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1. Scope

1.1. Purpose of this report

This documentist he first i teration of Gloucestershire County C
Infrastructure Plan (LCWIP)! forthev i | | age of Bandtheswroumding dreae v e

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
alo-year period, and form a vital part of the Government q
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:

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

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

1 make the case for future funding for walking and cycling infrastructure.
The key outputs of LCWIPs are:

1 anetwork plan for walking and cycling which identifies preferred routes and core zones for further
development;

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

1 areport 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 fut ur etermaim®prodooe a $et of LICWIPS based@ Bdlocall o n g
Transport Pl ands Ctegymeas.tAiLOGVP Had araady beeSpgrodwed for the Central

Severn Vale (CSV) area (which covers Cheltenham and Gloucester), Stroud, Tewkesbury, Cirencester and

Cam & Dursley?. This LCWIP forBi s h o p 6 sfolld@@vk theesange 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 opt
creating better places and i mproving the quality of peo

Getting more people walking and cycling is fundamental to GCC achieving its vision to be a carbon neutral
countyby2050. The Governmentds transport “dtescwlndbanmcwalkirgas on pl ¢
ithe ul ti mat ereehlmusenGas enfissioné r a n Gandrefdredices 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 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

Gl oucestershireds Climate Change Strategy, Dec 2019
https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/media/2094404/gloucestershire-climate-change-strategy.pdf

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

The scope of this LCWIP isthe Bi s h o p 6 sare& eneanpassingBi shopoés Cl eeve and
Links to the surrounding towns of Cheltenham and Tewkesbury, and the villages of Winchcombe, Stoke
Orchard, and Gotherington will be considered. The approximate study area is shown in Figure 1-1.

Bishop's Cleeve is a large village located in the Tewkesbury borough of Gloucestershire, England. It is situated
at the foot of the Cotswold hills, about 5 miles north of Cheltenham and 8 miles east of Tewkesbury. The village
has a population of around 14,000° people and is the largest settlement in the borough. There are several
schools in the village, including Bishop's Cleeve Primary Academy and Cleeve School, a large secondary
school with over 1,600 students. The village also has a variety of shops, restaurants, pubs, and other
businesses, as well as several parks and green spaces for outdoor recreation.

Figure1-17 Bi s h o p 6 sinit@IILEWIE study area

Bishops Cleeve

Settlements

1 2 km

/e Opensgggxzﬁi;i@ﬂtﬁbum, CC-BY-

5 ONS: 2021 Census
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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. National Policy

2.1.1.1. Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Strategy

The Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Strategy (CWIS)® was launched by the Department for Transport in
2017 for the period to 2040. The CWIS outlinesthe Go v e r n me nt 6 o makelrycling and walking a
natural choice for shorter journeys, or as part of a longer journeyothrough 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:

T AWe aim to double cycling, where cycling activagesy
made each year, from 0.8 billion stages in 2013 to 1.6 billion stages in 2025.

1 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.

1 We will increase the percentage of children aged 5 to 10 that usually walk to school from 49% in 2014 to
55% in 2025.0

The guidance on the preparation of LCWIPs was published in partnership with the CWIS, to assist in achieving
t he CWI S6 a mbsuppdrtiognilocdl deliveryupgrimers to identify and deliver individual and tailored
interventions fit for their own local areas.

2.1.1.2. Gear Change

Gear Change” 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 éngland will b a gréeaswalking 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 20300 .

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.

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.

6 Cycling and walking investment strategy, April 2017 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/cycling-and-walking-
investment-strategy

7 Gear change: a bold vision for cycling and walking, July 2020 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/cycling-and-
walking-plan-for-england
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2.1.1.3. Local Transport Note 1/20 i Cycle Infrastructure Design

Local Transport Note (LTN) 1/208 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, aimingforafinati onal def ault posi t irastmctureliser e hi gh
providedo.

LTN 1/20 outlines five core design principles i 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.

2.1.2. Local Policy

2.1.2.1. Gloucestershire Local Transport Plan

The Gloucestershire Local Transport Plan (LTP)°out | i nes the Countyds priorities
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 (including Bishops Cleeve), as shown in Figure 2-1.

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

9 LTP 2015-2041 draft for consultation: https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/transport/gloucestershires-local-transport-plan-
2015-2031/Itp-review-201920/draft-ltp/

Final Report | 2.0 | October 2023
Atkins | Bishops Cleeve LCWIP v2.0.docx Page 9 of 72


https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/cycle-infrastructure-design-ltn-120
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/cycle-infrastructure-design-ltn-120
https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/transport/gloucestershires-local-transport-plan-2015-2031/ltp-review-201920/draft-ltp/
https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/transport/gloucestershires-local-transport-plan-2015-2031/ltp-review-201920/draft-ltp/

ATKINS

Member of the SNC-Lavalin Group

Figure 2-1 17 Countywide strategy cycleway

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) i s a t ar get ft thintherCountglay$®ofrony c |l e u
2015 t olnfladir@cture improvements identified in this LCWIP will help facilitate a growth in cycle trips.

The LTP identifies strategic transport priorities in the Cheltenham and Tewkesbury area to accommodate

growth ambitions and improve cycling connectivity inthe area. Bi s h o p & focait€d attkevnéersection of

the Cheltenham and Tewkesbury area boundaries, and therefore proposed active travel improvements in both
areaswi | | i mpact connect i vihesefuture ashirations Bi2Ghio @héltenhanasde ve . T
Tewkesbhury are shown in Figure 2-2 and Figure 2-3 respectively. The Connecting Places Strategy for Central

Severn Vale (CS1) and Tewkesbury (CS6) within LTP outlines several active travel improvements for the

Bi s hop 6 sare€ih magewdetail. These are not committed schemes, but potential funding routes have been
identified:

1 Cheltenham CPS

- 70 - Cycle access improvements to the Bishop's Cleeve, Swindon Village, North West Cheltenham
Corridor.

1 Tewkesbury CPS
- 2-Tewkesbury to Bishopbés Cleeve 6Active Travel 6 [/ Cy
- 21 - Bishop's Cleeve Corridor cycle scheme,
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Figure 2-217 Strategic transport priorities: Cheltenham
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2.2. Planned changes

2.2.1. Key development sites

2.2.1.1. Joint Core Strategy

The Joint Core Strategy (JCS) 2011-2031 was adopted by Gloucester City Council, Cheltenham Borough
Council and Tewkesbury Borough Council in December 2017. The Joint Core Strategy is a development plan
for the area outline in Figure 2-4, setting out the amount of new homes, jobs and supporting infrastructure
required to 2031 and the strategy for delivering this development.

Strategic allocation sites are identified in nearby Ashchurch (A5) and north-west Cheltenham (A4), each within
5km of Bishops Cleeve. Providing good quality active travel links within and to/from new development sites is a
key target of this LCWIP i making active travel a reasonable travel choice from the beginning.

Figure 2-4 - Joint Core Strategy Area

| RIS
\

Strategy Key Diagram

w— Joint Core Strategy Area
L-_-J Administrative Boundaries
City and Town Areas
[ strategic Allocations
[.*.*] safeguarded Area
@ Rural Service Centres
The Cotswold Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty

Areas to be removed from Green Belt

Green Belt (revised)
© n*. cop_yg'gmﬁand database rights 2017 Or Z°°™ 3 Sulvey. 100024384
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Elms Park, North West Cheltenham

Elms Park in northwest Cheltenham is an allocated strategic development within the JCS. The development

consists of:

1 4,115 homes, 23ha employment, two primary schools, a secondary school, and neighbourhood centre

(Bloor Homes and Persimmon).

1 New district centre and smaller local centre including retail and healthcare facilities.

1 A Transport Hub with up to 250 parking spaces.

1 A new Sports Hub

1 A network of parks for informal recreation, cycling, walking and community allotments.
1 New footpaths and new cycle ways linked to existing communities and routes off site.

The development, particularly the proposed school, business park and local centre are likely to become trip

attractors for residents within

Bi s hop @Gdive @dvd lnkse

and

betweenBi shopds

Cl

eeve

and

El

ms

Par k.

Figure 2-5 shows a proposed cycle network associated with the EIms Park development, including proposed
new cycle routes and also proposed changes to the National Cycle Network. The changes demonstrate
improved cycling connectivity in the area within and surrounding the development, including a proposed NCN

route linkingSwi ndon Vil l age to mithsastopds Cl eeve in the
Figure 2-5 - ElIms Park - Proposed Changes to Cycle Route
Vi . Bishops
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Ashchurch, South of A46

There are several allocated development sites in Ashchurch south of the A46. This includes a recently opened
Garden Centre and the proposed Cotswold Designer Outlet (Figure 2-6). Both sites are allocated strategic
developments within the JCS. In addition, further to the south, there is also an allocated strategic development
site which extends south towards the village of Fiddington (Figure 2-7). This development is also part of the
JCS. The proposed development will consist of:

1 850 dwellings,

1 A primary school,

M Alocal centre, and

1 Recreational facilities.

These developments, particularly the garden centre, outlet village, proposed school, local centre and
recreational facilities are |likely to become trip attra
i mportant to consider active travel links between Bisho

Figure 2-6 - Tewkesbury Strategic Allocations
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Figure 2-7 - Indicative Site Plan for proposed Fiddington Development?°
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2.2.2. Planned transport schemes

2.2.2.1. Gloucestershire Local Transport Plan

Planned active travel transport schemes are outlinedinGl oucestershireds 20201, Transp

Connecting Places Strategy, CPS 17 Central Severn Vale and CPS 6 - Tewkesbury!!. The relevant scheme
priorities include;
Major capital scheme priorities:

Csv Mode Description
Ref*

Highway and junction Improvements A435, Cheltenham Road / Hyde Lane /
Southam Lane Corridor, Bishop's Cleeve (completed May 2022)

45 Highways Bus advantage improvements for A435 Tewkesbury - Cheltenham Corridor.
*CSV Ref refers to location of scheme in Figure 2-2 or Figure 2-3

41 Highways

Local scheme priorities:

Csv Mode Description
Ref*
62 Highways Highway Capacity improvements A435 - by approach arm widening Stoke

Road and/Finlay Road Roundabouts.

Highway Capacity improvements A435 7 Racecourse roundabout by
approach arm widening. (see section 2.2.2.2).

Highway capacity improvements at A435 / GE roundabout by increasing the
65 Highways number of circulatory lanes to 2 and the A435 South Bound exit to two lanes.
(see section 2.2.2.2).

*CSV Ref refers to location of scheme in Figure 2-2 or Figure 2-3

63 Highways

Revenue priorities outlined in the LTP include cycle training in schools, installation of charging points for e-
bikes and electric cards, personalised travel plans for new developments and key transport corridors, and
workplace travel plans.

2.2.2.2.  A435 Cycleway Cheltenham to Bishops Cleeve

A new segregated cycle route between Cheltenham and Bishops Cleeve (forming part of the Gloucestershire
Cycle Spine) is under development. Funding has been allocated through Department for Transport Active
Travel Funding, Section 106 contributions, and the

The route runs from the Honeybourne Line at the Prince of Wales Stadium, through St Pauls and Pittville
before following Evesham Road to the Racecourse Roundabout, and along the A435 to the southern edge of
Bishop's Cleeve by GE Roundabout. It covers approximately 4km (2.5 miles) in length. The route will in the
future extend from Pittville Park through the town centre to join the A40 cycleway.

The scheme will improve facilities for cyclists, pedestrians and non-motorised users in the area and make a
further contribution to CO2 reductions. It will provide access directly to public transport hubs such as
Cheltenham train station, sites including the GE Aviation, Prince of Wales Stadium, Pittville Park and the
multiple University of Gloucestershire campuses within the area.

The project is set to be delivered in two sections as follows:

1 Honeybourne Line cycleway to Cheltenham Racecourse Roundabout (starting in autumn/winter
2023/2024),

1 Cheltenham Racecourse Roundabout and the GE Roundabout, Bishop's Cleeve (2024/25).

A key aim for the Bishops Cleeve network is to link all parts of the village to this new strategic route.

111Gl oucestershireds L20-20d41CPS 4 iaSousthoCotswold: Btipsa/mww2glucestershire.gov.uk/media/2090430/9-ltp-
connecting-places-strategy-draft-v372-1-updated.pdf
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3. Existing Cycling & Walking Networks

3.1. Cycle network

The existing cycle network in Bi s h o p 6 sand&urreuwnding area can be found in Figure 3-1. The map was
produced by the Cheltenham & Tewkesbury Cycling Campaign and aims to highlight quiet on-road routes most
suitable for cycling and off-road paths.

The existing cycle network is well below the standards that current guidance and policy would expect. There is

limited provision specific for cyclistswi t hi n Bi s hwitlpadnarro $haredwse footway on the A435

running north-south across the village (including three signalised crossings) being the only form of cycle
infrastructure. The majorit y of t he roads within Bishopds Cl ewvthe have
major exceptions being the A435, Stoke Orchard Road, Cheltenham Road, Voxwell Lane, Evesham Road and

Station Road, which are moderately busy.

Figure 3-1 - Bishop's Cleeve Area Cycle Network?*?
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Contains Ordfance Survey data © Crown
copyrightand database right 2018.

3.2.  Walking Network

Figure3-2pr esents the various Public Rights of Way Wi thin a
Public Rights of Way include the following:

Footpath i a right of way that allows the public to walk along, it should not be used by horses or bicycles.

Bridleway i primarily designed to benefit horse riders, but in practice use more frequently by hikers and
cyclists who are by law allowed to use them.

Restricted Byway i allows right of way on foot, horseback, cycle, horse-drawn carts, carriages, and other
vehicles that are not mechanically powered.

Byway open to all traffic (BOAT) i highway for vehicular and other kins of traffic, including walking, cycling
and horse riding. There are no BOATSs within the study area.
Bi shopbs Cleeve i s welglilagessuahasGothedingtory Cleewe Hitl, tlaymes ana
Southam by public footpaths. There are also alternatives to the A435fort hose wal king bet ween I

12 Cheltenham & Tewkesbury Cycling Campaign - Chhttps://www.cyclecheltenham.org.uk/wp/wp-
content/uploads/2021/02/cyclemap.pdf

13 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.
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Cleeve and Cheltenham. There is a notable lack of viable footpaths connecting Bishops Cleeve to Stoke
Orchard, and a gap in the network enabling access to Tewkesbury in the north west.

Figure 3-2 7 Public Rights of Way inBi s h o peéve C
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3.3. Road network and traffic flows

Roads form a key part of the existing walking 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 latest available 2-way Average Annual Daily Traffic (AADT) flows for key routes within the
Bi shopo6sare&l eeve

Flowsonr ur al roads |linking Bishopbs Cleeve to other towns
high flows that when combined with the insufficient cycle provision create conditions that are uncomfortable and
intimidating for many existing and potential cyclists. The A435 whichrunsnorth-s out h t hr ough Bi s ho
has very high traffic flows (between 13,000 and 24,000), however, there is a shared-use path running parallel to

the A435 which does provide separation from traffic for cyclists and wheelers.

Within the village, Cheltenham Road has a very high traffic flow exceeding 11,000 vehicles per day i too high
to make on-road cycling a suitable option. Other key distributor roads within the village carry approximately
4000-6000 vehicles per day which for many existing and potential users will result in inadequate conditions for
cycling without further infrastructure improvements.

Pedestrians will find crossing the road difficult at times without dedicated crossing points due to the relatively
high traffic flows.

Figure3-37 Bi s h o p 6 s AADT d@ve @-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. This data shows that

Bi s h op 6 shashtlevevwemrmge levels of commuter cycling and is considerably lower than the adjacent

town of Cheltenham, al t hough this is to be expected due to the g
key employment destinations. Commuter cycling ratesinBi s h o p 6 sare Gélog ¢he @munty average,

although they are higher than some of the more rural districts within Gloucestershire such as Cotswold, Forest

of Dean and Stroud.

Furthermore DataShine'® presents Census journey to work data by household area, as illustrated in Figure 4-2
forBi shop6ésThSi eéveates relatively |l ow |levels of cycle col
lower levels in Woodmancote to the east, and slightly higher levels to the west of the village.

The origin and destination of journeys to work by bicycle (as recorded in the 2011 Census) is shown in Figure
4-4. Western Cheltenham and employment sites towards Stoke Orchard are highlighted as key destinations for
existing trips even with the lack of existing infrastructure. Few cycle trips are made to Bishops Cleeve, but
those that do originate from across Cheltenham.

The Propensity to Cycle Tool (PCT)® 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 4-4forthe Bi s h o p 6 sare& IThe datasshows a trend for trips betweenBi shopds Cl eeve an:
north/northwest Cheltenham and a moderate number of internal trips within the village, but comparatively low

levels of cycling in comparison to both Cheltenham and Tewkesbury.

Figure 4-11 Cycle to work mode share across Gloucestershire (2011 Census)

National Average (2.8%)

Bishop's Cleeve Cheltenham Cotswold  Forest of Dean  Gloucester Stroud Tewkesbury Gloucestershire

Percentage of cycle commuters
o — N (V%)

14 Travel to Work Data from 2021 Census data is not available at the time or writing.

15 Datashine: datashine.org.uk
16 https://www.pct.bike/m/?r=gloucestershire
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Figure 4-2 17 Percentage of commuters that travel to work by bicycle (2011 Census)
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Figure 4-47 Propensity to Cycle Tool (2011 Census baseline), wider study area
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Figure 4-5 - Propensity to Cycle Tool (2011 Census baseline), Bishop's Cleeve
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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:

1 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.

1 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.

1 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.

1 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 i with hilliness less of a factor in trip
choices.

For the purposes ofthe Bi s h o p 6 sare€lLC8VEP ytlee Go Dutch and E-bike scenarios have been
investigated. These are more aspirational than either of the government target scenarios. Figure 4-6 to Figure
4-9 illustrate the potential number of cyclists that each route could carry per day.

The Go-Dutch scenario shows there is great potential for trips within Bishops Cleeve to be made by cycle. In

addition to very local trips, the importance of the A435 corridoras a key route connecting B
Cheltenham is highlighted. Figure 4-4 in particular shows a considerable propensity for cycling between

Bi shopo6s dfhatenkham, narth-west Cheltenham and Tewkesbury. The A435 cycle route currently in
development and planned for delivery in 2024/5 will serve some of this potential demand well.

The E-bike scenario is included for reference due to the topography and spatial arrangement of the study area,

with several villages distributed around Bishopbés Cleev
Tewkesbury and Gloucester being between 5 and 15km away. Trips to and between these destinations may be

unlocked for more people with wider E-bike uptake, and may lead to a greater propensity to E-bike use

compared to more compact areas. The E-bike scenario shows higher flows along the A435 towards

Cheltenham, the A435 north to Gotherington, Stoke Road to Stoke Orchard and the B4632 towards Prestbury,

reflecting potential usage of e-bikes for longer trips to and from out-of-town locations, as well as for more rural

trips in general.

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. 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.

17 Travel to Work Data from 2021 Census data is not available at the time or writing.
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Figure 4-6 7 Propensity to Cycle Tool (Go Dutch scenario) cycling potential, wider study area
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Figure 4-7 - Propensity to Cycle Tool (Go Dutch scenario) cycling potential, Bishop's Cleeve
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Figure 4-8 1 Propensity to Cycle Tool (E-bike scenario) cycling potential, wider study area
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Figure 4-9 - Propensity to Cycle Tool (E-bike scenario) cycling potential, Bishop's Cleeve
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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 i the purpose of this plan is to identify the necessary
infrastructure improvements to make these routes the best available and fit for purpose.

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;

1 City, Town, and District Centres

1 Community Facilities i Libraries, places of worship, leisure centres, visitor attractions, post offices, and
parks;

Educational Facilities i Primary and secondary schools, college campuses;

Healthcare Facilities T Hospitals and doctors surgeries;

Major Employment Sites i Business parks, industrial estates, and large employers;
Retail Facilities I Local retail centres, shopping parades, supermarkets and retail parks;
Transport Interchanges - Rail and bus stations.

Residential areas - Shown as the population weighted centroid of each Lower Super Output Area (LSOA)
(an area comprising approximately 800-1000 households);

The key origins and destinations map also includes allocated development from the Joint Core Strategy,
specifically housing and employment at the Elms Park development near Swindon Village (c. 4115 homes, 2
primary schools, secondary school, business park and a neighbourhood centre) and Garden Centre (75,000 sg.
ft mixed-use scheme), Cot swol ddés @Q8D00gm feautletBlopping village) and planned
development (850 homes, primary school and local centre) near Ashchurch.

=A =4 =4 a4 —a -4

Figure 5-1 - Key origins and destinations
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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.

These clusters of trip attractors include both nearby towns/villages (Cheltenham, Ashchurch, Stoke Orchard,
Gotherington, Winchcombe) and al so specific areas within Bishopds (
key trip attractor s,Cle®&e SchoolpMosdmahtor eand SE Aviation).r e

By identifying the key clusters of origins/destinations and creating links between them, the following figures

present the key movements in the study area, helping to target the most beneficial areas for cycling

interventions. Figure 5-2 shows the simplified cycling desire lines within the wider study area (i.e., connections

bet ween Bishopbés Cleeve and k esprrounding@mreas) withyRiganrée®® st i nati on
demonstrating the cycling desire lines between origin/destination clusterswi t hi n Bi shopds Cl eeve

For this analysis clusters have been identified based on a concentration of key origin/destination points in an
area, with the assumption that these are key trip attractors/generators.

Figure 5-21 Cycle desire lines, wider study area
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Figure 5-3 - Cycle desire lines, Bishop's Cleeve

i.___} Bishops Cleeve

[ Clusters
= Desire Lines

*  City, Town, and
District Centres

e Community Facility
e  Education Facility
e Healthcare Facility

e Major Employment
Site

Retail Facility

Transport Interchange
Facility
Residential Areas

G

Employment - JCS
Housing - JCS

®© O o e

Mixed-use
Development - JCS
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1 Primary: Desire lines that link large residential areas to trip attractors such as a town or city centre.
1 Secondary: Desire lines that link to trip attractors such as schools, colleges and employment sites.
1 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.
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Figure 5-4 17 Desire lines categorised, wider study area

Clusters
Primary
Secondary
Local

City, Town, and
District Centres

Community Facility
Education Facility
Healthcare Facility,
Major Employment
Site

Retail Facility

Transport Interchange
Facility
Residential Areas

Employment - JCS
Housing - JCS

Mixed-use
Development - JCS

Bishops Cleeve
Clusters
Primary
Secondary
Local

City, Town, and
District Centres

Community Facility
Education Facility
Healthcare Facility
Major Employment
Site

Retail Facility
- 4 Transport Interchange

N Facility
g Residential Areas

Employment - JCS
Housing - JCS

Mixed-use
...... 4 Development - JCS

© O o o

7= © OpeRStreetMap contri
L S

[

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, or provided links between more rural
locations, and as a result only primary and secondary routes were identified.
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The initial draft network identified is shown in Figure 5-6 and Figure 5-7. This network was the focus for further
assessment, stakeholder engagement and subsequent revisions. In some cases, at this stage alternative
parallel alternative routes, or additional route options, were also considered.

Figure 5-6 - Draft cycle network, wider study area
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5.2.2. Stakeholder involvement

Local stakeholders were invited to take part in developing the LCWIP network. A face-to-face session was held
at Bi <Cleavmlibrary on Monday 26™" January 2023 between 15:00 and 19:00. In addition, an online
webinar was held on Thursday 9" February2023. The stakeholder engagement focused on the following three
areas;

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

1 Highlighting key issues experienced on the existing networks;

1 Identifying improvement needed to serve local needs.

Stakeholders invited to participate in the consultation included:

1 Local County, District and Town Council members and officers;

1 Active travel user groups;

1 Representatives of local neighbourhood plan and education institutions.

Stakeholder input was also captured through a dedicated website sharing the draft walking and cycle networks
in map format, allowing consultees to comment on specific elements of the network.

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

Note: A key theme highlighted by stakeholders was the use of the Gloucestershire - Warwickshire Steam
Railway route as a walking and cycling link. Previous studies have identified many challenges to delivering a
route on this privately owned railway and hence alternative routes have been identified for this plan. However
the railway alignment offers a flat, direct route towards Cheltenham and opportunities will continue to be
considered if they arise.

Table 5-1 - Stakeholder input to cycle network development

Route No | Route Summary of stakeholder feedback Action / OQutcome
section

General n/a Notable lack of cycle provision within and surrounding | n/a

Comments Bi shopbés Cleeve.

Lack of safe walking/cycling routes that connect to
key destinations surreg,nd
Cheltenham, Tewkesbury, Stoke Orchard and
Gotherington).

PRIMARY ROUTES
P1 Cheltenham Current lack of cycle infrastructure along the route. Route retained in

Road: Kings | 1yaffic volume during peak hours is very high. network - no change
Head to A435 ) ) to route alignment
Concerns over safety at Meadoway junction due to

conflict with vehicles (wide side road).

Cheltenham Road / Church Road roundabout
experiences high traffic flows and can be difficult to
negotiate on a bicycle.

Lack of crossing on the southern part of Cheltenham
Road providing accesst o Bi shopdss ClI
field.
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Route No | Route Summary of stakeholder feedback Action / Outcome
section
P2 A435: Currently considered to be a very high risk route that | Route retained in
Bi s hop 0| isunsuitable for all active modes due to high traffic network - no change
Cleeve to volume, fast-moving traffic, insufficient pavement to route alignment.
Cheltenham space and quality, and a high proportion of HGVs on | o4 te being
the road. progressed as part of
An off-road alternative route (either parallel to the A435 Cheltenham to
heritage railway line, or through Cheltenham Bishops Cleeve Cycle
Racecourse land) would offer a more desirable route | Track.
for walking and cycling.
Route should provide acce
Centre.
Kayte Lane frequently mentioned as an alternative to
the A435. The southern point of Kayte Lane is
approximately 130m from the start of a PROW which
passes through Cheltenham Racecourse.
Potential for this route to provide a link to the
Honeybourne Line T an old railway line that has been
converted into a cycle route and footpath which runs
between Cheltenham Spa Railway Station and the
Prince of Wales stadium near Pittville Park.
P3 Brockhampton | Suggestions to create a route which passes through Route alignment
Lane the GE Aviation site to avoid the A435 and Hyde amended:
Lane. More direct route
Footpath on A435 is too narrow and poorly identified - passing
maintained. High traffic volume, fast-moving traffic through Cleeve
and a large number of HGVs make cycling on the Business Park and
road dangerous. around the north-
Safety concerns regarding Hyde Lane / western bqundary of
Brockhampton Lane junction due to traffic speed and | the GE Aviation site,
volume, and junction width. connecting to
Brockhampton Lane,
avoiding the A435
and Hyde Lane.
P4 Stoke Road Stoke Road modal filter (on both sides of A435) is Route retained in
routinely blocked by parked vehicles. network - no change
to route alignment
P5 Cheltenham Footways along Cheltenham Road are very narrow Route retained in
Road: and unsuitable for wheelchair users. network - no change
Evesham to route alignment
Road to The
Kings Head
P6 Finlay Way / Lack of suitable crossing places on Finlay Way to Route retained in
Evesham provide accesstoBi shopo6és CIl eeve ¢ network-nochange
Road High traffic area due to village centre facilities / to route alignment
amenities, especially the Tesco superstore.
pP7 A435: No comments Route retained in
Hayfield Way network i merged
to Sapphire with S2
Road
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Route No | Route Summary of stakeholder feedback Action / Outcome
section
P8 Sapphire Alternative off-road route on footpath through housing | Route amended:
Road estate north of Finlay Way suggested as an Route extended to
alternative cycle route between Sapphire Road estate | 50w existing off-
and Bishopbés Cleeve centr road footpath through
estate north of Finlay
Way.
P9 Evesham Sections of pavement along Evesham Road are Route retained in
Road (A435 to | narrow and verges are unkempt. network - no change
Finlay Way) Lack of sufficient dropped kerbs on route to to route alignment
accommodate wheelchairs and pushchairs.
Limited crossing points on Finlay Way.
P10 Bi s hop 6| A435 north of Bishops Cleeve is unsuitable for Route amended:
Cleeve to cycling. Route now follows
Tewkesbury | Ajternative route towards Stoke Orchard / Tredington | A435 until
/ Fiddington recognised as a quieter, safer route Gotherington Fields
towards Tewkesbury. (under the
New proposed school on A4 assumptionthatthe
Cleeve does not have suitable walking/cycling A435 section should
access. be improved as part
. L of new school
Shared-use cycle path on A46 involves a significant development). The
number of side road crossings. route then heads
B4079 used as a rat run for vehicles who often drive towards Fiddington
too fast considering the limited sight lines. via an existing
bridleway. The route
heads north from
Fiddington towards
Ashchurch, joining
the A46 to the east of
Northway Lane.
P11 Gotherington Concerns over delivery programme of an off-road Route amended:

Lane / Cleeve
Road

route to be delivered as part of the Homeland
development.

Church Path PRoW identified as a potential
alternative to Gotherington Lane.

Gotherington Road currently unsuitable for cycling
due to high traffic speeds, narrow road and lack of
pavement.

A safe walking/cycle path
and Gotherington would facilitate trips to local schools
in the two villages.

Safe crossing over Station Road (at the southern
point of Gotherington Lane) is required to improve
connectivity to Bishopos
of crossing is a safety issue.

Route now follows
proposed alignment
of segregated cycle
route associated with
Homeland
Development
(11/00663/0OUT).
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Route No | Route Summary of stakeholder feedback Action / Outcome
section
P12 Station Road: | Lack of walking/cycling provision between Route retained in
Cheltenham Woodmancote and Rndslsodapkddfs | network - no change
Road to public transport options means that cars are often to route alignment
Stockwell used for short trips intag
Lane Station Road is narrow and has a high traffic volume
during peak hours. The railway underpass is a pinch
point where there is often conflict between vehicles
and cyclists.
The intersection with Gotherington Lane can be
dangerous with multiple junctions in short succession
and no designated crossing points.
Pavements along Station Road are too narrow for
wheelchairs/pushchairs.
P13 Church Road / | No comments Route retained in
School Road network - no change
to route alignment.
Merged with P11
P14 New Road / Lack of walking/cycling provision between Route retained in
Two Hedges Woodmancote and Bi shopos | network-nochange
Road public transport options means that cars are often to route alignment

used for short trips intg

Very important to provide suitable access to/from
Cleeve School(f r om Bi shopds CI
and beyond).

The pavement on Voxwell Lane narrows in multiple
places and crossing points are too narrow for a
wheelchair, pushchair, or bike trailer.

Vehicles often recorded travelling too fast on Two
Hedges Road.

The road narrows at Two Hedges Road/Voxwell Lane
junction creating conflict between cyclists/vehicles.

e €

SECONDARY ROUTES

S1 Hyde Lane / Hyde Lane is unsuitable for cyclists due to high traffic | Route removed:
Wymans Lane | flows, fast speeds and insufficient road width. P3 a more
/ Runnings A segregated cycling/walking route would reduce appropriate
Road . Manor | ¢,ngestion on Hyde Road. Due to road width cyclists | walking/cycling route
Road can hold up traffic during peak hours, occasionally bet ween Bi s
resulting in dangerous overtaking. Cleeve and northwest
The junction with Brockhampton Lane is considered | Cheltenham.
to be dangerous due to the width of the junction and
i ts@veeping turns encourage vehicles to maintain
speed.
The on-road cycle lane on Kingsditch Road has
become defaced and has not been maintained.
S2 A435 The junctions leading in/out of The Grange prioritise Route retained in
(Cheltenham vehicles and are too wide for safe crossing during network i Route
Road to Stoke | peak hours. extended to Sapphire
Orchard) Road in north

There is a significant lack of space adjacent to 'The
Nurseries' bus stop on A435 which results in conflict
between bus passengers and cyclists. Insufficient
width of shared-use footpath despite significant grass

verge.
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Route No | Route Summary of stakeholder feedback Action / Outcome
section
S3 Voxwell Lane | A link between Grangefield Approach and The Route retained in
Grange would provide alternative to Voxwell Lane. network - no change
to route alignment.
No feasible route
through The Grange
identified.
S4 Stoke Orchard | Lack of provision for cycling and walking makes trips | Route retained in
Road bet ween Stoke Orchard and network-nochange
dangerous, although people still use this route at risk. | to route alignment as
Lots of children need to travel along this route to get | thiS stage.
to school in the respective village, however driving is | Feasibility work
the only safe option. required to identify a
High proportion of HGVs due to Grundon Site and the | Suitable parallel
recycling centre. alignment.
Existing pavement in Stoke Orchard has some
narrow sections that are not suitable for wheelchairs
or pushchairs.
S5 Pecked Lane / | No comments Route retained in
Linworth Road network - no change
to route alignment.
S8 Winchcombe Significant gradients bet Routeremoved:
to Wmchcombe are likely to be too challenging for the Gradients and low
Woodmancote | majority of cyclists. demand make this
Many cyclists recommended travelling to route unlikely to
Winchcombe via Gotherington and Gretton to avoid attract many cyclists.
the steeper climbs.
S9 New Road / Road is somewhat narrow in places, particularly Route retained in
B4632 (Two towards Prestbury. network - no change
Hedges Road | the double mini-roundabouts at Prestbury can be to route alignment.
to Prestbury) | hard to navigate for cyclists.
Vehicles travel quickly along this route.
S10 Chapel Lane Some barriers to cycling on the route, including: Route retained in
to Linworth bollards, guard rails and seasonal ground conditions network - no change
Road (mud / puddles / ice). to route alignment.
(Railway This route is popular amongst dog walkers and there
Crossing) was some concern about conflicts between different
pedestrians.
The route is narrow in places.
A scenic off-road route which is much more pleasant
than alternatives (Station Road / Two Hedges Road).
S11 Southam to Route through Racecourse land offers an attractive Route added to
Cheltenham and direct off-road route following existing footpath network. Subject to
(via PROW. future discussion with
Racecourse) Racecourse land
owners.
S12 Katye Lane Route provides a direct link towards Southam. Route added to
Popular existing route despite relatively high volume, | network.

high speed traffic.
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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 5-8 (overview) and Figure 5-9 (detail).

Changes to network as a result of public consultation:

1 The northern section of P3 (Brockhampton Lane) was amended so that it utilises a new off-road
connection following the boundary of the GE Aviation land, rather than connecting to Hyde Lane.

1 P7 was replaced with an extension of S2 to simplify the network map.

1 P8 was extended to include an off-road connection between the A435 and Finlay Way to improve
access to the village centre. In addition, the route was updated to follow the existing offline footpath
between Finlay Way and Cheltenham Road (parallel to Hill View Close) to create a route that is
predominantly off-road.

1T PIO(between Bishopo6s Cl wasupdated to hllow analteraative toute/ Which uses
a mix of quiet country lanes and public bridleways (via Fiddington) to avoid using the A435 and B4079
where there were significant constraints to delivering a high quality, accessible cycle route.

1 P11 (Gotherington Lane) now follows the proposed alignment of the segregated cycle route associated
with the Homeland Development (11/00663/0OUT).

I S1 Hyde Lane was removed as P3 Brockhampton Lane provides a more appropriate parallel route.
1 S8 to Winchcombe removed due to steep gradients making it unsuitable for most cyclists.

1 Routes S11 and S12 were addedto providea r out e bet we e n,S&tharhaodp 6 s Cl eeve
Cheltenham.

9 Local Routes were removed at this stage as they were not being considered for the next stage of
assessment.
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Figure5-87 Bi s h o p 6 s Cyeling Hetweork Map, wider study area
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Figure5-971 Bi s h o p 6 s Cyeling Hetweork Map, Bi shopbs Cleeve
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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) i 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.

1 Residential areas - shown as the population weighted centroid of each LSOA?*® (an area comprising
approximately 800-100 households);

Educational facilities (Primary and Secondary schools, college campuses);
Retall centres 1 town centre high streets;

Hospitals;

Major employment sites (current and future); and

I Rail stations.

The key origins and destinations map also includes allocated development from the Joint Core Strategy. The
key developments identified (housing and employment at the EIms Park development near Swindon Village
and in Ashchurch) are too far from Bishops Cleeve for a convenient walking distance. Walking links to these
developments are considered in local LCWIPs for Cheltenham and Tewkesbury.

= =4 =4 =

Figure 6-1 - Key origins and destinations
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6.2.  Core walking zones / key walking routes

A simple analysis of origin/destination clustershi ghl i ght s 06 Cor e Waardaswitgmadyones é ( C
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 nature of Bishopbds Cl eeve means paintsare conchngratethaifhinr i t y o
the centre of the village, whish is considered a CWZ.

Aside from the village centre, there are two large sites which are likely to generate a considerable number of
local walking trips: Furlong Business Park / GE Aviation (c.1,600 employees) and Cleeve School (1,400
students). Although key destinations, as individual sites these are not identified as CWZs. However, following
the development of the network surrounding the village centre, several additional walking routes have been
added to the network to connect to these two large trip attractors.

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

Figure 6-2 1 Draft Core Walking Zones and Key Walking Routes
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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 6-1.

Note: Feedback from the public consultation event and online map tool almost entirely focused on the proposed
network of cycl i ng r,andthereforeithere Boispetific phanges @dreepeoposed to the
walking network. However, where changes to the alignment of a cycling route that overlapped with a walking
route had been suggested, these were also reflected in the alignment of the walking route.

Table 6-1 - Stakeholder input to walking network development

Route No | Route section Summary of stakeholder feedback Action / Outcome
General n/a Lack of dropped kerbs on road crossings Noted.
comments throughout Bishopds ClI

Footways in many areas are insufficiently wide
for wheelchair users and those walking with

pushchairs.

w1 Cheltenham Road Redundant telephone pole on western Route retained in
pavement taking up pavement space. network - no change
Crossing to Bisbhfiepos (¢ toroutealignment
required.

Footway insufficiently wide for wheelchair
users in places.

W2 A435: Stoke Entrance / exit of The Grange prioritises Route retained in
Orchard Road to vehicles over pedestrians. Crossing is too wide | network - no change
Cheltenham Road for safe crossing during busier hours. to route alignment.

Lack of space adjacent to 'The Nurseries' bus
stop on A435 which results in conflict between
bus passengers and cyclists. Insufficient width
of shared-use footpath despite significant grass

verge.

W3 Snowshill Drive No comments. Route retained in
network - no change
to route alignment.

w4 Stoke Road No comments Route retained in
network - no change
to route alignment.

W5 Hayfield Way & No comments. Route retained in

Bramble Chase network - no change
to route alignment.

W6 Sapphire Road to No comments Route retained in

Bramble Chase network - no change
to route alignment.
w7 Evesham Road Narrow footways on Evesham Road with some | Route retained in
overgrown hedges / unkempt verges. network.
New proposed school on A435 north of Extend route to
Bi shopbés Cleeve does n| proposedschoolsite
walking/cycling access. at edge of settlement.

Absence of dropped kerbs for wheelchair users
and pushchairs along Evesham Road
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Route No | Route section Summary of stakeholder feedback Action / Outcome
w8 Gotherington Lane & | Shared-use paths through Homelands Route retained in
School Lane development are narrow and require users to network - no change
give way to vehicles at all road crossings. to route alignment.
Shared-use path towards Gotherington has still
not been progressed.
Crossing over Station Road at the southern
point of Gotherington Lane required to improve
accessibility t otreBuds ho
Cleeve School and Woodmancote School.
W9 Station Road Junction with Gotherington Lane is recognised | Route retained in
as dangerous, with high traffic volumes, limited | network - no change
visibility and a lack of dedicated crossing to route alignment.
points.
Some sections of the footways on Station
Road are too narrow for wheelchairs /
pushchairs.
W10 Pecked Lane & Route is poorly lit at night. Route retained in
Chapel Lane Barriers to wheelchairs / pushchairs including | Network - no change
bollards, guard rails and seasonal to route alignment.
mud/puddles/ice.
Scenic route that is better than alternatives
(Station Road, Two Hedges Road)
w11 Linworth Road No comments. Route retained in
network - no change
to route alignment.
W12 Two Hedges Road No comments. Route retained in
(east of Cleeve network - no change
School) to route alignment.
W13 Tobyfield Road & No comments. Route retained in
Dale Walk network - no change
to route alignment.
W14 Two Hedges Road Lots of instances of pavement parking which Route retained in
(west of Cleeve significantly reduces available footway width. network - no change
School) to route alignment.
W15 Reed Way, Crown No comments. Route retained in

Drive & Kayte Lane

network - no change
to route alignment.
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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.

Figure6-37 Bi s h o p 6 s Waking &letwork Map
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