connecting the Cam high street to the Dursley town centre running via the eastern side of Cam 
and Dursley; following Everlands, Kingshill Lane and Kingshill Road. 

Route W3 Route running north to south following Lister Road and Lister Street between the Vale Community Hospital 
and Dursley town centre. This link passes through the newly constructed residential developments in the 
east of Dursley and utilises quiet streets and sections of existing shared use path. 

Route W6 Key route running north to south through the centre of the Cam and Dursley urban area via the A4135, 
connecting up the two urban centres. 

Route W7 Key radial route following the B4066 from Dursley high street southeast, connecting residential areas south 
of Dursley to the town centre. 

 

8.3. Priority Routes – recommended improvements 
As part of this initial study, the highest scoring priority route has been considered in more 
detail and potential improvements at specific locations along the route have been identified. 
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Route 2 was the highest scoring walking route during the prioritisation process and was 
therefore selected for consideration in more detail in the following section. This route has not 
been subject to a full feasibility assessment; however, it does provide a recommended 
programme of improvements on this priority route to be developed further. 

8.3.1. Route 2 

This route scored as a high priority walking link, connecting the centre of Dursley to the 
centre of Cam. The route is approx. 2.8km long and has been split into four separate 
sections for this analysis. The proposed infrastructure improvements for the four sections 
also have been mapped and detailed. 

• Chapel Street (see Figure 8-2) – This short link passes through the Cam centre and is 
bordered by private properties including houses and shops, narrow footways, and 
sections of on-street parking. The northern end of the link connects to the A4135 via 
Chapel Street mini roundabout and the southern end connects to Everland’s. 

• Everland’s (see Figure 8-3) – The Everland’s link is approx. 1km long and is bordered 
predominantly by residential areas and Cam sports Club in the centre. This link connects 
Chapel Street and the centre of Cam to Kingshill Lane and key destinations such as Vale 
community Hospital and Littlecombe Business Park. 

• Kingshill Lane (see Figure 8-4) –Kingshill Lane is predominately a steep gradient from 
Everland’s up to the A4135 Kingshill Road. The southern side of the link is supported by 
a wide footpath separated from the carriageway by a hedge/woodland strip.  

• A4135 Kingshill Road to Parsonage Street (see Figure 8-5) - The A4135 Kingshill Road is 
a heavily trafficked part of walking route 2, connecting Kingshill Lane to Dursley Town 
centre at Parsonage Street. The footway on the western side of the A4135 is elevated 
and is therefore segregated in height from the carriageway by either as a stone wall or an 
earthen bank. 
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Figure 8-2 – Proposed Infrastructure Improvement: W2 Walking Route – Chapel Street 

 

 

Footway on western side of Chapel 
Street ends at the southern end of the 

link. Provide informal pedestrian 
crossing option with dropped kerbs 
and tactile paving on both sides of 

carriageway. 

Improve rest area with new 
seating and wayfinding 

signage, including walking 
distance and timings to key 

destinations such as the 
railway station and Dursley 

town centre. 

Improve crossing of Rowley 
lane with inclusion of 

dropped kerbs and tactile 
paving.  

Upgrade and widen 
footway on eastern side of 

Chapel Street. Review 
location of on-street 

parking. 
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Figure 8-3 - Proposed Infrastructure Improvement: W2 Walking Route – Everland's 

 

 

 

Improve crossing of 
Riverside Close with 

inclusion of dropped kerbs 
and tactile paving.  

Add rest area (benches) at 
Cam Mills northbound bus 

stop. 

Improve junction crossing 
for pedestrians by 

tightening geometry of 
Woodview Road junction 

and including dropped 
kerbs and tactile paving. 

Include wayfinding signage 
at Chapel Street/Everland’s 
junction, including distance 

and timings to key 
destinations. 

Upgrade and widen narrow 
section of footway on western 

side of Everland’s at Cams 
Sports Club.  
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Figure 8-4 - Proposed Infrastructure Improvement: W2 Walking Route – Kingshill Lane 

 

 

New section of footway begins here on 
eastern side of Everland’s and 

continues round to Church Road. 
Provide informal pedestrian crossing 
option with dropped kerbs and tactile 
paving on both sides of carriageway. 

 

Provide official pedestrian 
crossing of Church Road 

east of Church Road 
junction, providing a 

connection through to the 
Greenway Route. Location 

to be confirmed. 

Improve crossing of 
Everland’s residential side 

road with inclusion of 
dropped kerbs and tactile 

paving.  

 

Remove physical barriers 
(Gate and steps) through to 

public footpath to enable 
access to all footway users. 

Existing connection through 
hedge to footpath. Provide 

informal pedestrian crossing 
option with dropped kerbs and 
tactile paving on both sides of 

carriageway. 

 

Remove gate at entrance 
to footpath and inclusion of 

rest space (benches) at 
the top of the hill. 

Improve crossing of 
Kingsdown with inclusion of 
dropped kerbs and tactile 

paving.  

 

Alternative route option 
through Alexandra Close to 

bypass narrow, elevated 
section of footway on 

Kingshill Lane. 

Add lighting to 
footpath parallel to 

Kingshill Lane.  
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Figure 8-5 - Proposed Infrastructure Improvement: W2 Walking Route – A4135 
Kingshill Road to Parsonage Street 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Footway through awkward bus 
stop area/entrance to Recreational 

Ground to be improved to be 
continuous for footway users; 
including kerb height priority 

crossing of Recreational Ground 
entrance. 

Improve crossing of 
Rednock Drive with 

inclusion of dropped kerbs 
and tactile paving.  

Improve crossing of Tabernacle 
Church side road with inclusion of 
dropped kerbs and tactile paving.  

Relocate highway sign 
out of footway  

Provision of signal-
controlled crossing outside 

of school. 
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8.4. Cost Estimate 
Indicative cost estimates have also been calculated for the proposed interventions set out for 
walking route W2. These are based on typical unit / per km rates for similar facilities and do 
not take account on any particular site characteristics. A risk budget of 40% has been 
included in the ‘Total’ costs for each section – appropriate for this stage of scheme 
development with many unknowns in terms of site condition, potential impact on utilities etc. 
Scheme costs will be refined as designs and options are developed in more detail, and site-
specific costs are understood. 

A summary of the indicative cost estimates per corridor are shown in Table 8-2. The full 
calculations are provided in Table 8-3. 

Table 8-2 - Indicative cost estimates (selected routes) 

 

Network 
Section   

 

Infrastructure Type 

Indicative Cost 
Estimate 

(£’000s, 2020 prices) 

Chapel Street 

Rest area and wayfinding signage in Cam centre £4 

Dropped kerbs and tactile paving at Rowley £4 

Upgrade and widen footway on eastern side of Chapel Street £21 

Dropped kerbs and tactile paving at informal crossing of Chapel 
Street 

£4 

Total  

(£’000s, rounded to nearest £10k, 2020 prices, including 40% risk budget) 
£70 

Everland’s 

Include wayfinding signage at Chapel Street/Everland’s junction £1 

Add rest area (benches) at Cam Mills northbound bus stop £3 

Tighten geometry of Woodview Road junction and include 
dropped kerbs and tactile paving. 

£20 

Upgrade and widen narrow section of footway on western side of 
Everland’s at Cams Sports Club. 

£14 

Improve crossing of Riverside Close with inclusion of dropped 
kerbs and tactile paving. 

£4 

Total  

(£’000s, rounded to nearest £10k, 2020 prices, including 40% risk budget) 
£90 

Kingshill Lane 

Dropped kerbs and tactile paving at informal crossing of 
Everland’s 

£4 

Pedestrian crossing of Church Road east of Church Road junction £30 

Dropped kerbs and tactile paving at Everland’s side road £4 

Remove physical barriers (Gate and steps) through to public 
footpath to enable access to all footway users 

£30 

Remove gate at entrance to footpath and inclusion of rest space 
(benches) at the top of the hill 

£15 

Add lighting to footpath parallel to Kingshill Lane £2 

Informal pedestrian crossing of Kingshill Road with dropped kerbs 

and tactile paving on both sides of carriageway at existing 

connection through hedge to footpath 

£4 

Dropped kerbs and tactile paving at Kingsdown £4 

Dropped kerbs and tactile paving at Dursley Ambulance Station £4 
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Total  

(£’000s, rounded to nearest £10k, 2020 prices, including 40% risk budget) 

£220 

A4135 Kingshill 
Road to Parsonage 

Street 

Wayfinding Signage at top to Kingshill Lane £1 

Provision of signal-controlled crossing outside of Rednock school £100 

Dropped kerbs and tactile paving at Rednock Drive £4 

Recreational ground entrance improvements; including kerb height 
priority crossing of recreational ground entrance 

£20 

Relocate highway sign out of footway £5 

Dropped kerbs and tactile paving at Tabernacle Church side road. £4 

Total  

(£’000s, rounded to nearest £10k, 2020 prices, including 40% risk budget) 
£290 

Walking Route W2 Total 

(£’000s, rounded to nearest £10k, 2020 prices, including 40% risk budget) 
£670 
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Table 8-3 - Indicative cost estimates – (full calculation) 

 

 



 
 

 

 Final Report | 2.0 | July 2022 
Atkins | Cam and Dursley LCWIP v2.0 Final Page 75 of 77 
 

Appendices 
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Appendix A. Route 
prioritisation analysis 

Each route within the draft network was assessed using a route prioritisation table – an 
analysis tool recommended within the DfTs LCWIP guidance. 

Cycling:  

 

 

Walking: 
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