Shelley Road / Lancaster Lane — Signing improvements and environmental enhancement to improve route
attractiveness.
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Pavement parking — This is a recurring issue where the routes goes through residential areas. Streetscape
improvements are needed to formalise parking, complemented with civil parking enforcement.




Woodplumpton Road from Blackpool Road to Tom Benson Way — The carriageway is wide on
Woodplumpton Road and there are a number of speed cameras. There is potential scope to reallocate road
space to slow vehicles and create on road segregated cycle lanes.

Pavement parking — Consideration of issues of pavement parking and enforcement is needed in scheme
design.

Side road priority - As part of any scheme on Woodplumpton Road side road priority for pedestrians and
cyclists should be included with narrowing of junction Radii



Woodplumpton Road approach to Tom Benson Way — The road narrows as it approaches Tom Benson
Way. This may present some challenges and some land acquisition may be necessary to complete the route

Woodplumpton Road / Tom Benson Way junction — No dedicated crossings are in place at Tom Benson
Way. To ensure route coherence and give confidence to the most vulnerable users dedicated crossings
should be provided, either toucan or tiger.

Guildwheel access at Woodplumpton Road / Tom Benson Way junction — Access barriers are in place
to prevent cars and motorcycles accessing the route. These also cause problems for users of adapted bikes
or mobility scooters. These should be removed and replaced with a bollard if necessary.



Lancaster Canal Route

Lancaster Canal access from Aqueduct
Street — The Lancaster Canal is a major
asset to the city yet it is easily missed with
this access point being hidden by parked
cars, neglected and only accessible by
steps. Improvements are proposed as part
of the City Deal programme and these
should include landscaping to open up this
gateway, highway improvements to prevent
parking in front of the access and a ramped
access point to the canal.

Lancaster Canal surfacing and lighting —
Surfacing of the canal towpath is proposed
as part of the City Deal programme. This
should include investigating the potential for
lighting the route making it suitable for year
round commuter usage.



Lancaster Canal accessibility improvements — steps and barriers on the route prevent the canal being
accessible to those with adapted bikes or using wheelchairs or mobility scooters. Ramps should replace
steps where possible and motorcycle barriers removed.

Lancaster Canal — environmental enhancements and maintenance — The canal can feel quite isolated
and some may chose to avoid the route due to concerns over personal security. Frequent litter collection and
maintenance is required and lighting either of the whole route or at strategic points.

tepped access at Roebuck Street and Woodplumpton Road — Stepped access points prevent use by
adapted cycles, wheelchairs or mobility scooters. Where possible these should be replaced with ramped
access making the route accessible to all.



Hollins Grove / Lancaster Canal Access — There is no information at Hollins Grove that this is one of the
main access points to the Lancaster Canal. Signage at Hollins Grove / Woodplumpton Road junction is
needed and gateway feature and drop kerb needed to open up and promote access.
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Hollins Grove / Lancaster Canal
Access — surfacing is needed of
this link to the Lancaster Canal
making it suitable for cycles,
wheelchairs and mobility scooters

Lancaster Canal crossing of Savick Brook — there is quite a steep drop down from the towpath to the
Savick Brook. Some safety fencing is recommended to prevent any potential accidents.



Lancaster Canal access to Haslam Park — Motorcycle barriers should be removed as they hinder access
to adapted bicycles and mobility scooters.



Route 7: North Guild Wheel

Hoyles Lane / Tabley Lane junction - Redesign junction to widen sub-standard width shared use path by
creating chicane and shuttle working

Lightfoot Lane — Footway is narrow and requires aggressive vegetation clearance to expose full effective
footway width. As housing growth continues in this area it is recommended that the speed limit is reduced to
20mph and complemented with traffic calming measures

Sandyforth Lane from Lightfoot Lane to Lightfoot Green Lane — Lane feels isolated, lighting should be
installed to make it more suitable for year commuter cycle journeys.



Lightfoot Green Lane at Jacksons Quarry — Crossing is currently on a blind corner with some HGV traffic.
Recommended to widen one facility to have a higher quality consistent width and move crossing away from
corner.

Jacksons Quarry & Guildwheel access — Public realm enhancement to open up access and create a more
obvious and pleasant approach to the Guild Wheel.

Path from Jacksons Quarry to Sanygte Lane — This section is isolated and guite overgrown.
Maintenance and vegetation clearance should be undertaken to expose full effective width and forward
visibility helping improve perceptions of personal safety.



Path from Sandygate Lane to Garstang Road A6 — The existing footway is narrow and bounded on both
sides by fencing. It is recommended to investigate widening the path to 3m along this stretch and incorporate
lighting to make the route suitable for year round commuter use.

D’Urton Lane from Garstang Road to Midgery Lane — This section of road has been a busy rat run and it
is recommended that the traffic calming is reviewed throughout. Route continuity needs to be incorporated
into the works on the A6 post completion of the Broughton bypass

Midery Lan ‘narrow and would be challenging for those on non-standard
bicycles. Minor highways works are recommended to ensure the gap is sufficient width to allow a cycle of

1.2m wide to easily pass.



Midgery Lane — This is an important off road link through the Preston North Eastern Employment Area yet
feels quite isolated. Lighting should be installed to make year round usage more attractive, tackling any
concerns over personal safety.

Midgery Lane / Oliver Place junction — Parking enforcement needed and dedicated crossing needed either
tiger crossing or narrowing with speed table chicane.

Midgery Lane / Pittman Way junction - dedicated crossing needed either tiger crossing or narrowing with
speed table chicane.



Tom Benson Way from Cottam to Preston North Eastern Employment Area
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Tom Benson Way / Tag Lane Junction — Need formalised controlled crssing for pédestrians / cyclists.
Currently informal at busiest locations where junctions flair to dual approaches / exits.

Tom Benson Way from Tag Lane to Wychnor - Convert verge to dedicated 2 way off-road cycle
track (may be some challenges around the Maples & Lightfoot Green Lane).

Tom Benson Way at the Maples - Two way cycle track proposed, the Maples is a challenging
location where some localised narrowing may be necessary.



Tom Benson Way at Wychnor junction - Dependent on which side cycle track, junction may require tightening
and provision of dedicated pedestrian / cycle crossing. Localised speed reduction may be necessary if junction
requires narrowing.

Lightfoot Lane rail bridge — Bridge is narrow but likely conflict between pedestrians and cyclists is low.
Recommend conversion to shared use with ‘Please consider other path user’ signage.

Eastway — Continuation of proposed 2 way cer track using wide verge to link Cottam to Preston North
Eastern Employment area.



stway A6 underpass — Some carriageway realignment may be necessary to create
sufficient width for 2 way cycle track



Route 8: Penwortham to Preston

Fishergate Hill / Bow Lane junction — Signalised pedestrian crossing facilities are not incorporated into the
Bow Lane arm of the junction. It is recommended that they are included when the installation is due for
replacement.

Fishergate Hill — The outbound carriageway on Fishergate Hill is 2 lanes. Carriageway space could be
repurposed to create dedicated on road segregated cycle lanes

Fishergate Hill — The surface is failing in parts
causing a potential hazard to cyclists,
particularly as they are likely to be travelling at
speed travelling downhill. A maintenance
inspection is needed and resurfacing as
appropriate.




Fishergate Hill / Strand Road junction — Although there are toucan crossings on all arms the approach
paths don't always cater for the desire line of pedestrians and cyclists. These should be reviewed and
surfacing of desire line paths carried out.

Liverpool Road / River Ribble Bridge - Provision of 2 way cycle track or dependent on capacity
reduction by Penwortham bypass potentially reduce capacity to single lane and repurpose space
to create dedicated on carriageway segregated lanes.

Liverpool Road / River Ribble Bridge - Provision of 2 way cycle track or dependent on capacity
reduction by Penwortham bypass potentially reduce capacity to single lane and repurpose space
to create dedicated on carriageway segregated lanes.



Liverpool Road / Leyland Road (A59) Junction — Pedestrians have 4 phases to cross at this junction. With
traffic reduction from Penwortham bypass investigate scope to rationalise this junction reducing the number
of phases for pedestrians and upgrading it to be suitable for pedestrians and cyclists.

Liverpool Road / Cop Lane junction — This is a busy signalised side road with no dedicated pedestrian
facilities limiting access to local the bus stop. A pedestrian phase should be added to this arm of the junction.
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Liverpool Road from Hill Road to Howick Moor Lane — With capacity reduction due to Penwortham
bypass, repurpose road space to create segregated on road lanes. Reduce speed through local centre to
20mph.



Liverpool Road from Hill Road to Howick Moor Lane — With capacity reduction due to Penwortham

bypass, repurpose road space to create segregated on road lanes. Reduce speed through local centre to
20mph.

Liverpool Road from Hill Road to Howick Moor Lane — With capacity reduction due to Penwortham
bypass, repurpose road space to create segregated on road lanes. Parking protected lanes may be possible
for some sections of this route. Reduce speed through local centre to 20mph.

Liverpool Road from Hill Road to Howick Moor Lane — Pavement parking at the local centre and outside
residential properties is an issue. The scheme design & enforcement will need to take account of this.



Liverpool Road from Hill Road to Howick Moor Lane — Existing on road advisory lanes should be
upgraded to segregated facilities. This can be achieved by repurposing the central hatched area and
reducing the number of right turn filter lanes. These should no longer be necessary with traffic reduction as a
result of the Penwortham bypass.

Howick Moor Lane to Hutton — Existing segregated paths are in place but they have been neglected with
debris and detritus covering them. This makes them difficult and potentially slippery and dangerous to use. A
regular maintenance regime is needed to keep them clear.

Liverpool Road / Lindle Lane Junction — The current arrangement provides limited width for cyclists to
wait and is on a route used regularly by students. This junction should be upgraded providing a priority
crossing for pedestrians and cyclists.
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Liverpool Road / Longton bypass junction — No formal crossing facilities exist on this fast and busy
section of highway. Dedicated crossing should be provided with the 50mph speed limit being moved beyond
the junction.

Liverpool Road through Hutton — Reduce speed limit to 20mph with calming, focused particularly around
Hutton CofE Grammar School. Parking restrictions should also be extended and enforced in vicinity school.

Liverpool Road / Moor Lane Junction — Tighten junction radi with side road pedestrian priority improving
access to local shopping facilities



Moor Lane — Although the road is
relatively quiet there are currently no
footways and evidence of walking on the
verges. A 2m minimum width footway
should be provided along the length of
Moor Lane.

Liverpool Road between Hutton and
Longton — Scope to remove road centre
line and introduce on road advisory
lanes. Widen footway where possible to
create consistent width along length of
route.



River Ribble alternative route to Penwortham
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Avenham Park — Route needs more clearly defining through Park with clearer dedicated signage & some minor
path widening and opening up to improve wayfinding.

Riverside Road Leyland Road junction - Local streetscape enhancement scheme to improve priority for
pedestrians / cyclists and wayfinding. This is a historic bridge and should be a gateway to the city.
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Leyland Road — a formalised / dedicated crossing should be installed at this location.



Path from eyland Road to Golden Way — Path feels isolated and is in poor condition in parts.
Recommended to light entire path and undertake maintenance work. Where resurfacing is needed path
should be reinstated at 3m and unsegregated.
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Bridge over Golden Way to Kingsfold — Staggered barriers should be removed and bridge barriers raised
to 1.4m making it suitable for shared use. As bridge is narrow signage should state ‘Please consider other
path users’.



Cop Lane signalised junction — Central pen is too narrow making it difficult to negotiate by wheel chairs or
mobility scooters. It is recommended that this is upgraded to create a wider central pen improving
accessibility.

Cromwell Avenue path — localised Iascaping improvements and lighting to open up access to this path
and improve perceptions of personal safety.

Blackthorne Drive Close to Acorn Close — A formalised tiger / toucan crossing is recommended to link
these two shared paths.



Howick Moor Lane path — Path needs some clearance of detritus and cutting back to expose full effective
width. Lighting is recommended to improve perceptions of personal safety and barriers should be removed to

make path accessible for all. There are a number of links off the path that could be surfaced to improve its
accessibility

Howick Moor Lane / Liverpool Road junction — minor surfacing improvements to aid cyclists turning into
Howick Moor Lane from Liverpool Road. Current arrangement only designed for straight on movements.



Route 9: Bamber Bridge to Preston

Fishergate / Chapel Street ]nction — The historic Winkley Square, Avenham Park and River Ribble are
just a stones throw away yet there is no clue on the busy Fishergate. A gateway feature should be put in
place to entice people to explore and promote walking and cycling opportunities.

Avenham Park — Signage has been designed to be blend in to the environment. It is however unclear and
easy to miss. This should be comglej{gmented with more conventional fingerposts at strategic junctions.
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Avenham Park — Staggered barriers prevent access by non-standard bicycles, wheelchairs and mobility
scooters. These should be removed making the route more accessible.



Old Railway path / Tram Way — Path requires regular maintenance to keep surface clear of detritus and
cutting back to keep it feeling open. Lighting should be installed along this route or the old Tram Way
creating a route suitable for year round usage from Preston to Bamber Bridge and City Deal developments.

Old Railway path / Old Tramway linking path — Srfacing would improve the link between the old railway
and old tramway routes.

Preston Junction Nature Reserve — There are a number of barriers on the route preventing use for non
standard bicycles, children’s trailers, wheelchairs and mobility scooters. These should be removed wherever
possible. Removing the barriers will make the area more accessible and routes more convenient and easier
to use.



Tardy Gate junction with old railway path — Lighting and public realm improvements will make access
points more attractive and the route suitable for year round commuter usage.
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New development east of Waterng Pool Lane — There are a number of desire line paths that could be
formalised to improve access to the main route.

Todd Lane North — Barriers should be removed and replaced with bollards. Narrow carriageway with
chicane to aid access too and crossing of road for old railway path.



Brwnedge Road approach — Barriers should be removed or replaced with a bollard ensuring that sufficient
width is available for mobility scooters and adapted bicycles to pass.

Brownedge Road junction — A desire line path has developed that should be formalised linking to the
Brownedge Road junction.

Brownedge Road roundabout - Crossing for pedestrians and cyclists is currently informal and at the
roundabout with dual lane approaches and exits. A formal crossing toucan / tiger should be provided away
from the junction where movements are less complex.



Brownedge Road roundabout — There is a long straight approach to the roundabout and sufficient width on
either side to extend existing paths. A new formal crossing toucan / tiger could be provided away from the
busy roundabout.

Brownedge Road underpass approach junction — there is scope to reduce the junction radii slowing
vehicles exiting the main road onto this quiet link. A drop kerb and widened shared path could approach the
new proposed crossing.

A6 nderpass — The gap etwen the bollards does not allow sufficient width for adapted bikes to pass. The
gap should be increased to allow a bicycle of width 1.2m wide to easily pass.



Bamber Bridge railway underpass — this section of the route feels narrow and isolated. Although it is
challenging to improve the actual height of the route some landscaping and environmental improvements are
recommended to open up visibility as much as possible.

Brownedge Road — Junction narrowing and gateway to 20mph to reinforce speed limit through this section.

Brownedge Road to Station Road — On and off road improvements to reinforce 20mph limit along this
stretch of road.



Brownedge Road to Station Road - On and off road improvements to reinforce 20mph limit along this
stretch of road.

Path praIIeI with railway line - Surface, light and sign new link and upgrade access into Edward Street.



Route 10: Leyland to Preston

Leyland to Preston via Cuerden

Wheelton Lane - Side road priority of shared use path across junctions should be added to provide route
continuity. Where possible path should be widened to guidance width (3m) and move lamp columns to back
of footway.

Centurion Way — A dedicated crossing is needed for pedestrians / cyclists of Centurion Way to Wheelton
Way to create a coherent route. On road segregated lanes are also recommended.

Mill Lane to Centurion Way - Surface and light track from Centurion Way to Mill Lane and up to employment site
alongside River Lostock.



Stanfield Lane from junction of Centurion Way to Cuerden development site - Scope for widening of
western footway to create 2 way off road cycle track to link Leyland to the Cuerden development site. Some
negotiation with private land owners likely.

Farington Road A582 / Todd Lane south junction — This junction is wide with fast moving traffic giving
little warning of turning onto Todd Lane. The radii should be tightened to reduce vehicle speeds as they turn
off onto the residential road network.

Todd Lane South — It is recommended that the road centre line and install advisory cycle lanes with
associated highway calming measures.



Leyland to Preston via Tardy Gate

Leigh Brow Bridge - Environmental enhancement and lighting to create more open area improving
perceptions of safety and access to the main spine route

Wateringpol Lane / Brownedge Road roundabout — Scope to tighten junction approach radii, slowing
traffic and making the roundabout easier to negotiate by cyclists and pedestrians

Coote Lane / Leyland Road / Brownedge Road junction — This is a busy local area centre which must be
negotiated as part of the route. It is recommended that junctions are narrowed where possible and signing
improved. There is scope for a wider local centre enhancement scheme. Walking and cycling provision
needs to be incorporated into this work.



Coote Lane — Footways are narrow on Coote Lane as it approaches Leyland Road. The pedestrian
environment is made more challenging as pavement parking is also an issue and side road junctions are
wide. Side road junctions should be narrowed with pedestrian priority incorporated and parking enforcement
iS necessary.

Croston Road / School Lane junction — This is a wide junction at a school access. The junction should be
narrowed reducing vehicle turning speeds and making it easier to negotiate by pedestrians and cyclists.

Croston Road / Farington Road (A582) roundabout — This is a busy location and it is unclear about how
cyclists should traverse it. Provision of dedicated pedestrian cycle crossings and improvements to make
route more intuitive.



Croston Road South — Scope to remove
road centre line and install advisory cycle
lanes. This will be dependent on an
assessment of traffic volumes. The speed
limit should be reduced to a consistent
30mph along this road.



Route 11: Chorley to Preston

Chorley to Bamber Bridge via Buckshaw Village and Wigan Road

Ackhurst Drive — Dedicated pedestrian / cycle crossing needed of Ackhurst Drive to link to new proposed
Ackhurst Road link to Astley Park. Existing path needs surface improvements and lamp columns moving to
rear of path.

Southport Road at Asiley Park access - A dedicated pedestrian / cycle crossing is needed as there is
currently no facility across this busy road linking into Astley Park and the local network.



Astley Park access to Chancery Road at Hall Gate - When path needs resurfacing, widen to 3m and
reinstate as shared unsegregated. Signage is confusing and cyclists dismount sign should be replaced with
‘Please consider other path users’.

Astley Village shops, Chancery Road - Minor path widening along desire line with some signing
improvements. Dedicated ped/cyc crossing (tiger or toucan) to cater for desire line from bus stops and
access to Buckshaw Primary School.
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Chancery Road - There is an existing shared segregated path. This is substandard i;l'width and users must
give way regularly at side roads. The path should be upgraded to 3m unsegregated where possible with side
road priority crossings along its entire length.



Chancery Road - There is an existing shared segregated path. This is substandard in width and users must
give way regularly at side roads. The path should be upgraded to 3m unsegregated where possible with side

road priority crossings along its entire length. Any barriers such illustrated above should be removed and
signage placed in verge.

Chancery Road / Euxton Lane roundabout — This is a busy junction with wide dual lane approaches, no
dedicated facilities for pedestrians and cyclists and poor visibility. Dedicated ped/cyc crossings (tiger or
toucan) on all arms. Roundabout has poor visibility and difficult to cross at peak times.

West Way from Balshaw Lane to Euxton Lane — There is a wide verge alongside the carriageway. It is
recommended that a 2 way cycle track is delivered in this verge.
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Euxton Lane, Chorley — The existing cycle track is in poor condition in parts (south sides) and needs
resurfacing. Works should add continuous verge separation from highway where possible and side road
priority.

Buckshaw Village Central Avenue — Some signing and lining needs review to create more coherent
routes.

Buckshaw Village Central Avenue — There is scope to provide a few dedicated links from the main village
to the Central Avenue shared use path.



A49 Wigan Road from Dawson Lane to Lancaster Lane - Revive previous LCC scheme on western verge
and deliver continuous cycle track along this route. May be some scope to work within field boundary on
west side. May be challenge to deliver a facility to recommended guidance width although frequency of
interactions between pedestrians / cyclists likely to be low.
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A49 Wigan Road — HGV’s make cycling unpleasant on the A49. A dedicated off road facility is
recommended to separate cyclists from heavy traffic.

Lancaster Lane / A49 Wigan Road junction — Advisory and direction signing is unclear so difficult to
identify which sections of path are shared use. Needs review to help route coherence and wayfinding.



A49 Wigan Road from Lancaster Lane to Rowan Manor - Deliver continous cycle track. Path is
substandard width and should be widened where possible to conform to guidance. Side road priority
treatments to create coherent.

A49 Wigan Road from Lancaster Lane to Rowan Manor - Side road priority treatments should be
retrofitted to create a coherent network that doesn’t require constant stopping.

Rowan Manor development roundabout - Dedicated pedestrian / cycle tiger or toucan crossings should be
incorporated to create coherent / safe route.



A49 Wigan Road from Rowan Manor to A6 - Deliver continuous 2 way off road cycle track along this route.
May require some land acquisition and likely to be sub standard width for sections although likely user
conflict low.



Chorley to Bamber Bridge via A6
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Park Road A581 from Union St to A6 Preston Street — Scope to upgrade existing on road advisory lanes
to light or fully segregated.
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Preston Street from Park Rd junction to Euxton Lane A6, Chorley - Create dedicated on carriageway
light segregated lanes by removal of central hatching and reallocation of carriageway space. Alternative to
find previous LCC Cycle Safety scheme submitted to DfT (around 2013).

A6 Preston St from Euxton Lane roundabout to Four Oaks Rd roundabout at Walton Summit - Reduce
to consistent narrow vehicle running lanes & remove central hatching along entire length & create dedicated
on carriageway light segregated lanes in either direction. Some junction capacity modelling will be needed.



A6 Preston St from Euxton Lane roundabout to Four Oaks Rd roundabout at Walton Summit - Reduce
to consistent narrow vehicle running lanes & remove central hatching along entire length & create dedicated

on carriageway light segregated lanes in either direction. Exiting facilities are piecemeal and frequently have

vehicles parked in them.

A6 Preston St from Euxton Lane roundabout to Four Oaks Rd roundabout at Walton Summit - Reduce
to consistent narrow vehicle running lanes & remove central hatching along entire length & create dedicated
on carriageway light segregated lanes in either direction.

A6 / Clayton Brook Rd roundabout - Reduce size of junction slowing vehicle speeds and making it easier
to negotiate for peds/cyclists.



Walton Summit approach — scope to take facilities off road creating dedicated 2 way off cycle track.

A6 /M6 junction — Pedestrians and cyclists must currently seek gaps in traffic on this busy junction.
Dedicated controlled facilities should be provided to create a coherent route.

Cuerden Valley Park
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Cuerden Valley Park, Wigan Road car prk— Cyclists currently have to access the Valley Park through the
car park access. There is a pedestrian access prior to the car park which could be upgraded to shared use
separating cyclists from sharing with vehicles.



Cuerden Valley Park access from Wigan Road car park & Lancaster Lane — Barriers mean those with
non-standard bikes or tag-alongs or children’s trailers etc. cannot access the route. This is also challenging
for wheelchair / mobility scooters.

Cuerden Valley Park — Lancaster Road crossing — Route coherence isn't clear at this point. Signage
needs review and provision of a dedicated toucan or tiger crossing to connect the valley park routes.

Cuerden Valley Park — The route is very rural and can feel isolated in parts. Access improvements are
recommended but it isn't suitable as a strategic route to be promoted for everyday, year round cycling.
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Dawson Lane crossing at Clayton Hall Quarry — rossing is challenging on fast corner. Investigate
options for improving crossing with potential for a dedicated pedestrian / cycle facility.

Old Worden Avenue — Side road priority should be installed to improve route continuity. This applies across
the Buckshaw Village network. Some of the signing is incorrect indicating shared segregated when route is
un segregated.



Route 12: Bamber Bridge to Samlesbury

Bamber Bridge to Samlesbury

Station Road B6258/ Church Road junction — Gateway
entering 20mph area and to expect higher volumes of pedestrians / cyclists.

-

Station Road B6258 from Church Road to School
Lane — Permanent 20mph through town centre with streetscape enhancements to reinforce lower speed limit
such as narrowing of junction radii and side road priority treatments.

Station Road B6258 at School Lane (Pear Tree PH) - Gateway treatment to Bamber Bridge making clear
that entering 20mph area and to expect higher volumes of pedestrians / cyclists.
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School Lane roundabout (Pear Tree PH) to Holland House Road roundabout — Wide carriageway with
scope to reallocate road space to create dedicated on carriageway light segregated cycle lanes.

Holland House Road roundabout to Hennel Lane roundabout — Removal of central hatching and
reallocation of road space to create dedicated on carriageway light segregated cycle lanes (Up hill most
important).

Victoria Road from Winery Lane to Grove Road — Shared use path is narrow and should be widened
where feasible with side road priority. This is likely to require narrowing carriageway lanes to absolute
minimum 3.25m.



London Road / Grove Road /Ashbridg Nursery junction - Tighten junction and improve surface and
camber for cyclists. Investigate scope to rationalise to one junction making it simpler for ped/cyc to negotiate.

Guild Wheel access from London Road at car park — some surfacing works needed to prevent puddling
and removal of staggered barriers to improve accessibility of trail.
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Path from Mete House Farm to River Ribble — Some surfacing works needed. Regular clearance of debris
needed. Challenging location as operational farm track.
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Path from London Road Bride along River Ribble Bridge to A59 River Ribble road bridge -
Investigate scope for lighting of path. May be some challenges due to passing an operational farm, flooding
and habitat concerns. A regular maintenance regime to keep the path clear of detritus is also necessary.

A59 River Ribble Bridge — Barriers should be removed / rationalised to make accessible to non-standard
bikes, wheelchairs and mobility scooters.



Central Lancashire Walking and Cycling Delivery Plan
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Appendix D. Photographs of Example Interventions



Parking protected cycle lanes
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Manchester, Oxford Road : Where space permits,
parking and segregated cycle lanes can work together.
Designers should use parking to protect cyclists from traffic.
Image source: Zsolt Schuller

Side road cycle priority

Bracknell: Set back priority allow drivers to London Cycling Superhighway 7:

yield Embeding cycle track

to the cycle track and road in two separate within continuous footway
stages treatment

with humped crossing. Image source:

Image source: www.wandsworthlivingstreets.org.uk

www.cycling-embassy.org.uk/blog/2015/03/19/a-
question-of-priority

Side road junction narrowing & entry

treatment

Shrewsbury: Continuous footway across car park London: To slow vehicle turning speeds
access Image source: Phil Jones and improve the environment for
pedestrians speed table / entry treatment
should be considered

Image source:
https://consultations.tfl.gov.uk/roads/stamford-hill-
clapton-common/

London, Clapham: Continuous footway across side
road
Image source: Phil Jones

Traffic calming

Figure 3.14 Layout of car parking

0.5m contrasting over-run strip (fiush)

Figure 3.11 Visual _'_’,
narrowing

)

As well as more traditional calming measures such as speed humps or cushions,
there are other ways to reduce traffic speeds such as the layout of parking or visual

narrowings
Source: http://www.sustrans.org.uk/sites/default/files/images/files/Route-Design-
Resources/4_Streets_and_roads_05_03_15.pdf
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Traffic calming

Wiltshire: Speed control table with Flat topped speed table at four arm
crossing

. junction. Reduces vehicle speeds and
Image source: Wiltshire County provides level
Council

crossing for pedestrians.

Image source:
http://therantyhighwayman.blogspot.co.uk

Parallel crossings*

Trial parallel crossing, Bexley London, Hackney, Cycle Network route 9
Image source: Phil Jones Image source:
http://Icc.org.uk/articles/first-tiger-crossing-comes-to-london-cyclists
Changes to the TSRGD in 2016 authorised Local Authorities to deliver parallel zebra
crossings. The blogger ‘The Ranty Highwayman’ has written a useful piece on Parallel
crossings including links to guidance -

http://therantyhighwayman.blogspot.co.uk/2017/04/drawing-parallels.html

* Also known as ‘Cycling Zebra's or ‘Tiger crossings’

Gateway feature — Bristol to Bath Cycle
Path

Image source: Pinterest https://uk.pinterest.com/codsteaks/

Designed, built and installed by Cod Steaks
(www.codsteaks.com) the Sustran's cycle path
gateway for Bristol uses recycled steel girders
as a means of celebrating the popular green
highway between Bristol and Bath

Image
source:http://www.bikesandtrailers.com/children/
11 1L

Image source.www.cyclinguk.org

Designers should take account of the needs of all within
society and ensure that routes are barrier free to give
everyone the opportunity to explore by cycle. This
article outlines the range of disability cycles that suit
people with a variety of learning and physical
disabilities, as well as health issues - " - =
http://www.cyclinguk.org/article/cycling-guide/guide- |magé source; www.guardian-series.co.uk
to-adapted-cycles
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Interim Advice Note 195/16 Cycle Traffic and the Strategic Road Network sets out the design
requirements for cycle traffic, including he space profile for the ‘cycle design vehicle’

http://www.standardsforhighways.co.uk/ha/standards/ians/pdfs/ian195.pdf

11/04/2017



Improved pedestrian crossing facilities

Streetscape Guidance Crossings 145

Figure |43: Pedestrian refuge islands — staggered crossing
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SIGNAL POLE WIT) | . SIGNAL POLE WITH (subject 1o ighting levels) the:

E PUSH BUTTON £ pusHsuTToN should be combined with the

b I & ‘signal posts/push buttons.
¢ 2

where
7. Materialin central refuge islar
to match material on footway.

[ Fusikers |
ELEVATION TRANSITION  (0-6mm UPSTAND)

LAID WITH 125mm UPSTAND
TO MATCGH FOOTPATH

BLISTER TACTILE PAVING

FLUSH KERS (0-6mm UPSTAND)

125mm

SECTION AA
London’s Streetscape guidance is a good starting place when trying to design improved facilities
For pedestrians and user requiring mobility aids

-_http://content.tfl.gov.uk/streetscape-guidance.pdf

Light segregation

London, Royal Holloway Street: Light
segregation using a mixture of
planters

and ‘Armadillos’

Image source: anon

Manchester, Royal Holloway Street:
Light

segregation using a mixture of
planters

and ‘Armadillos’
Image source: anon

Light segregation

Southampton: Light segregation with wands and side road priority at petrol station exit
Image source: Phil Jones

Light Segregation

London, CS3:
Wand orcas

Image source: Brian Deegan
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Light segregation measures

\s

The market is evolving rapidly with TfL and the

~ Current Cycling Ambition Grant (CAG) cities leading
- the way

Image source: John Dales

There are no current standards for ligh segregation.

Light segregation

London, Portsmouth Rd, Kingston:

London, Greenwich:
Segregated lanes using bolt down kerbing Orca wand hybrid

Image source: Brian Deegan Image source: Brian Deegan

Light Segregation

Broughton cycleway, Salford,
Manchester
Image source: Dominic Smith at TfGM

Kerb protected cycle contra-flow

=

Segregtated contra-flow using bolt down
kerbing

Image source: Brian Deegan
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Filters

London, Hackney: London, Central Grid link in the City:

Image source: Brian Deegan Image source: Brian Deegan

Barrier removal

Replacing gates or barriers with
bollards

should be considered when some
form

Of access restraint is required.

Image source: Anon

Access controls can be an interesting
feature that draws attention to a
route

Image & text

Source: Sustrans
http://www.sustrans.org.uk/sites/default/files/
file_content type/access control guide jan 2
012.pdf

Some form of barrier may considered necessary where for example a cycle route
crosses a busy carriageway. This may be to indicate to younger riders with families
the need to slow or stop. Where this is necessary designs should leave sufficient gap
for adapted bikes, mobility scooters to easily pass.

Image source:
http://www.sustrans.org.uk/sites/default/files/file_content type/access control guide jan 2012.pdf

¥

v

Exeter, Silverton Road: To slow vehicle turning
speeds and improve the environment for
pedestrians speed table / entry treatment
should be considered.

Image source: Google

Removal of road centre lines

The Avenues, Norwich: To slow vehicle
turning speeds and improve the
environment for pedestrians speed table /
entry treatments

Should be considered.

Image source: Google
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Junctions

|
' -

London, Oval. Holding the left so London, Bow. Low level cycle signals
cyclists have separation in time
and space Image source:

http://diamondgeezer.blogspot.co.uk/2014 01 01 diamondgeez
er_archive.html

Image source: Brian Deegan

Artists Impression, Birmingham, Belgrave Interchange (A38)

on city centre to Selly Oak proposed cycle route - Cycle lane continues through
busy interchange

Source Image: http://www.bhamcyclerevolution.org.uk/page/SellyOak route

Opportunities — design for desire lines

London, junction of Globe St / Gt Dover St
Innovative design allows cyclists and pedestrians to cross on their desire lines

Source: Anon

Junctions

Brighton, Lewis Road: Holding the
left so cyclists have for
separation in time and space

York, Micklegate: Early release

cyclists at traffic signals

Image source:

https://www.gov.uk/government/case- Image source:
studies/continuous-cycle-lanes-on-main-radial- https://www.gov.uk/government/case-

route-lewes-road-brighton

studies/early-release-for-cyclists-at-
traffic-signals-micklegate-york
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Quiet Lanes

West Berkshire, Devon,
Powderham

Bucklebury
Quiet :

West Berkshire, Bucklebury

Image source: www.geograph.org.uk

Image source: Zsolt Schuller

Quiet Lanes are minor rural roads or networks of minor rural roads appropriate for shared use
by walkers, cyclists, horse riders and other vehicles. The aim of Quiet Lanes is to maintain the
character of minor rural roads by seeking to contain rising traffic growth.

Horizontal Separation between Cycle
Track and carriageway

Table 2.3.3 Minimum Horizontal Separation between Carriageway and Cycle Tracks

Desirable Minimum | Absalute Minimum
Speed Limit (mph) | Horizontal Separation | Horizontal Separation
{m) {m)
30 05 NA
W 0 o5
20 15
50 (including any herd | (including any hard
strip) strip)
25 20
. (including any hard | (including any hard
sirip) sirip)
70 (including any hard (including any hard
strip) strip)

Horizontal separation helps protect cyclists from the draught created by passing motor traffic
and from debris thrown up from the carriageway.

The minimum width of the horizontal separation between the carriageway and the closest
edge of the riding surface of a cycle track, shall be determined using the values in the table

above.

Source: Data taken from p.23 of IAN 195/16 - http://www.standardsforhighways.co.uk/ha/standards/ians/pdfs/ian195.pdf
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Central Lancashire Walking and Cycling Delivery Plan

JACOBS

Appendix E. Secondary Route Interventions



Linkages Synergies District Rationale Summary concepts Primary Schools Secondary/Tertiary Employment Housing Additional info AQMA Collisions IMD
3 St Mary & St
. . Andrew's Catholic
Connecting communities to the north of Preston to . . . N .
Broughton to Barton Preston & ) ) + Continuation of upgrade to on road segregated lanes from Broughton to Barton. Scope to consider 2 way off Primary, Barton St 1: Broughton High
S1 ! RS C the city cycling network. Improve access to N ¥ 0 2 0
and Bilsborrow Wyre : ) road verge protected cycle track outside of built up areas. Lawrence Cof E School
Broughton Business & Enteprise College . "
Primary, Bilsborrow
John Cross Primary
Whittingh:
Local Plan: HosI iltzlgR:Twa
Grimsargh to Connecting existing communities and new + Scope to create off road cycle track along Whittingham Lane, would land owner negotiation as requires 1: Goosnargh Employment & htt Z'//en wiki yedi
S2 Goosnarg h R4 W&cC Preston employment / mixed use development to city construction in field boundary * At Haighton Green Lane new route needed cross fields to link to Whittingham and |Oliverson's CofE mixed use (EP1.1 N 0’: }wiki)Whii)tin 1 0
8 cycling network Grimsargh + Could look at upgrading FP6 or potentially investigate old Whittimgham Hospital Railway. Primary & HS1.15) h.amg Hospital Rai\g
allocation -rlospital
way
. . - . * Challenging section to make more accessible and suitable for everyday commuter use due to rural nature,
Eastern Guildwheel Links Part of the existing popular Guildwheel route. ) ) . - N N
. . N . N gradients and surfacing * Scope to improve wayfinding, gateway features and crossings + May be some Redscar Business
S3 Midgery Lane to River [R4,R4,R2 & |W & C Preston Currently predominantly a leisure route with scope ) ) N o N ) 4 . 0 1 2
" . . L opportunity to light the Longsands section of route liking into Migery Lane *+ Dedicated pedestrian / cycle crossings Park
Ribble (A59) R12 to improve opportunities for communiting journeys ) ) Lo
should be provided B6242 roundabouts to improve route continuity.
. skeffington Road * Pope Lane already has traffic calming and 20mph although wide and scope for narrowing with streetscape
rom Skeffington Roa
via Cemeter gRoad Connecting Primary Route 3, 4 to the Guildwheel |improvements * Calming could do with continuation on Pope Lane end of Miller Lane * Miller Lane / Blackpool Rd |2: Preston St Red Scar Business
S4 Miller Road vPope I:ane C Preston and employment at Red Scar. Travels through an  |junction needs narrowing (suggested as part of route R3) + Streetscape enhancement and enforcement of Joseph's, Moor Nook park 0 2 2
‘o Redscar ’ area of identified deprivation pavement parking needed as approach city centre + Beyond M6 scope for new direct connection into Red Scar with |[Community
new northbound path west of M6 crossing with lighting.
+ Access to the Guildwheel at Ashworth Grove / The Boulevard is confusing and it is easy to miss the access to the
Southern Guildwheel Connecting Primary Route R9 to R2 and R12 thisis |tree lined path +  Widening access, a clear drop kerb and wayfinding improvements should be undertaken -
| uiiaw Links R12 & . vl 8 Pri v Rou . st ' P ! ne L P W,yf! ' _gl provi | N Y 1: Preston Christ the |1: Preston Christ the
S5 from London Road R9 W & C Preston an existing stretch of the popular Guildwheel route |Scope to extend path on green space keeping it off-road and linking directly to London Road bridge - Path along King High School King High School 0 0 1
Bridge to Miller Park used for leisure commuter and education journeys [Boulevard is narrow but little scope to widen due to wall and trees bounding either side +  Lighting should be
extending beyond the Boulevard to link in with heritage lighting in Avenham and Miller Park.
Southern Guildwheel + Scope to improve gateway to old Penwortham Bridge with feature to highlight it more (also mentioned in R8). At
. Connecting the two parts of Primary R8 and R1 this |old Penwortham bridge scope to move bus shelter, widen drop kerb access to shared use path and make clearer that
from Old Penwortham  |Links R8 & I L . . oy h "
S6 Bridge to Liverpool R8 W& C Preston route also forms part of the popular this is the route. Drop kerb access and short linking paths to the main route should be added opposite all 0 1 0
Roas P route. side roads along Broadgate making path more accessible. Widening of gateway access to path at Liverpool Road /
Broadgate junction and widening of shared path approach width to junction.
* Scope to upgrade existing path around northern boundary of Marina to shared use. Mostly minor works with
. . N . : Marked on current
Preston Marina some drop kerbs, ramping and smoothing of cobbled sections. Some parking realignment may be necessary on cycle map as
- Openi to existi | tand . - . . . . X L
57 upgrade of northern R1 wac Preston f’e"'"g_”p access to existing employment an Mariners Way to creaTte avlddltlorv\al Wld,m ) Potential scope to investigate sernIar upgr.ade to shared use along EP1.9, EPS shared use butno |0 2 0
path leisure sites southern side of Marina improving residential access to cycle network *  This would link to a proposed 2 way cycle signs to indicate
track along Channel Way to West Strand and/or along Port Way to Strand Road. Dedicated ped/cyc crossings would this on the ground
be needed at the Port Way / Mariners Way roundabout.
+ Water Lane from Tulketh Brow to West Strand is very busy and options appear limited. There may be some scope
to on the north side of the carriageway to reallocate some space from highway and existing planting to create an off-
road shared facility through the pedestrian railway way arch linking into the network at Aqueduct St. * West strand The Preston
West Strand and Fylde |Links R1 & Linking the Maudlands area with the River Ribble, |[has existing substandard width outbound advisory lanes alongside busy dual carriageway and inbound shared use Alstrom plant
S8 Road i R8 Preston the Guildwheel and out to Penwortham. This route [path that is substandard width in parts. This has lampposts in the middle, narrow sections and barriers at lightly used WellﬁeldpRoac’i 0 2 0
connects Primary routes 6 and 8 rail crossing. Recommend reallocating road space currently used for central hatching and on road advisory lane to business park
widen outbound footway to create shared use path + The existing inbound shared use path should be widened P
where possible, lampposts and signage moved to rear of footway, barriers at rail crossing improved to only be in
place when train is operating and pedestrian / cycle priority crossings at minor entrances.
| bury to Mellor Ribble Better corfnectir:\g outlying village at Mellor Brook | * .Widen and surface exAistir‘|g sha.red use path link from end of R2 Salmes.bury Enteprise Zone access or| Myerscough Salmesbury EZ
S9 Brook R2 C Valle to strategic cycling network and Salmesbury Smithy Road to off-road link into village *+ Open up access / gateway at village end to better promote link * expansion 0 0 0
v Enteprise Zone Provide lighting making it suitable for year round commuter use. P
+ Review of the existing park alignments through Haslam Park, realigning / upgrading and light as appropriate to
. . shared use (3m) to better cater for everyday journeys in the city *+ Public realm enhancement at Haslams Park
Providing a link betweent the Tanerton and Cadley R . . .
. . N Cottam Lane entrance with lighting of railway underpass to improve perceptions of personal safety * Peddars Lane
Pedders Lane to Links R1, R3 residential areas of Preston through Haslam Park N R . . . . ) N )
S10 W & C Preston ) . / Blackpool Road junction tightening and improvements incorporated into R3 proposals + Scope for continuous off Preston Marina 0 2 1
Lancaster Canal and R6 to employment sites at Preston Marina. The route . N
N . road cycle track alongside Ashton Park boundary on Pedders Way - Upgrade of crossing Pedders Way / A583 to
also links Primary routes R6, R3 and R1 ) X
incorporate protected space for crossing cyclists * Also scope on Pedders Way South of A583 for off-road track
linking to Mariners Way.
The England Coast Path i National Trail
e England Coast Path isa new National Trail In 2015 Devon
(scheduled for completion by 2020). The project is "
. ; County Council
being led by Natural England and made possible -
. o commissioned an
because of a new right of access giving everyone .
. " Economic Impact
the legal right to explore the English coast for the .
N . report into the
very first time. As LCC develop their stretch of path .
there may be scope to investigate making certain value of it's leisure
v P . 8 g. + As part of the England Coast Path National Trail route development it is recommended that the section from trail network. The
N " ' parts shared pedestrian / cycle routes which could . . " . " N
River Ribble Trail - N Lytham St Annes to Preston should be considered for a high quality shared use trail. A detailed route environmental . study looked at
B Fylde / be used to encourage leisure and commuter use. A . . y . . . . N Warton Enteprise !
S11  [north bank alternative [R1 W&C . assessment and feasibility study should be carried out. This should include breaking the route into potential sections three trails and 0 2 0
Preston route from Preston to Freckleton could be feasible . . . Zone
route to Freckleton | . . eg. 1) Nelson Road Preston to Blackpool Road (A583) via Savick Brook 2) Savick Brook to Freckleton 3) Freckleton to showed they
with scope for a project connecting to Lytham St .
N Lytham St Annes. annual visitor
Annes. Although this would be a costly and
. . . spend on these
challenging project the economic returns through R .
. R . N trails was in excess
visitor spend provide major benefits to the local of £13m. A
economy. Although predominantly a leisure y
. . summary of the
project this would also offer an off road pleasant report is in
alternative for commuters travelling from Preston A P endix |
to Warton Enteprise Zone. PP
The England Coast Path is a new National Trail
(scheduled for completion by 2020). The project is
being led by Natural England and made possible
because of a new right of access giving everyone
the legal right to explore the English oast for the
Savick Brook from e figrst ti%ne As L(’:’c develo tieir stretch of path As part of the England Coast Path National Trail route development it is recommended that this section along the
S12  [River Ribble Trail to R1 W&C Preston v . . p ) p_ Savick Brook connecting to Blackpool Road (A583) be considered for a high quality shared use trail. A detailed route 0 2 0
there may be scope to investigate making certain . . )
Blackpool Road A583 ) " environmental assessment and feasibility study should be carried out.
parts shared pedestrian / cycle routes which could
be used to encourage leisure and commuter use.
This link along the Savick Brook would link up with
the western Guildwheel and also the Kirkham and
Clifton proposed cycle improvements.
. N . . N . - . 4: Kirkham Primary
Connecting the town of Kirkham - 7,194 (2011) to | * Junction of Freckleton Street / Kirkham bypass and Kirkham Road / A584 need remodelling, making it easier to School, Kirkham St
Freckleton and the Warton Enteprise Zone negotiate for pedestrians and cyclists as existing alignment wide and challenging to cross * Scope on large parts of . - . " .
. . ) S ) N ) i Michael's Cof E, 1: Kirkham Carr Hill |Warton Enteprise
S13  [Kirkham to Frekleton  |R1 W&C Fylde employment growth site. This was highlighted Freckleton Road and Kirkham Road to provide 2 way off road cycle track * Some areas of residential at Lower Lane Strike Lane Primary, |High School Zone 0 2 0
through the PCT as a route where cycling growth  |junction and on approach to Freckleton. Speed limit should be reduced in these locations and associated traffic Freckleton CR !
could be expected calming. .
Primary
= Throughout urban area of Kirkham streetscape enhancements to reinforce 20mph speed limits through town
centre. Reduce carriageway width where possible, side road junction narrowing and pedestrian priority. Potential for
overall enhancement in Kirkham town centre. - Tightening of B5192 / B5259 junction, are dual approaches
needed? Increase size of pedestrian refuge to aid users with pushchairs or in wheelchairs etc. Single lane approach 3: Kirkham Primary
Kirkham & Wisham Connecting the town of Kirkham - 7,194 (2011) to |would make easier to negotiate for right turning cyclists. If not feasible then alternative safe provision needed to help |School, Kirkham St 1: Kirkham Carr Hill Links to Kirkham
S14  [Stationto Cliftonand [R1 W & C Fylde Preston was highlighted through the PCT as a right turns = Tightening of B5192 / Freckleton Road roundabout to aid pedestrian / cycle crossing * From Michael's CofE, H‘I h School and Wisham Station 2 0
Preston route where cycling growth could be expected Carrwood Drive to Kirkham bypass (A583) reduce speed limit to 30/40mph, scope for reallocation of road space and |Newton Bluecoat s
provision of on road segregated cycle lanes. May require some land acquisition * At junction of B5192/Kirkham CofE
Bypass dedicated cycle crossing needed to aid right turning cyclists * From B5192 scope to either reallocate road
space and create on road segregated lanes or preference for 2 way off road cycle track with verge protection = At
junction of Preston New Road / A583 dedicated crossing needed to access the Warton EZ cycle track.
* From Blackpool Road section along Lancaster Link Canal feels quite isolated. Investigate scope for lighting.
" . . Crosses operational farm access with mud and puddling. Ensure regular clearance and inspections * Opportunities
The Guildwheel is a popular leisure route. The ) ) . . . Cottam North
North & Western western section of the Guildwheel is also a useful for improvements with priority crossings at Ashton & Lea Golf Club access, Cottam Way & Merry Trees Lane * 1: UCLAN Sports Warton Enteprise West Preston
S15 " R1&R6 W&C Preston . Continuity/wayfinding improvements would be helpful at Ainsdale Drive & Lea Road at the Savick Way bus 2: Ashton, Cottam ’ P Zone, UCLAN . N 0 1 1
Guildwheel - Cottam route to those connecting to employment at . ) . . i ) ) Arena residential
N circulatory and around Valentines Lane by Cottam Primary * Barrier review to ensure path is accessible to those sports campus
Warton Enteprise Zone. ) 3 o N ) development
using non-standard cycles, wheelchairs or mobility scooters + There are also sections of path shared with
pedestrians that are sub 2m with some tight corners that should be widened and improved.
* Revive existing scheme to link Tag Lane to Walker Lane / Boys Lane along Sharoe Brook south of old Tulketh
Community College, ensure includes lighting due to islolated nature of route *+ Walker Lane feels like an isolated
rural lane. Lighting may be unpopular but it would improve perceptions of personal safety. There is scope to use
‘Quiet lanes’ legislation to install signing and minor calming works to ensure speeds are low and motorists are aware Proposals exist to
of the likely presence of pedestrians and cyclists on the sections open to motor vehicles * Scope to upgrade the 4: Preston Coll uprade Conway
Tag Lane along Sharoe . o " existing path off Walker Lane alongside Sharoe Brook linking in with community proposals for Conway Park s Preston ‘o. €8s, B Park and the
Alternative east/west route linking communities . N . . Corpus Christi Preston Hospital,
Brook, Walker Lane St . 3 ) connected back to Conway Drive. Here the route should follow Brooklands before crossing to Green Drive to avoid a o routes too and
. Links R6, RS along Tag Lane with employment at Hospital and . ) ) . 2: Sherwood, St Catholic High, Preston North
S16  |Vincents Road, Sharoe W&C Preston ) narrow busy section of Sharoe Green Lane * On the Boys Lane section the Boys Lane / Blackbull Lane junction and 3 N 5 through the open |0 2 0
and R7 Preston College (important after closure of Tulketh | = . ) A | . N Clare's Catholic, Archbishop Temple [East Employment
Green Lane, Sherwood . Kings Drive / Garstang Rd to St Vincents Rd need narrowing and could have improved provision for cycles crossing * . space. A copy of
Community College). 3 . ) N ) ) ) CofE High, Fulwood |Area "
Way Scope for some improved provision on St Vincents Rd with dedicated ped/cyc access points to sites * On Sharoe Our Lady's High the detail of these
Green Lane there is some scope for a 2 way off road cycle track from Kingsfold to the main hospital access. Further proposals is in
study would be needed to identify if any conflict with pedestrians as large concentration of education journeys * Appendix J
Sherwood Drive has wide verges and scope for a 2 way off road cycle track. Frequent side roads would need
narrowing and priority treatment * Also scope to upgrade path along north side of Masons Wood linking to
Eastway and North Preston Employment Area to shared use.




Penwortham Loop

Links R8 &

South

The Penwortham Loop is an aspiration of South
Ribble District Council. It pieces together a number
of sections of existing route with some new
infrastructure recommendations. The loop would

* The main new sections of route needed would be from Leyland Road near to the Old Penwortham Bridge going
down stream along the south bank of the River Ribble on Holme Road and Howick Cross Lane. After this the route
largely uses quiet roads and existing sections of the cycling network apart from at Pickerings Farm where pedestiran
/ cycle facilities should be included along the main vehiclular route through the Kingsforld development, linking up to
the Cawsey extension via the Vernon Carus and Lostock Hall gasworks developments. This will link to the old railway
trail (R9) + Recommendations include a surface assessment of the existing track along the River Ribble from the old
Railway line to Penwortham old Bridge. This should be upgraded as necessary to make it suitable for wheelchairs,
mobility scooters and barriers removed where possible. Leyland Road requires some reallocation of road space to

1: Penwortham All

Mixed - Pickerings

Land off the
Cawsey (KK), Land
off Claytongate
(CC), Lostock Hall
Gasworks (K),

S17 | South bank of W&C Hall Catholi
:isszi‘:;;\e anko R9 Ribble predominantly be a leisure facility but specific create an off road cycle track (3m) from Penwortham Old Bridge to Holme Road (3m) -+ A surface assessment of H? :WS atholic Farm (north) Vernon Carus
sections would be useful for utility journeys. It Holme Road and Howick Cross Lane is necessary making sure it is accessible for all and barriers removed. Some 8 Factory (H), Gas
travels through a number of new residential and  |surfacing looks necessary from Penwortham Golf Club to Howick Cross Lane * An at grade signalised pedestrian / Holders Site (DD),
mixed use developments. cycle crossing is needed at the Holme Road / Liverpool Road junction to ensure route continuity * The on road Wateringpool
section of Howick Cross Lane is 20mph but could do with some ‘Quiet lanes’ signage to make motorists aware of the Lane (GG)
likely presence of pedestrians and cyclists * A new crossing facility is needed linking from Howick Cross Lane to
Howick Moor Lane. * From Bank top Road to Pope Lane Footpath 63 and Bridle Way 40 will need upgrading and
sufacing to be suitable for shared use.
+ Some path widening to shared use (3m) and to improve wayfinding around Abbots Meadow, linking to Hills Road Vernon Carus
Penwortham (Hurst Links RS & South Providing an east west link across South Ribble South + Shared use path along Hill Road South from Abbot Meadow to Marshalls Brow +  Tiger crossing into Pear 1: penwortham Links to City Deal |Factory, Lostock
S18  |Grange Park) to Old R9 W& C Ribble from Penwortham to Primary route 9 which is the |Tree Park / Middleforth Green + New stretch of shared path on Leyland Road and crossing to link into Factory Lane Middleforth CofE employment Hall Gasworks. Gas
Railway Link spine of the local network « Lighting of Factory Lane to improve perceptions of personal safety and ensure continuous footway from Vernon growth at Cuerden [Holders site,
Carus Factory development. Watering Pool Lane!
Upgradmg of an existing link making it more + Access to path easily missed from Leyland Road. Landscaping/streetscape improvements to highlight gateway R ) Vernon Carus
suitable for year round everyday commuter B N . . . A Links to City Deal |[Factory, Lostock
Leyland Road to Old South . . S with corresponding on highway calming measures at access. Scope for chincane speed table * Path maintenance 1: St Mary
S19 " . R9 W & C . journeys. Existing route linking Penwortham to ) . S ) . | " employment Hall Gasworks. Gas
Railway Link Ribble . L N regime, landscaping and lighting to correspond with that recommended for Primary Route R9 to open up route and  |[Magdalen's Catholic B
Primary route 9 which is the spine of the local ) N L growth at Cuerden [Holders site,
improve perceptions of personal safety * Improvements to tie in with Vernon Carus Factory redevelopment. .
network. Watering Pool Lane
Upgrading of an existing link making it more |mproves link Vernon Carus
Old Tramway from South suitable for year round everyday commuter « Lighting of this stretch of path would make it suitable for year round everyday usage, combined with landscaping 1: Walton-le-dale frol:n Bamber Factory, Lostock
S20  [Preston Junction to R9 W & C Ribble journeys. Existing route linking Penwortham to to open up the route and regular landscaping improving percentions of personal safety *+ Major scheme with bridge P;'imary Bridge north to Hall Gasworks. Gas
Bamber Bridge North Primary route 9 which is the spine of the local required across A6 to connect in to Bamber Bridge north. Without this route must use existing Hennel Lane link (S25). Preston city centre Holders site,
network. ¥ Watering Pool Lane
This route is marked as an existing link and + At the Walton-le-dale end the route crosses through farm land on tracks shared with grazing cattle. The quality of
connects the community of Walton-le-dale with the surface is poor and during wet winter months becomes muddy and impassable unless on a off road bike. The
River Ribble south bank Links R9 & South the city via an off road link along the south bank of |path then continues along the banks of the Ribble and is also muddy due to flooding. Options should be investigated
S21  |from Walton-le-dale to R12 W&C Ribble the River Ribble. The route has scope to be to surface the path and improve the locations where puddling occurs. Surface choice must be able to cope with
old railway link attractive as both a leisure and commuter flooding * The route feels isolated although lighting is unlikely to be suitable + Where the route joins with the old
connection linking to the city centre and Preston  |tramway and railway track landscaping and improvements to the ramps is needed to make the route more accessible
Staiton and improve perceptions of personal safety.
- 2 way off road cycle track along either / both sides of Carrwood Road with side road priority from new link to Vernon Carus
Penwortham to South An east west linking route from new development [Millwood Road - Dedicated pedestrian/cycle crossing facilities at the Carrwood Road / Valley View roundabout - Factory, Lostock
S22 |Walton-le-dale via the [R9 W&C Ribble at Vernon Carus and Lostock Hall Gasworks to Continue 2 way off road cycle track along Millwood Road to junction with Hennel Lane. At end of Hennel Lane to Hall Gasworks. Gas
Cawsey Walton-le-dale bridge - landscaping and streetscape improvements with lighting to open up access to bridge, improving perceptions Holders site,
of personal safety * Raise bridge parapets to 1.4m to be suitable for shared use. Watering Pool Lane
* An existing signed route with good quality surface. Scope for some landscape enhancement and potential for
T~ P N . Vernon Carus
lighting to make it suitable for year round commuter use * At end of Hennel Lane to Bridge landscaping and
Hennell Lane from old South An east west link from Lostock Hall to Walton-le- |streetscape i ts with lighting t to bridge, improvi tions of I safet Factory, Lostock
$23  |ralway link to Hennell |Rg Wec c s r‘ee sc?pe improvements with ligl mg 0 open up access to bridge, |mprovmg perceptions of personal sa 'e y Hall Gasworks. Gas
Lane Ribble dale Raise bridge parapets to 1.4m to be suitable for shared use * Staggered barriers should be removed or widened to Holders site,
make route more accessible + At Hennell Lane /Hennell Lane (B6230) junction scope to narrow junction radii and . !
N - Watering Pool Lane!
provide facility to cross onto cycle track proposal for R12.
Lancashire
+ A number of well trodden desire line paths appear to exist along the banks of the river Lostock . Scope to link in {BFusl.nests P;rk
with the new cycling lanes proposed along the A582 Farington Road + Travelling north to south some land arerg on,
N . . L . ) . o " Tomlinson Road
" Section of the proposed Leyland Loop this section |negotiation will be needed with land owners and structures to cross the River may be needed. If this isn't feasible 5
River Lostock from . ) L . . . . L . Industrial Estate,
S24  |Farington Road to R10 Weac South could provide an off road alternative to Croston then scope to link into existing facilities on Centurion Way + The path would ideally have lighting to help improve Braconash Road
Schleswig Way Ribble Road between Leyland and Lostock Hall and also to feelings of personal safety and encourage year round commuter usage * At Mill Lane the path links with the path |nudstrial Estate,
a number of the City Deal employment sites proposed for upgrade in Primary Route 10 + South from Mill lane the route travels along a narrow path before Farington Hall !
connectlngAup with existing cycle facilities. This would need ‘please consider other path user’ signs as there is little Estate, North of
scope to widen. .
Lancashire
Business Park
+ Theinitial stretch of Longmeanygate heading west from the Flensburg Way roundabout is shut to through traffic.
Minor works to raise awareness of cyclists as a few industrial units + Beyond the closure on Longmeanygate there is
scope for a 2 way off road cycle track. This should continue to Midge Hall Lane where a new link through Fields
should be built to link into the Moss Side development. This route should have lighting if possible * At the closure
of Longmeanygate an off road cycle track should also be delivered along Reiver Rd with the potential to extend it
onto Titan Way + Comet Rd has a number of big employers and there is some scope for an off road cycle track
along the north side. This would require negotiation with the landowner * At Fielsburg Way roundabout dedicated Aston Moss, Moss
Midge Hall to South Connecting the major employment and residential |pedestrian / cycle crossing facilities are needed on all arms + Travelling into town on Longmeanygate & Golden Hill Side, Talbot Road Moss Side Test
S25 Chufchhill Wa R10 W&C Ribble development within Leyland into the local and Lane is relatively narrow and busy with little scope for dedicated provision. Streetscape enhancements with further Industrial Estate, Track (SR160)
Y strategic network and to the town centre. traffic calming, tightening side road junctions is recommended. On the stretch with on road advisory lanes there may Tomlinson Road ’
be some scope to widen the width of these cycle lanes. Roundabouts could also have tighter radii (2) and the Industrial Estate
Leyland Road / Golden Hill Lane junction should have pedestrian phases added to all arms to aid access to local
facilities *+ Pedestrian crossing facilities should also be added to the School Lane Junction to accomodate north /
south movements + From Wheelton Way substandard width shared segregated facility. Could do with widening
(scope in parts) and reinstate unsegregated *+ Junction narrowing and side road priority at Pearfield and Churchill
Way car park * Upgrade crossing at Hough Lane to toucan to link in to retail park and extend shared path to Hough
Lane with clear drop kerb access.
+ Path surface appears in good condition alongside River Lostock * Gates at Longmeanygate and Dunkirk Lane
and access control barriers at Cocker Lane should be removed/improved to improve accessibility to the park for
those on adapted bikes or with wheelchairs / mobility scooters + The crossing from Cocker Lane is uncontrolled
with a narrow central island on a 50mph stretch of road. This should be upgraded to a toucan at Cocker Lane to Land between
Provides a link around the southern boundary of ~ [access the path and routes to the town centre + The diagonal path from from the Flensburg Way roundabout 2: Leyland Seven 1: Balshaw's CofE Altcar Lane / Shaw
526 |Worden Park wec South Leyland linking employment, residential and should be upgraded to an additional shared use link on to this route + The crossing of Schleswig Way / Dunkirk S;arsv Leyland st H‘W h, Runshaw Moss Side Brook Road (P),
Ribble education sites. Also forms part of proposed Lane should be upgraded to include pedestrian / cycle phase or a dedicated inline tiger crossing of Dunkirk Way Anne’s Y Coglle'ge Employment Area |Rear of Dunkirk
Leyland Loop. installed * At the Schleswig Way / Slater Lane crossing this should also be upgraded to include dedicated pedestrian ! Mill (U), Dunkirk
/ cycle phases on the north / south and east / west arms. On Leyland Lane between Springfield Road and Shaw Brook Mill (G),
Road some localised traffic calming + Lighting should be considered on Shaw Brook Road / The Avenue through
Worden Park to improve perceptions of safety and make it suitable for year round journeys to Runshaw College *
May be scope on Langdale Rd to remove road centre line and install advisory cycle lanes.
Broadfield Drive from - . Reduce speed limit to 20mph, scope to remove centre line and mark on road advisory lanes * Junction 2: Woodlea Junior New employment
y South Local route to Civic Centre, local leisure centre and ) N N o . . N
S27 |Golden Hill Laneto W |R10 C Ribble supermarket narrowing with pedestrian / cycle priority + On street parking at northern end would need review - Link through [School, Leyland St 1:Worden Academy |- West Paddock
Paddock ! from Woodlea Road to Fox Lane widened and upgraded to shared use. Andrews Primary (SR155)
+ On Fox Lane from link through to Woodlea to Royal Avenue the carriageway is wide and there is scope to
reallocate carriageway space and provide on road light segregated lanes. Alternative would be to widen footway and
create off road cycle track but there are a number of residential access points + At Queensway construct new Links to Crost
pedestrian / cycle bridge over Shaw Brook linking to Shaw Brook Road and housing development between Altcar Land between Sltnt's © Orots _Zn £
Lane & Shaw Brook Road (P). This will provide a traffic free link to the Childrens centre and High school - Through 2: Leyland St Mary's Altcar Lane /Shaw L: I';:; b:u:d:ro
Improving connections from the village of Croston [housing development upgrade footpaths to shared use — (FP20 & FP46) linking to Altcar Lane and leyland Lane - . FLey o Y Brook Road (D1), N i M
South N N L L . . 2: Woodlea Junior Catholic High, N likely to be mostly
. to Leyland through new development and Leyland Lane is national speed limit road. Recommend avoiding this stretch of road by upgrading footpaths to 3 Croston Timber .
S28  [Leyland to Croston W & C Ribble / L . ) | . ) School, Leyland St Bishop Rawstorne for leisure use
connecting in a number of schools. This route also |surfaced (FP17, FP10) to link to Holker Road with crossing of Leyland Lane - Holker Lane currently national speed N Works Goods Yard )
Chorley ) A : - 3 . N 3 Andrews Primary Cof E Language although potential
forms part of Regional cycle route 91 limit single carriageway road. Could reduce speed limit to 30mph and include signage to raise awareness of cyclists or Academy (HS1.48), Land for some more
use ‘Quiet Lanes legistlation * On Ulnes Walton Lane could remove road centre line and reduce speed limit to adjacent 32 Moor confident
30mph - On Southport Road speed limit should stay at consistent 30mph if designated as cycle route. Could be Road (HS1.47) commuters
scope to remove road centre line and have advisory cycle lanes from Ulnes Walton Lane to Croston boundary or
beyond to Croston Station * Scope along much of rural sections of route to work with land owners develop off road
alternative.
* Euxton faces a number of challenges. Wigan Road (A49) through Euxton has limited width and high volumes of Land at end of
traffic. There is however no current other north / south alternative route in the village. The railway presents a second Dunrobin Drive
challenge as it acts as a barrier to east west movements making options limited for improvements. A detailed study is (HS1.40), 37-41
Linkages within Euxton to the strategic network recommended looking at overall permeability and connections for walking and cycling *+ At present Wigan Road
A49 Euxton to Dawson 8 .g . recommendations would be to extend the 30mph limit on the A49 to prior to the Preston Road / Back Lane junction |2: Euxton St Mary's N (HS1.41), Former |Links to Euxton
529 R11 W&C Chorley and to better accomdate local walking and cycling .. . . : R N Matrix Park .
Lane ‘ourneys, particularly to the station. and then reduce the speed limit further through the village to 20mph with associated streetscape calming Catholic, Euxton CofE Royal Ordnance Station
! Ve P v ! improvements to reinforce the fact the route is going through a residential area *+ At the existing narrow road Site (HS1.21),
tunnel under the railway there may be scope to add a pedestrian phase into the signals to give them safe passage Group One of
under the railway bridge * The existing shared use path from the Brookoak Way development appears overgrown Central Avenue,
and should be maintained to expose it’s full effective width as far as Dawsons Lane. Buckshaw Village
*  Existing facilities on Euxton Road as far as Pear Tree Lane just require some lamp columns/signage moving from
paths * Scope to extend shared use further down towards railway but would require some cutting into bank and
C ting the vill f Euxton into the local i ire di i il bridge. i ingi jon - I links t
Buckshaw Parkway to onnecting .e village of Euxton into the o.ca still requ.lre .d\smount on narrow section under rail bridge. Would require cutting into bank and retention 2: Euxton St Mary's Land at Sylvesters mproves links to
S30 Euxton R11 W&C Chorley network, particularly access to Buckshaw Village,  |Alternative is Pear Tree Lane / School Lane as far as Orchard Close scope for off-road 2 way cycle track or path Catholic, Euxton CofE 1: Runshaw College Farm (HS1.39) Buckshaw Parkway
Buckshaw Parkway Station and Runshaw College  [through housing development site at Sylvesters Farm. Remainder of School Lane is already 20mph, may need calming ! : Station
to reinforce as likely to be a rat run. Is there scope for filtering with vehicular closure near Orchard Close? * Tighten
junction of School Lane / Wigan Road and upgrade crossing to toucans to aid access to primary schools.
N B B + Barriers exist at access points to prevent motorised vehicles accessing the park. These however also make access
The Cureden Valley Park is a vital leisure resource |, . . . . " N " " N
) 3 inconvinient / impossible for those who may be using an adapted bike eg. with a trailer or a trike suitable for less able
and natural asset, particularly with the scale of e " . . N
3 3 users. They also make access difficult for mobiity scooters or tramper buggies. These barriers should be reviewed and
development proposed in the City Deal and . N N .
Cuerden Valley Park Chorley / chorl s i tant that effort d removed wherever possible leaving sufficent gaps for non standard cycles to maneaouve (2.8m long and 1.2m wide -
uerden Valley bar orley orley areas. [tis important that efforts are made | 5 11,/ /www.standardsforhighways.co.uk/ha/standards/ians/pdfs/ian195.pdf) * Dedicated pedestrian / cycle Cuerden Strategic |Buckshaw Village
S31  |from A49 Wigan Road  [R11 W& C South to make parks and open spaces as accessible and . . . N . . )
3 ) B 3 ) o crossings should be provided at key locations to help less confident users such as children access the park. Locations Employment Site |development
to Buckshaw Village Ribble attractive as possible to help achieve objectives of | " _— . . -
) ) include Dawsons Lane and Town Brow / Sheep Hill Lane * Signing should also be reviewed to aid wayfinding,
a happy and healthy population. Confident cycle ) ) ) L )
particularly at Town Brow * In Buckshaw Village on Old Worden Road side priority should be put in place to ensure
commuters could be encouraged to use routes T 3 N )
N N route continuity * Animproved shared access path in to the car park at Wigan Road (nr M65 ) would allow the
through the park more with some minor changes. N
seperation between cars and NMUs.
+ Southport Road and Balshaw lane, reduce speed limit to consistent 30mph with 20 in residential areas or at
schools/colleges. * Reallocate road space from central hatching to widen footways on Lancashire college approach
Connecting the town of Chorley to the village of and reinforce reduced speed limit. This should incorporate narrowing of side road junction radii and pedestrian 1: Euxton Balshaw 2: Lancashire Improves links to
S32  [Chorley to Euxton R11 W & C Chorley Euxton as well as a number of education sites on priority along route. * Scope for shared use path sections 1) from West Way roundabout to Parklands High School La’me Primary College, Parklands Euxton Station
route. (may require some school land) and 2) from West Way to existing facility in Euxton along frontage of Euxton Skate High School
Park and past Balshaw Lane Primary * Existing shared segregated facility on Balshaw Lane should be widened and
upgraded where possible, particularly at railway bridge to provide consistent route from Euxton to Chorley.
Upgrade existing route that forms part of the . . . . . " . L . . .
h R h
533 Chancery Road Soutl RIL Wac Chorley Chorley Loop in the Astley Village area of Chorley. Recommend tightening of side road junction radii and side road priority crossings along entire route widen where 1: Chorley Buckshaw

to West Way

Part of link between town centre and Euxton.

possible to 3m and replace as cycle track or shared unsegregated path.




Astley Park to

Upgrading this existing link with lighting will make

2: Lancashire

Land at Southport

S34 Southport Road R11 W&C Chorley year round. usage of the route possible. for joureys | + Lighting of this route to tie in with CBC proposals along main path through Astley Park. Cf)llege, Parklands Road (H51.20)
to Lancashire College and Parklands High School. High School
Should be signed a
regional route.
Likely to attract
predominantly
leisure trips.An
+ Simplify and tighten junction of Gillibrand Walks and Letchworth Avenue + Upgrade zebra crossing of alternative route
Collingwood Road from Letchworth Drive to Grosvenor Road to parallel cycle crossing and surface linking desire line via Delph Lane and
paths - Remove barriers and vegetation clearance on pedestrian/cycle section of Grosvenor Road to make route Old Hall Lane and
more accessible + Upgrade Footpath (FP1) or deliver new off road shared path from Burgh Wood Way / Ackhurst Land to the East of [upgrading
A route linking the village of Eccleston (pop 4263  |Road (B5251) to Common Bank Lane and German Lane South of Common Bank Industrial Estate *+ Review of Carrington Centre |footpaths with
S35  [Chorley to Eccleston [ Chorley at 2011 census) to Chorley via quiet lanes. Likely to |German Lane needed - Potential scope for short stretch of off road path through field to link German Lane and (HS1.50), Park some new
be predominantly a leisure link Back Lane avoiding Preston Road (A49) * Back Lane is relatively flat but national speed limit narrow rural lane. Only Mills, Beihton stretches is
really suitable for confident cyclists and likely to be predominantly used by leisure cyclists. Scope to reduce speed Road (HS1.12) highlighted in
limit to 30mph, introduce signage to warn motorists of cyclists or use ‘Quiet lanes’ legislation with gateway feature Chorley Local Plan
and calming + Red Lane is a narrow single track lane with passing places * Bradley Lane should have the same as ST1.13 - See
treatment as Back Lane and a consistent 30mph limit. http://chorley.gov.
uk/Documents/Plan
ning/Examination%
20news/Chorley%2
0Borough%20Map
%201%20v1.pdf
* Extend existing shared use facility along Turpin Green Lane from Wigan Road to Bent Lane - At Bent Lane
provide formal pedestrian / cycle crossing of Turpin Green Lane - In open space on Bent Lane upgrade path to 5: Leyland Methodist
shared use to link into bridge over railway * Provide cycle wheeling ramp over railway footbridge with longer term  [Infant & Junior, Land to the East
iration t de to shared tructure. + U de footpath (FP43) at f L hire Football club fi Lancaster Lane of Wigan Road, Land to the East of
Leyland to Clayton Leyland /  [Improving links from Leyland to the Cuerden Valley aspiration to upgrace to shared use structure perade footpath ( N ) at rear o a'_“as _"e oothall clubirom N N s N
S36 R11 W & C Sandy Lane to Haydock Avenue to shared use + At Lancaster Lane / Wigan Road (A49) junction extend shared use  |Community, Clayton- Mixed use Wigan Road
Green Chorley Park and onwards to Clayton - le - Woods. o o ) )
route off road cycle track Lancaster Lane and Town Brow to Back Lane where route joins existing signed quiet road le-Woods CofE, development (HS1.31)
route from Cuerden Valley Park * Incorporate tightening of side road junction radii and side road pedestrian/cycle |Clayton-le-Woods EP1.15
priority * Section along Leyland Road is challenging with a number of private accesses on this route and section of |Manor Road
narrow carriageway. May require some land purchase or substandard stretch.
L North of
= An existing high quality link with minor works to improve contiunity and linkages towards Chorley - Extend Ezzfoni;n:
F— . . shared use path on south side of Buckshaw Avenue from to A6 junction for greater coherence with routes on both
An existing link connecting new housing and N . N . ) N | (EP1.5), Southern
. N sides of the road + Complete link through to Alker Lane and Euxton Lane via existing railway Bridge. Ownership N "
employment in Buckshaw Village. Improvements |’ . . > ) - N Commercial Area |Buckshaw Village |Buckshaw Parkway
S37  |Buckshaw Avenue R11 W&C Chorley L N issues need resolving and works needed on Alker Lane to segregate pedestrians / cyclists from Network Rail depot Trinity CE/Methodist " .
recommended to continuity of route and linkages ] N 3 . - . (EP1.13), Mixed (HS1) Station
to Chorley traffic + Dedicated pedestrian / cycle crossing facilities at roundabouts on Buckshaw Avenue (2) + Junction EP1/HS1 Former
: tightening with side road priority at western end with side road pedestrian / cycle priority across Sharock Road and Royal Ordnance
Ordnance Road. Site (Group 1)
Highlighted as an existing off road link within most
recent cycle map. Provides local link through * The surfacing of the path through the park has recently been upgraded. There are however a number of barriers A number of
residential areas but also offers a potential quiet  |at access points and cyclists dismount signs making the park inaccessible / difficult for those with non-standard 2 St Bede's Roman housin
. alternative to the A6 in pleasant surronds and bicycles or mobility scooters etc. The cyclists dismount signs mean users have an interupted journey and would be g N Walton Summit g N
S38  [Carr Brook Linear Park [R11 W&C Chorley ) . . . o N . . . Catholic, Clayton-le- . allocations in close
away from traffic, certainly for part of people likely to seek an alternative route + The recommendation is to remove barriers and replace cyclists dismount signs Woods Westood Industrial Estate proximity HS1.28
within the Clayton Green area, although not as with 'Please consider other path user' signage * Scope to extend north with new 2 way cycle track along Clayton 2930 o
direct. Path also has lighting making it suitable for |Brook Road and upgrading path at Tramway Terminus (see Chorley Local Plan Inset Map 6). !
year round usage.
Buckshaw Vil
. L . Formalise existing desire line link from Old Worden Avenue through to Dawsons Lane through open space to east .uc shaw Vi1 age
. Improving local permeability between Whittle-le- y B N . . 3 ) . . (inc. Group 4N)
Buckshaw Village to " of Buckshaw village Sports pitches (identified as HS1 housing allocation . Dawsons Lane is national speed limit road N .
S39 B R11 C Chorley woods and the new community at Buckshaw 3 ) 5 o . 3 ) Matrix Park HS1 Housing
Whittle-le-Woods Village and only suitable for confident cyclists *+ Scope to reduce speed limit to 40 and signage to raise awareness of likely Allocations
presence of cyclists as identified regional route 91. (Greenbelt)
Cycle tourism can provide a major benefit to local
economies and traffic free routes will attract
Leeds and Liverpool families as well as cycling enthusiasts. This routeis | « Site visit recommended to ascertain quality of current surface on route as well as access points and any barriers
5S40 W & C Chorley " . o . . . y . -
Canal unlikley to be a major utility corrior but could be to making this a fully accessible route for non standard cycles, wheelchairs and mobility scooters.
widely promoted as a local visitor attraction with
benefits to communities on route.
* Scope to tighten and simplify junction of Shaw Brow / School Brow and Chorley Old Road * Route is on national
Whittle-le-Woods to Connection from Whittle-le-Woods to the p . 8 Py ] . / - . Y " . " Land East of Lucas [Hilly and only really
. B . N . speed limit rural lanes that appear narrow and hilly * Signage to indicate likely presence of cyclists as on Lancashire |St Chard's RC West of M61 .
S41  [Leeds and Liverpool R11 C Chorley Liverpool and Leeds Canal via quiet lanes forming A ) ) . R N ) ! N N Lane, Land West  [suitable for
N regional route + Could investigate ‘quiet lanes’ legislation to discourage traffic and add calming. Housing and Primary School (BNE3) N .
Canal and Wheelton part of the Lancashire cycleway ) ) . of Lucas Lane (HS1)|confident cyclists
employment proposed in the area. May be viable to reduce speed limit to 30 along route.
Hilly and only really
suitable for
confident cyclists.
N N : : . . " N . : " Alternative could
\Wheelton to Abbe Potential route connecting outlying villages to *+ Minimal works recommended. Some signing to likely raise awarenes of presence of cyclists. At Briers Brow route |3: Abbey Village, be to look at a
542 Village v C Chorley Whittle-le-woods and Chorley. Most scope to be  |crosses 50mph A674. Some form of protected central island would assist cyclists and could reduce speed of turning ~ [Withnell St Josephs, route alon
8 part of the leisure network. vehicles. Brinsacall St Johns. . g
disused railway
linke to Chorley (as
mentioned in the
Local Plan)
Existing 2 way cycle track and part of * Localised widening of the existing 2 way off road cycle track at the designated parking areas on the Longton
NCN62(connects Fleetwood on the Fylde region of [bypass. * Crossings at the Much Hoole / Longton bypass roundabout should be upgraded to provide dedicated Allocation at
43 |Longton Bypass R8 Wac South Lancashire with Selby in North Yorkshire). There toucan / tiger facilities as this is a busy and fast junction + Side road crossings of Longton bypass should be 1: Little Hoole Walmer Bridge
Ribble route is largely high quality following the Longton  [narrowed to reduce speeds of turning vehicles and crossing distances for pedestrians / cyclists *+ Scope for Primary School (Liverpool Rd /
bypass. There is housing growth proposed improving / upgrading crossings, improving central waiting space and providing dedicated toucan/tiger crossings of Jubilee Rd)
between Much Hoole and Walmer Bridge. Longton bypass at Dob Lane, Gill Lane Drumacre Lane and Chapel Lane.
- Within estate wide verges with scope to extend shared use path / cycle track provision along length of Walton
Existing cycle routes stop at the edge of Walton N N B Developments off
) 3 Summit Road, Fore Oaks Road and Cocker Road. Would need consistent entry treatments at access to units, ! Connects Bamber
South Summit Industrial Estate. There are a large number narrowing and priority if ibl Pavement parking is an i n Walton Summit Road Footpath through Walton Summit Brindle Road, Bridge Leisure
S44  |Walton Summit Links ~ [R12 W &C . of HGV movements in the area and these arro 3 8 and priority I possible. avemel pa. E¥5 anissue of ) @ ,O ‘u 02! ootpa °“5 . Bamber & .
Ribble N . . from Brindle Road to Fore Oaks Road needs upgrading to shared use with lighting *+ Upgrade paths through Withy Industrial Estate . Centre into the
recommendations will extend safe off road / quiet o N . . Bridge(292
L Grove Park to 3m shared use with lighting, connecting Sergeant St with Brindle Road. Incorporate gateway features ) cycle network
road provision into the estate. ) 3 L dwellings)
and signage from Bamber Bridge to highlight new route.
This i It ti te t t R9 into th Land off
Bamber Bridge quiet South 's1s an atterna Ive, route to curren into the * Route could be largely be delivered through signing * A short stretch of path is needed from Regentsway to link ando Links to Bamber
S45 R9 C " centre of Bamber Bridge and may represent a ) . Brownedge road . . .
route Ribble . N to Meanygate * Contra-flow cycling would need authorisation on Carr St and Moon St. " Bridge Train Station
more attractive alternative (Site Ref: T)
. . . Lancashire
+ Link needed off Farington Road (A582) City Deal proposed cycle route to Fowler Lane * Fowler Lane needs Business Park (
{
N N " signage to make motorists aware of presence of cyclists + At Fowler Lane / Stanfield Lane junction link in with .
N Forming part of the Leyland loop this route links > . o S ) . Farington),
Farington Moss to . South . . N Primary Route 10 crossing to Cuerden Strategic site and join with Stoney Lane. Audit surface of Stoney Lane. Bring N
. |Links R10 . major development areas with Leyland and with N N . - . Cuerden Strategic
S46  [Cuerden Valley Park via W& C Ribble / " to standard that suitable for walking, cycling and use by mobility scooters. Should be sealed surface suitable for )
Stoney Lane and R11 Chorle the Cuerden Valley Park. The route links N i Dedicated pedestrian / cycl 3 £Ad9 ¢ the Cuerden Valley Park Shady L . Site (C4/C5),
Y y recommended primary routes 10 and 11. commuter cycling  Dedicated pedestrian / cycle crossing o ‘to access the Cuerden Valley Par ady Lane is Mixed use Land to
40mph country lane. Is there scope to close this to through traffic when the Clayton-le-woods development (Mixed East of Wigan
use EP1.13) goes ahead or investigate scope for reducing speed limt and undertaking a 'quiet lanes' project.
Road (EP1.13)
South Completes an east / west link across South Ribble | + Surface assessment needed to identify relevant works + Puddling witnessed during site visit. Route within Vernon Carus
S47  |Winery Lane R12 W& C Ribble from Lower Penwortham to Walton-le-dale into operational farm so has some waste and mud from livestock. Requires frequent cleansing * Surfacing needed of Factory (Site H)
the Capitol Centre. footpath (FP77) past sewage treatment works to link into old railway trail (Primary Route 9).
Preston city
+ Opportunity to continue segregated cycle lanes from Garstang Road (A6) along North Road *+ Requires centre, Bus
a8 North Road to city RS W&C Preston Link from Broughton and Fulwood areas of Preston [reallocation of road space to create consistent width lanes for vehicles and provision of lanes + Alternative is Station
centre to the east of the city centre via Primary Route 5 |provision of 2 way off road cycle track in wide verge on western footway linking into existing city centre network at redevelopment,
the Ringway. development to
east of North Road
* From Bolton Street outbound there is an existing shared use path recently installed from George St to Lyons Lane.
This is substandard in width with shop and residential frontages meaning likely conflict with pedestrian movements.
There is scope to remove central hatching and right turn lanes to either widen shared paths or potentially put in
outbound parking protected cycle lane. Side road pedestrian/cycle priority should be incorporated into works *
Bolton Street / Lyons Lane roundabout should incorporate upgraded dedicated pedestrian / cycle crossings to aid
route continuity * From Lyons Lane to Princess St on the A6 there appears scope to continue the off road shared
path provision. This will require verge and some reallocation of road space which may require reducing capacity to
single carriageway operation * Beyond Princess St there are existing on road advisory lanes. Within Chorley on the
A6 from Princes St to Yarrow Gate, vehicles Park in these lanes outside residential properties making the current 3: Chorley Duke St Land adjacent to
provision ineffective. The carriageway is however wide with wide lanes and central hatching. Detailed S; Geor, z's Cof E ! Bolton Road
Linking the town of Adlington with Chorley town measurements are necessary but there may be scope to reallocate space and provide parking protected cycle lanes Adlingtgn st Pau\; (HS1.24), Grove Links to Adlington
S49  [Chorley to Adlington R11 C Chorley cente. This route passes a number of schools and *  From Yarrow Gate outbound on the A6 to The Green on the A673 Chorley Road there appears scope to remove 1: Albany Academy Farm (HS1.23),

connects to Adlington Station.

the central hatching , reduce vehicle running lane widths and provide segregated cycle lanes. Modelling would be
needed to identify the impact on capacity, as right turn filter lanes would need to be removed. The speed limit
should be reduced to 30mph and 20 through residential areas. With a reduced speed limit there would be scope to
narrow side road junction radii *+ Beyond the Green on Chorley Road (A673) in Adlington scope is limited for
continued dedicated provision for cycling. From the Asshawes there is considerable on street and pavement parking
outside residential properties. Streetscape improvements should be undertaken to formalise parking and the speed
limit should be reduced to 20mph with Gateway features and associated calming from the Green until approximately
Shaws Drive. This should include tightening junction radii at Rawlinson Lane, Fairview Drive roundabout and Railway
Rd junction with incorporation of dedicated pedestrian crossing facilities to improve local connectivity * Railway Rd
junction has major scope to reclaim space and improve environment for pedestrians / cyclists + The 20mph limit
and associated streetscape/calming should continue on Railway Road as far as Adlington Station.

CofE, Anderton
County, Anderton St
Joseph's Catholic

Former Lex Auto
Logistics Site
(HS1.3)

Staiton




Connecting the village of Coppull into Lancashire's
strategic cycle network this link will predominantly

+ Limited scope for dedicated cycling facilites from Coppull gateway to Spendmore Lane. Reduce speed limit to
20mph along route extending to village centre. Streetscape enhancements with traffic calming to reinforce slow
vehicle speeds, including on carriageway measures and tightening radii of side road junctions * Reduce Spendmore
Lane / New Road roundabout approach radii to slow traffic and make easier to negotiate for cyclists * From
Coppull boundary along New Road / Coppull Road to Lower Burgh Rad roundabout there is scope for 2 way off road

1: Chorley

Some housing
growth in Coppull:

A number of
alternative options
exist through
either via Birkacre
Brow or Burgh Hall
Road. These
shouldn't be
dismissed but are
should be
considered more
as a leisure
network or for
more confident

S50  [Chorley to C Il R11 W&C Chorl I k. There i i i I I i i Ithough ki ithi 1: Chorley All Saints  |Southlands High
orley to Coppul orley provide for everyday commuter and education cyc e tracl er? isa Wl.de' carriageway so space could be reallocated or widen |r?to verge altl oug l?an .ed on either orley All Saints  |Southlands Higl HS1.33,34,35, cyclists. Opening
N side so may require retaining structures. Some challenges where route crosses River Yarrow * Linking into the School
journeys. N o . N 36,37,38 up gateways to
centre of Chorley there is an existing signed quiet road route (S60) * Moor Lane and Pall Mall are challenging roads Burgh Hall Road
to provide dedicated cycling facilities. There is considerable evidence of pavement parking. Streetscape from Chorley
enhancements with traffic calming, carriageway narrowing and reduced speed limit to 20mph along this residential should be
and local retail corridor would improve the pedestrian / cycle environment. .
considered.
Downgrading
Birkacre Brow to a
Quiet Lane should
also be considered,
reducing speed
limits and
improving access
* Existing shared segregated route alongside Chorley 40mph ring road * Recommend maintenance audit of
surface as appears poor in places. Reinstate as shared unsegregated and widen to 3m where possible * Investigate
scope to reduce speed limit to 30mph where built up and tighten side roads with side road ped/cyc priority. At
roundabouts (8 in total) improve crossings by increasing size of central refuge and install dedicated ped/cyc crossing 2: Lancashire
Yarrow Valley Way, Existing facility around boundary of Chorley town. [facilites to improve route continuity. Move all lamp columns to back of path througout the route. Regular 3: St Marys Catholic, [College, Holy Cross Some housing
S51  [Lower Burgh and Myles [R11 W&C Chorley Forms part of the Chorley Loop and connects a maintenance regime needed to expose full effective width. If no scope to reduce speed limit from 40mph then All Saints CofE, Catholic High growth: HS1.2, 10,
Standish Way number of other routes within the Borough. should aim for horizontal seperation (verge) between carriageway and cycle track + May be scope to deliver Gregory's Catholic School, South Lands 20,
alternative routes along Lower Burgh Way as extensive CBC holdings of woodland and openspace * Spur links High School
included to link Eaves Green Housing allocation. This requires continuation of off-road cycle track on Lower Burgh
Way into the development. The existing carridge track appears in good condition but could do with improved priority
crossings through the residential area.
Consistent 2 h t - Street: hi ts to tighten juncti dii al hol te t 1: Chorl
Collingwood Road to Quiet road link through town to Southland High onsl% en qmp onroute n‘eeded N Streetscape enhancements to tighten junction ra I? along whole route to - orley . Park Mills, Beihton
S52 Conpull Road R11 W&C Chorley School slow turning vehicles. + Formalised parking and enforcement needed to stop pavement parking *+ Tootell Stand  |1: Gillibrand Southlands High Road (HS1.12)
PP Collingwood Road are 20mph but need calming to reinforce speed limit. School )
Provide a link from the Chorley Moor area to the + Provide dedicated pedestrian cycle crossin.g ?f Bolton Road betw.een Carr Lane and Hogg's Lane with short stretch
S53  |Hoggs Lane W& C Chorley Lancaster Canal of shared path from Carr Lane + Upgrade existing footpath (FP 46 link) to shared use path + Needs further 1: St Georges CofE  |1: Albany Academy
investigation as to whether traffic calming necessary.
* BRoute has continual residential frontages. Reduce speed limit to 20mph along length of Yarrow Road, Cowling nitial Textil
Brow, Eaves Lane and Botany Bay Brow with gateway feature starting at M61 crossing into residential area. 5: Chorley Sacred " |a. extre
. . . . . . N Services, Harpers
Investigate scope for wider streetscape / public realm scheme along this section to reinforce low speeds and create  [Heart Catholic, L (HS1.16)
A direct alternative to the A6 in the East of Chorley |an improved environment. Scope to reallocate road space from central hatching, tighten junction radii and side road |Chorley St James ane Y
Eaves Lane to Preston . . . . . 5 N . Botany Bay Land adjacent to
S54 Road & Botany Ba R11 W&C Chorley with connections to the Leeds and Liverpool Canal |pedestrian priority treatment + Reduce size of junction at Brooke St, Lyons Lane and Harpers Lane roundabouts CofE, Chorley 1: Albany Academy (EP1.2,1.3) Northgate
v Bay and Botany Bay development with narrower approaches to simplify and reduce speed of turning vehicles and improve pedestrian crossing facilities |Highfield, Chorley St o (Hs1 fg) Land off
+ Remove central hatching on M61 bridge to widen advisory lanes to protected lanes to link into improved crossing |Peters, Chorley St Quar’ry R’oad
down to Leeds and Liverpool Canal with narrower approaches to Lock and Quay pub roundabout * On Harpers Josephs (Hs1.4)
Lane continue 20mph and streetscape / public realm scheme. )
* Quiet road route through residential area. Needs clear signage for wayfinding * At Brooke St, Lyons Lane,
Stump Lane, Harpers Lane junction treatments/raised table as route crosses busier roads + Steeley Lane should
have streetscape calming to ensure 20mph is adhered too and to clearly formalise parking * Rear Access to Chorley " Links to Chorley
. N N . y . N Lyons Lane Mill,  |Land off Quarry Rd )
Station could do with enhancement scheme with associated traffic calming *  Friday St streetscape enhancement Townley St (HS1.4), Lyons Station. Not a
An alternative north south route through quiet to formalise parking, and make clear to vehicles entering and exiting car park to expect to see cyclists + Upgrade 2: Chorley Sacred (€P1 S)YBmm Lane‘M’iIIyTownle particularly direct
S55  [Cowling to Botany Bay |R11 W & C Chorley residential streets in Chorley avoiding the busy A6  [path along River Chor from Shakespeare Terrace to Drumhead Road to shared use with landscaping to open up Heart Catholic, St Ba (’EP’l 2) v St (HS1 1;1) Y |route but does
and connecting the east of the town. access. May require structures. Investigate scope of lighting and links through from Linden Grove and Pine Grove +  [Josephs Catholic St:’mp La’ne’ Railway; Rd‘ connect through
Off road cycle track along length of Drunhead Road and tightening and simplification of junction with A674 - (EP1.10) (Hs1.15) dense residential
Existing path along A965 appears narrow and overgrown. Investigate scope to widen where feasible, ensure ' area.
aggressive vegetation clearance to expose full effective width and move sign columns cluttering path + Shared path
to Botany Bay also appears sub-standard and would benefit from widening.
Worden Lane to South Providing an improved link from Leyland town + Reduce speed limit to 20mph along length of Worden Lane *+ Investigate scope to widen footways reducing
S56 W& C . N . L 1: Runshaw College
Leyland town Centre Ribble centre to Worden Park and Runshaw College carriageway width to absolute minimum.
+ Challenging route with limited scope for improvements to provide coherent provision * Existing path from A49
/ Heald House Rd junction is narrow and overgrown in parts. This should be maintained to expose full effective width
and widened where possible. Reinstate as unsegregated shared use as substandard width for white line segregation
+ Tighten and simplify Canberra Road / Heald House Rd junction and begin full time 20mph area with gatewa: Leyland town
L . 8 plify / ) . 4 8 . P 8 v 1: Leyland Buckshaw v . Buckshaw Village
S57  [Buckshaw to Leyland R11 W & C Leyland Linking Buckshaw Village to Leyland town centre feature from Canberra Road to cover Balshaw’s CofE High School frontage and continue through to town centre CofE centre, Matrix development
Streetscape improvements from Canberra Road to town centre with calming to reinforce 20mph * Junction review Park
at Church Road / St Andrews Way junction to reduce crossing phases for pedestrians and incorporate dedicated
signals as well as aiding right turning cyclists * St Andrews Way has scope for off road cycle track on either side of
carriageway to Towngate.
Encouraging sustainable transport use to the Mixed use
ss8 Between Flensberg R10 Wac South mixed use development at the Heatherleigh Moss | + Developer should deliver high quality segregated footway and cycle route links following desire lines throughout Heatherleigh /
Way and Croston Road Ribble Lane site by providing a high quality pedestrian/  [the site * At junctions ensure NMUs have dedicated crossings. Moss Laneg(SRlss)
cycle routes through the site
Preston / Providing this connection will link Route R2 to Deliver two short sections of access path to connect into these slip roads and then designate contra-flow cycle Salmesbur
S59  [Brockholes slips R2 C South Salmesbury with the the Guildwheel at Brockholes ver twi ) ! P ! i 8 W ey N Y
. lane on both slips. Enteprise Zone
Ribble Nature Reserve access.
Will form a link from the North West Penwortham
Western Penwortham . . " : :
N ) South through to the proposed Penwortham Loop + Designate existing footpath link from Holme Road to Tower View as shared use path + Remove barrier gate at
S60  [link through Priory Park W&C . . . - N
Ribble forming a useful off road leisure and everyday Tower View and sign from local road network.
to Penwortham Loop . "
walking and cycling route.
* A number of narrow residential paths link this route although some have tight staggered barriers making them
61 |Astley Road R11 W&cC Chorley Quiet road and path link that connects St Michaels inacce.ssib\e. TI.1e5e. should be removed and p.aths widen.ed where pos.sibl.e with landscaping and review of drop kerb 1:.Ch0rley Buckshaw |1: St Michael's CofE
Academy to the network « Built out with informal speed table crossings would improve continuity + On Astley Road School Travel Plan Primary Academy
work should be undertaken with school to identify site specific improvements.
+ Upgrade footpaths (FP47, FP21, FP20)to bridleway / shared use and undertake any relevant surfacing to make
. . . them suitable for year round everyday usage. Vegitation clearance to expose full effective width. Remove/ replace
Link from village of New Longton to the strategic . N N " . N .
New Longton to South . T barriers with gateway feature to promote link and make route accessible * Reduce speed limit on Lindle Lane from |2: Howick CofE, New
562 . R8 W&C . cycle newtwork via th the existing Liverpool Road, . N N N N ) "
Liverpool Road Ribble Blackhurst Avenue to Liverpool Road to 30mph with appropriate on carriageway measures to inform vehicles of likely (Longton CofE

Penwortham route

presence of pedestrians / cyclists + Potential scope to liaise with Ashbridge Independent school to provide an off-
road route through their land. Would require 50m stretch of on carriageway route with chicane working for vehicles.
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ROUTE SUMMARY

\Route Name

C1. Preston City Centre Cycle Routes

\Length

N/A

\Name of Assessor(s)

Samuel Sayer, Steve Glazebrook, Laura Oliver, John Davies

‘Date of Assessment

July 2019

ICOMFORT

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
1 Overall good quality footways and cy-  [Maintenance of footway along ring-
Littering and/or dog mess cleways, some surface improvements to way and in proximity to UCLAN and
Cycleway is well main- Minor littering. Overgrown vege- |prevalent. Seriously over- the east of the ringway and in proximity |Cardinal Newman College required.
1. ATTRACTIVENESS tained, good condition and fation. Street furniture falling intojgrown vegetation, includ- to UCLAN and Cardinal Newman Col-
- maintenance isurrounded by attractive  [minor disrepair (for example, ing low branches. Street lege.
green space. peeling paint). furniture falling into major
disrepair.
Major or prevalent vandal- 1 Improvements to natural surveillance/  [Increase CCTV provisions Eastern
ism. Evidence of criminal/ ICCTV/lighting along the eastern side of [side of the ringway and throughout
No evidence of vandalism [Minor vandalism. Lack of active [antisocial the ringway. Avenham Park.
2. ATTRACTIVENESS with frontage and natural surveillancejactivity. Route is isolated,
- fear of crime lappropriate natural surveil-|(e.g. houses set back or back  [not subject to natural sur-
lance. onto street). \veillance (including where
sight lines are inade-
quate).
2 Heavy traffic flows along the ringway, Implement traffic calming measures
relatively busy throughout the Town throughout the Town Centre along
Centre along Church Street, Avenham  [Church Street, Avenham Way and
. ATTRACTIVENESS Levels of traffic noise and/or Way and Friargate North. Friargate North
-_i:raffic noise and pollu- Cy;!eway has mlnlﬁna.l pollution could be improved Severe traffic pOll#tlon ;
tion traffic noise and pollution. along the cycleway. land/or severe traffic noise.
1 Over excessive usage of guardrail along [Removal of guardrail at Cardinal
the ringway and at junctions near Cardi- [Newman College and throughout the
Examples of ‘other’ attractiveness issues include: nal Newman College. Signage along the [ringway to accommodate the crea-
4. ATTRACTIVENESS - Evidence that lighting is not present, or is deficient; footway is a hinderance along the ring- [tion of a cycle superhighway.
- other - Temporary features affecting the attractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse sacks). way.
I Excessive use of guardrail or bollards
5
IATTRACTIVENESS
Some defects noted, typically 2 Overall good, improvements required Improve surface quality and drop
isolated (such as trenching or lalong Church Street, Manchester Road. [kerbing at junctions.
patching) or minor (such as
Cycleroute level and in cracked, but level pavers). De- pale AUy € _cycl_e
5. COMFORT " ; . ) R crossovers resulting in
[ condition lgood condition, with no tripffects unlikely to result in trips or Lneven surface and poor
hazards. collisions. Some cycleway o
A condition.
crossovers resulting in uneven
surface and surface improve-
ments required.
Footway widths of less 1 Footway widths in some along the Ring- Improve provisions to accommodate
Able to accommodate all Cvcleway widths of between than 1.5m (i.e. standard way (Ribbleton Lane to Queen Street) [along Ringway.
users without ‘give and ycleway wheelchair width). Limited require widening to accommodate both
5 lapproximately 1.5m and 2m. . ) ) -
6. COMFORT take’ between users or o ional d for ‘ai d cycleway width requires icyclists and pedestrians.
- footway width icycling on roads. ccasional neeq for give and |, <orq o ‘give and take’
. take’ between users and walking
Cycleway widths generally on roads frequently, walk on roads
in excess of 2m. : land/or results in crowding/
delay.
Widths of less than 1.5m 1 Upgrgde Queen Street/Londoq Road Upgrade to controlled crossings.
: . crossing to accommodate cycling, up-
7. COMFORT \Very minimal volumes of . . (e sitzmeze] duseld ety rades required to Manchester Road/
: ry 9 q
- width on staggered vehicles alongside slower \Vehicle usage alongside the w@th). Limited quth re- Queen Street junction.
crossings/ ds alonaside the cy- cycleway is low and travelling at |quires users to ‘give and
pedestrian islands/ pee 9 Y" Imedium to slow speeds. take’ frequently, cycle onto
refuges leway. i
roads and/or results in
crowding/delay.
Clearance widths between 1 Few issues along Manchester Road and |Introduce measures were possible,
No instances of vehicles [approximately 1.5m and 2m.  [Clearance widths less than Frenchwood Ave, however residential  |particularly in proximity to Cardinal
parking on cycleways Occasional need for ‘give and  [1.5m. Cycleway parking street. Newman College.
8. COMFORT noted. Clearance widths [take’ between users and cycling [requires users to ‘give and
- footway parking enerally in excess of 2m |on roads due to cycleway park- [take’ frequently, cycling on
between permanent ob-  fing. roads and/or results in
tructions. Cycleway parking causes some |crowding/delay.
deviation from desire lines.
2 Overall good gradient. N/A
[There are no slopes or . . .
9. COMFORT A . Slopes exist but gradients do notGradients exceed 8 per
- gradient pmall changes in gradient | ‘o g ber cent (1in 12).  |cent (1 in 12).
lon cycleway.
Examples of ‘other’ comfort issues include: 1 Barriers at Preston outdoor Market Redesign Preston outdoor Market
L Temporary obstructions restricting clearance width for pedestrians (e.g. driveway slightly restrict cycling and pedestrian  |(Lancastergate) to accommodate
10.COMFORT lgates opened into cycleway); access, potential to remove or redesign. [better cycling access.
- other - Barriers/gates restricting access; and
I Bus shelters restricting clearance width.
+ Poorly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery surfaces
8




C1. Preston City Centre Cycle

Performance Scores

Attractiveness

5

Comfort

Directness

Safety

Coherence

- W |N (0

Total

24

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments
Actions
2 Routes are direct and provide access|Ensure routes interlink with exist-
to Preston Inner city centre, improve-fing and proposed routes provid-

Cycleways are provided Cveleway brovision could be [CYElewayS are ot bro- men'ts. could t?e made tg crossing ing access to Preston inner city
11.DIRECTNESS to cater for cyclist desire| Y gtp bett ter f z dt Y ter f P list provisions to improve directness and [centre.
- footway provision lines (e.g. adjacent to improved to better cater for  vided to cater for cyclis waiting times.

road). cyclist desire lines. desire lines.

1 Crossing provisions are direct and  |Upgrade crossing provisions at
jféﬂ%ﬁﬁ?fl%ﬁ)sssin B — Crossings partially stopping |Crossings deviate sig- provide access to Preston Inner city [Manchester Road/Queen Street.
in relation to desire 9 ed along desire lines cyclists away from desire nificantly from desire centre, improvements could be made
lines 9 * ines. lines. to crossing provisions to improve
13.DIRECTNESS . . . 1 Increase crssing provisions along Introduce cyclops crossing at
- gaps in traffic (where [Crossing of road easy, Crossing of road direct, but (Crossing of road associ- ringway to accommodate cycling HMP junction.
no controlled cross- dlrect,.and comfortable associated with some delay ated |n'd|re<.:t, or associ- flows, most notably at HMP junction.

{29(:5'_38":5:&2?&';%;"9” and without delay (< 5s (Up to 155 average) ated with significant
controlled crossing) average). : delay (>15s average).
14.DIRECTNESS Crossings are single Crossings are staggered but [Staggered crossings 1 Upgrade Queen Street/London Road|Upgrade to controlled crossings
- impact of controlled hase gelican/ uf?in or do not add significantly to ladd significantly to jour- crossing to accommodate cycling, [to accommodate cycling flows.
::_rossmgs on journey gebra cprossin 2 journey time. Unlikely to wait [ney time. Likely to wait upgrades required to Manchester
ime gs- >5s. >10s. Road/Queen Street junction.

EBEUD EEm D e |\ SHBIES MRl Ene (9 €Y IThe cycle route is slow- 1 (L:Jrrc))gsZ:a:r(1j X gligﬁncsetrﬁ:itt/ihont?nﬂgsRoad gpgéigaﬁo%oaqgﬂliﬂ: roffswsgs
15. DIRECTNESS cessed better than vehi- [ocaations within Preston or alteyrnative than usin radgs also :’Je ired a?Mancr’\es— ycling )
- green man time cles and provide a fast- marginally faster than if they 4 vehicle 9 'tjeprgRoad/Queen gltjreet ‘unction

er, more direct route.  |were using a vehicle on the ’ ] )

. ) . . . 1 Ensure safe cycle access at Bus Pedestrian/Cycling priority route
16.DIRECTNESS _Eéaor:g:i‘oc;gré’:i[;'srgﬁgii :sgg;mgg‘;za_ Station and Railway Station. at Butler Street and highlighted
. other I L . ’ crossing to link ringway junction

gte[}s rgstrllctlngtafccess Ifotr all us?rs, . . crossing nd Bus Staton/
- Confusing layout for cyclists creating severance issues for users. Lancastergate.
DIRECTNESS 7
Hiah traffi | ith 1 Corporation Street is a heavily con- |Introduce traffic calming
[Traffic volume low and [Traffic volume moderate and 'gl. tra e \é? utmi’ W gested area during peak times. measures along Corporation
RiEsC AT within safe distance of [a suitable distance awa cycls's unavle fo keep Street.
- traffic volume Y their distance from traf-
cycleway. from cycleway fic
1 Church Street is a relatively congest- |[Further traffic calming measures
[Traffic speeds low, or High traffic speeds, with ed area during peak times. along Church Street.
18.SAFETY cyclists can keep dis-  [Traffic speeds moderate and [cyclists unable to keep
- traffic speed tance from moderate  [cyclists in close proximity.  their distance from traf-
traffic speeds. fic.

o Visibility could be somewhat o 1 \Visibility is relatively poor along Man-(Increase traffic calming
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all in!plrcl)\llgd bzt unlikely toV\;e- Poor visibility, likely to chester Road and Church Street due [measures, removal of on-street
- visibility users. ult in collisions. result in collisions. to the on-street parking parking where appropriate.
SAFETY 3
20. COHERENCE Cycle route is fully con- |Routes are disjointed but are %ﬁ: drct):f:cir?)tﬁ:r- 1 Overall good. N/A
- dropped kerbs and  |nected and links to key |easy to navigate and lead to nd not easy to navi-
tactile paving locations within Preston.|most key inner city locations. o y
COHERENCE 1

Total Score 24
Criterion

Cycling provisions along the inner city centre routes are poor and non-existant in some areas, surface quality and route direct-

L ness to key site within the inner city centre are insufficent and require upgrading.
Introduce pedestrian/cycle friendly streets along Butler Street, Lancastergate, Church Street, Friargate North and Mnchester
Actions Road to improve cycling safety and movements. Upgrades to junction crossings at Queen Street/Lond Road and Queen Street/

Manchester Road are required to improve directness and safety. A cycle super highway along the ringway including junction
upgrades will connect existing and proposed routes to the inner city centre.




ROUTE SUMMARY

\Route Name

Preston: Fishergate Hill—Ribbleton Lane

\Length

N/A

\Name of Assessor(s)

Samuel Sayer, Steve Glazebrook, Laura Oliver, John Davies

‘Date of Assessment

July 2019

COMFORT

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
o 1 Footways mainly in good condition [Maintenance of footway along
Littering ancli/ortdé)g . with some issues noted around the |Fishergate Hill and Church
L ATTRACTIVENESS [Footways well main- Minor littering. Ovefrgrqwn [)nuess|§ 85%‘(32”% Vgg_e_ one-way system on Fishergate Hill [Street.
"maint tained, with no signifi- {3 eta_tlct)n. .treeg_urnltu.re tation, including low and Church Street where surfacing
- maintenance cant issues noted. ating Into minor aisrepalr - hranches. Street furni- -
(for example, peeling paint). ture falling into major improvements and dropped kerbs
disrepair. are required.
Maior or prevalent van 1 No evidence of vandalism, high nat- [N/A
d:Hgm? vigéﬁge O\f/a ) ural surveillance from retail areas.
No evidence of vandal- Minor vandalism. Lack of  |criminal/antisocial Less surveillance towards Fisher-
2. ATTRACTIVENESS |ism with active frontage and natural jactivity. Route is isolat- gate Hill however residential proper-
- fear of crime appropriate natural surveillance (e.g. houses set|ed, not subject to natu- i t
surveillance. back or back onto street).  |ral surveillance 183 &I [preEtEt
(including where sight
lines are inadequate).

1 [Traffic volume is relatively low in the |Investigate opportunities to re-
retail section of Fishergate due to  |duce traffic flows or introduce
presence of highly pedestrianised  [further traffic calming measures.

3. ATTRACTIVENESS [Traffic noise and pollu- N Severe traffic pollution areas and implementation of traffic
I-ttr_afflc noise and pol- g(t)tpacé(t)ivne%teasféect he '5gh’ﬁ{i%2fég?]f|fécb%°i'ﬁqep?g‘fe/8r ﬁg%/gr severe traffic calming, however vehicle activity is
ution present. Vehicle activity is greatest
along Fishergate Hill and Church
Street, with the presence of the bus
station which requires an upgrade.
1 Overall attractive area within main  |Public realm improvements.
Examples of ‘other’ attractiveness issues include: retalll el Ene) g iy p_edestnamsed
4. ATTRACTIVENESS [ Evidence that lighting is not present, or is deficient; environment, hQWGVGF Improve-
. other - Tekm orary features affecting the attractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse ments are required on approach to
Sacks). | . Fishergate, particularly along
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards Church Street and Fishergate Hill
4
ATTRACTIVENESS
Some defects noted, typical- 1 Some defects noted with cracked  [Improve footway provision along
lsoialed (puch s benchingLarge number of ot paving along Fisherga Hil. Good  Fisherga Hil
5 COMFORT Footways level and in [as cracked, but level pav-  |ing in uneven surface, quaity footways along Fishergate.
LeGrihian ood condition, with no ers?.. Defects ur)llkeIY tore- |subsided or fretted
rip hazards. sult in trips or difficulty for  |pavement, or significant
wheelchairs, prams etc. uneven patching or
Some footway crossovers  [trenching.
resulting in uneven surface.
{:hootv%/a wi(dths ?f I(Ce]ssd 1 Footway widths along Fishergate  [Consider opportunities to im-
Able to accommodate . an 1.om (l.e. stanaar Hill require widening to accommo- |prove footway width along Fish-
all users without ‘give Footway widths of between wheelchair width). L|[n- date pedestrians. eraate Hill
6. COMFORT and take’ between us- [@PProximately 1.5m and 2m. jited footway width re 9
- footway width ors or walking on roads Occasional need for ‘give  [quires users to ‘give
y Footway widths %ener- 'anclik’gake’ betwgen users and ancliktake’ fr%quenctjl ,
; walking on roads. walk on roads and/or
ally in excess of 2m. g results in crowding/
delay.
1 Greater provision of crossing points [Implement controlled crossings
Altlale to acq?hmrr%qd_ate \1N€i_>dth? of letssctihag on Fishe‘rgzte H_iIIt_and Chur_ch S]tctreetwhere appropriate.
7 COMFORT all users without ‘give ; . [1.5m (i.e. standard are required, existing crossing after
- wcic%h oﬁ staggered [2nd take’ between us- \rgvé?éqs ?TStﬁtgvn%egn?P%rgézla- wheelchair width). Lim- Bow Lane and the Lancashire
b e ) ers or walking on roads.|gi 527 <51 for ‘give and ited width requires us- County C il Offi :
edestrian islands/  [Vidths generally in  “E80% AEEC TN S0 2hd  [Brs to ‘give and take’ e M el Shitees ed e
?efuges lexcess of 2m to ac-com'walking on roads frequently, walk on improvement. Zebra crossing on
modate wheel-chair : road%.an%oq results in Church Street, slightly east of
USErs. crowdingidelay. Church Row requires improvement
or relocation.
Clearance widths between tCr:]Iear?r%ce vlgldﬂgs less 1 No vehicle parking along Fisher-  [Consider traffic management
No instances of vehi- japproximately 1.5m and 2m. [11a0. 1.om. rootway gate, however it is present along  [measures to reduce level of foot-
cles parking on foot- ccasional need for ‘give arking requires users g : ; - : ;
3. COMFORT \Wwavs noted. Clearance land take’ between users and[l© dive and take’ fre- Fishergate Hill, proving to be a hin- way parking along Fishergate
P tootway parkin widths generally in ex- [walking on roads due to foot-ggg?glryr’e"‘s’ﬁilt‘sﬂ’ﬂ E?g\?\,g_ derance for pedestrians, as footway Hill.
yp 9 cess of 2m between way parking. ing/delay. Footway width is narrow. No footway parking
ﬁgrrganent obstruc- gg'%tgvay parking causes |y 3k ing causes signifi- along Church Street, as on-street
deviation from desire lines. ggg}rgﬁi\ggg?n from parking provision exists.
1 Slight gradient. N/A
Slopes exist but gradients do ;
el Jitsre are o S0pes O ot Saced's percent (11 (Glagis s #3900 8 per
e 1 Comfort level is poor along Fisher- |Overall public realm and im-
X issues include: 0 with hi ; ] : ;
- Temporary obstructions restricting clearance width for pedestrians (e.g. gate Hill with high vehicle traffl_c provemgnts o crossing points
10.COMFORT driveway gates opened into footway); lvolume and speed, however Fisher- jalong Fishergate Hill.
. other - Eameﬁsl ates rets_tr{ptlnglaccess; an'gth gate and Church Street overall is a
[ U SinEiisls Egimeling) EllstiEoe willin, L . relatively good pedestrian environ-
;alzggrly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery sur- i e SubEE (rie calmg
measures within the retail section.
6




1. Preston: Fishergate Hill—Ribbleton

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments
Actions
1 Pedestrian desire lines are met within Upgrade crossing provisions to con-
Fisergate and Church Street however trolled crossings.
improvements are required to the quality
Footways are provided i lof the existing provision along Fishergate
1DIRECTNESS  focaloriorpoliestian  Foolieypovion sauldbe Faouayesre petpre: il " rner
y P cent to road) -9- adj pedestrian desire lines. trian desire lines.
12.DIRECTNESS . . . . . . 1 IThe existing crossings follow the desire  [Upgrade crossing provision to con-
- location of crossings [Crossings follow desire Cergzsslt?%sn sp%rvt\llg”yf%\r%eggs%re %;ﬁ:%slwlrt}gs}‘rg?ﬁnc?é%i%g- lines however increased crossing provi- [trolled crossings and increase cross-
in relation to desire lines. ines y lines y ision is required, particularly along Church |ing provision along both Fishegate
lines ' ’ Street and Fishergate Hill. Hill and Church Street.
13.DIRECTNESS 1 ICrossings of road direct, however majori- [Upgrade crossing provisions to con-
- gaps in traffic (where (Crossing of road easY, Crossing of road direct. but [Crossing of road associ- ty are unsignalised, so there maybe someftrolled crossings.
no controlled cross- (direct, and comfortab associa?ed with some delay [@ted indirect, or associ- delay. Signalised crossings again have a
ings present or if likely [and without delay (< 5s (up to 15s average). Y lated with significant slight delay, particualry the crossing after
to cross outside of average). delay (>15s average). Bow Lane along Fishergate Hill.
controlled crossing)

. Staggered crossings 1 ICrossing provision is acceptable, howev- [Upgrade crossing provision along
14.DIRECTNESS Crossings are single Crossings are staggered but ad glgnificantly togjour- er pedestrians along Fishergate were Fishergate Hill and increase crossing
- impact of controlled . do not add significantly to : f : o oY =

: : phase pelican/puffin or - qJ ; «+ Iney time. Likely to wait lobserved to not always utilise existing  [provision along both Church Street
crossings on journey b : ourney time. Unlikely to wait |34 et o - . h X ; . i
time zepbra crossings. >5s in pedestrian island. IandS In peaestrian Is- provision due to issues with pedestrian  |and Fishergate Hill. No interventions

) 1 ICrossings of road direct, however majori- [Upgrade Bow Lane junction crossings
e e e (s 6l Pedestrians would benefit  |Green man time would ty and unsignalised, so there maybe lto controlled crossings and implement
15. DIRECTNESS sufficient length to cross from extended %:]r.een man  |not give vulnerable us- isome delay. controlled crossing at the council.
- green man time omfortabl time but current time unlikely |ers sufficient time to
Y- to deter users. cross comfortably.
1 Fishergate one-way system is good for  Implement contolled crossing to ac-
Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include: pedestrians as a method of traffic calm- |commodate desire line to bus station.
16.DIRECTNESS - Routes to/from bus stops not accommodated; ing, however Church Street requires a
- other r gteﬁcs restricting afccess for all users; . more direct route for pedestrians crossing
- Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users. the carriageway and travelling towards
6
DIRECTNESS
1 [Traffic volume is relatively low due to the [Investigate measures to reduce traffic
Traffic volume low, or . High traffic volume, with pedestrianisation of Fishergate, however |[volume/speeds.
17.SAFETY pedestrians can keep T(readfgcsztyiglrﬁisn?ﬁ Qgggre}fxﬁgf edestrians unable to Vehicle activity could be reduced at
- traffic volume distance from moderate Fy P eep their distance from Church Street and Fishergate Hill.
traffic volumes. : traffic.
1 Low traffic speeds along Fishergate due |Investigate traffic calming measures
) . - n to existing traffic calming measures, how- falong Fishergate Hill.
18.SAFETY Tg%fg(s:tﬁpﬁeds LOKV‘ O ITraffic speeds moderate and H'%h tqﬂmﬁ Spr?egls, t\N'th lever traffic speeds increase on Fisher-

\ P ans can Keep . nedestrians in close proximi- [PSa€strans unavie 1o i

- traffic speed distance from moderate F P eep their distance from gate Hill and Church Street.
traffic speeds. W traffic.

o 1 Overall good visibility, however visibility |Investigate traffic management
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all i\r/1|1$|Fcl)l\l/tgdcgﬂltdu?lﬁksécl)mt?)v}fg?t Poor visibility, likely to icould be improved along Church Street  [measures to reduce footway parking
- visibility users. Suﬁ in collisions y result in collisions. due to on-street parking and along Fish- [evels.

’ lergate Hill due to footway parking.
SAFETY 3
1 Reasonably good coherence along Fish- [Scope to increase dropped kerbs and
lergate Hill and Church Street. Fishergate [tactile paving at crossing points along
20. COHERENCE IAdequate dropped kerb [Dropped kerbs and tactile  |Dropped kerbs and tac- very good pedestrian environment linking Fishergate Hill and Church Street,
- dropped kerbs and  jand tactile paving provi- paving provided, albeit not to [tile paving absent or the retail centre of Preston alongside potentially extend similar pedestrian
tactile paving slon. current standards. incorrect. lsuitable measures to maintain safety. priority measures like those on Fish-
ergate along Church Street and Fish-
ORERENCE ergate Hill.
1
Total Score| 20
Criterion Performance Scores

Attractiveness

4

Comfort 6
Directness 6
Safety 3
Coherence 1
Total 20

Pedestrian footpath quality along Fishergate Hill is poor, due to poor surface quality, presence of footway parking and lack of
pedestrian crossing points. Church Street is slightly more attractive for pedestrians than Fishergate Hill, however the lack of pe-

L destrian crossings, on-street parking, poor footpath quality and presence of buses make it less desirable for pedestrians than
Fishergate.
Introduce pedestrian priority measures along Fishergate Hill and Church Street similar to Fishergate. Upgrade crossings appro-
Actions priately along Fishergate Hill and Church Street, along with implementing traffic calming measures along Fishergate Hill to re-

duce footway parking, improving safety for pedestrians.




ROUTE SUMMARY

\Route Name

Preston: UCLAN Corridor

\Length

N/A

\Name of Assessor(s)

Samuel Sayer, Steve Glazebrook, Laura Oliver, John Davies

‘Date of Assessment

July 2019

1. ATTRACTIVENESS
-~ maintenance

2 (Green)

1 (Amber)

Footways well main-
tained, with no signifi-
cant issues noted.

Minor littering. Overgrown
vegetation. Street furniture
falling into minor disrepair
(for example, peeling paint).

Littering and/or dog
mess prevalent. Seri-
ously overgrown vege-
tation, including low
branches. Street furni-
ture falling into major
disrepair.

Comments

Actions

Street furniture is a hinderance,
particularly along to Friargate, but
footways are generally in a good
condition. Issues noted along Fylde
Road, Adelphi Street and Friargate
North.

Improvements to resurfacing and
dropped kerbs required along
Fylde Road, Adelphi Street and
Friargate North. Remove street
cutter along Friargate North.
Public realm improvements re-
quired.

2. ATTRACTIVENESS
- fear of crime

No evidence of vandal-
ism with

appropriate natural
surveillance.

Minor vandalism. Lack of
active frontage and natural
surveillance (e.g. houses set
back or back onto street).

Major or prevalent van-
dalism. Evidence of
criminal/antisocial
activity. Route is isolat-
ed, not subject to natu-
ral surveillance
(including where sight
lines are inadequate).

Minor signs of vandalisim along
Friargate North, Fylde Road and
IAdelphi Street, however overall area
as good surveilence from residential
and commercial buildings.

Opportunities to improve surveil-
lance.

3. ATTRACTIVENESS
- traffic noise and pol-
lution

[Traffic noise and pollu-
tion do not affect the
attractiveness

Levels of traffic noise and/or
pollution could be improved

Severe traffic pollution
and/or severe traffic
noise

High levels of traffic on all routes,
with the exception of Friargate
South which is completely pedestri-
anised.

Route would benefit from traffic
calming measures throughout.

4. ATTRACTIVENESS
- other

isacks).

Examples of ‘other’ attractiveness issues include:
- Evidence that lighting is not present, or is deficient;
- Temporary features affecting the attractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse

- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards

Relatively attractive area, as the
area is the univestity district, a con-
siderable amount of development is
occuring along Fylde Road and
IAdelphi Street. Friargate Road over-
all is an attractive area, however
improvements could be made north
of Friargate to improve realm and
interlink with university develop-
ments occuring in the area.

Public realm improvements
along Friargate North and
IAdelphi Street, potential to com-
pletely pedestrianise Friargate
North.

pedestrian islands/
refuges

\Widths generally in
excess of 2m to accom-
modate wheel-chair
users.

take’ between users and
walking on roads.

ers to ‘give and take’
frequently, walk on
roads and/or results in
crowding/delay.

IAS9 crossings.

ATTRACTIVENESS
ISo_m? (ilegects %Otedt' typiﬁal- ] e o e Overall good condition, however Student Union will be completely
isolated (such as trenchinglLarge number of foot-
) gr patching) or minor (such gyva;?crossovers result- sRomg detfe.c(:jts tr;]otelji glong_tF)g?ed t upgradedd, wlould rec;ommefnfi to
5. COMFORT Footways level and in [as cracked, but level pav-  [ing’in uneven surface, 0ad outside the University student ensure developments are fo
LeGrihian ?Qod condition, with no ers?.. Defects ur)llkeIY to re- |subsided or fretted Union. Friargate South has a pre- |cussed on improving pedestrian
rip hazards. sult in trips or difficulty for  jpavement, or significant dominantly cobbled surface which  [priority measures throughout
wheelchairs, prams etc. uneven patching or : .
Some footway crossovers  ftrenching. could pose trip hazards. Fylde Road, North Friargate and
resulting in uneven surface. IAdelphi Street.
{:hootv%/a wi(dths ?f I(Ce]ssd Overall good width, most notable  |Pedestrian priority measures
an 1.5m (i.e. standar 3 Rlemie f
g?'ﬁsggcﬁ?hrgumtqdﬁ}g Footway widths of between wheelchair width). Lim- 'a:r?gs fr\?r ngﬂ; W|den|ﬂg 'LSJ 2l wro%ggqut Flee Rege an?cr
6. COMFORT Bnd tahe betweer% Vs @pproximately 1.5m and 2m. jted footway width re- ylde Road, close to the nllverS|ty ort. riargate, ensure traffic
C 'footway width lers or walking on roads.|occasional need for ‘give  quires users to ‘give Student Union and along Friargate |calming measures along Corpo-
Footway widths %ener- \?vg?k}ﬁgeor??ct)gggn users and \?vgcljktgﬁer J;%%”:r?g s North. Corporation Street in some [ration Street, appears to be po-
ally in excess of 2m. ) results in crowding/ areas is narrow, particularly consid- [tential to widen footway in some
delay. ering the volume of traffic. areas along Corporation Street.
Able to accommodate Widths of less than IThe pedestrian crossing along Fylde{Upgrade and widen crossing to
all users without ‘give . . [1.5m (i.e. standard Road outside the Student Union toucan crossing, potentially an
?;,.,?cﬁmﬁgaggered and take’ between us- ‘é";‘%’é’.‘s ? fstﬁﬁtg”n%egn‘ﬁ? r(?é‘;'a_ wheelchair width). Lim- needs widening. However, crossing finformal crossing to match the
crossings/ ers or walking on roads. sionaf'need for ‘give and  fted width requires us- width and staggering is good at the |[pedestrian priority measures

throughout the route.

No instances of vehi-
cles parking on foot-
ways noted. Clearance

Clearance widths between

approximately 1.5m and 2m.
ccasional need for ‘give

and take’ between users and

Clearance widths less
than 1.5m. Footway
arking requires users
0 ‘give and take’ fre-

Limited footway parking since the
maijority of vehicle parking was ob-
served was on-street parking. How-

Consider traffic management
measures to reduce level of on-
street parking along Fylde Road,

faces

- Bus shelters restricting clearance width. . .
- Poorly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery sur-

clutter and on-street parking reduc-
es footway width along North Friar-
gate.

8. COMFORT ; . ; uently, walk on roads ever, on-street parking limited foot- |pedestrian priority measures
- footway parking (V;"éstsh?, fnqeggl'\k’,e'g,? * Wg'ykg‘grﬁﬂéf’ads due to foot- %n%cg:;res%léso ti\')vgr‘)Wd' way width in some argas proving to [throughout NorthyFriargate,
ermanent obstruc-  Footway parking causes pe?rking i signiﬁ_ be a hindernace for pedestrians, this|Adelphi Street and Fylde Road
lons. S ovistion from desire lines gan_t del_viation from was most notable along North Friar- |will remove on-street parking.
* |desire lines.
Slight gradient along the routes. N/A
9. COMFORT There are no slopes on E(I)c%peexsceeéijstSbuérgéggi[e(qt?ndo Gradients exceed 8 per
- gradient footway. 19). P cent (1in 12).
e | £ ‘other’ fort i includ High street clutter and narrow foot- [Public realm improvements at
xamples of ‘other’ comfort issues include: ; P, ;
- Temgorary obstructions restricting clearance width for pedestrians (e.g. ways in prpxmlty o UCL.AN SEUE A S .Unlon/ Fylde
10.COMFORT driveway gates opened into footway); Union, which creates a hinderance [road, down to Friargate.
. other - Barriers/gates restricting access; and to pedestrian movements. Street

COMFORT




Preston: UCLAN Corridor

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
Footway provision meet desire lines, Upgrade crossings to toucan cross-
however improvements are required, ings along Friargate and Corporation
most notably along Fylde Road and Cor- [Street. Upgrade wayfinding provision
Footways are provided F . poration Street. Wayfinding improve- lalong Friargate South.
; ootway provision could be [Footways are not pro- _ pullre]
j;léglt?vECTtlE\ﬁssion éoegie:tGeﬂrﬁ%rsp(gdes;rclja; improved to better cater for vided to cater for pedes- 1 ments required along Friargate South.
y P ant to road). -9-adJa-  hedestrian desire lines. trian desire lines.
Existing crossings predominantly follow |Increase crossing provision along
12.DIRECTNESS . . . . . . . desire lines, however crossings need to |Fylde road and Corporation Street,
- location of crossings [Crossings follow desire Cégzsslt?%sng%r\}\ggl/yf%\r%egggre gi;i%sasrmg?‘rg%"gé%i%g_ . be increased particularly along North ~ lalongside upgrading existing cross-
in relation to desire lines. ines. lines. Friargate and Corporation Street. Cross- [ings to controlled crossing.
lines ings along the A59 provide good direct
access to the town centre.
13.DIRECTNESS Crossing times overall are good and di- [Increase number of crossing provi-
- gaps in traffic (where (Crossing of road eaS){, Crossing of road direct. but Crossing of road associ- rect, improvements required along Fylde sions along Fylde Road and Cprpora-
ho controlled cross- (direct, and comfortab associa?ed with some delay [ated indirect, or associ- 2 Road near the UCLAN campus and North(tion Street, along with upgrading ex-
ings present or if likely and without delay (< 5s (Up to 15s average) Y lated with significant Friargate roundbaout. A59 crossing de- |isting crossings to controlled cross-
z:%r(i:?osllsegugfc;cslesigfg) average). ' delay (>15s average). lays are quick and in sync with traffic flow.|ings.
. Staggered crossings (Crossing of the A59 is good and pedestri-|Upgrade crossing to reduce staggerd-
j ‘i‘l.nDplaR(I:Et%-II;"(lzggtsrolled Crossings are single gcl;or?gt”;%sdasrie r?ﬁ‘?gagnet{e?obUt ad s%gnific_antly to jour- lans are unlikely to cross outside of con- |ness and improve green man time
crossings on journey phase pelican/puffin or journey time %Jnlikely o wait ey time. Likely to wait 2 trolled crossing, however improvements [along Corporation Street, ensure
kime zebra crossings. >5s in pedestrian island. |>1 ds in pedestrian is- icould be made at Marsh Lane crossing (distance and footpath width is appro-
Elnel, lalong Corporation Street. priate.
Green man time at A59 crossings are Upgrade crossing to reduce staggerd-
Green man time is of Pedestrians would benefit  |Green man time would lgood. Other controlled crossings along  [ness and improve green man time
15. DlRECTNtI_ESS sufficient length to cross {:’r%nej gﬁ%ﬁ??gﬂ?{ﬁﬁg l’}:ﬁ‘iﬂel g?st ghvfﬁc\i/glnr}et;’r?%?ous_ 2 Fylde Road and North Friargate rounda- [along Corporation Street, ensure
- green man time comfortably. to deter users y oross comfortabl bout could benefit from signals or less  |distance and footpath width is appro-
’ y- istaggered crossings/delys. priate.
IThe narrow pedestrian pathways outside [Public realm improvements through-
. - . . . UCLAN Student Union and along Fylde |out, pedestrian priority measures are
16.DIRECTNESS _El)é%rg' elgio%rc?mgzgg%;tg%sost Iasgggr%mgggjteed' Road make it undesireable for pedestri- |most appropriate reducing traffic and
_ o.ther L Steps restricting accesg for all users: ’ 1 lans. There is considerbale development |encouraging pedestrian movements.
- Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users. in the area, plans show that a focus on
pedestrianisation between UCLAN and
Friargate North.
DIRECTNESS 9
[There is high traffic flow on all the routes, [Pedestrian priority measures required
. . . . apart from Friargate South as that is com-{throughout Fylde Road and North
Traffic volume low, or i+ o4 volume moderate and |19 traffic volume, with pI%tIer pedestriganised Corporation Friarggate Imglement traffic calming
17.SAFETY pedestrians can keep HastT B =+~ |pedestrians unable to . ; : . : .
. traffic volume distance from moderate Pe estrians in close proximi- [ =0 ~%heir distance from 1 Street is a heavily congested area during [measures along Corporation Street.
traffic volumes. Y- traffic. peak times, footways in some areas are
narrow which negatively impacts on the
pedestrian environment.
[Traffic speeds are generally low due to  [Investigate measures to reduce traffic
Traffic speeds low, or ] High traffic speeds, with the restrictions that are in place along the volume/speeds, along Corporation
18.SAFETY pedestrians can keep Tg%fggtﬁgﬁg?ﬁ Qgggrﬂfxﬁﬂf edestrians unable to ] fRlES. Street and Fylde Road.
- traffic speed distance from moderate P P eep their distance from
traffic speeds. Y- traffic.
\Visibility is overall good, however due to [Pedestrian priority measures would
y g p Yy
lon-street parking along North Friargate |prohibit on-street parking along North
T isibili T . isibility is obscured. Fylde Road on the |Friargate and Fylde Road. Necessary
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all  [isSiPility could be somewhat |5, \isibility, likely to st , .
- visibility e y Ismuﬁl}%vgcgjllglijé#gllkely tore- | osultin colll)éions.y 1 approach to the UCLAN Student Union  [to ensure traffic management
. also suffers from on-street parking and  |measures reduce on-street parking
poor visibility as a result of road layout. |along Adelphi Street and Corporation
Street.
SAFETY 3
Overall dropped kerbs and tactile paving [Scope to increase dropped kerbs and
is poor, particularly along Corporation tactile paving at crossing points along
20. COHERENCE Adequate dropped kerb [Dropped kerbs and tactile  [Dropped kerbs and tac- Street, Fylde Road and North Friargate. |Corporation Street, Adelphi Street
- dropped kerbs and  jand tactile paving provi- paving provided, albeit not to [tile paving absent or 1 On approaches to A59 junction, tactile  [and Fylde Road. Pedestrian priority
tactile paving sion. current standards. incorrect. paving is good, however this does not  |measures will ensure phasing and
continue throughout the route. dropped kerbs are met along Friar-
gate north and Fylde Road.
COHERENCE
1
Total Score
23
Criterion Performance Scores

Attractiveness

4

Comfort 6
Directness 9
Safety 3
Coherence 1
Total 23

High traffic flow along the route, particularly along Corporation Street. Crossing provision overall is poor and require upgrading to

Comments fit with pedestrian desire lines. Fylde Road (UCLAN) is narrow and requires public realm improvements, along with traffic calming
measures that would benefit the pedestrian environment.
Introduce pedestrian priority measures along Fylde Road/Adelphi Roundabout/Adelphi Street and North Friargate, creating a
Actions shared space style street. This would involve increasing footway widths and quality, to benefit the pedestrian environment. Up-

grade exiting crossings along Corporation Street and Adelphi Street, alongside implementing traffic calming measures.




ROUTE SUMMARY

\Route Name

Preston: London Road to Fishergate

\Length

N/A

\Name of Assessor(s)

Samuel Sayer, Steve Glazebrook, Laura Oliver, John Davies

‘Date of Assessment

July 2019

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
1 Footways in relatively poor condition and [Trip hazards noted along Manchester
Litteri dlor d require resurfacing, with many trip haz- [Road and Frenchwood Avenue, with
- Minor littering, Overgrown vege- p:,e?,g[ggnﬁnse?iroug yrg\(;zgrs_ ards and cracks present along Manches-|maintenance of footway required.
1. ATTRACTIVENESS \',:vﬂﬂt‘r’]"g%si ",‘{%'Lg’n?'{'sté"&%%d' tation. S_treetg furniture falling intojgrown vegetation, includ- ter Road and the residential streets
- maintenance noted 9 minor disrepair (for example, ing low branches. Street Which connect to London Road.
: peeling paint). furniture falling into major
disrepair.
1 Predominantly residential area so plenty |Consider increasing street lighting
Major or prevalent vandal- of surveillence, however some signs of jand CCTV to increase surveillance in
. . . . . [ism. Evidence of criminal/ lvandalism and graffiti. the evening.
No evidence of vandalism [Minor vandalism. Lack of active [antisocial o
2. ATTRACTIVENESS with _ ffrontage and natural surveillancejactivity. Route is isolated,
- fear of crime lappropriate natural surveil-|(e.g. houses set back or back  [not subject to natural sur-
lance. onto street). eillance (including where
sight lines are inade-
quate).

1 Predominantly residential area however [Consider interventions to reduce
limited speed restrictions and markings |[traffic flows and speeds along Man-
along the route. chester Road.

3. ATTRACTIVENESS Traffic noise and pollution | o\ als of traffic noise and/or Beveme (i ;
_ + d _ o 3 i pollution
ti::)rgfflc noise and pollu ggsg()t affect the attractive pollution could be improved and/or severe traffic noise

1 Narrow footway and terraced housing in [Public realm improvements required,
iclose proximity to the road limit the at-  |particularly near Cardinal Newman

Examples of ‘other’ attractiveness issues include: tractiveness of the route. college.
4. ATTRACTIVENESS - Evidence that lighting is not present, or is deficient;
- other - Temporary features affecting the attractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse sacks).
I Excessive use of guardrail or bollards
4
IATTRACTIVENESS
) 1 ISome defects noted with cracked paving [Surfacing improvements required
%g?;?egefseucéﬁ ggt(ergh tg/rﬁ:gglg Large number of footway glong Manchester. Road, footway. cross- jalong Manchester Road.
Footwavs level and in patching) or minor (such as icrossovers resulting in ings are also relatively uneven with poor
5. COMFORT o0 cgndition with no triplcracked; but level pavers). De- [uneven surface, subsided road markings, most notably at Queen
- condition A , Pifects unlikely to result in trips or |or fretted Pavement, or Street junction.
: difficulty for wheelchairs, prams [significant uneven patch-
etc. Some footway crossovers |ing or trenching.
resulting in uneven surface.
) 0 Footway widths are predominantly nar- |Consider opportunities to reduce on-
Able ¢ date all 5\00”1’3 widths ?f |g‘55 ’ row, particulalry along Manchester road, |street parking levels to create an
oers c\)/vﬁﬁgﬁ?lg}ee%re]da goo;g/g%/n \é‘vticeilths1 %frr?g[r%egpn wﬁgeléhgqi_r(\liv?d%ﬁnl__iﬁwrited which is exacerbated further by on-street/opportuntiy to widen the footway
6. COMFORT take’ between users or c%asional néed for ‘give ard footway width requires parking. along Manchester Road. Widen foot-
- footway width g O 220 onerally [ake Detween users and walkingsers (,aive and feke, ays at crossings and in proximity o
o e 9 Y on roads. endior resultan crowding/ Fishergate-Queen Street junctions.
delay.
1 Crossings are narrow and deviate from [Upgrade Queen Street to a con-
IAble to accommodate all \Widths of less than 1.5m desire lines, most notable at crossing trolled crossing and implement addi-
7. COMFORT users without ‘give and Widths of between approximate-|(-€: standard wheelchair provision at Queen Street junction. Also tional controlled crossing on each
- Width on staggered take® between users or v 1'5m and 2m. Oocasional -~ [width). Limited width re- a significant lack of crossing provision  farm of the Queen Street junction.
crossings/ walking on roads. Widths |0 3" oive and take’ betweenduires users to ‘give and . . . )
pedestrian islands/ enerally in excess of 2m | <= andgwalkin o7 e take’ frequently, walk on along Manchester Road and outside Implement additional unsignalised
refuges 0 accommodate wheel- 9 : roads and/or results in Cardinal Newman College. crossings along Manchester Road.
chair users. crowding/delay.
0 Footway parking is a clear obstruction to |Consider opportunities to reduce on-
; Clearance widths less than pedestrians along Manchester Road and [street parking levels to create an
. . | h S
o rstances of woniclcs . Epproxmately Tom gndm.  Lom, Footvey parkng. FRSREI AL S (O oy
8. COMFORT %I_earance widths eneral-'taﬁg?%gtwégﬁﬁgef%r grg\éev?eﬂckjin take’ frequently, walk on along Manchester Road and French-
- footway parking ly in excess of 2m be- niToads due tofootway parkin 9lroads and/or results in wood Avenue.
%yveen permanent obstruc- 23 REEE S2Sin ey, gomeg'crowdlng/delay. Eoo_tfyvayt
ions. ot o arking causes significan
deviation from desire lines. geviatl%n from degire lines.

1 Slight gradient along Manchester Road, [Improve surface quality of footways.
footways are also uneven making it diffi-
cult for pedestrians to travel safely.

9. COMFORT IThere are no slopes on  [Slopes exist but gradients do notGradients exceed 8 per
- gradient footway. lexceed 8 per cent (1in 12). icent (1in 12).

0 Queen Street junction suffers from very [Improve junction quaity and footpath
poor footway provision. Street signage [quality at Queen Street. Remove the
land guardrail litter around Cardinal New- |guardrail at Queen Street junction
man College. Bollards at street junctions [and Cardinal Newman College, al-

Examples of ‘other’ comfort issues include: . : ; along Manchester Road create a hinder- Jowing pedestrians to access the
0.COMEORT r Ttemporary é’bstthfCtlft)vf\TlS restricting clearance width for pedestrians (e.g. driveway ance for pedestrians crossing the street, [college better, necessary to imple-
. other -g%grsriglps?ngtelsnrgs?r%tinag )éCCeSS' and most notable at the Selborne Street ment pedestrian priority public realm
L Bus shelfers restricting clearance width. crossing. Frenchwood Avenue more improvements outside the College.
- Poorly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery surfaces aesthetically pleasing with trees along
the footway and housing set further back
from the footway, however vegetation
maintenance would increase footway
width.
ICOMFORT 3




Preston: London Road to Fishergate

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments
Actions
1 Footways are poor overall, and require  [Upgrade existing crossing at Queen
isignificant improvements along Manches-[Street junction to controlled crossing
. ter Road, particularly at Queen Street land implement controlled crossing on
11.DIRECTNESS E)og;\{gyf%rareegég\t/:%%d Footway provision could be [Footways are not pro- crossing. the opposing arm.
Comctnm et e Hesire Iinesp(e adiae improved to better cater for |vided to cater for pedes-
yp cent to road) -9-aq pedestrian desire lines. trian desire lines.
12.DIRECTNESS 1 Existing crossings predominantly follow |Add unsignalised crossings along
_locati ; ; i |Crossings partially diverting (Crossings deviate sig- deisre lines, however crossings need to  [Manchester Road, implement pedes-
in":ﬁ?;{%‘ncifocéggﬁgngs ﬁ)r:'gg.smgs follow desire bedestrians away from desirejnificantly from desire be increased particularly along Manches- [trian priority measures outside the
lines Ines. lines. ter Road and in proximity to Cardinal College.
13.DIRECTNESS 1 Overall, grossings are relatively direct, Incregase droppgd kerbs and upgrade
- gaps in traffic (where [Crossing of road easY' Crossing of road direct. but Crossing of road associ- howeyer improvements to qual_lty of _ crossing provision at Frenchwood
no controlled Cross- direct, and comfortab associa?ed with some dela ated indirect, or associ- crossings to cater for all users is required,|Avenue/London Road Avenue to
ings present or if likely land without delay (< 5s (55155 average). Y fated with significant particularly at Cardinal Newman College [accommodate pedestrian move-
f;%ﬁtrﬁﬁfeguéféggiﬁ;) average). delay (>15s average). and Queen Street junction, and French- |ments.
wood Ave/ London Road crossing.
14.DIRECTNESS . . Crossings are staggered but [01299ered crossings 1 (Crossings are direct and single phase,  |Potential implementation of controlled
- impact of controlled Crossings are single do not a%d si niﬁ(?agnﬂ to add significantly to jour- however crossing outside Cardinal New- [crossing at Cardinal Newman Col-
Ba : phase pelican/puffin or | : % : + [ney time. Likely to wait
::_rossmgs on journey pF po Crossings 05urr]ey t|g1e.t _nllkelly gwalt >10s in ﬁedest¥ian i man College requires improvement. lege.
ime : >5s in pedestrian island. land
0 Green man time at Queen Street crossing|Upgrade to controlled crossing at
Green man time is of [P €destrians would benefit  |Green man time would insufficent. Queen Street.
15. DIRECTNESS S et EnEi i Gess from extended ?reen man not give vulnerable us-
- green man time omfortabl 9 time but current time unlikely |ers sufficient time to
Y- to deter users. cross comfortably.
1 Improvements required at Queen Street, [Consider implementing controlled
Examoles of ‘other’ directness issues include: with overuse of guardrail and lack of crossings at the four arms of Queen
16.DIRECTNESS L Routes to/from bus stops not accommodated: crossing pro.v's'og' along with msufgcent Street/Ma?chester Road junction,
. other - Steps restricting access for all users; green man time. ar_dlnal Newman Col- [removal of guardrail at thejun_ctlon
- Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users. lege is also a confusing layout for pedes- land along Manchester Road, imple-
trians, with no clear signage and crossing [ment public priority measures outside
oints for accessing the college. the College.
5
DIRECTNESS
1 Queen Street is a relatively busy route, [Implement pedestrian priority
increased crossing provision would im-  |measures to reduce speeds and traf-
Traffic volume low. or High traffic volume, with prove pedestrian safety and comfort. ffic flow along Manchester Road.
17.SAFETY pedestrians can keep Tgadfggtyiglr?smiﬁ Qgggr%exﬁgﬁ edestrians unable to {\Aaf?.cr}fsmr and S Ire'at've'y _h|gth ;
- traffic volume distance from moderate P P eep their distance from [ELIS WO, WSNDUEL GeE3 [Py @
traffic volumes. Y- traffic. pedestrians to vehicles may negatively
impact perception of safety. Traffic flows
lare particularly high during peak school
1 [Traffic speeds moderate, however pedes-Implement pedestrian priority
Traffic speeds low, or ] High traffic speeds, with trians are in close proximity to passing  [measures to reduce speeds and traf-
18.SAFETY pedestrians can kéep Tg%fggtﬁgﬁg(iiﬁ {:ngeere:'toexﬁrr\}ic-’ edestrians.unable, to \vehicles, particularly along Manchester  ffic flow along Manchester Road.
- traffic speed ?lsftfance frodm moderate Fy P tee. their distance from Road.
raffic speeds. : raffic.
Visibili | h 0 On-street parking a clear issue down Consider opportunities to reduce on-
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all irTIISIPcl)\l}é/dcgﬂtdugﬁkse?mtgvl\{e?t Poor visibility, likely to Manchester Road, Frenchwood Avenue [street parking or introduce crossing
- visibility users. Suﬁ i7) Gl Ems. y result in collisions. land St Austins Place. points in locations of poor visibility.
2
SAFETY
0 IVery poor signal phasing along Manches- [Maintenance improvements through-
20. COHERENCE iAdequate dropped kerb [Dropped kerbs and tactile  |Dropped kerbs and tac- ter Road, creates a hinderance for pedes-jout Manchester Road and French-
- dropped kerbs and  jand tactile paving provi- paving provided, albeit not to [tile paving absent or trians. wood Avenue, consider raised tables
tactile paving sion. current standards. incorrect. at junctions, and improve surfacing
COHERENCE 0
Total Score 14
Criterion Performance Scores
Attractiveness 4
Comfort 3
Directness 5
Safety 2
Coherence 0
Total 14

Footpath quality is overall poor, on-street parking along Manchester Road and Frenchwood Avenue is a clear issue, as it reduc-
es footway width and pedestrian visibility. Crossing provisions are also poor, most notably at Queen Street junction. With the

Comments over excessive use of guardrail, confusing layout and on-street parking along Manchester Road, it makes accessing Cardinal
Newman College confusing and difficult.
Create a pedestrian priority route from Queen Street to Cardinal Newman College along Manchester Road, increasing footway
Actions width and pedestrian movements. This would require traffic calming measures along Manchester Road, with surface and phasing

also required.

required throughout Frenchwood Avenue. Upgrades to existing crossing provisions at Queen Street junction to toucan crosings




ROUTE SUMMARY

\Route Name

Preston: South-West corridor

\Length

N/A

\Name of Assessor(s)

Samuel Sayer, Steve Glazebrook, Laura Oliver, John Davies

‘Date of Assessment

July 2019

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
IAvenham Park route footways are well [Routes from Avenham Park to rail
. - Littering and/or dog mess .rnalmalngii, thc'i'wevferfo?r:waysionnect- statlotnt.requwe surflacge tjfpg.rade's and
Eootwavs well maintained. Minor I|tter|ntg. Overgrown vege- [prevalent. Seriously over- ing the rail station from the park are \vegetation removal. Surfacing im-
1. ATTRACTIVENESS Wwith no%ignificant STl tation. Street furniture falling intojgrown vegetation, includ- 1 poor. Winkley Square footways are in provement along Avenham Lane and
- maintenance noted. inar dlsreptalr (for example, ing I'(t)W bFaPI_che_s.tStreet igood quality, footways along Avenham  [Queen Street required.
peeling paint) dlfgrltleg;?r.a INg INto Major Lane and Queen Street could be im-
proved.
Minor vandalism, Winkley Square bene- (Increase lighting around the park.
Major or prevalent vandal- fits from high natural Surveilence. Aven-
No evidence of vandalism [Minor vandalism. Lack of active Iasr;nti'sgc\:/ilalence of eriminal Il SPEE N RSl
2. ATTRACTIVENESS ith _ [frontage and natural surveillancelactivity. Route is isolated, 1 daylight hours however there is a lack of
- fear of crime lappropriate natural surveil-|(e.g. houses set back or back  |not subject to natural sur- natural surveillance. Avenham Lane and
lance. onto street). S%H?ﬂﬁgé'g%“%‘g ev_vhere Queen Street had minor signs of vandal-
quate). ism.
Levels of traffic noise and/or pollution Consider opportunities to reduce
could be improved, particulalry along traffic flow or implement traffic calm-
Queen Street and Avenham Lane. Win- [ing measures along Avenham Lane,
. . . kley Square and Avenahm Park are Queen Street and Winckley Square.
B ATIRACTIVENESS,  [Traffe noiee and palton | ovlsof rfficncse andor —(Severo raffpoliion |, ptactve areas.
tion Eees pollution could be improve and/or severe traffic noise
Limited lighting throughout the park and [Increase lighting around the park and
owards the rail station. Pedestrians may improve pedestrian access through-
Examples of ‘other’ attractiveness issues include: eel Ie§s saf_e walking through F|§herg_ate out the car parks.
4. ATTRACTIVENESS - Evidence that lighting is not present, or is deficient; 1 land rail station car park to the rail station
- other - Eemporary featu]{es af(fject;ng tgme”atgactlveness of routes (e.g. refuse sacks).
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards
IATTRACTIVENESS 4
Footway quality along Avenham Lane  |[Footway quality along Avenham
%g?;?ege‘;eucéﬁ gcs)t(ergh %’rﬁﬁglg_ Large number of footway land Queen Street could be improved  [Lane and Queen Street requires
Eootways level and in patching) or minor (such as crossovers resulting in through surfacing improvements to re-  surfacing improvements to reduce
5. COMFORT o0 cgndition with no triplcracked; but level pavers). De- [uneven surface, subsided 1 duce prevalence of trip hazards. Aven- |prevalence of trip hazards.
- condition ' Pifects unlikely to result in trips or for fretted pavement, or ham Park to the train station car park
azards. difficulty for wheelchairs, prams S|gn|f|cang)uneven patch- . . P
etc. E_ome footway crorsféovers ing or trenching. footpath is poor and unlit.
resulting in uneven surface.
Footway width is good overall, however [Widen footway widths along Garden
improvements could be made on Garden(Street and East Westcliff. Negotiate
Street/East Westcliff and at the rail sta- |with Fishergate car park operators
) tion car parks/rail station. Footway width [and Northern Rail to widen pedestri-
A ble to accommodate all _ ch%c;‘tv%/a mWI(?tehss’grng? ; from Avenham Park to the rail station is |an access throughout the car park
users without ‘give and goo;g/;?}%/n\élvtlgIth's1 %fn?séltx\aegzrrln wheeléhair width). Limited narrow. from Garden Street crossing to Bu.tler
6. COMFORT take’ between Users or c%asional néed for give and _[ootway width requires, 1 Street. Implement pedestrian priority
- footway width walking on roads. kake between users and walkingluSers to ‘give and take measures along Butler Street, this
Footway widths generally 9ffre uently, walk on roads e . .
in excess of 2m. o el and/or results in crowding/ will involve acquiring carriageway
delay. space and removal of right turn to car
park. Implement pedestrian priority
measures from Sykes Hill to
Stoneygate to provide access to
Church Street from Avenham Lane.
Limited crossing provision along Aven- Implement controlled crossing along
ham Lane, Queen Street and Syke Butler Street from car park to foot-
able t date all \Widths of less than 1.5 Street. Insufficent crossings along Butler way. Implement Zebra crossing from
e to accommodate a idths of less than 1.5m ; ; ;
7. COMFORT users without ‘give and N (i.e. standard wheelchair Stregt, with upgrade to toucan crossing |Garden Street to Flsherggte car park.
- width on staggered take” between Users or v 1 Bror and 2m Occggional width). Limited width re- required to provide access from car park Implement Toucan crossing at
crossings/ walking on roads. Widths r¥eed for ‘give and take between|duires users to ‘give and 1 fto Butler Street and onto the rail station. |Queen Street/Manchester Road
pedestran islands/  gonerally i excess o2 Lisers and walking on roads.  [akgredyentl, walk on unction. ncrease number o cross-
chair users. crowding/delay. ings along Avenham Lane, Queen
Street, Syke Street, Syke Hill and
Cross Street. Add informal junction
crossings along Winkley Square.
. Clearance widths less than On-street parking is an issue along Win- [Consider opportunities to reduce on-
No instances of vehicles gle,:)?g?(?rﬁgt\g;gt?%r%eg‘vﬁe;m 1.5m. Footway parking kley Square. Issues for pedestrians to  [street parking levels to improve visi-
%arkmg on footways notetzl. ccasional need for ‘give and ~ [[EQUIfes users to ‘give and navigate when accessing Fishergate and pillity.
8. COMFORT learance widths general- |21 5o ve o S e ors and walkingliake” frequently, walk on 1 krain stati K
- footway parking ly in excess of 2m be- e s Gt oy v mdroads and/or results in [T SEUe CEL PRI,
%yveen permanent obstruc- Footway parkin cause% gomeg'crO\ll(v_dlng/delay. Foo_tf\_/vayt
ions. gt oo arking causes significan
deviation from desire lines. aviation from deaire linos.
Slopes exist but gradients are minimal.  [No significant interventions required.
Slopgs however in Avenham Park are
9. COMFORT [There are no slopes on Slopes exist but gradients do notGradients exceed 8 per 1 relatively steep.
- gradient footway. lexceed 8 per cent (1in 12). icent (1in 12).
Street signs on both sides of Syke Street|Relocate/reduce signage along Syke
Examples of ‘other’ comfort issues include: . : ) and Cross Street are an issue, scaffold- [Street, Cross Street and Butler Streef]
0.COMEORT r ;%@%og%é)?nstgufgg?xg r;e.stnctmg clearance width for pedestrians (e.g. driveway ing along Cross Street currently com-  [to improve access.
- other 9BarriePs/ ates restrictingyéccess; and 1 pletely blocks access on the western
- Bus shel?e.rs restricting Clearance width. o : side of Cross Street. Similar issue on
+ Poorly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery surfaces Butler Street with street signage blocking
the pedestrian pathway to the rail station.
ICOMFORT 6




Preston: South-West corridor

Actions
2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments

Existing footway provisions meet desire  [N/A.

lines, however improvements along Aven-|

ham Lane and Queen Street are required

Footways are provided Foot i to accommodate pedestrian movements
; W rovision I Footw. re not pro-
11.D|RECTNESS' tO C.ater. fOr pedestrl_an ifT?Or Vaydpt Ob Stto r CO#J 9fb? Vi%od tays at erfor p 8 o a|0ng Manchester Road.
- footway provision desire lines (e.g. adja- D DS eghcal S eSO INORREE 2
y P cent to road) -9- adj pedestrian desire lines. trian desire lines.

Crossing points along Queen Street are [Introduce two controlled crossing

poor, with no crossing provision along along Butler Street to accommodate

Manchester Road. Crossings could be  |pedestrian movements from the car
12.DIRECTNESS more direct along Avenahm Lane to Syke [parks to rail station. Implement pe-
I i . . . Crossings partially diverting [Crossings deviate sig- Street. Access to the rail station from destrian priority measures along But-
ir:c:ﬁg?at{?:nc;t_,c&ggisrlengs ﬁ)r{ggsmgs follow desire bedestrians away from desirejnificantly from desire 1 IAvenham Park, along Butler Road has |ler Street to increase footway width.
lines ’ Ines. lines. poor crossing provision. Increase number of unsignalised

crossing provisions along Avenham
Lane and Syke Street. Introduce a
Toucan Crossing at Avenham Health
Centre/Syke Hill junction.

Issues along Avenham Lane to Syke Upgrade London Road crossing to
13-D|R|.ECtTNf|]§_SS BN - ossing of road s i o o ) Street, and Manchester Road,due toa  [that similar to North Road/A59 junc-
S Loninolied Grasae  Krech g coioradlp (Crossing ofoad drct but - iSRS %0eE
ings present or if likely [and without delay (< 5s ass?m?sed with some delay [4eq with significant 1 s e
to cross outside of ~ |average). (up to 15s average). delay (>15s average). ing needs upgrading to accommodatef
controlled crossing) isingle phase movements and access for

all.
14.DIRECTNESS . . Crossings are staggered but [otaggered crossings London Road crossing is staggered whichlUpgrade London Road crossing to
- impact of controlled [Crossings are single {7 " % agdd si nificgagnﬂ to add significantly to jour- negatively impacts pedestrian times when(that similar to North Road/A59 junc-

pa ! hase pelican/puffin or e - Iney time. Likely to wait 1
crossings on journey gebra cprossingg ourney time. Unlikely to wait >10s in piedestyrian 5 crossing and is not necessary for the tion crossing. Implement uncontrolled
time ’ >5s in"pedestrian island. land. Width of the road. crossings along Winkley Square.

London Road green man time is poor, Upgrade London Road crossing to

Green man time is of [P €destrians would benefit  |Green man time would crossing needs upgrading. that similar to North Road/A59 junc-
15. DIRECTNESS e from extended green man not give vulnerable us- ition crossing.
: sufficient length to crossi: ? ; ; - ; 0 g
- green man time lcomfortably Elm(? tt)ut current time unlikely fers sufﬁmefnhnrgle to
' O deter users. Cross comiortanly.
Route is slightly confusing for pedestrians|Widen footway widths along Garden
particularly as they have to meander Street and East Westcliff. Negotiate
through Fishergate car park. Improve- with Fishergate car park operators
Examoles of ‘other’ directness issues include: ments to directness through the car park [and Northern Rail to widen pedestrian
16.DIRECTNESS L Routes to/from bus stops not accommodated:; JIEEEE (0 BE MEEE: access throughout the car park from
- other - Steps restricting access for all users; 1 Garden Street crossing to Butler
- Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users. Street. Implement pedestrian priority
measures along Butler Street, from
car parks to Fishergate. This will in-
\volve acquiring road space and re-
moval of right turn into car park.
DIRECTNESS 6
High traffic volumes along London Road |Investigate measures to reduce traffic
Traff | | Hiah traff | ith posing safety concerns for pedestrians  |volume/speeds, along busy A59 and
17 SAFETY S Okaer [Traffic volume moderate and |//9] eg:[?i e SR ,E’c‘)"t when crossing, traffic volumes also rela- |Avenham Lane/Queen Street..
 traffic volume R e o R te Pedestrlans in close proximi- PSCSSIANE UNaNE 0 1 tively high along Queen Street/Avenham
traffic volumes. Y- traffic. Lane. Traffic along Winckley Square up

towards Fishergate can also be relatively

high.

[Traffic speeds are moderate due to the [Investigate measures to reduce traffic

) n - ; existing speed measures. volume/speeds, along busy A59 and
18.SAFETY gg%fggtﬁgﬁgisaho‘ﬁ’égg Tra(ljﬁictspeeds rr|10derate and Hé%géﬁgﬁ:gﬁgglse’ t"c‘)”th IAvenham Lane/Queen Street..
- traffic speed distance from moderate [P24€SI1aNs N Cl0S€ ProXimi~ fkeep their distance from 1
traffic speeds. Ve traffic.
\Visibility levels are overall good. Slight  [Consider implementing crossing point
issues along Winckley Square due to on-Jalong Winckley Square to improve
Visibilit Id b hat street parking. Pedestrians may feel vul- |visibility, widen pedestrian footways in
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all in|18|rc|)\|/é/dcgﬂt unﬁksécl);nt%mt{e? Poor visibility, likely to 1 nerable when crossing Fishergate car  |the the car parks to improve safety for
- visibility users. suft) i o e, result in collisions. park and along Butler Street when ac-  |pedestrians.

cessing the train station, significant im-

provements need to be made to improve

icomfort.

SAFETY 3
[Tactile paving needs significant improve- [Improve tactile paving and drop kerbs
. ments along Queen Street/Avenham along Queen Street/Avenham Lane/
20. COHERENCE IAdequate dropped kerb |Dropped kerbs and tactile  |Dropped kerbs and tac-
- dropped kerbs and  [and tactile paving provi- jpaving provided, albeit not to ftile paving absent or 1 PEMREND STEEs EIne) Sless SilRE: UG SHERLENE GEss Sl s CRsie
tactile paving sion. current standards. incorrect. pedestrian islands help pedestrians
cross at Syke Street and Cross Street
junctions.
COHERENCE
1
Total Score
20
Criterion Performance Scores

Attractiveness

4

Comfort 6
Directness 6
Safety 3
Coherence 1
Total 20

IThe route is of overall good quality with relatively good footpath quality, although improvements are needed to be made along
Queen Street and Avenham Lane. Footpath improvements and crossing provisions are required along East Clifff Garden Street

Comments and then through Fishergate car park towards Butler Street and the railway station. Avenham Park routes have good quality foot-
paths, although steep and in areas poor lighting and lack of natural surveillance. Winkley Square has good quality footpaths and
lots of natural surveillance, although limited crossing provisions.

Create a pedestrian priority zone along Butler Street between Frishergate car park/Preston Railway Station and Fishergate, this
Actions will widen footways, and narrow road widths creating a shared space for all to use safely. Create another pedestrian priority zone

along Winckley square to increase crossing provision.




ROUTE SUMMARY

\Route Name

Preston: Northern corridor

\Length

N/A

\Name of Assessor(s)

Samuel Sayer, Steve Glazebrook, Laura Oliver, John Davies

‘Date of Assessment

July 2019

1. ATTRACTIVENESS

2 (Green)

1 (Amber)

Footways well maintained,

Minor Iitterintg. Overgrown vege-
tation. Street furniture falling into

Littering and/or dog mess

prevalent. Seriously
grown vegetation, includ-

over-

Score

Comments

Actions

Footways in good condition with some
issues noted around Moor Lane where

Some improvements required along

pedestrian islands/
refuges

enerally in excess of 2m
0 accommodate wheel-
chair users.

need for (‘jgive and take’ between
users and walking on roads.

take’ frequently, walk on
roads and/or results in
crowding/delay.

crossing at Carlisle Street and towards

the market is also poor. Improvements
required along Moor Lane.

the bus station. Crossing quality outside

- maintenance ;vgthego Signiﬁcant issues minQr disrepair (fOr eXampIe, INg I_OW bran_Che_S. Street 1 surfacing improvements and dropped the route.
peeling paint). gf;rr]gg;(ier.fallmg into major kerbs are required.
!\/IajolrE or revalefnt yandalll-
ism. Evidence of crimina . . .
No evidence of vandalism [Minor vandalism. Lack of active [antisocial Natural surveillance is good with fre- Consider increasing street lighting
2. ATTRACTIVENESS ith frontage and natural surveillancefactivity. Route is isolated, 1 quent activity in retail areas, however dCCTV toi il .
- fear of crime lappropriate natural surveil-|(e.g. houses set back or back  |not subject to natural sur- natural surveillance in the evening is an ~vlolincrease surveiliance in
lance. onto street). eillance (including where | the evening.
sight lines are inade- OWCTE
quate).
3. ATTRACTIVENESS Traffic noise and pollution s . Footways are in close proximity to traffic o :
- traffic noise and pollu- |do not affect the attractive- Lgﬁﬁ{isogfct(rﬁfécb%o;;e ?g\fje/gr gr?(\j//eorl?stéﬁlfeﬂr%%%%ttl;or?oise 1 flows, with multiple lanes of traffic on Con§ L7 EREMIETS 19 FEEES
tion ness P [ , . traffic flows.
both sides of the carriageway.
Examples of ‘other’ attractiveness issues include: Excessive use of guardrail along the A6, [Removal of guardrail and bollards
4. ATTRACTIVENESS - Evidence that lighting is not present, or is deficient; 1 particulalry at Moor Lane junction and  |outside the market Hall. Consider
- other - Temporary features affecting the attractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse sacks). outside the market along Lancaster interventions to reduce traffic flows
I Excessive use of guardrail or bollards
Road along the A6.
IATTRACTIVENESS 4
ISome defects noted, typically
|sotlaﬁ_ed such as tr(encmng or |Large number oft_foot_way
Footways level and in patcning) or minor (such as _ Crossovers resulting in Footways are in overall good condition [Improvements to surface quality
_sbg,?c',\?t'i:g.lRT good condition, with no trip?égfskﬁn[ii?&;lteg ?(IagSI\tl?r:St)r'i;geor gp?r\é%régurgz\i/%%ggt Sc')f.jed 1 with some minor defects, most notable [along Lancaster Road, similar im-
azards. difficulty for wheelchairs, prams _significanp uneven patch- along Lancaster Road and Moor Lane.  [provements to that along Fishergate.
etc. Some footway crossovers |ing or trenching.
resulting in uneven surface.
Footway improvements at the A6/
Moor Lane junction required, poten-
Footway widths of less tial for land acquisition to extend
IAble to accommodate all : than 1.5m (i.e. standard footway widths. An increase in foot-
users without ‘give and goo;gg%g{gfhﬁ %fn?%tr%egnm wheelchai_r(width). Limited o ay width also required at Old Vicar-
6. COMFORT take’ between Users or oaaional nbed for Give and  [ootway width requires |, Footway width is of a good standard Road/L. ter Road juncti
- footway width walking on roads. ok’ between users agnd walkinglusers to ‘give and take’ overall. R (NCEYHLETUEERE | REET e el
Footway widths generally b Coprls Ifre uently, walk on roads ith potential for build out of the
in excess of 2m. : gnl /or results in crowding/ junction. Pedestrian priority
CEY; measures are required throughout
Lancaster Road, which would widen
footway widths throughout.
Large-scale junction redesign at A6/
IA59 junction crossing is of a good stand- Moor I__ane, W|den_|ng Of. footways and
. . investigate potential to implement
Able to accommodate all Widths of less than 1.5m ard. Improvements required at Moor measures which reduce traffic flow
7. COMFORT users without ‘give and Widths of between approximate-|(-€: standard wheelchair Lane/A6 junction crossings (excessive i
- width on staggered take’ between users or (/'S 91 GEINEED ADBIOXIMALE" widith). Limited width re- quardrail). Improvements required to Implement Zebra/controlled crossing
crossings/ walking on roads. Widths [Y.'- : quires users to ‘give and {1 : at Carlisle Street to accomodate

flows to the bus station. Pedestrian
priority measures required along
Lancaster Road and uncontrolled
crossing required outside the market
hall.

No instances of vehicles
%arkmg on footways noted.

Clearance widths between
approximately 1.5m and 2m.
ccasional need for ‘give and

Clearance widths less than
1.5m. Footway parking
requires users to ‘give and

- Bus shelters restricting clearance width. o .
+ Poorly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery surfaces

Hall.

8. COMFORT learance widths general- ; . [take’ frequently, walk on g ] - . . .
- footway parking ly in excess of 2m be- E)anksoggg\é%%ntgsfggst v?gd V\;Lkilr?g oS .ar?d/or ik on \Very few instances of footway parking  [No significant interventions required.
%yveen permanent obstruc- 23 REEE S2Rin ey, gomeg'crowdlng/delay. Eoo.tfyvayt
ions. A et arking causes significan
deviation'from desire lines. geviatl%n from degire lines.
9. COMFORT IThere are no slopes on  [Slopes exist but gradients do notiGradients exceed 8 per . - . . .
" gradient footway. P excged 8 per cer?t (1in 12). cent (1 in 12). P 2 Level gradient throughout No significant interventions required.
Examples of ‘other’ comfort issues include: - o
e é;%?%%rear% c??nsttc:ufgtci)ct)vr\)g yr)e.stricting clearance width for pedestrians (e.g. driveway Barriers restricting access at the market :;egre%::txpl)sc:g:-:?stgr;;r%rﬁglrﬂg’ and
- other " Barriers/gates restricting access; and 1 and lack of crossing provision at Guild

measures along Lancaster Road,
similar to Fishergate.

COMFORT




Preston: Northern corridor

11.DIRECTNESS
- footway provision

2 (Green)

1 (Amber)

Score

Footways are provided
to cater for pedestrian
desire lines (e.g. adja-
cent to road).

Footway provision could be
improved to better cater for
pedestrian desire lines.

Comments

Actions

Footways are not pro-
vided to cater for pedes-
trian desire lines.

=Y

Existing footway provision meet desire
lines, slight improvements need to be
made along Moor Lane.

Overall footpath desire lines are
good, slight improvements necessary
lto surface quality along Moor Lane.

12.DIRECTNESS
- location of crossings
in relation to desire

Crossings follow desire
lines.

Crossings partially diverting

edestrians away from desire

Crossings deviate sig-
nificantly from desire” (1

Improvements along Moor Lane required.

Junction redesign at A6/Moor Lane
junction to improve desire lines and
increase crossing provisions and an

no controlled cross-
ings present or if likely
to cross outside of
controlled crossing)

Crossing of road easY,
direct, and comfortab
and without delay (< 5s
average).

Crossin? of road direct, but
associated with some delay
(up to 15s average).

ated indirect, or associ-
ated with significant
delay (>15s average).

width and heavy traffic flow along their,
lexisting infrastructure along there is inad-
lequate pedestrian islands require widen-

ing.

lines S, lines. upgrade to current crossing provi-
sions to controlled crossings along

13.DIRECTNESS Crossing difficult along the A6 due to the o

- gaps in traffic (where Crossing of road associ- 9 9 Increase number of unsignalise pe-

destrian islands along Moor Lane,
potential to implement controlled
signalised crossing.

14.DIRECTNESS

- impact of controlled
crossings on journey
time

Crossings are single
phase pelican/puffin or
zebra crossings.

Crossings are staggered but
do not add S|%1|f|cantl to
journey time. Unlikely to wait
>5s in pedestrian island.

Staggered crossings
add significantly to jour-
ney time. Likely to wait
>10s in pedestrian is-
land.

=Y

Moor Lane/A6 junction crossings are poor
land staggered. However crossing of the
IAS9 is good and direct.

Junction redesign at the A6/Moor
Lane crossing, similar to that at the
IAS9 ringway crossing.

15. DIRECTNESS
- green man time

Green man time is of
sufficient length to cross
comfortably.

Pedestrians would benefit
from extended ?reen man
time but current'time unlikely
to deter users.

Green man time would
not give vulnerable us-
ers sufficient time to
cross comfortably.

Moor Lane/A6 junction crossing times are
poor.

Junction redesign at the A6/Moor
Lane crossing, similar to that at the
IA59 ringway crossing.

16.DIRECTNESS

Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include:
I Routes to/from bus stops not accommodated;

IAccess outside the market is difficult for

Pedestrian priority measures along

. other L Steps restricting access for all users; | - pede§trians to access due to barrier_s Lancast_er Road_, potentially from the
- Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users. blocking routes and inadequate paving.  [bus station to Fishergate.
DIRECTNESS 6
. . . . A6 and Moor Lane high traffic volumes,
Traffic volume low, or o6 v olume moderate and [High traffic volume, with main route to and fror% the north of Pres- [Investigate measures to reduce traffic
17.SAFETY pedestrians can keep : ; =i~ |pedestrians unable to f A : 3
. traffic volume distance from moderate Pedestrlans in close proximi- eep their distance from |1 ton town centre. Lancaster road relativley volumes and introduce traffic calming
traffic volumes. Y- traffic. low trafic flow, however considerable measures.
lamount of bus traffic.
[Traffic speeds low, or Traffi d e d High traffic speeds, with
18.SAFETY pedestrians can keep | .rallc speeas moderate ana |, aqestrians unable to . Introduce traffic calming measures
- traffic speed glglgf?gcszg efreodnsw moderate Fyt?destrlans in close proximi- kee iCtheir distance from ! MEERRIOUEIIBEREERS B O NEMES: | by o) 1) ey Y L,
T isibili S . . Investigate traffic management
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all  [Visibility could be somewhat b, yisibility, likely to Some on-street parking along Moor Lane ; igem
ESe Rt improved but unlikely to re- : Y. 1 . ; i measures to improve visbility and
- visibility users. suﬁ i7) Gl Ems. result in collisions. Which restricts visibility. safety.
SAFETY 3
Improvements to pav@ng required along [Phasing imprO\_/eme_nts required a_lt
220. COHERENCE iAdequate dropped kerb [Dropped kerbs and tactile  |Dropped kerbs and tac- Lancaster Road, particulalry at the /AB/Moor Lane junction and crossings
- dropped kerbs and  jand tactile paving provi- paving provided, albeit not to [tile paving absent or 1 Markey and Guild Hall. A6 overall good [along Moor Lane. Pedestrian priority
tactile paving sion. current standards. incorrect. condition, some improvements along measures should improve paving
Moor Lane, particulary at the A6 junction. jalong Lancaster Road.
COHERENCE 1
[Total Score 22
Criterion Performance Scores

Attractiveness

4

Comfort 8
Directness 6
Safety 3
Coherence 1
Total 22

IThe existing footway provision broadly meet the desire lines, however improvements to crossing provision along Moor Lane and

TS the A6 are required. Wayfinding around the bus station and the market require improving.
IA6/Moor Lane junction redesign to accommodate pedestrian and cycling movements, this will require Toucan Crossings and
Actions wider footpaths at the junction. Upgrades to crossing provisions and an increase to unsignalised provisions along both the A6

and Moor Lane required. Introduce pedestrian priority measures along Lancaster Road from Old Vicarage road to Fishergate.




ROUTE SUMMARY

\Route Name

Preston: Ringway corridor

\Length

N/A

\Name of Assessor(s)

Samuel Sayer, Steve Glazebrook, Laura Oliver, John Davies

‘Date of Assessment

July 2019

1. ATTRACTIVENESS
~ maintenance

2 (Green)

1 (Amber)

Footways well maintained,
with no significant issues
noted.

Minor Iitterintg. Overgrown vege-
tation. Street furniture falling into
minor disrepair (for example,
peeling paint).

Littering and/or dog mess

prevalent. Seriously over-
grown vegetation, includ-
ing low branches. Street
furniture falling into major
disrepair.

Comments

Actions

Footways are in overall good condition,
particularly on the northern side of the
carriageway, however footway quality
narrows within the East along London
Road.

ISome surface improvements re-
quired. Particularly at Preston HMP
junction.

2. ATTRACTIVENESS
- fear of crime

N_ct>hevidence of vandalism
i

lappropriate natural surveil-
lance.

Minor vandalism. Lack of active
frontage and natural surveillance|
(e.g. houses set back or back
onto street).

Major or prevalent vandal-
ism. Evidence of criminal/
antisocial o
activity. Route is isolated,
not subject to natural sur-
eillance (including where
sight lines are inade-
quate).

Limited natural surveillance due to lack
of residential properties along the route.
Underpass to cross the road just before
Preston Magistrates, poor lighting and
not ideal.

Increase lighting provisions through-
lout, lighting under the Preston Mag-
istrates underpass needs upgrading.

3. ATTRACTIVENESS
E_traffic noise and pollu-
ion

[Traffic noise and pollution
do not affect the attractive-
ness

Levels of traffic noise and/or
pollution could be improved

Severe traffic pollution
land/or severe traffic noise

High traffic flows in close proximity to
pedestrains, some areas footpath is wide
lenough to completely segregate pedes-
trians.

[Traffic calming measures to reduce
speeds, and investigate potential to
reallocate road space to reduce traf-
ffic flows.

4. ATTRACTIVENESS
- other

Examples of ‘other’ attractiveness issues include:

- Evidence that lighting is not present, or is deficient;
- Temporary features affecting the attractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse sacks).
I Excessive use of guardrail or bollards

Excessive guardrail along the route,
particulalry at HMP Preston junction and
Preston Magistrates.

IThe quality of provision at major
crossing points could be improved to
create a more attractive pedestrian
environment.

- footway width

walking on roads.
Footway widths generally
in excess of 2m.

ccasional need for ‘give and
take’ between users and walking
on roads.

users to ‘give and take’
frequently, walk on roads
land/or results in crowding/
delay.

laccommodated by a underpass, which is
un-ideal for pedestrians.

IATTRACTIVENESS
) Footway surfacing could be improved as (Increase footway provision quality
%g?;?ege‘;eucéﬁ gcs)t(ergh %’rﬁﬁglg_ Large number of footway some trip hazards are present along the faround the A59/A6 through surface
e COMFORT Footways level and in patcrlgin bort rlninolr (such aSD crossoversrfresultin ir']d | rom:ﬁa, p;drtlcgilry talong Leighton Street |quality improvements.
" condition good condition, with no trp EIER B5icEl, &5 P BN T ips or (or retted pavernant, or e redder STest
azards. difficulty for wheelchairs, prams significang)uneven patch-
etc. Some footway crossovers [ing or trenching.
resulting in uneven surface.
Footway width is good, however could (Increase footway provision around
be widened to accommodate cyclists in  [the A59/A6 to improve access to the
. certain areas. Between Friargate and  ftown centre, most notable areas are
A ble to accommodate all . choa%W? mWI((ij.g].Ss’grﬁz? 3 Preston Magistrates court footpath is  between Friargate to Preston Magis-
users without ‘give and | 00tway thdlth81 05f betmaegn wheelchair width). Limited narrow, street litter such as signs and  frates court and North Road junction
6. COMFORT take’ between users or ARRIOXIMALS YR IIREN CRLE footway width requires bus stops are also a hinderance. this is [to Queen Street junction. Potential

for land grabs from the grass verges
to the left of the ringway in some
areas and the central reservations.
A6 Salford is a good example of the
type of measure that could be imple-

7. COMFORT

- width on staggered
crossings/
pedestrian islands/
refuges

IAble to accommodate all
users without ‘give and
take’ between users or
walking on roads. Widths
enerally in excess of 2m
0 accommodate wheel-
chair users.

ly 1.5m and 2m. Occasional
need for (‘jglve and take’ between
users and walking on roads.

\Widths of between approximate- (

\Widths of less than 1.5m
i.e. standard wheelchair
width). Limited width re-
quires users to ‘give and
take’ frequently, walk on
roads and/or results in
crowding/delay.

Overall crossings along the routes are
good, improvements necessary at Bow
Lane, HMP Preston junction, New Hall
Lane and Queen Street junction. Pedes-
trian islands and crossings along the A6
in particular need improving and widen-
ing.

Significant upgrades required at
HMP Preston junction, similar to the
redesign at North Road junction.
Controlled Crossings or improve-
ments to the staggering at Queen
Street junction required.

8. COMFORT
- footway parking

No instances of vehicles
%arkmg on footways noted.
learance widths general-

ly in excess of 2m be-
tween permanent obstruc-
tions.

Clearance widths between
approximately 1.5m and 2m.
ccasional need for ‘give and,
take’ between users and walking
on roads due to footway parking.
Footway parking causes some
deviation from desire lines.

Clearance widths less than
1.5m. Footway parking
requires users to ‘give and
take’ frequently, walk on
roads and/or results in
crowding/delay. Footway
parking causes significant
deviation from desire lines.

ISome instances of footpath parking
along the A6.

Consider opportunities to reduce on-
street parking along London Road.

Leighton Street and Pedder Street are
steep, however overall gradient isn't
relatively limited.

N/A

 Bus shel

F Barriers/?ates restricting access; and
ers restricting clearance width. o .
I Poorly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery surfaces

9. COMFORT IThere are no slopes on  [Slopes exist but gradients do notGradients exceed 8 per
- gradient footway. lexceed 8 per cent (1in 12). icent (1in 12).
Signage along the route restricts pedes- [Removal of signage cluttter is neces-
trian access in places, overuse of guard- [sary throughout the route. Potential
Examples of ‘other’ comfort issues include: . : ; rail along the route, particularly at HMP  [to implement pedestrian priority
COMEORT + Temporaryé)pstrufctlons restricting clearance width for pedestrians (e.g. driveway Preston junction. measures along the ring road, similar
jg‘ther gates opened into footway); to th A6 Salford, this would require

traffic calming, along with the remov-
al of the central reservation and
lguardrail, allowing pedestrians to

COMFORT




Preston: Ringway corridor

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments
Actions
Footways follow the desire line however |Consider improvements to footway
quality of footway provisions in some provision at major junctions, most
lareas require improvement. notably Preston HMP junction.
Footways are provided .
11.DIRECTNESS o cater for pedestrian | 2OWAY AOVSION 2000 LOSHRYS A RIS |
- footway provision  [desire lines (e.g. adja- [/MPIOVE wer, ; cater for p
Cent to road). pedestrian desire lines. trian desire lines.
ICrossings in good locations however Upgrade uncontrolled crossings to
increases in crossings between Preston |controlled crossings, where appropri-
12.DIRECTNESS Magistrates and Frenchwood Avenue ate. Consider removal of guardrailing
. locati i i i |Crossings partially diverting (Crossings deviate sig- need increasing and improving to accom- fand conduct an assessment for an at
id?gf;{?:nﬁgcéggﬁg‘gs %’gg.smgs follow desire bedestrians away from desirejnificantly from desire 1 modate desire lines and access for all.  |grade crossing at the A59 pedestrian
lines Ines. lines. Officers observed on the site investigation|link bridge (St Pauls Street).
pedstrians climbing over the central res-
lervation barriers, rather than using the
13.DIRECTNESS Further crossings and upgrades particu- |[Upgrade controlled crossings at these
- gaps in traffic (where [Crossing of road easY' Crossing of road direct. but Crossing of road associ- lalry at Bow Lane, HMP Preston junction, locations ap_propnately and uncon-
no controlled cross- (direct, and comfortab associa?ed with some delay [@ted indirect, or associ- 1 New Hall Lane and Queen Street junc-  ftrolled crossings to controlled cross-
ings present or if likely jand without delay (< 5s t0 15 i Y lated with significant tion. Pedestrian islands and crossings  [ings.
to cross outside of average). (L8 2 BEE ) delay (>15s average). along the A6.
controlled crossing)

. Staggered crossings IControlled crossings do not significantly |Upgrade controlled crossings at these
j?,}?d?&%?‘éﬁﬁﬁ’-o"ed Crossings are single ggoﬁgt'r;%sdasﬁe ﬁi}?gagn%{e(tjobm ad %gnific_antly to jour- impact upon journey time, however im-  [locations appropriately and uncon-
crossings on journey [Pnase pelican/puffin or o, ey time.q.lnlikely o wait [ney time. Likely to wait 1 provements are needed at HMP Preston [trolled crossings to controlled cross-
kime zebra crossings. >5s in pedestrian island. E\1nds in pedestrian is- junction, New Hall Lane and Queen ings.

Green man time is overall good however |[Improvments to green man time nec-
e e e (s 6l Pedestrians would benefit  |Green man time would ginificant improvements are required  [essary, upgrading uncontrolled to
15. DIRECTNESS sufficient length to cross from extended %:]r.een man  Inot give vulnerable us- 1 along the A6 and junctions at HMP Pres- |controlled crossings apprpriate.
- green man time omfortabl time but current time unlikely |ers sufficient time to on. New Hall Lane and Queen Street
Y- to deter users. cross comfortably. e .
unction crossings.
N/A. N/A
Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include:
16.DIRECTNESS - Routes to/from bus stops not accommodated; 1
- other - Steps restricting access for all users; )
- Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users.
DIRECTNESS 6
High traffic flows. Investigate measures to reduce traffic
Traffic volume low, or : High traffic volume, with flows
17.SAFETY pedestrians can keep T(readfgcsztyiglrﬁisn?ﬁ Qgggre}fxﬁgf edestrians unable to 0
- traffic volume distance from moderate F P eep their distance from
traffic volumes. Y- traffic.
Moderate traffic speeds. Investigate measures to reduce traffic
) . . . flows and opportunities to introduce
[Traffic speeds low, or ) High traffic speeds, with ; :
18.SAFETY pedestrians can keep Tg%fggtﬁgﬁg?ﬁ Qgggre}fxﬁgf edestrians unable to . raffic calming measures
- traffic speed distance from moderate F P eep their distance from
traffic speeds. 0 traffic.
Visibili Id b h No significant visibility issues however  |[Remove on-street parking in these
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all ~ [VISIPIlity could be somewhat oo yisipility, likely to ] limited visibility where footway width nar- fareas.
- visibility users. Suﬁ in collisions y result in collisions. rows in proximity to parked vehicles along
’ IAB.
SAFETY 2
Improvements required all along route,  [Improve maintenance of dropped
. articulalry between Preston Magistrates [kerbs and tactile paving, implement
20. COHERENCE Adequate dropped kerb Dropped kerbs and tactile  [Dropped kerbs and tac- [ i ; :
- dropped kerbs and [and tactile paving provi- paw%g provided, albeit not to ftile paving absent or 1 and Frenchwood Avenue. similar paving measures and materi-
tactile paving sion. current standards. incorrect. als to those used at North Road and
Corporation junctions, throughout the
COHERENCE 1
Total Score
18
Criterion Performance Scores

Attractiveness

Comfort 6
Directness 6
Safety 2
Coherence 1
Total 18

IThe route experiences high traffic flow, footway provisions and crossings follow desire lines accordingly, however the East of the

Comments route crossing provisions need considerable improvements. Footway width and quality overall is good, however improvements
between Friargate and Preston Magistrates Court need improving.
Remove central reservation of the ringway, creating a similar scheme to that of the A6 Salford, this will aim to improve pedestrian
Actions movements between residential areas and the town centre, reucing traffic speeds and flow. Junction upgrade at Preston HMP,

along with upgrades to existing provisions along the East of the route to Toucan/puffin crossings.




ROUTE SUMMARY

\Route Name

Lostock Hall : North to South route

\Length

N/A

\Name of Assessor(s)

Samuel Sayer, Steve Glazebrook, Laura Oliver, John Davies

‘Date of Assessment

July 2019

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
o 1 Footway well maintained however [Trip hazards noted most notably
Littering ancli/ortdé)g . some trip hazards noted, most nota- faround Town Centre, resurfacing
L ATTRACTIVENESS [Footways well main- Minor littering. Ovefrgrqwn [)nuess|§ 8\5%¥Srgnwh Vgg_e_ ble along Leyland Road and Wat-  [required throughout.
- maintenance tained, with no signifi- {3 |r?taitrl1ct)g'miggﬂjigrrgltgirf tation, including low kins Lane.
cant issues noted. (for egxam le. peelin paint) branches. Street furni-
pie, peeling paint). re falling into major
disrepair.
Mai lent 2 Natural surveillance due to residen- |[N/A
d:}{grrr]?r Vﬁgéﬁgeno\f/an- tial and Town Centre areas, no evi-
No evidence of vandal- [Minor vandalism. Lack of [criminal/antisocial dence of vandelism.
2. ATTRACTIVENESS |ism with active frontage and natural jactivity. Route is isolat-
- fear of crime appropriate natural surveillance (e.g. houses set|ed, not subject to natu-
surveillance. back or back onto street).  [ral surveillance
(including where sight
lines are inadequate).

1 Leyland Road experiences high Investigate opportunities to re-
peak time traffic flow, with multiple |duce traffic flows or introduce
lanes of traffic throughout the Town [traffic calming measures.

3. ATTRACTIVENESS [Traffic noise and pollu- 4 oyf Severe traffic pollution Centre of Lostock Hall.
: : : Levels of traffic noise and/or ]
I-uttri%f;lc noise and pol- g(t)tpacé(t)ivne%teasféect he pollution could be improved ﬁg%/gr severe traffic
1 Excessive use of guard railing along Investigate opportunities to re-
Examples of ‘other’ attractiveness issues include: Leyland Road through the town duce guardrailing within the
4. ATTRACTIVENESS F Evidence that lighting is not present, or is deficient; cetnre. Town Centre, to allow for greater
. other - Tekm orary features affecting the attractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse movements of pedestrians
sacks).
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards Fleess eyt ez,
5
ATTRACTIVENESS
Some defects noted, typical- 1 Footway surfacing could be im- Footway quality along Leyland
g’rlggltgtheig ()nggq?nsotrn(agggrlwng\va%';/ggrgggnot\)/%rrg;%%tli— proved, particularly throughout the |Road and Watking Lane could
5. COMFORT Footways level and in |as cracked, but level pav-  [ing’in uneven surface, Town Centre. be improved through surfacing
LeGrihian ood condition, with no ers?.. Defects ur)llkeIY to re- |subsided or fretted improvements to reduce preva-
rip hazards. sultin trips or difficulty for  |jpavement, or significant lence of trip hazards
wheelchairs, prams etc. uneven patching or ’
Some footway crossovers  [trenching.
resulting in uneven surface.
; 1 Road width is verry narrow along  |Widen Leyland Road/Brownedge
Foot dths of |
Able to accommodate th%%"%’? mWI(i_e,Ss?anSZ?d Leyland Road going throughout the |Road width. Introduce pedestrian
Il users without ‘give  [Footway widths of between wheelchair width). Lim- Town Centre and along Watkins [priority measures throughout the
6. COMFORT and take' between us- @pproximately 1.5m and 2m. jied footway width re- Lane Town Centre, that look to widen
- footway width ars or walking on roads Occasional need for ‘give  [quires users to ‘give ) ’ ”
y Eootway widihs denar.[and take’ between users andjand take’ frequently, the pathways and reduce traffic
ally in e})/(cess of%m. walking on roads. walk on roads and/or speed througout the Town Cen-
a%slggfs in crowding/ tre. Widen pedstrian footway
Able to accommodate Widths of less than 1 ITown Centre crossings are inade- [Toucan Crossings required
S e all users without ‘Give v ths of between approxi- 1.5m (i.e. standard quate and insufficent, upgrades are [throughout the Town Centre,
- width on staggered [2nd take lEetween US& matelv 1.5m and 2m. Ocea- th?el%hﬁlf width). Lim- needed. Lostock Lane roundabout |widening of these crossings re-
cre%sessitr}?as'{ <lands/ S\??d?ﬁswg?er:glgaﬁ; roa S'?iﬁngbn?ed for ‘give ang g?s t\gl‘gtivereaqnuc;r?askg‘s_ provides good pedestrian access  (ducing road width is necessary.
P f lexcess of 2m to accom-vsaliin e%e:aonaggers &l frequently, walk on and little delay journey times when |[Upgrade Stanifield Lane/Lydiate
reruges modate wheel-chair < ' ol Sl crossing. Lane pedestrian island.
Clearance widths between tCr)]Iear?r%ce vlgldﬂgs less 1 On-street parking along Watkins ~ |Remove on-street parking.
No instances of vehi- [approximately 1.5m and 2m. [/1@n.1.om. Footway Lane is present, clear visibility and
cles parking on foot- ccasional need for ‘give Oafki'\r/‘g Loquires users obstruction issue
3. COMFORT ways noted. Clearance fand take’ between users and ugntl walk on roads :
P tootway parkin widths generally in ex- walking on roads due to foot-AHGLY. Walk Oh F0acs,
yp g cess of 2m between  \way parking. | oy Footws
ermanent obstruc-  [Footway parking causes ey L oaaY i
ions. some. . Eant daviation fro
deviation from desire lines. |jasire lines.
1 Slight gradient up to Lostock Hall ~ [N/A
ITrain Station.
Slopes exist but gradients do :

9. COMFORT There are no slopes on > =~ Gradients exceed 8 per
- gradient footway. P qgt).exceed 8percent (1in |-ont'('in 12). P

E_>Igamples of ‘oghter’ c%omfort i?squ inclzlude: idth destri ( 1 Bus lanes along Leyland Road a N/A

- Temporary obstructions restricting clearance wi or pedestrians (e.g. i ht inaiani :
I drivevy?ay rgtes opened into footwa%/); P g slight insignifcance as they eat into
" other - Barriers/gates restricting access; and the footpath.

- Bus shelfers restricting clearance width. o )

% Poorly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery sur-

aces
COMFORT 6




Lostock Hall : North to South route

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments
Actions
Footway provision meets desire lines[Build out and upgrade crossings
with severance at crossing points at [to controlled crossings, reducing
Footwavs are provided major junctions (i.e. Lostock Town |road width and increasing foot-
11.DIRECTNESS o cater for pedestrian | ootway provision could be - Footways are not pro- Centre crossings) way paths throughout the Town
- footway provision  [desire lines (e.g. adja- |MProved to better cater for - lvided to cater for pedes- 1 Centre crossings
yp St el -9-adja-  hedestrian desire lines. trian desire lines. gs.

Improvement to crossings at the Implement controlled crossings
12.DIRECTNESS P J P g
et . . .. [Crossings partially diverting |Crossings deviate sig- [Town Centre to accommodate desire where appropriate.
ir:c:_g?;{?(;\nc;focéggisr;ngs ﬁ)r{gggngs follow desire 5o jestrians away from desirejpificantly from desire 1 Lines, no controlled crossing to ac-
lines Ines. lines. commodate pedestrians crossing

Considerable amount of guardrail at |Public realm and pedestrian pri-
13.DIRECTNESS the Town Centre along Leyland ority measure necesssary
agacr:)snitr:otlrlgfgigr(ov;gere gi;gi?ig%gfc?r%?oﬁga' Crossin? of road direct, but g)trgdsisri]n |rgétroc?rdazgg%ic_i- Road and at the junctions, this limits {thoughout the Town Centre, con-
ings present or if likely [and without delay (< 5s ?Ussct)gl?SesdangpaS%Te delay [2t2d with significant 0 crossing opportunities. Limted cross- ftrolled crossings require building
to cross outside of average). P ge). delay (>15s average). ing provisions along Leyland Road |out, reducing road width and in-
controlled crossing) and Watkins Lane crossing needs  |creasing footpath width.

upgrading.

; Staggered crossings i i
14.DIRECTNESS . . Crossings are staggered but gerea g ) Crossings at Lostock Town Centre  |Upgrade crossings to controlled
- impact of controlled gﬁggz'r;)ge?iggﬁ/gﬁ‘ ||r$ or (o not add S|%1|flpantl to ﬁg tsi;%gllflfiakgﬂy ttc())\;s%ftr 1 along Leyland Road are staggered, (crossings.

Crossings on Journey  opra crossin ourney time. Unlikely to wait | 18¢'in pedestrian i slight increase in journey time
time gs. >5s in pedestrian island. and. | Pedesan s 9 l y
S dbenett. I8 ; . Pedestrians would benefit from ex- |[Upgrade crossings to controlled
ime i edestrians would bener reen man time wou tended green man time, however  [crossings.
15. DIRECTNESS Green man time is of o extended green man ot give vulnerable us- i , T
- green man time ggm%‘i{ggfngth t0 Cross ime put curren?time unlikely lers gufficient time to 1 increase in green man time likely to
y- to deter users. cross comfortably. impact traffic flow.
Guardrail impacts pedestrian access |Public realm and pedestrian pri-
Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include: at bus stop in Lostock Town Centre, |ority measure necesssary
16.DIRECTNESS - Routes to/from bus stops not accommodated; 1 area requires redesign of crossing  thoughout the Town Centre, con-
- other - gtep%s restrllctlngtafccessdfortall Lisers, . ; points to reflect desire lines more.  ftrolled crossings require building
- Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users. out, reducing road width and in-
creasing footpath width.
DIRECTNESS 5
High peak time volumes of traffic Pedestrian priority measures to
[Traffic volume low, or 3 High traffic volume, with reduce traffic flow and speeds.
17.SAFETY pedestrians can keep T(readfgcsztyiglrﬁisn?ﬁ Qgggre}fxﬁgf e%estrians.unable to 1 P
- traffic volume distance from moderate F P eep their distance from
traffic volumes. Y- traffic.
Relatively low traffic speeds, howev- [Traffic management measures
; 3 i : er speed restrictions/markings need [along Stanifield Lane.
18.SAFETY oaoctone S Xagp _ [Traffc speeds moderate and (H3f Kaie pegds; Wi R, e e S
- traffic speed distance from moderate Fy. P eep their distance from 1 Land and Watkins Lane.
traffic speeds. traffic.
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all  [Visibility could be somewhat og . yisipilty, likely to 1 Sgc;?t;?oer:gp\?\;gti?n;nﬁgﬁz.VISIbmty PTG E R
- visibility users. R e o e ey result in collisions.
SAFETY 3
Paving overall is poor particulal Paving and dropped kerbs neces-
20. COHERENCE IAdequate dropped kerb [Dropped kerbs and tactile  |Dropped kerbs and tac- alonggLe land RoF;d ar?d Watkirg sary tﬁroughoutF)tF;me route
- dropped kerbs and  [and tactile paving provi- jpaving provided, albeit not to [tile paving absent or 1 y ) ’
tactile paving sion. current standards. incorrect. Lane. Lostock Town Centre paving
requires upgrades.
ICOHERENCE
1
Total Score
20
Criterion Performance Scores
Attractiveness 5
Comfort 6
Directness 5
Safety 3
Coherence 1
Total 20

Pedestrian corssings within the Town Centre are poor quality and deviate from pedestrian desire lines. Footpath

Comments quality and paving is also relatively poor throughout, footpath width along Leyland Road, in proximity to the Town
Centre is too narrow, making it undesireable for pedestrians.
Upgrade Brownedge Road junction crossings to Toucan/Puffin crossings. Create pedestrian priority zone along Ley-
Actions land road (Town Centre), increasing footway widths and reducing speeds and flows. Introduce traffic calming

measures along Watkins Lane and Stanifields Lane to reduce on-street parking and improve safety .




ROUTE SUMMARY

\Route Name

Lostock Hall : East to West route

\Length

N/A

\Name of Assessor(s)

Samuel Sayer, Steve Glazebrook, Laura Oliver, John Davies

‘Date of Assessment

July 2019

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
o Footways are of an overall good Consider potential to improve
S Ir-r:téggr;)geavgcljé%rt.dggri- standard, slight improvements to  footway provision through sur-
1. ATTRACTIVENESS Footways well ma|n_ \Iygng{a“tﬁ)en”n treoe\{engr';?mpe ou$|y Qvergrqwn vege- surface quahty may need to be faClng |mprOVementS
L maintenance tained, with no signifi- [ ing into minor disrepair tation, including low 1 made
cant issues noted. (for example, peeling paint). Pernfalﬁgg?g{g%;ljg;"
disrepair.
Major or prevalent van- No evidence of vandalism with No significant intervention re-
dalism. Evidence of appropriate natural surveillance. quired
No evidence of vandal- [Minor vandalism. Lack of [criminal/antisocial
2. ATTRACTIVENESS |ism with active frontage and natural jactivity. Route is isolat- 2
- fear of crime appropriate natural surveillance (e.g. houses set|ed, not subject to natu-
surveillance. back or back onto street).  [ral surveillance
(including where sight
lines are inadequate).
Majority of routes are relatively busy [Consider opportunities to reduce
during peak time, particulalry traffic flow or implement traffic
Brownedge Road. calming measures.
3. ATTRACTIVENESS [Traffic noise and pollu- ) : Severe traffic pollution
I-ttr_affic noise and pol- ti(t)tn d(tq not affect the |5gh’ﬁ{i%2fég?]ﬁfécb%°i'ﬁqep?g‘fe/8r and/or severe traffic 1
ution attractiveness noise
Excessive use of guard railing along |Removal of Guardrail.
Eéargples otfh ‘ott?eﬂtattractiv?ness isstues.inglufqe.: . i_heglltir\:\;inzZi?r/;Natkms Ltz et el
- Evidence that lighting is not present, or is deficient; g
?b;:‘l;l';;RACTIVENESS - Tekm orary featgres gffectingp the attractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse 1
sacks).
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards
ATTRACTIVENESS 5
ISo_m? (ilegects %Otedt' typiﬁal— ] e o e Overall footways are in relatively Public realm improvements
isolated (such as trenchinglLarge number of foot- 17 i i
. gr e ()or iner (s gyva;?crossovers roault- good condition, slight resurfacing  throughout the Town Centre.
5 COMFORT Footways level and in [as cracked, but level pav-  fing'in uneven surface, improvements required along the
LeGrihian poﬂ congltlon, with no ersl?.. Dte_fects udnlflfkeIYt tc% re- |subsided tor fre_ttec_if. . 1 routes.
rip hazards. sult in trips or difficulty for  [pavement, or significan
wheelchairs, prams etc. uneven patching or
Some fothag crossovers trenching. 9
resulting in uneven surface.
{:hootv%/a wi(dths ?f I(;-:]ssd Footway widths are relatively narrow|Consider opportunities to in-
an 1.5m (i.e. standar 3 3
él?lﬁsg:c\;ﬁ?hrgumtqdie\l/tg Footway widths of between wheelchair width). Lim- along the route, particulalry along crease footway width thr'ough
6. COMFORT B ke betweer% Ve fapproximately 1.5m and 2m. jited footway widih re- Coote Lane and Croston Road. removing .on-street parking and
- footway width ors or walking on roads Occasional need for ‘give  [quires users to ‘give 1 widening inner Town Centre/
y ; ~land take’ between users andjand take’ frequently, B dge Road f h
Footway widths 9N walking on roads. walk on roads and/or rownedge Road footpaths.
ally in excess of 2m. aeslults in crowding/
elay.
Able to accommodate Widths of less than ITown Cent_re crqssings are inade- Impr(_)ve pedestrian islands and
7. COMFORT all users without ‘give  \vidths of between approxi- 1.5m (i.e. standard quate and insufficent, upgrades are [phasing at Cootes Lane Rounda-
- width on staggered [2nd take lE,etween usc-j e TG e A Bl %vhcjeel%r}ﬁlr width). Lim- needed. Improvements to crossings |bout. Significant junction rede-
crcassitngsl <lands] s\rlisd?r:swger{rejgalcl); oa S'tsiingbn(teed for ‘give ancdi A t\gl‘givéeaqnuc;r?askg?'- 1 at Coote's Lane roundabout and  [sign of A6/Brownedge roundabut
pedestrian islands lexcess of 2m to accom-[l2KE . between users an frequently. walk on Brownedge/A6 Roundabout. to accommodate pedestrians.
refuges modate wheel-chair  |valking on roads. e e e s
users. crowding/delay.
e Wil hEneEen tcr:]lear?r%ce vlgldﬂgs less Slight issues of parking on the foot- |Consider traffic management
No instances of vehi-  [approximately 1.5m and 2m. aﬂﬂing rnéquiorgs\,\(;as%rs way, mainly along residential parts |measures to reduce level of on-
cles parkin & foot- ccasional need for ‘give _{%qiv& and take’ fre- of the route, most notable along  [street parking along Croston
3. COMFORT ways noted. Clearance jand take’ between users and| - su® <121k on roads
: widths generally in ex- [walking on roads due to foot-d4&M4Y. - Croston Road. Road, Brownedge Road and
- footway parkin Y 90 and/or results in crowd- 1
yp 9 cess o 2n¥ bgt\{veen \lévaytparklng.k_ ing/delay. Footway \Wateringpool Lane.
bermanent obstruc- ootway parking causes e
ons: e e e desTe e (F:’anf[ dgyiation from
" _|desire lines.
Slight gradients but very minimal.  [N/A
9. COMFORT There are no slopes on [2I0P€S exist but gradients dojg;ients exceed 8 per
- gradient footway. r11<2>t) exceed 8 percent (1in  |sont (1'in 12). 2
E_>Igamples of ‘oghter’ c%omfort i?squ inclzlude: . et ( Routes form along residential roads, [N/A
- Temporary obstructions restricting clearance wi or pedestrians (e.g. Yor f i
I drivevy?ay rgtes opened into footwa%/); P g no major issues in regards to com-
_ other - Barriers/gates restricting access; and 1 fort.
- Bus shelfers restricting clearance width. o )
% Poorly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery sur-
aces
COMFORT




Lostock Hall : East to West route

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments
Actions
Footway provision meets desire lines|Improve accessibility on
with severance at crossing points at [Brownedge Road and Croston
11.DIRECTNESS fo Gatar for bedoirion. Footway provision could be R SEINESE LA fr:a??rggp:stgzgs(;e rosiockionn - plrest
: i o : improved to better cater for |vided to cater for pedes- 1
- footway provision ggﬁ{rteol}rg)%sd)(-e.g. adja- pe?jestrian desire lines. hrian desire ines. "
12.DIRECTNESS , . L . : , Existing crossing points meet desire |Increase crossing provision along
- location of crossings [Crossings follow desire Cergsesslt?%%ggmggyf%\r%egggre %g%zsr:gg?rgﬁ;"géesif'eg' 1 lines however quality of crossing  [Brownedge Road, Coote Lane
I!‘ relation to desire ~ lines. ines. lines. points could be increased and im-  |and Croston Street.
ines proved.
13.DIRECTNESS Route would benefit from improved |Investigate potential to increase
- gaps in traffic (where |Crossing of road easy, . . Crossing of road associ- uality to crossing points (i.e. in- crossing opportunities.
ha controlled cr(oss- direct, and comfortab Cross!n? of road direct, but i 4n direct, or associ- el "g zoed | gopp
ings present or if likely [and without delay (< 5s [2SSociated with some delay ieq with significant 1 crease uncontrolied crossing along
to cross outside of ~ laverage). (up to 15s average). delay (>158 average). Brownedge Road, Croston Road and
controlled crossing) Cote Lane)
14.DIRECTNESS ) ) Crossinas are stagaered but Staggered crossings Crossings at Lostock Town Centre |[Upgrade crossings within the
- impact of controlled gﬁggg'gge?iggﬁlgﬁ‘ i|r$or do not a%d si%ifigagntl to ﬁg tsi;%gmlfiakg}y ttg\}%f{' . along Leyland Road are staggered, [Town Centre to Toucan Cross-
f_ross"lgs on journey zebra Crossings_ >05urney tlrdne't = n“kelly g wait >10s in bedestrian is- Sllght increase in journey time ings (See North to Sout Route
ime s in ‘pedestrian island. el options).
B dbenefit ; . Pedestrians would benefit from ex- [Upgrade crossings within the
Green man time is of edestrians wouid benetl reen man time wou tended green man time, however Town Centre to Toucan Cross-
j g;g;ﬁ'f,?;,,"t'?nﬁg suffi%:iertnttllength to cross {,r,%”; Sﬁ,‘{%ﬁ?ﬁﬁn?{ﬁg S:,?iﬂew g?st g{}’fﬁc‘fg'n’}et{r?g?ous‘ 1 increase in green man time likely to |ings (See North to Sout Route
comiortanly. to deter users. cross comfortably. impact traffic flow, particulalry at options). Upgrade A6 roundabout
Brownedge/A6 roundabout no direct [Upgrade crossings to controlled
Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include: pedestrian access at the roundabout,|crossings.
16.DIRECTNESS - Routes to/from bus stops not accommodated; ] YR .
- other - Steps restricting e all users; _ 1 unction improvements are needed to
I Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users. accommodate desire lines.
DIRECTNESS 6
Relatively high traffic flows along Investigate measures to reduce
[Traffic volume low, or 3 High traffic volume, with Brownedge/Croston Road and Cootetraffic volume/speeds.
: [Traffic volume moderate and ;
17.SAFETY edestrians can kee : ; =i |pedestrians unable to
- traffic volume gistance from moderate Fedestrlans in close proximi- ke ntheir distance from 1 FE,
traffic volumes. Y- traffic.
Speeds are relatively moderate, Investigate measures to reduce
Traffic speeds low, or ) High traffic speeds, with however speeding maybe an issue (traffic volume/speeds, through
18.SAFETY pedestrigns can keep Tgadfggtﬁgﬁg?ﬁ Qgggﬁfxﬁgf egdestrianslgnable to 1 along Coote Lane and Croston reduced traffic flows or traffic
- traffic speed gls]gfance frodm moderate Fy. Keer their distance from Road, due to their semi rural nature. [calming along Brownedge Road
raffic speeds. raffic. and Leyland Road.
\Visibility overall good however Investigate traffic management
— Visibility could be somewhat T Brownedge road some on-streeet  |measures to reduce on-street
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all - improved but unlikely to re-  |-o0F visibility, likely to 1 parking present. Issue with on-street |parking levels along Croston
visibility users. R e o s result in collisions.
¢ : parking mainly along Croston Road |Road and Wateringpool lane.
SAFETY 3
0. COHERENCE Ad te d d kerb D d kerb d tactil D d kerb dt Quality of footway provision including|Phasing and dropped kerbs
. equate dropped kerb [Dropped kerbs and tactile ropped kerbs and tac- i i i
- dropped kerbs and  |and ct‘actile paei%g provi- pavﬁ% provided, albeit not to file nging absent or 1 SFRVIEION Ee guahty.of diopped el A [BUIES FEeMize,
tactile paving sion. current standards. incorrect. kerbs and tactile paving could be
improved
COHERENCE
1
Total Score
22
Criterion Performance Scores

Attractiveness

Comfort 7
Directness 6
Safety 3
Coherence 1
Total 22

The route experiences moderate traffic flows with relatively poor footway provision in multiple areas, which reduces

Comments accessibility, and increases pedestrians proximity to traffic flows.
Improvements to footway quality and width within the Town Centre of Lostock Hall- Cootes Lane/Croston Road/
Actions Brownedge Road. Introduce traffic calming measures to reduce on-street parking along Brownedge Road/Coote

Lane and Croston Road.




ROUTE SUMMARY

\Route Name

Lostock Hall : Todd Lane north to Cuerden

\Length

N/A

\Name of Assessor(s)

Samuel Sayer, Steve Glazebrook, Laura Oliver, John Davies

‘Date of Assessment

July 2019

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
itteri dior d 1 Overall footways well maintained, [Some surface improvements
Itering and/or dog . however in some areas non- required at junctions.
1. ATTRACTIVENESS FOOtWayS well main- Minor lltterln . Ovefl'grQWI”l rOnUeSS|§ 8\r/ee¥gll‘gnwtn %gg-e' existant.
- maintenance tained, with no signifi- {3 |r?taitrl1ct)g'miggﬂjigrrgltgirf tation, including low ™
cant issues noted. (for egxam le. peelin paint) branches. Street furni-
pl€, peeling paint). re falling into major
disrepair.
Maior or prevalent van 1 Route runs predominantly non- Opportunities to improve street
d:Hgm? vigéﬁge O\f/a ) residential, therefore lack of natural |ighting along the A6.
No evidence of vandal- Minor vandalism. Lack of  |criminal/antisocial surveillance particulalry during the
2. ATTRACTIVENESS |ism with active frontage and natural jactivity. Route is isolat- night.
- fear of crime appropriate natural surveillance (e.g. houses set|ed, not subject to natu-
surveillance. back or back onto street).  [ral surveillance
(including where sight
lines are inadequate).
1 Predominantly the route runs along |Investigate opportunities to re-
the A6 a heavy traffic flowing route. [duce traffic flows or introduce
ITodd Lane is relatively busy. traffic calming measures along
3. ATTRACTIVENESS [Traffic noise and pollu- 4 oyf Severe traffic pollution the AG.
; : ; Levels of traffic noise and/or 3
I-uttri%f;lc noise and pol- g(t)tpacé(t)ivne%teasféect he pollution could be improved ﬁg%/gr severe traffic
1 Overall majority of route is in a semi [N/A
Examples of ‘other’ attractiveness issues include: e s hqwever as the_ M
4. ATTRACTIVENESS T Evidence that lighting is not present, or is deficient; the A6 there is clearly a high
other - Tekm orary features affecting the attractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse lamount of traffic making it undesire-
sacks). i
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards alblle e el
4
ATTRACTIVENESS
Some defects noted, typical- 1 Footways are in relatively good con- [Consider adding footpaths along
onrlgg{gtheig ()sgggq?nsotrn(eggggpgbgrggrgggggr Grosly dition along the A6, however in both sides of the A6 (between
5 COMFORT Footways level and in [as cracked, but level pav-  fing'in uneven surface, some areas along Todd Lane they |Cuerden Way and Wigan Road)
LeGrihian ood condition, with no ers?.. Defects ur)llkeIY to re- |subsided or fretted are non-existant on one side. and in some areas along Todd
rip hazards. sult in trips or difficulty for  [pavement, or significant Lane North
wheelchairs, prams etc. uneven patching or '
Some footway crossovers  [trenching.
resulting in uneven surface.
{:hootv%/a wi(dths ?f I(;-:]ssd 1 lAlong the A6 footpaths are wide, Consider increasing width of
Able to accommodate . el sl (e Sl el however on one particular side non- ffootpaths along Todd Lane.
all users without ‘give §°°“’"‘3y thd|ths1 o5f bet"‘é?%” Vchc? (falcfgalr W'd-g} : Lim- existant. Along Todd Lane footpaths
6. COMFORT and take’ between us- [@PProximately 1.5m and 2m. jited footway width re : ¢
- footway width ors or walking on roads Occasional need for ‘give  [quires users to ‘give are narrow and non-existant in
y Footway widths %ener- 'anclik’gake’ betwgen users and ancliktake’ fr%quenctjl ] parts.
; walking on roads. walk on roads and/or
ally in excess of 2m. g results in crowding/
delay.
R e crssmiERER Widths of less than 1 Brownedge Road junction is consid- [Upgrade crossings at
all users without ‘give . . [1.5m (i.e. standard erably narrow and inconvenient, Brownedge Road junction to
:’;,,,?cﬁmﬁgaggered gpsdg%vi lEﬁtéNgﬁf}g:&s ‘rﬁ’;‘i'g.‘s ? _](5%??”%82;? rgé(é_ }’tvgdeeéi?jr}ﬁl;«xgitpgé hlén however, junction crossings on the |controlled crossings, remove
c:a%sesslt'}?asri i<lands/ Widths generally in .tséigabg?vsgefgrugévrg chdi ers to ‘give and take’ A6 are good quality, slight improve- (guardraill tpo. Rotentlal to reduce
?efuges excess of 2m to accom-yaiking on roads frequently, walk on ments maybe need to be made on |staggered junctions at Cuerden
modate wheel-chair : road%.an%oE results in the A6 roundabout and Cuerden  |Way junction, improving crossing
users. crowding/aelay. \Way junction. times.
e Wil hEneEen tcr:]lear?r%ce vlgldﬂgs less 1 Minimal footway parking along Todd [Consider traffic management
NIO instalgces offvertwi- a proxima}ely 165fm and 2m. aﬂﬂing rnéquiorgs\,\(;as%rs Lane. measures to reduce level of on-
cles parking on foot- ccasional need for ‘give (i ) i
3. COMFORT wa Jnoted Clearance |and take’ between Users and S awnguiaé‘r? rr)rg(-js street parking along Todd Lane.
P tootway parkin widths generally in ex- walking on roads due to foot-AHGAY. Walk Of F0acs,
yp 9 cess of 2m between  \way parking. | ey Footws
ermanent obstruc-  [Footway parking causes ey L ooaaY i
ions. some. . Eant daviation from
deviation from desire lines. |jasire lines.
1 Slight gradient. No significant interventions re-
quired.
Slopes exist but gradients do ;
9. COMFORT There are no slopes on > =~ Gradients exceed 8 per
- gradient footway. P qgt).exceed 8percent (1in |-ont'('in 12). P
E_>Igamples of ‘oghter’ c%omfort i?squ inclzlude: idth destri ( 1 Over use of barriers at Cuerden Potential for a complete junction
- Temporary obstructions restricting clearance wi or pedestrians (e.g. : : ;
A drivevy?ay rgtes opened into footwa%/); P g Way Junction. redesign to reduce crossing
_ other - Barriers/gates restricting access; and time.
- Bus shelfers restricting clearance width. o )
% Poorly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery sur-
aces
COMFORT 6




Lostock Hall : Todd Lane north to Cuerden

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments
Actions
Footway provisions meet desire lines|No significant interventions re-
\very well along the AG, slight im- quired.
Footways are provided provements could be made along
; Footway provision could be [Footways are not pro- Todd Lane.
11.DIRECTNESS to cater for pedestrian | ;
= 2 ; improved to better cater for |vided to cater for pedes- 1
- footway provision ggﬁ'trteol'r%%%)(?'g' adja- pe?jestrian desire lines. e st e
12.DIRECTNESS , . L . : , Crossing points largely meet the Implement controlled crossings at
- location of crossings [Crossings follow desire Cergsesslt?%%ggr\}&ggyf%\r%egggre %g%zsr:gg?rgﬁ;"géesif'eg' 2 desire lines however a Toucan Burnedge Road junction, upgrade
I!‘ relation to desire ~ lines. ines. lines. crossing is required at Burnedge uncontrolled crossing at Todd
ines Road. Lane A6 junction.

Crossing provision is of a good Implement Zebra or Toucan
13.DIRECTNESS standard however instances exist Crossing at Lostock Academy.
- gaps in traffic (where [Crossing of road eas¥, Crossing of road direct. but [Crossing of road associ- where uncontrolled crossings could Increase number of unsignalised
no controlled cross-  (direct, and comfortab associa?ed e e AR ated indirect, or associ- 2 be upgraded to controlled crossing |crosssings along Todd Lane.
ings present or if I;kely and without delay (< 5s (Up to 15s average). Y lated with significant points. Increase in crossing provi-

E:%rﬁ:?cﬁlsegugrscgesigg) pverage). delay (>15s average). sion.s along Todd Lane necessary,
particualry near Lostock Hall Acade-
; Staggered crossings i i i
14.DIRECTNESS . . Crossings are staggered but gerea 9! Controlled crossings do not increase |Potential to reduce staggered
- impact of controlled [SroSSings.are single gy ot a%d Si nifigagnﬂ to e lRIEEIE A EA journey time significantly. junctions at Cuerden Way junc-
crossings on journey [Pnase pelican/puffin or o/, e Mime qJnlikely o wait [16Y, fime. Likely to wait 1 P ; ot
e zebra crossings. >5s in pedestrian island. E’Inds., in pedestrian is- tion, improving crossing times.
B dbenefit ; . Green man time is sufficient No significant interventions re-
RN edestrians would benefi reen man time wou i
15. DIRECTNESS sedﬁgri‘emﬁgg'”gﬁt'g cc:)rfoss from extended green man not give vulnerable us- 9 quired
- green man time comfortabl 9 time but current'time unlikely |ers sufficient time to
y- to deter users. cross comfortably.
N/A N/A
Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include:
16.DIRECTNESS - Routes to/from bus stops not accommodated; 1
- other - Steps restricting access for all users; )
I Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users.
DIRECTNESS 9
High traffic volumes along A6. Implement measures to reduce
[Traffic volume low, or ; High traffic volume, with traffic volume/speeds along the
: Traffic volume moderate and ;
17.SAFETY edestrians can kee ; ; =i |pedestrians unable to
- traffic volume gistance from moderate Pedestrlans in close proximi- ke ntheir distance from 1 e
traffic volumes. Y- traffic.
[Traffic speeds moderate, speeds Consider implementing traffic
Traffic speeds low, or ) High traffic speeds, with maybe high along Todd Lane due to |calming measures along Todd
18.SAFETY pedestrigns can keep Tgadfggtﬁgﬁg?ﬁ Qgggre}fxﬁgf egdestrianslgnable to 1 semi-rural nature of the road. Lane.
- traffic speed distance from moderate F P eep their distance from
traffic speeds. e traffic.
Visibility could be somewhat \Visibility overall good. No significant interventions re-
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all A : Poor visibility, likely to uired.
- visibility users. Y 'Sﬂﬁﬁgvgc%ibs%#sn_“kely tore- e 2 i
SAFETY 4
0. COHERENCE Ad o d kerb D d kerb d tactil D d kerb dit Overall good, improvements need to [Implement controlled crossing or
. equate dropped kerb [Dropped kerbs and tactile ropped kerbs and tac- ; ;
- dropped kerbs and  |and ct‘actile paei%g provi- pavﬁ% provided, albeit not to file nging absent or 1 pe ECE Ll Vet e [ prexd. 22l it LOStOCI.( HEEE el
tactile paving sion. current standards. incorrect. ity to Lostock Hall Academy and controlled crossing at Burnedge
Brownedge Road junction. Road.
COHERENCE
1
Total Score
24
Criterion Performance Scores
Attractiveness 4
Comfort 6
Directness 9
Safety 4
Coherence 1
Total 24
Comments Overall good quality footpath surfaces and crossing points, particulalry along the A6. Improvements and increases
to crossing provisions need to be made along Todd Lane, along with the potential to widen the footpath.
Upgrades to crossing provisions and footpath width at Brownedge Road junction, along with increases to footway
Actions width along sections of Todd Lane. Increase number of unsignalised crossing provisions along Todd Lane appropri-

ately, and introduce signalised crossing provisions outside Lostock Hall Academy.




ROUTE SUMMARY

\Route Name

Leyland: North to South corridor

\Length

N/A

\Name of Assessor(s)

Samuel Sayer, Steve Glazebrook, Laura Oliver, John Davies

‘Date of Assessment

July 2019

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
o Footways in an overall good condi- [Consider improvements to foot-
Littering ancli/ortdé)g . tion, particularly on the northern sideway provisions along Towngate
Footways well main-  [Minor littering. Overgrown  [T18SS BUEYE €0 e of Leyland and through the Town  [and public realm improvements
1. ATTRACTIVENESS 20 VR 20 ToG  vegetation. Street fumiture oot GRAITRT 008 1 Centre along Hough Lane
- maintenance cant issues note falling into minor disrepair |20 oo Streget furni- : 9 9 :
: (for example, peeling paint). ture falling into major
disrepair.
Mai lent No evidence of vandalism with ap- Improve CCTV along Centurion
— Cvandal. b dalism. Lack of d;ng';fl: Vftgéﬁgglo\f’an' fhropria;e r;e;:]urqll_ surveéilla?ce, t Way (Leyland Business Park).
o evidence of vandal- [Minor vandalism. Lack o criminal/antisocia roughout the Town Centre, poten-
2. ATTRACTIVENESS |ism with active frontage and natural [activity. Route is isolat- 2 tialy less so during the night, par-
B - et raturs)  purvsitans To g, houses sat bk It SiBiect bRait: fcualry in prosimity o Leyland Busi-
(including where sight ness Park in the North.
lines are iInadequate).
Relatively high traffic flows as the [Invesitgate potential to limit traf-
routes are the main road networks ffic flows and introduce traffic
through Leyland Town Centre. calming measures throughout
3. ATTRACTIVENESS [Traffic noise and pollu- Levels of traffic noise and/or Severe traffic pollution Northern parts of the route although the Town Centre routes. Ensure
- traffic noise and pol- tion do not affect the pollution could be improved and/or severe traffic 1 good footpath quality have heavy  |good visibility and speed restic-
lution attractiveness el goods vehicles along them. tions are maintained along
Churchill Way (Leyland Business
Park).
N/A. N/A.
Eéa[gples otfh ‘ott?eﬂtattractiv?ness isstues.inglufqe.: .
- Evidence that lighting is not present, or is deficient;
A. ATTRACTIVENESS [ T orary featgres gffectingp the attractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse 1
- other sacks).
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards
ATTRACTIVENESS 5
ISo_m? (ilegects %Otedt' typiﬁal— ] e o e Footpath quality overall good. Slight [Public Realm improvements
isolated (such as trenchinglLarge number of foot- i
. gr Satahin ()or minor (sugh gyva;?crossovers roault- improvements along Hough Lane, [along Hough Lane.
5 COMFORT Footways level and in |as cracked, but level pav-  |ing'in uneven surface, and near the Indoor Market, due to
[ condition ood condition, with no ers?.. Defects ur)likeIY tore- |subsided or fretted 1 footfall along the area.
rip hazards. s%l |nI tﬂps or difficulty for pavement,torr1_3|gn|f|cant
wheelchairs, prams etc. uneven patching or
Some fothag crossovers trenching. g
resulting in uneven surface.
{:hootv%/a wi(dths ?f I(Ce]ssd Footway widths are generally in Increase footpath width along
an 1.5m (i.e. standar i i
Able to accommodate Footway widths of between wheelchair width). Lim- excess of 1.5m, with reFiuced \{wdth Hough Lane thrqugh thle removal
6. COMFORT all USGIES without ‘give approximately 1.5m and 2m. |ited footway width re- in some areas, predominantly in the jof on-street parking. Widen foot-
°. . and take’ between us- |5cagional need for ‘give  |quires users to ‘give 1 Town Centre (Hough Lane) and at [path along Hough Lane at Her-
footway width ers or walking on roads.|> -5 o Pt e tl ’ \ 3 .
Footway widths gener- [2N¢ @K€ DEween users and@and take irequenty, the Train Station along Golden Hill. [oet Street through pedestrian
v i f% walking on roads. walk on roads and/or L
ally in excess of 2m. results in crowding/ priority route measures.
delay.
Overall crossings are good, howev- |Controlled crossings required on
er Churchill Way roundabout im- all arms of Churchill Way round-
él?ll?sté:'s(\?\ﬁ?hrgumtqgﬁlg \1N|5dnt1h8 gf ﬁgﬁég'f}g provements need to be madeto  [about. Remove guardrail at Tur-
?W(i:tiothgz;raggered and take’ between us- \rgvalgg?s ?fst?r(]atgvn%egrgp rg():(é-_ y\/heelphéir width). Lim- widen access on all arms. The two pin Gree!'l Lane, along vegeta-
crossings/ 3\?$dof: walking ﬁn-roads'siona need for ‘give and |tedtW|gth requ&rtesku,s— 1 roundabouts at Turpin Gregn Lane ftion and implement Toucan or
edestrian islands/ idths generally in take’ between users and ers 10 give and take are also difficult for pedestrians to  [zebra crossings on unsignalised
p lexcess of 2m to accom- : frequently, walk on
refuges modate wheel-chair walking on roads. roaqu an%’/or results in cross, removal of guardrail and up- [arms of the roundabouts.
users. crowding/delay. grading crossing points need to be
made. Crossing points at Runshaw
College need upgrading.
_ ~ |clearance widths between %‘gﬁ?gﬁ V'!g’é?vfl;ess [Although on-street parking is pre-  [Consider opportunities to reduce
(l;llg slnrfat\?lggeso%ff\é%rt]-l_ a C%racggg’ier% e1d5frc?r§g?ig/e2m' park.iné re%utiris ufs)grs fentththrogghout II_.e;_/tla(r;d T(I)(\_/vn Cen- an-strr(]ait parking levels along
; 0 ‘give and take’ fre- re there is very limited parking on ough Lane.
3. COMFORT ways noted. Clea_ranc_e and take’ between users and_qugntly, walk on roads the footoath
: widths generally in ex- \walking on roads due to foot g 1 e footpath.
- footway parking cess of 2m between  way parking. and/or results in crowd-
»ermanent obstruc-  [Footway parking causes mgrllgﬁla)c/{aﬁggéws?ynifi-
ons. et e o dlesie e cant deviation from
* _(desire lines.
Equal gradient throughout route. N/A.
9. COMFORT There are no slopes on E'?pes exijstSbutrgraﬂi[eqtsndo Gradients exceed 8 per
- gradient footway. 18).excee percent (1in |=ont'(1'in 12). 2
Examples of ‘other’ comfort issues include: ) . N/A. N/A.
- Temporary obstructions restricting clearance width for pedestrians (e.g.
10.COMFORT driveway gates opened into footway);
_ other - Barriers/gates restricting access; and 1
- Bus shelfers restricting clearance width. o )
E Poorly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery sur-
aces
COMFORT




Leyland: North to South Corridor

Attractiveness

Comfort 7
Directness 7
Safety 3
Coherence 1
Total 23

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments
Actions
Footway provisions meet pedestrian de- [No significant interventions required.
sire lines, however access to Leyland
) Business park through a more direct
11.DIRECTNESS Eog;\{\gar)}%;arr)eegég}/rl%%d Footway provision could be [Footways are not pro- foute required.
. footway provision desire lines (e.g. adja- improved to better cater for |vided to cater for pedes- 2
Cent to road). "I pedestrian desire lines. trian desire lines.
12.DIRECTNESS . . N . . . Crossing points largely meet the desire  [Increase crossing provisions along
_ location of crossings Crossinas follow desire (Crossings partially diverting (Crossings deviate sig- lines however an increase in provisions |Langdale Road and Worden Lane in
; ; Sings - g edestrians away from desirejnificantly from desire 1
:_n relation to desire lines. ines y lines y necessary in proximity to Runshaw Col- |proximity to the park entrance.
ines ’ ’ lege.
13.DIRECTNESS Crossings of major roads are good how- (Increase in provisions along Town-
- gaps in traffic (where [Crossing of road eas¥, Crossing of road direct but [Crossing of road associ- ever excessive guardrailing decreases  |gate necessary along with the up-
no controlled cross-  (direct, and comfortab associa?ed with some dela ated indirect, or associ- 1 crossing opportunities for pedestrians.  |grade of crossing provisions at St
|tngs presentt 9‘;‘ if I;kely and Wlth)out delay (< 5s (up to 15s average) y gt‘-’lﬁd V\zliq 58Ignlflcant ) Increase in uncontrolled crossing points  |Andrews Way junction.
o cross outside o average). ' elay S average). lalong Towngate Road.
controlled crossing)
. Staggered crossings In areas of controlled crossings, the im-  [Upgrade arms along Churchill round-
14.DIRECTNESS Crossings are single Crossings are staggered but sglgnificantly togjour- pact on journey time is not significant labout to controlled crossings.
- impact of controlled hase palican/puffin or do not add S|%1|f|cantl to hev time. Likely to wait 1 A S
crossings on journey P13Se becanp journey time. Unlikely to wait [39c/Te: SHESY.20 ¥ UENET Iietis I im0 e ol el i o=
time zebra crossings. >5s in pedestrian island. Iands In peaestrian Is- ment, particulalry at Churchill Way
Overall good but improvements needed |Upgrade arms along Curchill rounda-
S o e e Pedestrians would benefit  |Green man time would at Churchill Way Roundabout. bout to controlled crossings.
15. DIRECTNESS = from extended green man not give vulnerable us-
- green man time ggm%?tr;tt!length to Crossjiime put curren?time unlikely [ers sufficient time to 1
y- to deter users. cross comfortably.
Guardrails restricting access at Turpin Remove guardrail at Turpin Green
. . . Green Lane roundabouts. Lane, and implement Toucan or zeb-
L IR TS Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include: ra crossings gn unsignalised arms of
I F Routes ofilam bus Siops ot accommociated; 1
- Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users. and footpath quality along Turpin
Lane (Stanley Street)/remove sign-
age.
DIRECTNESS 7
Relatively moderate traffic flow, high Invesitgate potential to limit traffic
. . . . during peak times. HGV's present along [flows and introduce traffic calmin
Traffic volume low, or i+ s o derate and [High traffic volume, with northgo?the routes (Le Ianz business ? measures throughout the Town C?en-
17.SAFETY pedestrians can keep | .rallc volume moderate and |, qestrians unable to y g o
- traffic volume distance from moderate Fedestrlans in close proximi- [k centheir distance from 1 park) tre routes. Ensure good visibility and
traffic volumes. Y- traffic. speed restictions are maintained
lalong Churchill Way (Leyland Busi-
ness Park).
ISpeeds low however maybe an issue Ensure good visibility and speed
Traffic speeds low, or ] High traffic speeds, with lalong Worden Lane, restictions are maintained along
18.SAFETY pedestrians can keep Tg%fggtﬁgﬁg?ﬁ Qgggrﬂfxﬁﬂf edestrians unable to ] Churchill Way (Leyland Business
- traffic speed ?lsftfance frodm moderate Fy P tee. their distance from Park).
raffic speeds. : raffic.
Visibil | h On-street parking is a slight issue along [Traffic calming measures to reduce
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all ~ [Visibility could be somewhat Ipoor yisibility, likely to . Hough Lane, restricts visibility of pedestri-on-street parking.
- visibility users. suﬁ i7) Gl Ems. y result in collisions. ans.
SAFETY 3
) [Tactile paving improvements required Improve and maintain dropped kerbs
20. COHERENCE Adequate drop.ped kerb Dropped ke_rbs and ta.ctlle Droppe_d kerbs and tac- lalong Hough Lane and Howgate realtivelyland tactile paving at junctions
Edrt? ped kerbs and  jand tactile paving provi- pavmgtpqowged albeit not to file paV|rt19 absent or 1 lgood along Towngate. throughout.
actile paving sion. current standards. incorrect.
COHERENCE
1
Total Score
23
Criterion Performance Scores

Footway provision follow pedestrian desire lines well, although improvements required to the quality of provisions at

Comments crossing points, most notably at Churchill Way roundabout and Turpin Green Lane Roundabouts. Footpath quality,
width and safety was also noted as a particular concern along Hough Lane.
Upgrade crossing provisions to Toucan Crossings at Churchill Way roundabout and Turpin Green Lane rounda-
Actions bouts. Improve public realm of Hough Lane through increasing footway width, controlling speeds and reducing on-

street parking. Increase number of crossing provisions along Worden Lane and Langdale Road to follow pedestrian
desire lines to Runshaw College.




ROUTE SUMMARY

\Route Name

Leyland: Schleswig junction to Preston Road

\Length

N/A

\Name of Assessor(s)

Samuel Sayer, Steve Glazebrook, Laura Oliver, John Davies

‘Date of Assessment

July 2019

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
o Footays overall good quality, slight im- [Footway surface improvements
Littering ancli/Ol'tdé)g ) provements to surfacing in some places. {throughout most notably in proximity
. Minor littering. Overgrown Mmess prevalent. seri- to the Train Station and bus stop.
1. ATTRACTIVENESS [ ootways well main-  \oqatation. Street furniture  [QUSIY Overgrown vege-
L maintenance tained, with no signifi- 5= into minor disrepair fation, including low 1
cant issues noted. (for egxam le. peelin paint) branches. Street furni-
pie, peeling paint). re falling into major
disrepair.
. No evidence of vandalism, lots of natural [N/A.
gﬂé‘}llgr';]or Vggéﬁlggto}’an' surveillance from residential areas, may-
No evidence of vandal- [Minor vandalism. Lack of  [criminal/antisocial be less safer during the night
2. ATTRACTIVENESS |ism with active frontage and natural jactivity. Route is isolat- 2
- fear of crime appropriate natural surveillance (e.g. houses set|ed, not subject to natu-
surveillance. back or back onto street).  [ral surveillance
(including where sight
lines are iInadequate).
Relatively high traffic flow. Consider implementing traffic calm-
ing measures along Golden Hill
Lane.
3. ATTRACTIVENESS [Traffic noise and pollu- ) : Severe traffic pollution
- traffic noise and pol- ftion do not affect the Lgl‘l’ﬁl%gfctg%frécbréoi'ﬁqe ?on\fielgr and/or severe traffic 1
lution attractiveness P P noise
N/A. N/A.
Eéa[gples otfh ‘ott?eﬂtattractiv?ness isstues.inglufqe.: .
- Evidence that lighting is not present, or is deficient;
f’b‘:‘l;re-l;.RACTIVENESS - Temporary features affecting the attractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse 1
sacks). .
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards
ATTRACTIVENESS 5
Some defects noted, typical- Overall good quality, improvemnts re-  |[Resurfacing and phasing at Station
ly isolated (such as trenching|Large number of foot- quired in proximity to the railway station |Brow/Leyland Train Station.
~lor patching) or minor (such ~\way crossovers result- and along Golden Hill Lane (Town Cen-
5. COMFORT Footways level and in [as cracked, but level pav-  [ing'in uneven surface, tre area)
LeGrihian ood condition, with no ers?.. Defects ur)llkeIY tore- |subsided or fretted 1 :
rip hazards. sult in trips or difficulty for  |pavement, or significant
wheelchairs, prams etc. uneven patching or
Some footway crossovers  [trenching.
resulting in uneven surface.
Fhootv%/a wi(dths of I(Ce]ssd Overall good quality, width is rather nar- [Investigate potential for footway
Able to accommodate . than 1.5m (i.e. standar row in proximity to Train Station and idening to reduce need for 'give
all users without ‘give Footway thdlths1 °5f betV\aegn Vchc?‘falCTa'r W'd.ght . Lim- Schleswig Way roundabout and take' between users at
6. COMFORT and take’ between us- [@PProXimately 1.om and zm. itéd footway wigtn re- Longmeanygate-Schleswig Way
- footway width ors or walking on roads Occasional need for ‘give  [quires users to ‘give 1 Roundabout. Golden Hill Lane/
y Footway widths gener- [2nd take’ between users andjand take’ frequently, oundabout, Golden Hill Lane:
i e o 5on " walking on roads. walk on roads and/or Leyland Lane junction and at the
y : results in crowding/ Train Station and bus stop.
delay.
Able to accommodate Widths of less than \Width on majority of crossings need Upgrade all arms at the Schleswig
lall users without ‘give . . [.5m (i.e. standard increasing and improving, no crossing  roundabout to controlled crossings.
7. COMFORT nd take’ betw ,? _ |Widths of between approxi- (= |( hair width). Lim- provisions at Schleswig Roundabout,  |[Upgrade all arms at Leyland Lane
- width on staggered [2Nd take’ between us- loaiely' f 5m and 2m. Occa- [Vheelchair width)
crossings/ 99 lers or walking on roads.|.: el aiverar ited width requires us- Leyland Lane junction crossing provi- |junction to controlled crossings or
gs/ Width i sional need for ‘give an to ‘qi d take’ 1 = 4 )
pedestrian islands/ latns generally In take’ between users and €rs 10 give and take sions inadequate. improve phasing to reduce Road
refuges excess of 2m to accom-iyaiking on roads. frequently, walk on idth (increasing footway width) and
modate wheel-chair roads and/or results in reducing vehicle speed at iunction
users. crowding/delay. 9 p J :
Clearance widths between t%ler?l'?%%% Vlgldt?s less Some footway parking in proximity to  [Consider traffic management
No instances of vehi-  [approximately 1.5m and 2m. a?'kin. e iorgswasyers [Train Station and along Golden Hill Lane measures to reduce level of on-street
icles parking on foot- ccasional need for ‘give Po ‘ ivg an?jutake’ufre- (Town Centre area) and Leyland Lane |parking at Leyland Lane junction and
ways noted. Clearance fand take’ between users and['® 9 iunction. along Green Hill Lane (Train Station).
8. COMFORT ; . ; quently, walk on roads 9
 footway parkin widths generally in ex- walking on roads due to f°°t'and/or fesults in crowd- 1
yp 9 cess of 2m between  \way parking. | ey Footws
ermanent obstruc-  [Footway parking causes ey L ooaaY i
ions. some o Eant daviation fro
deviation from desire lines. |jasire lines.
Overall gradient good. N/A.
9. COMFORT There are no slopes on [2/9PES exist but gradients dojg 4 gients exceed 8 per
- gradient footway. r11<2>t) exceed 8 percent (1in  =on'(7 iy 12). 2
Over use of bollards and guardrail in Public realm improvements neces-
proximity to Train Station, Leyland Lane [sary at Train Station, removal of
) , . . junction and Preston Road/Moss Lane |guardrail and bollards near bus sta-
Examples of ‘other’ comfort issues include: ) . roundabout, disrupting pedestrian ac-  [tion and at Chapel Brow junctions,
a;l;\(/eemvfaoyrargtgg%tgé%té%nisn trgsfggievr;% )qlearance width for pedestrians (e.g. ess. implement pedestrian priority
:Ig't%g!WFORT - Barriers/gates restricting access; and 1 MEESIIEE, IS Ereesligs e
- Bus shelfers restricting clearance width. o ) improving phasing at junctions. Re-
- Poorly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery sur- move guardrail at Preston Road/
faces Moss Lane roundabout and imple-
ment signalised crossings at Moss
Lane arm to provide access to Train
COMFORT




Leyland: Schleswig junction to Preston Road

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments
Actions
Overall footway provisions meet desire  [No major changes to routing are re-
Lines, improvements need to be made at |quired however improvements to
Schleswig Way roundabout. quality are required.
Footways are provided F i
; ootway provision could be [Footways are not pro-
j}a%ﬁ'g”t‘fﬁssi on goegﬁteeﬁrﬁ%gr%gdes;ga; improved to better cater for vided to cater for pedes- 1
yp ant to road). -9-8dja- Ihedestrian desire lines. trian desire lines.
Overall desire lines are met but crossing |[Upgrade pedestrian island/crossings
provisions need upgrading. Crossings at [at Tomlinson Road junction. Upgrade
12.DIRECTNESS [Tomlinson Road junction, Broadfield crossings at Leyland Lane to con-
_ locati ; ; ..~ [Crossings partially diverting |Crossings deviate sig- Drive, Leyland Lane, Preston Road trolled crossings at each arm. Preston
id?gf;{?:nﬁgcéggﬁg‘gs %’gg.smgs follow desire bedestrians away from desirejnificantly from desire 1 roundabout and Schleswig Way rounda- |[Road roundabout requires a con-
lines Ines. lines. bout need upgrading. trolled crossing along Moss Lane arm
and Schleswig Way roundabout
needs signalising, each arm requires
13.DIRECTNESS Improvements required throughout the  Implement controlled crossings and
- gaps in traffic (where [Crossing of road easY' Crossing of road direct. but Crossing of road associ- route in partlcula_r, Statl_on_ Brow and _ raise crossing provisions, promoting
no controlled cross- (direct, and comfortab associa?ed with some delay [ated indirect, or associ- 1 Green Hill Lane in proximity to th Train  [pedestrian priority measures along
ings present or if likely jand without delay (< 5s Y lated with significant Station. the lane.
fo Cross outside of average) Y (up to 15s average). delay (>1539average)
controlled crossing)
14.DIRECTNESS . . Crossings are staggered but [otaggered crossings No crossing opportunities at Schleswig  |[Upgrade crossings to controlled
impact of controlled [Crossings are single A0S TE 808 S oty fo  [2dd Significantly to jour- roundabout, delays at crossings at crossings.
crospsings on journey [Phase pelican/puffin or o meytime qJnlikely o wait [16Y, fime. Likely to wait 1 (Churchill Way and Olympian Way
fire zebra crossings. >5s in pedestrian island. Ea1nds in pedestrian is-
Green man time could be improved on  [Upgrade crossing prvisions to con-
e e e (s 6l Pedestrians would benefit  |Green man time would maijority of crossings, there is no signal- [trolled crossings, upgrade unsignal-
15. DIRECTNESS sufficient length to cross from extended %:]r.een man  Inot give vulnerable us- 1 ised crossing along Leyland Way, which [ised crossings to signalised cross-
- green man time lcomfortably pméa tt)ut current time unlikely ers sufﬁmefn%tlrgle to lsignifcantly impacts pedestrians ings
: o deter users. cross comfortably. : :
Extremely confusing layout at the Train  [Removal of guardrail, pedestiran
Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include: IStation along Golden Hill Lane, excessive priority measures throughout the area
16.DIRECTNESS - Routes to/from bus stops not accommodated; 1 use of guardraill hinders pedestrian (proximity of Train Station and Bus
- other - Steps restricting access for all users; . movements. Station.), along with controlled cross-
I Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users. ings to cross Station Brow and Green
DIRECTNESS 6
[Traffic relatively busy along the route, Investigate measures to reduce traffic
ITraffic volume low, or : High traffic volume, with particulalry during peak times, flows along Green Hill Lane/Station
17.SAFETY pedestrians can keep T(readfgcsztyiglrﬁisn?ﬁ Qgggre}fxﬁgf edestrians unable to . Brow Lane in particular.
- traffic volume tdlslgfancelfrom moderate Fy P tee. their distance from
raffic volumes. : raffic.
Relatively moderate due to congestion  |Investigate traffic calming measures
) . ) n long route. lalong route, particularly in close prox-
[Traffic speeds low, or . High traffic speeds, with @ N .
18.SAFETY pedestrians can keep Tg%fggtﬁgﬁg?ﬁ ggggra}toexﬁgic_i edestrians unable to : Jlie7 (@ LERiEme L JImsiem £
- traffic speed ?lsftfance frodm moderate Fy P tee. their distance from Train Station.
raffic speeds. : raffic.
Visibili Id b h \Visibility is good overall however is nega- [Traffic calming measures to reduce
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all ~ [VISIPIlity could be somewhat oo yisipility, likely to ] fively impacted at Leyland Lane junction fon-street parking.
- visibility users. R e o e e result in collisions. ldue to parked vehicles.
SAFETY 3
. Paving and phasing required throughout, [Improve and maintain dropped kerbs
20. COHERENCE Adequate dropped kerb Dropped kerbs and tactile  |Dropped kerbs and tac- particulalry at Train Station and along and tactile paving at junctions
- dropped kerbs and  [and tactile paving provi- paving provided, albeit not to file paving absent or 0 Golden Hill Lane throughout
tactile paving sion. current standards. incorrect. :
COHERENCE
0
Total Score
21
Criterion Performance Scores

Attractiveness

Comfort 7
Directness 6
Safety 3
Coherence 0
Total 21

Relatively busy route, with poor crossing and narrow footpath provisions making it confusing and unsafe for pedes-

Comments trians to cross and access the Train Station/Bus stop and Leyland Town Centre. Crossing provisions at Leyland
Lane, Scheswig Roundabout and Preston Road/Moston Lane Roundabout where also noted as areas for concern.
Introduce pedestrian priority and public realm measures along Golden Hill Lane/Station Brow, to improve acces be-
Actions tween Leyland Railway Station and bus stop. Upgrade crossing provisions along Golden Hill Road, along with

crossing provisions at Leyland Lane junction, Schleswig roundabout and Preston Road roundabout.




ROUTE SUMMARY

\Route Name

Leyland: East to West Corridor

\Length

N/A

\Name of Assessor(s)

Samuel Sayer, Steve Glazebrook, Laura Oliver, John Davies

‘Date of Assessment

July 2019

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
o Footays overall good quality, slight [Slight improvements to footpath
Littering and/or dog . improvements to surfacing in some [surface quality along Dawson
Footways well main-  [Minor littering. Overgrown [)nuislys/ g\r/ee\gglrgnwth %ggé— places. Lane.
1. ATTRACTIVENESS tained. with no signifi- V€ etation. Street furniture {40 including low 2
- maintenance cant issues note falling into minor disrepair 520 e Siraat furni-
: (for example, peeling paint). {0 falling into major
disrepair.
Maior or prevalent van Predominantly residential route. Increase lighting from Heald
d:Hgm? vigéﬁge O\f/a ) House Road to Dawson Lane
No evidence of vandal- [Minor vandalism. Lack of [criminal/antisocial Roundabout.
2. ATTRACTIVENESS |ism with active frontage and natural jactivity. Route is isolat- 2
- fear of crime appropriate natural surveillance (e.g. houses set|ed, not subject to natu-
surveillance. back or back onto street).  [ral surveillance
(including where sight
lines are inadequate).
Relatively busy route. Increase in traffic calming
measures along Fox Lane to
Dawson Lane roundabout.
3. ATTRACTIVENESS [Traffic noise and pollu- ) : Severe traffic pollution
; : ; Levels of traffic noise and/or 3
I-uttri%f;lc noise and pol- g(t)tpacé(t)ivne%teasféect he pollution could be improved ﬁg%/gr severe traffic 1
Excessive guardrail at junctions. Removal of guardrail at Leyland
Examples of ‘other’ attractiveness issues include: HEE (Rl (e, B E e
4. ATTRACTIVENESS F Evidence that lighting is not present, or is deficient; roundabout and Bent Lane
other - Tekm orary features affecting the attractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse 1 roundabout.
sacks).
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards
ATTRACTIVENESS 6
ISo_m? (ilege(():ts %Otedt' typiﬁal— ] e o e Footpath overall good quality, some Improve surface quality along
yliso ateciisteniasiirencingledigeEIECIOINIC oM, issues along Fox Lane in proximity [Fox Lane/Leyland Lane rounda-
or patching) or minor (such ~|way crossovers result-
5 COMFORT Footways |.elve| and in as %racke , but |.eve| éav_ in y|n uneven Surface, to Leyland Lane Roundabout and bout, West Paddock/FOX Lane
LeGrihian ood condition, with no ers?.. Defects ur)llkeIY to re- |subsided or fretted 1 West Paddock Way Roundabout.  [Roundabout and along Heald
K G Ky ik U forallan B s
Some footway crossovers  ftrenching.
resulting in uneven surface.
Footway widths of less Footway width overall good, issues [Widen Footpath along Dawson
than 1.5m (i.e. standard i i 5
A|t|3|e to acqohmqu_ate Footway widths of between wheelchair(width " Lirm- at Leyland Lane rou.ndabout and Lane and increase width of foot
all users without ‘give i ly 1.5 d 2m. lited f id 5 along the left handside of Dawson [path at West Paddock/Fox Lane
6. COMFORT and take’ between us- ([@PProximately 1.5m and 2m. fited footway width re L
- footway width ors or walking on roads Occasional need for ‘give  [quires users to ‘give 1 Lane. roundabout and Wellington Ave-
y - >'land take’ between users andfand take’ frequently, i i -
Footway widths gener: ; nue roundabout junction. In
v i f% walking on roads. walk on roads and/or :
ally in excess of 2m. results in crowding/ crease width of Fox Lane/
delay. \Worden Lane junction footpaths.
Numerous roundabout crossings Increase footway widths at all
Altlale to acq?hmrr%odate \1N€i_>dthzc, of Ietss ctihacr; idnadkeg\;;atel_molst r:jotLabIe Wzst Pad- rsotu:dgbout ::Arloss.ingst.. Upgrade
all users without ‘give ; . [1.5m (i.e. standar ock Way, Leyland Lane an ndrews Way junction cross-
?w?nggzz-a ered [@nd take’ betweer% us- \AV;?LTS ?f5?r‘?t§"n%egn‘;‘p%ré’é‘é_ wheelchair width). Lim- Worden Lane roundabout. ing to controlled crossings, en-
rossinag> 299 ers or walking on roads.ha e - STANC M- EC3™ jted width requires us- 1 : ide enoudh
edestrian islands/  [Vidths generally i “B80% AEEC O IS and  [ers to ‘give and take’ p I PRSI I e = el
?ef b excess of 2m to accom-| vk 0" rooqe frequently, walk on for all. Redesign of Canberra
ug modate wheel-chair g : roads and/or results in Road junction necessary, imple-
USErs. growding/delay. ment controlled crossings in rela-
tion to desire lines.
; Clearance widths less i
Clearance widths between No issues noted. N/A
; ; : than 1.5m. Footwa
NS instances of veli-  gpproximately 1,5 and 2. parking Tequres Users
3. COMFORT ways noted. Clearance {and take’ between users and|® 9H® aﬁg.ﬁac',‘,? r]:)rg(-js
P tootway parkin widths generally in ex- walking on roads due to foot-AHGLY. Walk Oh F0acs, 2
yp 9 cess of 2m between  \way parking. | oy Footws
Fermanent obstruc-  |[Footway parking causes giaeay. Y
ey T parking causes signifi
i L cant deviation from
deviation from desire lines. |jasire lines.
Overall gradient good. N/A
Slopes exist but gradients do :
el Jinore are no slopes on pateXceed s percent (1 ra s 048PT 2
E_>Igamples of ‘oghter’ c%omfort i?squ inclzlude: idth destri ( Over use of guardrail at junctions  |Remove bollards along Church
- Temporary obstructions restricting clearance wi or pedestrians (e.g. :
A drivevy?ay rgtes opened into footwa%/); P g and roundabouts. Bollards along  [Lane and at Windsor Avenue
- other - Barriers/gates restricting access; and 1 Church Lane unecessary in areas. |junction. Also remove excessive
- Bus shelfers restricting clearance width. o . guardrail at junctions and round-
% Poorly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery sur- abouts
aces )
COMFORT




Leyland: East to West Corridor

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments
Actions
Overall good, improvements required at [Implement controlled crossings at
lsome junctions such as Leyland Lane Canberra road junction. Improve
roundabout, Worden Lane and Canberra |phasing at roundabouts, increasing
Footways are provided . Road junction. footway widths and reducing road
11.DIRECTNESS to cater for pedestrian Footway provision could be [Footways are not pro- J idth y 9
e e desire lines (e.g. adja- improved to better cater for vided to cater for pedes- 1 wiaths.
yp ant to road). -9-8dja- Ihedestrian desire lines. trian desire lines.
12.DIRECTNESS . . N . . . Overall good, however provisions need to [Upgrade Dawson Lane roundabout,
_ location of crossings Crossinas follow desire (Crossings partially diverting (Crossings deviate sig- be more direct in relation to Buckhaw  [mplement controlled crossings on
; ; Sings - g edestrians away from desirejnificantly from desire 1
in relation to desire lines. ines y lines y \Village and Matrix Industrial Park each arm to accommodate desire
lines ’ ’ lines.
Improvements required throughout the  Implement controlled crossings Wig-
route in particular, at Leyland Lane round-lan Road junction and reduce stager
1gff)lsRliEnct1;yfI1§i§s(where Crossing of road eas Crossing of road associ labout and Wigan road junction (where  Jand green man times. Increase un-
ho controlled cross-  (direct, and Comfortab){’ gsrgggig?egfvcﬁﬂdsg};eectdé)lgt ated indirect, or associ- ] :here is a slight staggering at the junc- ('éontll'_olled pe:(\e/strlatr:jls(lj%ndsk?ll\(l)ng
ings present or if likely and without delay (< 5s 015 Y lated with significant o) ox -ane and vvest Faddock Yvay.
to cross outside of ~ |average). (up to 15s average). delay (>15s average). Upgrade uncontrolled pedestrian
controlled crossing) crossings along Church Road and
Lancastergate, potentially to signal-
14.DIRECTNESS . . Crossings are staggered but [>:29gered crossings Wigan road junction is slightly staggered, [Upgrade Wigan Road junction and
. impact of controlled Crossings are single do not a%d Si niﬁ(?agnﬂ to add significantly to jour- improvements need to be made Dawson |[Dawson Lane Roundabout to single
pa ; phase pelican/puffin or | : % : -+ [ney time. Likely to wait 1
;:_rossmgs on journey P .. crossings 05urr]ey t|g1e.t _nllkelly c?walt >10s in bedest);ian iS- Lane roundabout to accommodate pedes-phase controlled crossings.
ime . >0S In peaestrian Island. land trians better.
Overall good green man times need im- [Upgrade to controlled crossings at
A Pedestrians would benefit  |Green man time would proving at Wigan road junction, upgrades [Wigan Road junction. Upgrade un-
1g'rE;§En?a1;1NtliEns1§ Sjﬁfé?emggggﬁ t'g é’rfoss {:’r%nej gﬁ%ﬁ?gﬂ?{ﬁﬁg mﬂew grost ghvfﬁc\i/glnr}et;’r?%?ous_ 1 required to crossings along Lancas- controlled pedestrian crossings to
comfortably. b e e, Cross comfortably. tergate. controlled pedestrian or Zebra cross-
ings along Lancastergate.
Crossing at Canberra Road roundabout isfJunction redesign to accommodate
Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include: confusing for pedestrians. desire lines. Implement controlled
16.tItJ]IRECTNESS - gtou es tot/f_rotm bus stopsf not"accommodated; 1 crossings at each arm.
- other - Steps restricting access for all users; .
- Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users.
DIRECTNESS 6
Relatively busy route, pariculalry during [Investigate measures to reduce traffic
Traffic volume low, or . High traffic volume, with peak times. flows along Lancastergate/West Pad-
17.SAFETY pedestrians can keep Tg%fggtxgwsmiﬁ ggggrﬁ.toexﬁgg edestrians unable to 1 dock and along Fox Lane to Dawson
- traffic volume distance from moderate P eep their distance from Lane Roundabout.
traffic volumes. : traffic.
Moderate trafic speeds. Consider implementing traffic calming
) . ) . measures along Church Lane-
[Traffic speeds low, or . High traffic speeds, with
18.SAFETY pedestrians can keep Tg%fggtﬁgﬁg?ﬁ Qgggrﬂfxﬁﬂf edestrians unable to ] PEIHE e,
- traffic speed distance from moderate P P eep their distance from
traffic speeds. V: traffic.
o Overall visibility good. N/A.
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all ~ [ViSibility could be somewhat Ipoor yisibility, likely to )
- visibility users. suﬁ i7) Gl Ems. y result in collisions.
SAFETY 4
Phasing required throughout the route Phasing and dropped kerb improve-
particulalry at the junctions and rounda- |ments at all junctions and rounda-
20. COHERENCE IAdequate dropped kerb Dropped kerbs and tactile  |Dropped kerbs and tac- bouts. bouts along the route. Look to im-
- dropped kerbs and  jand tactile paving provi- paving provided, albeit not to [tile paving absent or 1 prove phasing particularly at Leyland
tactile paving sion. current standards. incorrect. |_ane roundabout and Worden Lane
roundabout, to reduce road width and
increase footway width at junctions.
COHERENCE
1
Total Score
25
Criterion Performance Scores

Attractiveness

Comfort 8
Directness 6
Safety 4
Coherence 1
Total 25

Surface quality and footpath width is overall good however improvements necessary to junction and crossing provisions to accommodate width

Comments land pedestrian desire lines.
Improve junction widths and crossing provisions to accommodate desire lines and pedestrian safety. Most notable junctions and roundabouts
Actions include, Leyland Lane Roundabout, Worden Lane Roundabout, Canberra Road junction, Bents Lane Roundabout and Dawson Lane Rounda-

bout.




ROUTE SUMMARY

\Route Name

Chorley: A6 route

\Length

N/A

\Name of Assessor(s)

Samuel Sayer, Steve Glazebrook, Laura Oliver, John Davies

‘Date of Assessment

July 2019

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
o Footways relatively good quality, howev- [Surface quality improvements re-
Littering anclilortdé)g . er the route follows busy Road and is  |quired, mainly at junctions and
) ; P mess prevalent. Seri- i ing. )
Footways well main-  [Minor littering. Overgrown 1 qjy Gvergrown vege- asthetically unpleasing R
1. ATTRACTIVENESS | - ; i vegetation. Street furniture hec A ;
L maintenance tained, with no signifi- [ ing into minor disrepair tation, including low 1
cant issues noted. (for example, peeling paint). Pernfalﬁgg?g{g%;ljg;"
disrepair.
. Minor vandelism, limited natural surveil- [Opportunities to improve street light-
Major or prevalent van- lance, particulalry during the night ingpand CCTV sueriIIance °
) ) ) dalism. Evidence of ’ : :
No evidence of vandal- [Minor vandalism. Lack of [criminal/antisocial
2. ATTRACTIVENESS |ism with active frontage and natural jactivity. Route is isolat- 1
- fear of crime appropriate natural surveillance (e.g. houses set|ed, not subject to natu-
surveillance. back or back onto street). Eal slu&\./elllar;]ce -
including where si
lines are inadequate).
Busy route into Chorley, asthetically Investigate opportunities to reduce
unpleasing. traffic flows or introduce traffic calm-
ing measures.
3. ATTRACTIVENESS [Traffic noise and pollu- ) : Severe traffic pollution
: : : Levels of traffic noise and/or ]
I-uttri%f;lc noise and pol- g(t)tpacé(t)ivne%teasféect he pollution could be improved ﬁg%/gr severe traffic 0
Majority of route has a guardraill along- [Removal of guardrail and implement
. , . . . side it, difficult for pedestrians to access, [traffic calming measures throughout,
-Eé?/ggg:'?cseotfh gttrllightia%r?g%\ﬁ%erggel%stugrsilsnglgf(ijcei:ent' plus pedestrians have to cross numerousjpotential to introduce measures such
?b;:‘l;l';;RACTIVENESS - Tekm orary features affecting the attractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse 1 ORI oI FBIEED AR LI D SEl IR,
isacks).
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards
ATTRACTIVENESS 3
Some defects noted, typical- Overall footways in good condition how- [Phasing improvements at rounda-
ly isolated (such as trenching|Large number of foot- lever improvements to surface quality bouts and junctions.
~lor patching) or minor (such ~\way crossovers result- required.
5. COMFORT Footways level and in [as cracked, but level pav-  [ing'in uneven surface,
[ condition poﬂ congltlon, with no ersl?.. Dte_fects udnlflfkeIYt tc% re- |subsided tor fre_ttec_if. ) 1
rip hazards. sult in trips or difficulty for  [pavement, or significan
wheelchairs, prams etc. uneven patching or
Some footway crossovers  [trenching.
resulting in uneven surface.
q Footway width relatively poor, particular- Removal of central reservation and
E]%c:;[v%/? mWI(ﬁgTSsgrLSZ?d ly in proximity to Chorley Train Station. [implement traffic calming measures
Able to accommodate  |Eootway widths of between - wheelchair width). Lim- throughout route, this will allow for
6. COMFORT Erel e betweer% e approximately 1.5m and 2m. |ited footway width re- idening of footpath throughout route
o '.footwa width lers or walking on roads Occasmr;al need for ‘give quires users to ‘give 1 but most notably at te Train Station
y Footway widths gener- and take’ between users andjand take’ frequently, crossing. Potential to relocate drop
ally in axcess of om. | Wwalking on roads. \rlglﬁlt%qrq%?g\?vgi%%/or loff point at Train Station to push back|
delay. retaining wall and widen footpath at
Crossings throughout the route all need [Each roundabout requires controlled
improving, crossings at roundabouts also|crossings at each arm along the A6
need signalising and widening to accom- fand the removal of guardrail. Up-
Altlale to acq?hmrr{qd_ate \1Ni5dth(s; of Ietss éhag modate all pedestrians. grade crossing at the Train Station to
. COMFORT @’ USers without give  wwigths of between approxi- |22 \1:€- stancard - @ single phase controlled crossing,
- width on staggere ; mately 1.5m and 2m. Occa- |; : bl ootpath widths here need increasing
’ idth ggered and take’ between us- P wheelchair width). Lim- " h widths h Af i
e e ers or walking on roads.|.: it ited width requires us- ;
gs ; ; sional need for ‘give and ot ; 0 drastically, to do so remove central
dest islands/ \Widths generally in take bet d ers to ‘give and take ) i
pef ERUED Tk lexcess of 2m to accom-|-8 ﬁ- Chween) gsers &l frequently, walk on reservation and implement Salford
EINHES modate wheel-chair Pl @ (et roads and/or results in IAG style measures, plus relocate
users. crowding/delay. drop off point to car park, which will
creaste more space for crossing
redesign and footway width outside
the Train Station.
Clearance widths between |cl€arance widths Tess Footway parking is limited, however Consider opportunities to reduce on-
No instances of vehi- [approximately 1.5m and 2m. thaﬁﬂig-f’g- Ei?gé%as)grs issues with on-street parking after Lyons [street parking levelsalong Bolton
cles parking on foot- ccasional need for ‘give o ivg an% take’ fro- Lane roundabout. Road.
3. COMFORT ways noted. Clearance fand take’ between uséers and ugntl walk on roads
_ 'footway parking widths 2enega{ly in ex- walking I((qn roads due to f°°t'gnd/oryr’esults in crowd- 1
cess of 2m between way parking. ing/delay. Footway
ig;@anent obstruc- gg'%tgvay parking causes parking causes signifi-
: e T cant deviation from
deviation from desire lines. |j3gire fines
Gradient relatively good throughout. Potential Train Station access rede-
Sligh gradient at the Train Station sign, relocate drop off to Car Park.
Slopes exist but gradients do :
o oRT [igtesge o slopes on palGioced s percent (11 [adie BI=°0CPT|
Examples of ‘other’ comfort issues include: : . Excessive guardrail throughout the route [Removal of guardrail, implement
agﬁwa?agtggztggﬁé%nﬁ] trg?ggiw;%)(?'earance width for pedestrians (e.g. making it difficult and unattractive for ~ |pedestrian priority measures similar
:Ig.t%g!VIFORT " Barriers/gates restricting access: aﬁd 1 pedestrians to cross the A6. to A6 Salford scheme along A6.
- Bus shelfers restricting clearance width. o .
E Poorly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery sur-
aces
COMFORT
5




Chorley: A6 route

Actions
2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments
Relatively good provisions, however poor [Phasing improvements at all rounda-
Footways are provided . lat some crossing points. bouts and junctions.
11.DIRECTNESS ko cateryfor pedestrian Footway provision could be |Footways are not pro-
| footwayv provision desire lines (e.g. adja- improved to better cater for |vided to cater for pedes- 1
y P ont o road) -9-adja-  hedestrian desire lines. trian desire lines.
Crossings deviate from desire lines along |Upgrade roundabout arms to con-
the route, particulalry due to location of  trolled crossings appropriately. In-
crossings in proximity to trip and origin  |crease number of uncontrolled pedes-
destinations, most notable is the cross- [trian crossings along Bolton Road,
ings for the Train Station and bus sta- upgrade uncontrolled crossing at
tions. IAlbany Academy to zebra or con-
trolled crossing. Upgrade crossings
12.DIRECTNESS . . . . . . . outside Chorley and South Ribble
- location of crossings |Crossings follow desire Cé‘éiik?%%@%ﬂg"yf%‘rﬁ’gg’ﬁre ghr:ﬁ:sasrmgsfrg%"gé%i%g' 0 hospital, removing guardrail and cen-
in relation to desire lines. s y lines. y tral reservation for improvements to
lines pedestrian access. Upgrade the A6/
IA674 roundabout to a dutch style
roundabout to accommodate cyclists.
Upgrade crossings to controlled
crossings at Euxton Lane/A6 rounda-
bout to accommodate desire lines
and greater access to Hospital
(removal of guardrail).

Majority of crossings are controlled how- |[Upgrade all crossings to single phase
1g£rlsRliEnct1l-'2lei§:s(where Crossing of road eas Crossing of road associ lever at roundabouts crossings need to be|controlled crossings. Increase num-
ho controlled cross-  (direct, and comfortab){' gsrggg;g?egf V[/cigtﬁdsglr;]eectc,jé)lgt ated indirect, or associ- o wgtradgf, mtost ;cétal?le FF’{res(tjon Str(;aet, ber ofluncogtrl?lledRpec(jjestnan cross-
ings present or if likely and without delay (< 5s (Up to 155 average) Y lated with significant ELEELr SR el ISTEIMEn ez (EUeER T Eleliy) [=(elideln [REElk
to cross outside of average). P ge). delay (>15s average). bouts. Majority of crossings are narrow
controlled crossing) making it difficult for multiple pedestrians

fto cross.

. Staggered crossings Majority of crossings are staggered, most [Upgrade Albany Acadamy crossing to
j‘itr'nDIaRtl:Et%-lf-"(l:Eﬁtsr"olle d [Crossings are single c(i:cl;or?c?tlr;%s dasrie r?itf?(?agneilre(tjobm ad s%gnific_antly togjoqr- notable crossing between then Train a controlled one, increase uncon-
crospsings on journey phase pelican/puffin or el % likel «+ [ney time. Likely to wait 0 Station and bus station. Crossing im- trolled provisions along Bolton Road ,

1ey time. Unlikely to wait |3 dest - > ) {
kime zebra crossings. >5s in pedestrian island S In pedestrian Is provements required at Albany Academy. upgrade crosings to single phase
' land. controlled crossings.
Green man times could be improved. Upgrade crossings appropriately to
L Pedestrians would benefit  [Green man time would Single phase controlled crossings.
15. DIRECTNESS SJ%%Temﬁgg'Tﬁt'g grfoss from extended green man not give vulnerable us- :
- green man time comfortabl 9 time but current'time unlikely |ers sufficient time to
y- to deter users. cross comfortably.
IAccess to bus and Train Stations from Upgrade crossing appropriately as
Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include: route are poor. discussed above.
16.DIRECTNESS - Routes to/from bus stops not accommodated; 1
- other - Steps restricting access for all users; .
- Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users.
DIRECTNESS 3
High volumes of traffic pass through the |Investigate potential to increase seg-
Traffic volume low, or . High traffic volume, with route. regation between pedestrians and
17.SAFETY pedestrians can keep T(readf‘l;lgtyiglrl].lsn?ﬁ Qgggre}fxﬁgf edestrians unable to 0 traffic flow, implement pedestrian
- traffic volume distance from moderate Py. P eep their distance from priority measures along the A6 similar
traffic volumes. traffic. ito measure at the A6 Salford.
o B e . - [Traffic speeds moderate due to conges- [Implement traffic calming/speed
raffic speeds low, or . igh traffic speeds, wi tion. measures.
18.SAFETY pedestrians can keep Tg%fggtﬁgﬁgcilg ggggrﬂfxﬁﬂf edestrians unable to ]
- traffic speed distance from moderate P P eep their distance from
traffic speeds. W traffic.
Visibil | h \Visibility relatively good however improve-[Limit on-street parking through imple-
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all irTIISIPcl)\l}()a/dcggtdugﬁkse?mtgwe?t Poor visibility, likely to ] ments need to be made along Bolton menting provision in those areas
- visibilit users. ; e y result in collisions. Road from Lyons Lane roundabout south-which create visibility issues.
y Y/ y
sult in collisions. Ivards
SAFETY 2
) Phasing poor throughout, particulalry at  [Improve and maintain dropped kerbs
20. COHERENCE IAdequate dropped kerb |Dropped kerbs and tactile Dropped kerbs and tac- roundabout crossings. land tactile paving at roundabouts and
- dropped kerbs and  [and tactile paving provi- paving provided, albeit not to [tile paving absent or 0 junctions along the route
tactile paving sion. current standards. incorrect. :
COHERENCE
Total Score 13
Criterion Performance Scores

Attractiveness

Comfort 5
Directness 3
Safety 2
Coherence 0
Total 13

Heavy traffic flow throughout the route, overall surface quality is good but width is poor in areas. Crossing provisions

Comments are inadequate and need upgrading to accommodate desire lines, along with the removal of excessive guardrail.
Implementing crossing upgrades to accommodate desire lines and improving footpath width is necessary, pedestri-
Actions an priority measures such as those along the A6 Salford will help reduce traffic speeds and increase footpath width,

making it safer for pedestrians to cross in relation to desire lines.




ROUTE SUMMARY

\Route Name

Chorley: South-West to East Corridor

\Length

N/A

\Name of Assessor(s)

Samuel Sayer, Steve Glazebrook, Laura Oliver, John Davies

‘Date of Assessment

July 2019

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
o Overall footpath quality relatively good, [Resurfacing required along Friday
Littering ancli/Ol'tdé)g . surface improvements required, particu- [Street and Lyons Lane. Improve-
. Minor littering. Overgrown Mmess prevalent. seri- larly along Friday Street. ments to phasing and dropped kerbs
1. ATTRACTIVENESS | 0otways well main- o ootation. Street furniture  QUSIY Overgrown vege- required all along Pall Mall, Lyons
maintenance tained, with no signifi- cailing into minor disrepair tation, including low 1 -
- cant issues noted. (for egxample el g ;F))aint) bran]g: es. Street furni- Lane and Friday Street.
- * tture falling into major
disrepair.
. Overall good as routes form prodomi-  |Increase CCTV lighting along Friday
gﬂé‘}llgr';]or Vggéﬁlggto}’an' nantly along residential streets. However [Street.
No evidence of vandal- [Minor vandalism. Lack of  [criminal/antisocial ELeg) (FEER) SHEE Ry (il
2. ATTRACTIVENESS |fism with active frontage and natural [activity. Route is isolat- 1 station improvements required.
- fear of crime appropriate natural surveillance (e.g. houses set|ed, not subject to natu-
surveillance. back or back onto street).  [ral surveillance
(including where sight
lines are inadequate).
Levels of traffic moderately high, particu- [Traffic calming measures along Pall
lalry along Lyons Lane and Pall Mall. Mall and Lyons Lane.
3. ATTRACTIVENESS [Traffic noise and pollu- ) : Severe traffic pollution
: : : Levels of traffic noise and/or ]
I-uttri%f;lc noise and pol- g(t)tpacé(t)ivne%teasféect he pollution could be improved ﬁg%/gr severe traffic 1
Lighting and drainage upgrades neces- [Improvements to lighting along Fri-
. , . . . sary through the underpass to the train |day Street and along the underpass .
Eéargples otfh ottrll_eh tg:\ttrr;lc:hw%ness |sstues.|nglufqe.: . station.
- Evidence that lighting is not present, or is deficient;
?b;:‘l;l';;RACTIVENESS - Tekm orary features affecting the attractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse 1
isacks).
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards
ATTRACTIVENESS 4
Some defects noted, typical- Relatively good condition, however few |Resurfacing required along Friday
ly isolated (such as trenching|Large number of foot- trip hazards. Street, Lyon Lane and at the under-
Foot level and i or patcfll(ln t())rtnlqmo[ (such “way crossovers "r?SU”' pass. Improvements to phasing and
ootways level and in [as cracked, but level pav-  [ing’in uneven surface, :
-shgr?(!l\?t'i:gRT ood condition, with no ers?.. Defects ur)llkeIY to re- |subsided or fretted_ 1 SlErRToE L e e sy el ey (Pl
tip hazards. sult in trips or difficulty for  [pavement, or significant Mall, Lyons Lane and Friday Street.
wheelchairs, prams etc. uneven patching or
Some footway crossovers  [trenching.
resulting in uneven surface.
Fhootv%/a wi(dths of I(;-:]ssd Footway width relatively good down Pall [Ttraffic calming measures to reduce
Able to accommodate . than 1.5m (i.e. standar Mall however bus stop reduces width.  fon-street parking along Pall Mall.
all users without ‘give goopgg?/nvavt'glth% %frr?%tr%egﬂ] }’t\’gg%%fg@g W\;ﬂght . ;—e'[n' On-street parking along residential Widen widths along Friday Street
6. COMFORT and take’ between us- [APProX W U 2 2 |[h= by Wliln routes also restrict footway width. Foot- |necessary, improve phasing and
f idth ki d Occasional need for ‘give  [quires users to ‘give 1 : X ,
- footway widt ers or walking on roads. |z “1'$ 51 o) dland take’ f | Wway width needs to be increased particu-drop kerbs throughout the route,
Ecot df and take’ between users andjand take’ frequently, A ek .
Icl)o'}”\vay Wi sf%%rger- walking on roads. walk on roads and/or lalry down Friday Street to accomodate ffollow similar phasing at Market
I @:C= © : aeslults in crowding/ pedestrian movements. Street/Pall Mall junction.
elay.
Able to accommodate Widths of less than Improvements to crossings along Pall  [Controlled crossings required at AG/
i ‘qi . . i Mall and George Street are required, Lyons Lane to accommodate desire
7. COMFORT all users without ‘give Widths of bet 1.5m (i.e. standard 2= 3 : .
o\ land take’ between us- 1aIns o1 between approxi- i aalchair width). Lim- along with increases in uncontrolled lines. Increase number of unsignal-
- width on staggered ; mately 1.5m and 2m. Occa- | ; th) X ; A ; e
crossings/ 99 ers or walking on roads. el MERG o Ve Ere ited width requires us- 1 islands to accommodate pedestrian ised crossing provisions along Pall
pedestr?an islands/  |WVidths generally in take’ between ugers and ers to ‘give and take’ desire lines. Lyons Lane roundabout Mall and upgarde the existing provi-
refuges %nggtse?,shzé&t_%ﬁaﬁfom' walking on roads. ﬁgeaqdusegrt%'/g\rlarg(sﬁﬂs in requires a complete upgrade to accom- [sions to controlled crossings.
users. crowding/delay. modate pedestrians.
Clearance widths between |cl€arance widths Tess Some cases along Pall Mall and Steeley [Traffic calming measures to reduce
No instances of vehi- |approximately 1.5m and 2m. tharrlz.g-s'[n- F.orotway : Lane. On-street parking is persistent  [on-street parking along Pall Mall.
cles parking on foot- ccasional need for ‘give oa‘gilvg a%cc;jutlaekseyf?g_s along the residential routes although
3. COMFORT ways noted. Clearance [and take’ between users and il Ik d doesn't hinder footway width it does
. quently, walk on roads
: widths generally in ex- |walking on roads due to foot- g 1 i vigibil
- footway parking R @ e way parking _an%orI resmljzlts {n crowd- impair visibility.
. i ing/delay. Footway
ig;@anent obstruc gg'%tgvay parking causes parking causes signifi-
' deviation from desire lines. [Sant déviation from
*_(desire lines.
Gradient overall good. Improve gradient, surfacing at the
underpass.
9. COMFORT There are no sl n (Slopes exist but gradients do|s 4 dients ex -
- gradient fooetvx?a?/.e ©Siopes o q(th) exceed 8 per cent (1 in ((:;eﬁ’?(? iltﬁS 162)(_:6(Ed 8 pe 1
I\Very poor access to the Train Station Public realm improvments, phasing
Examples of ‘other’ comfort issues include: : . land over excessive use of guardrail at  [at the Train Station entrance along
agﬁwa?'agtggztgéﬁé%nﬁ] {g?’g(l)(ievg%/)qlearance width for pedestrians (e.g. Lyons Lane/A6 Roundabout. Friday Street. Removal of guardrail
10.COMFORT - Barriers/gates restricting access; and 0 L 170 FOUTEE It £ (72l e
- other L Bus shelters restricting clearance width. pedestiran priority measures similar
- Poorly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery sur- to A6 Salford at the roundabout,
faces along with controlled crossings/
\Widening footpaths.
COMFORT




Chorley: South-West to East Corridor

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments
Actions
Footway provisions need improving, par- |[Pedestrian priority improvements at
ticulalry at Lyons Lane roundabout. the roundabout to match proposed A6
measures or implement controlled
Footways are provided F . crossings at arms and widen foot-
; ootway provision could be [Footways are not pro-
1;'DIRECTNES-S- ’ao c,ateF for pedestr(ljan improvedeto Botior cater for |KGERTE el ;:E)edes- 1 ways. Increase number of pedestrian
- footway provision cgﬁltrteo Irrg)easd)(e.g. ey pedestrian desire lines. trian desire lines. crossings along Pall Mall.
12.DIRECTNESS Market Street/Pall Mall junction good Upgrade Lyons Lane roundabout and
. locati i i i |Crossings partially diverting (Crossings deviate sig- quality and direct, this needs to be fol-  |existing provisions along Pall Mall.
irh_g?;{?(;\ncﬁ’céggisr;ngs ﬁ)r{gggngs follow desire 5o jestrians away from desirejpificantly from desire 1 lowed throughout the route. However,
lines Ines. lines. majority of current crossing provisions are
13.DIRECTNESS )Again particulalry poor at Lyons Lane Increase crossing provisions down
- gaps in traffic (where (Crossing of road eaS){, Crossing of road direct. but Crossing of road associ- roundabout. Junction crossings along PalllPall Mall and Lyons Lane, upgrade
ho controlled cross- (direct, and comfortab associa?ed with some delay (@ted indirect, or associ- 1 Mall don't reflect desire lines, an increase fexiting to controlled crossings.
ings present or if likely jand without delay (< 5s Y lated with significant in crossing provisions is required.
to cross outside of ~ |average) y (up to 15s average). delay (>15$gaverage) 9p a
controlled crossing)

. Staggered crossings Relatively poor crossings are signalised [Upgrade exiting crossings along Pall
14.DIRECTNESS Crossings are single Crossings are staggered but glgnificantly togjour- crossings are non-existant mainly. Mall to controlled crossings and up-
- impact of controlled h : - do not add significantly to : b :

: ; phase pelican/puffin or | : qJ ; i+ [ney time. Likely to wait 0 grade Lyons Lane roundabout to
crossings on journey b ourney time. Unlikely to wait |3 e : .
time zebra crossings. >5s in pedestrian island. IandS In pedestrian Is- laccommodate pedestrian desire lines

Relatively poor along Pall Mall, crossings [Upgrade to controlled crossings along
L Pedestrians would benefit  [Green man time would need upgrading to accommodate. Pall Mall.
15. DIRECTNESS sedﬁgri‘emﬁgg'”gﬁt'g cc:)rfoss from extended green man not give vulnerable us- :
- green man time comfortabl 9 time but current'time unlikely |ers sufficient time to
y- to deter users. cross comfortably.
Improvements to access the train station [Upgrade roundabout provisions to
Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include: from Friday street is needed. Im- signalised crossings at Friday Street
16.DIRECTNESS - Routes to/from bus stops not accommodated; 0 provemnts to crossing provisions at Fri- |[roundabout, phasing and surface
- other - Steps restricting access for all users; . day Street roundabout required. quality improvments required.
- Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users.
DIRECTNESS 4
Pall Mall and Lyons Lane are relatively  [Implement traffic calming measures
Traffic volume low, or . High traffic volume, with busy routes. Traffic calming measures  [to improve safety and comfort for
17.SAFETY bedestrians can keep  [I1affic volume moderate and \,cqesirians unable to are required to improve safety and com- |pedestrians.
- traffic volume distance from moderate Fedestrlans in close proximi- e heir distance from 1 fort for pedestrians.
traffic volumes. Y- traffic.
ISpeeds are moderate, may need traffic  |Investigate potential to increase seg-
Traffic speeds low, or - affic speeds moderate and High traffic speeds, with Eal(;‘ggrg;giasures along Pall Mall and :Sagfggoﬂrévl?letween pedestrians and
18.SAFETY pedestrians can keep dest REES | =i~ |pedestrians unable to y : :
- traffic speed distance from moderate [PSA€SINans In Cl0S€ proximi- fkeep their distance from 1
traffic speeds. V: traffic.
o \Visibility is poor down the residential Limit on-street parking provision in
19.SAFETY Good visibility for il [Visibility could be somewhat |5, yigipility, likely to routes and at the back of the train station fthose areas which create visibility
J=1AlrlL improved but unlikely to re- ; : 1 : ! i
- visibility users. Suﬁ in collisions result in collisions. along Friday Street. issues, particulalry along Pall Mall
' and Lyons Lane.
SAFETY 3
Phasing is poor throughout. Phasing and dropped kerbing im-
provements to the same standard of
20. COHERENCE IAdequate dropped kerb [Dropped kerbs and tactile  |Dropped kerbs and tac- Market Street/ Pall Mall junction is
- dropped kerbs and  jand tactile paving provi- paving provided, albeit not to [tile paving absent or 0 required throughout the route and
tactile paving sion. current standards. incorrect. particularly at the junctions along Pall
Mall, Lyons Lane, Brown Street and
Friday Street.
COHERENCE
0
Total Score
16
Criterion Performance Scores

Attractiveness

4

Comfort 5
Directness 4
Safety 3
Coherence 0
Total 16

Footway quality and width is relatively poor throughout, improvements to phasing at junctions is required. Footway width and

Comments access to the Train Station at Friday Street needs improving. Crossings along Pall Mall and at Lyons Lane/A6 roundabout need
upgrading to accommodate desire lines and pedestrian safety.
Improve phasing and footway width along Friday Street, improving realm and access to the Train Station. Phasing and improve-
Actions ments to surface quality required throughout the route. Upgrading and increasing crossings along Pall Mall necessary, along with

the redesign of Lyons Lane/A6 roundabout to accommodate pedestrian movements.




ROUTE SUMMARY

\Route Name

Chorley: Southport Road to Preston Road

\Length

N/A

\Name of Assessor(s)

Samuel Sayer, Steve Glazebrook, Laura Oliver, John Davies

‘Date of Assessment

July 2019

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
o Footways well maintained, some trip Resurfacing required along St
Littering ancli/ort d§g , issues in areas Thoms's Road, along with improve-
) ; P mess prevalent. Seri- i )
Footways well main-  [Minor littering. Overgrown | v’ 6yergrown vege- ments to phasing and dropped kerbs
1. ATTRACTIVENESS | - > i vegetation. Street furniture hec A ;
L maintenance tained, with no signifi- 5= into minor disrepair fation, including low 1
cant issues noted. (for egxam le. peelin paint) branches. Street furni-
pie, peeling paint). re falling into major
disrepair.
. No evidence of vandalism with N/A.
Major or prevalent van- appropriate natural surveillance through-
. . ) dalism. Evidence of out
No evidence of vandal- [Minor vandalism. Lack of criminal/antisocial :
2. ATTRACTIVENESS |ism with active frontage and natural [activity. Route is isolat- 2
- fear of crime appropriate natural surveillance (e.g. houses set|ed, not subject to natu-
surveillance. back or back onto street). ral surveillance
(including where sight
lines are iInadequate).
Relatively busy route into Chorley Town [Traffic calming measures along Park
Centre Road, Southport Road and St Thom-
as's Street.
3. ATTRACTIVENESS [Traffic noise and pollu- ) : Severe traffic pollution
_traffic noise and pol- fion do not affect the ~ |-eYels of traffic noise and/or |204/0"severe ‘traffic 1
lution attractiveness pollution could be improved  ff5ige
Grass verge throughout the middle of Removal of grass verge, implement
. , . . . Park Road, makes it difficult for pedestri- [pedestrian priority measure making
Examples of ‘other’ attractiveness issues include: ans to cross. pedestrian access easier.
4. ATTRACTIVENESS [ Evidence that lighting is not present, or is deficient;
other - Temporary features affecting the attractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse 1
sacks). .
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards
ATTRACTIVENESS 5
Some defects noted, typical- Improvements to surface quality re- Resurfacing required along St
ly isolated (such as trenchinglLarge number of foot- lquired, few trip hazards along the A581. [Thoms's Road, along with improve-
. jor patching) or minor (such ~|way crossovers result- ments to phasing and dropped kerbs.
5. COMFORT Footways level and in [as cracked, but level pav-  [ing'in uneven surface,
LeGrihian ood condition, with no erst).. Defects ur)llkeIY tore- |subsided or fretted 1
rip hazards. sult in trips or difficulty for  |pavement, or significant
wheelchairs, prams etc. uneven patching or
Some footway crossovers  [trenching.
resulting in uneven surface.
Fhootv%/a wi(dths of I(;-:]ssd Footway width overall good however Implement pedestrian priority
Able to accommodate . than 1.5m (i.e. standar narrow at High Street junction rounda- |measures throughout Park Road and
Bl users without ‘give 500y HIgS O e K e vay width o P glong High Strest/Market Strect,
Es'focc?tv“‘l: ovsi.[:ith gpg g?b\%ﬁﬁmgﬁ'}gg’&s Occasional need for ‘give  |quires users to ‘give 1 e”;‘.”? footway widths are wider and
y Footway widths gener- [@nd take’ between users andfand take’ frequently, traffic lanes are reduce, reducing
i e o 5on " walking on roads. walk on roads and/or traffic flow and speeds.
y ' results in crowding/
delay.
Able to accommodate Widths of less than IAn increase in crossing provisions along Increase unsignalised crossings
all users without ‘give . . [1.5m (i.e. standard Park Road required, poor crossing facili- jalong Park Road and Southport
7. c'c(l)tNFOR;r 4 [nd take' between us- W'Ctml‘s ?fsbetw%eg approxi- \heelchair width). Lim- ties at Preston Road juntion. Road. Controlled crossing required at
rossinag)” 299€red s or walking on roads. el OMANE M- CCa~ ited width requires us- Preston Road/Park Road junction.
gs/ ; ; sional need for ‘give and e ; 1
pedestrian islands/  |[Vidths generally in o 0" hotveen users and  [EFS t0 give and take
SR excess of 2m to accom-|uoykic 0" roo g2 frequently, walk on
9 modate wheel-chair g : roads and/or results in
users. crowding/delay.
Clearance widths between |cl€arance widths Tess Overall good some slight issues with  [Traffic calming measures to reduce
No instances of vehi- [approximately 1.5m and 2m. tharr|2‘r11'5|[n' F$otway . footway parking along Park Road and St fon-street parking along Park Road
cles parl§in on foot- Cg?sli(or’]ibl rgeed for ‘give g oa‘gilvg LoauiTes users Thomas Road. and St Thomas Road or increase
Wways noted. Llearance and lake between users an unsignalised crossings points to hel
Sleulolar widths generally in ex- fwalking on roads due to foot-JUENtY, waik on roads 1 T e e P
- footway parking cess of 2m between  way parking. and/or results in crowd with crossing Park Road.
ermanent obstruc-  [Footway parking causes |ng/|§i_elay. Footway i
ions. some parking causes signifi-
deviation from desire lines. [Sant déviation from
*_(desire lines.
Overall good. N/A.
9. COMFORT There are no slopes on [2I0P€S exist but gradients dojg;ients exceed 8 per
- gradient footway. r118t) exceed 8 per cent (1in  Font'({'in'12). 2
Examples of ‘other’ comfort issues include: ; . IN/A N/A.
- Temporary obstructions restricting clearance width for pedestrians (e.g.
10.COMFORT driveway gates opened into footway);
_ other - Barriers/gates restricting access; and 1
- Bus shelfers restricting clearance width. o )
: Poorly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery sur-
aces
COMFORT
7




Chorley: Southport Road to Preston Road

Attractiveness

Comfort 7
Directness 6
Safety 3
Coherence 1
Total 22

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments
Actions
Provisions require improving and increas- |Increase number of unsignalised
ing down Park Road crossing provisions to cater for
pedestian desire lines.
Footways are provided .
1DIRECTNESS  focaierforpedesian Foolveyprovsion codbe Feotavsaepoteres |
y P ant to road). -9-adja-  hedestrian desire lines. trian desire lines.

Improvements required at High Street Implement pedestrian priority
12.DIRECTNESS . . . . . . . roundabout junction, crossing required at |measures throughout Park Road and
- location of crossings [Crossings follow desire Cégzsslt?%%g%r\}&ggyf%\r%egggre %;%%sr:ggsfrg?%"géesi%g' 1 IAmney Park entrance. along High Street/Market Street, en-
in relation to desire ~ |lines. s lines. sure footway widths are wider and
lines traffic lanes are reduced, reducing
13.DIRECTNESS Overall relatively direct, however up- N/A.

- gaps in traffic (where (Crossing of road easy, : ; Crossing of road associ- grades to crossing provisions required at

no controlled cross-  (direct, and comfortabl gsrggg:g?egfvzﬂﬁdsggqeechggt ated indirect, or associ- ] High Street juction.

ings present or if likely [and without delay (< 5s (up to 15s average) Y lated with significant

to cross outside of average). P ge). delay (>15s average).

controlled crossing)

14.DIRECTNESS - - Crossings are staggered but [Stadgered crossings Crossing times good, as majority of N/A.

. impact of controlled (CroSsings are single 5" o 29d significantly fo - @dd significantly to jour- crossings are zebra crossings.

: ; phase pelican/puffin or ti qJ likel it [ney time. Likely to wait 1
crossings on journey | "o crossings ourney time. Unlikely 1o wait | 18¢'in pedestrian is-
time : >5s in pedestrian island. land
ICrossing times good, as majority of Increase in crossing provisions aong

e e e (s 6l Pedestrians would benefit  |Green man time would crossings are zebra crossings, so no Park Road and Southport Road. Up-

13-”3;'5%;;\"‘&33 sufficient length to cross {rrcr)\rg gL)J(E%TJ?‘reedn?{ien?g lT]?irllely g?st ghvfﬁc\fgmetirr?]tg?ous- 1 isignifcant delays, increase in crossing  |grade Parklands Academy crossing to|
comfortably. to deter users. Cross comfortably. provisions required. controlled crossing.

IN/A N/A.

Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include:
16.DIRECTNESS - Routes to/from bus stops not accommodated; 1
- other - Steps restricting access for all users; )
I Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users.
DIRECTNESS 6
Relatively busy route, slight issues at Pedestrian priority measures at High
Traffic volume low, or . High traffic volume, with High Street roundabout/St Thomas street (Street junction. Increase number of
17.SAFETY pedestrians can keep T(readfgcsztyiglrﬁisn?ﬁ Qgggre}fxﬁgf edestrians unable to : \Where pedestrians are in close proximity |crossing provisions along Park Road
- traffic volume distance from moderate Fy. P eep their distance from tto vehicles. land Southport Road to help cope with
traffic volumes. traffic. the high traffic flow and on-street
parking.

Moderate speeds could be slight issues [Pedestrian priority measures at High

Traffic speeds low, or ] High traffic speeds, with along I?ark Road due to imitd speeding Stregtjunction. Implement traffic
18.SAFETY pedestrians can keep Tgadfggtﬁgﬁg?ﬁ Qgggre}fxﬁgf edestrians unable to . Festrictions. calming measures along Park Road
- traffic speed distance from moderate F P eep their distance from and Southport Road to control

traffic speeds. e traffic. speeds.

Poor visibility along Park Road due to on- [Increase number of crossing provi-

‘i isibili L : treet parking. sions along Park Road and Southport
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all  [Visibility could be somewhat b, yisibility, likely to P PR .
- visibility users. |mﬁr_oved”bl_1t uniikely to're- Pl is Colligions. 1 Road to help pedestrians to cross or
sult in collisions. implement traffic management provi-
SAFETY 3

Phasing required throughout the route, [Phasing and dropped kerbs neces-
220. COHERENCE IAdequate dropped kerb [Dropped kerbs and tactile  |[Dropped kerbs and tac- most notably at junctions (i.e Preston sary at the junctions along Park Road
- dropped kerbs and  jand tactile paving provi- paving provided, albeit not to [tile paving absent or 1 Road junction, High Street roundabout/St [and Southport Road, along with pe-
tactile paving sion. current standards. incorrect. IThomas Street.) destrian priority measures up to High
COHERENCE

1
Total Score
22
Criterion Performance Scores

Overall surface quality is good however improvements required to increase the number of crossing provisions along

Comments Park Road and Southport Road, along with necessary improvements to accommodate pedestrian desire lines and
footpath widths between the Park and High Street junction.
Implement pedestrian priority measures between the park and High Street junction, improving pedestrian access
Actions and traffic flow/speeds between the town centre, Park Road and St Thomas's Street. Increasing the number of

crossing provisions along Park Road and Southport Road, is also necessary to accommodate desire lines along
with the upgrade to Preston Road junction.




ROUTE SUMMARY

\Route Name

Chorley: Town Centre routes

\Length

N/A

\Name of Assessor(s)

Samuel Sayer, Steve Glazebrook, Laura Oliver, John Davies

‘Date of Assessment

July 2019

pedestrian islands/
refuges

excess of 2m to accom-
modate wheel-chair
users.

take’ between users and
walking on roads.

frequently, walk on
roads and/or results in
crowding/delay.

provisions along Union Street look to be
ladequate, however improvements nec-
lessary at A6/Union Street roundabout to
laccommodate pedestrian desire lines
land safety.

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
Overall quality is good, particulalry Improve surface quality at Bolton
Littering an(li/OI't dé)g . throughout the Town Centre, improve-  [Street and Union Street.
. Minor littering. Overgrown Mmess prevalent. seri- ments to surface quality necessary along
1. ATTRACTIVENESS [-ootways wellmain. \eqetation. Street furmiture [4S1Y Overgrown vege- 1 Bolton Street and Union Street.
- maintenance by falling into minor disrepair j g .
cant issues noted. (for example, peeling paint) branches. Street furni-
pl€, peeling paint). i re falling into major
disrepair.
Maior or prevalent van Lots of Natural surveillance as the route (Increase CCTV surveillance and
j rev. van- gl
. . ' dalism. Evidence of ‘rati/r; g?rrgl;?shhoeust ;TsnTOI;VcTItgr?nSttrieqow lighting along Bolton Street.
b ATTRACTIVENESS No ev_ltdhence of vandal- MI?OF ¥anc{allsm. Iaacktof | crltrnlygallgntlftsoqla_l - g :
: ism with active frontage and natural [activity. Route is isolat-
- fear of crime appropriate natural surveillance (e.g. houses set [ed, not subject to natu- 1
surveillance. back or back onto street).  |ral surveillance
(including where sight
lines are inadequate).
Relatively busy route, majority single/ Implement traffic calming measures
double lane traffic. lalong Bolton Street/Bolton Road.
3. ATTRACTIVENESS [Traffic noise and pollu- . : Severe traffic pollution
traffic noise and pol- [tion do not affect the  |-SYeIS of traffic noise and/or 1714/ severe ‘traffic 1
lution attractiveness pollution could be improved |qiqq
Quite a lot of street/signage litter along [Remove street signage along the
) , . . . . Market Street, particulalry near High footpaths at Clifford Street, Church
Fé%{ggfgeci%;t“ga tﬂg?gtrg\g?np?ggésn?ug?ilsnggjfcij(gén ¢ Street junction. Access to Bus Station  [Street and St George Street. Improve
4. ATTRACTIVENESS [ Temporary features affecting the atiractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse 1 lalong Clifford Street and Chaple Street is[public realm of Marl_<et Street and
- other sacks). poor. laround the bus station.
I Excessive use of guardrail or bollards
IATTRACTIVENESS 4
Some defects noted, typical- Overall good some issues along Bolton |[Improve surface quality an at Bolton
ly isolated (such as trenchinglLarge number of foot- Street and Union Street. Street and Union Street. Improve
_ for patching) or minor (such “|way crossovers result- bhasing and drop kerbs along
5. COMFORT oS YRR Wi B s ik te. ETAETINER” |y CifordSteet, Curh Strest,
rip hazards. sult in trips or difficulty for  [pavement, or significant George Street and Chapel Street.
e el R R
resulting in uneven surface. '
chootV\1/a Wi(dths ?f I((ajssd Overall good, slight issues along High  |Pedestrian priority measures
lAble to accommodate . an 1.om (1.e. stanaar Street, footpath very narrow at the Train [throughout Town Centre routes,
all users without ‘give Footway thdlths‘l %f betV\aegn Vchc??'C?a'r W'qm - Lim- Station crossing. narrowing road widths and reducing
6. COMFORT and take’ between us- & c%raos)?mglenéed f'gr‘i‘nive e |, ﬁiregou\ggr)é\?g . ivrg- ; traffic flow, most notably along High
- footway width ers or walking on roads. ) 9 4 g 9 Street to St George Street, Church
BTSN GG CENER land take’ between users andjand take’ frequently, g &
i Y e orbon "™ walking on roads. walk on roads and/or Street, Chapel Street and Clifford
y d (rjesl,ults in crowding/ Street.
elay.
Bolton Street/Pall Mall junction has good [Upgrade Union Street crossings and
crossing provisions, making it easy for  implement controlled crossings on
Aﬁ)le to acq?hmn}c‘)d.ate Wédth? of IeESS Ct]hacr; pedestrians to cross. Improvements to  |each arm of the roundabout to ac-
7. COMFORT all users witnout giveé  wwjigths of between approxi- | oM {1.€. standard crossing provisions at Bolton Road commodate desire lines.
- w|dth on staggered gpsdg?tvealﬁlentwgﬁr}gasas mate| 1.5m an‘d 2m Occa- thgc?e\lﬁih[ﬁl;gwgﬁhe)s Il__llg-]_ roundabout required, over excessive use
crossings/ Widths genergally i ‘lsional need for ‘give and ers to ‘give aqnd take’ 1 lof guardrail. Improvements to crossing

8. COMFORT
- footway parking

No instances of vehi-
cles parking on foot-
ways noted. Clearance
widths generally in ex-
cess of 2m between
ermanent obstruc-

ons.

Clearance widths between

approximately 1.5m and 2m.
ccasional need for ‘give

and take’ between users and

walking on roads due to foot-

way parking.

Footway parking causes

some

deviation from desire lines.

Clearance widths less
than 1.5m. Footway
Farkjng requires users
0 ‘give and take’ fre-
quently, walk on roads
and/or results in crowd-
ing/delay. Footway
parking causes signifi-
cant deviation from
desire lines.

On-street parking is an issue along Mar-
ket and High Street this impacting foot-
way width and pedestrian safety. Also
issues with footpath parking around the
bus station.

Traffic management measures to
prohibit parking at the Bus station.
Implement pedestrian priority
measures along Market Street/Hight
Street, prohibiting on-street parking.

Slopes exist but gradients do

Slight gradient along Market Street.

Build out pavements and reduce
gradient along Market street ,
through the Introduction of pedestri-

9. COMFORT [There are no slopes on > “~IGradients exceed 8 per an priority measures.
- gradient footway. P th exceed 8 percent (1in |eont(1in 12). P 1 priory
Excessive use of guardrail at rounda- Remove guardrail along Market
bouts and along Market Street, bollards [Street/High Street, introducing public
Examples of ‘other’ comfort issues include: . i also restricting pedestrian movements  realm/pedestrian priority measures.
Eil-'li—\?en\]l&)a(yara)l/tgg%t[r)%%tle%ni?\ trgsfgg}[evg%)‘?'earance width for pedestrians (e.g. lalong Market street. Access/layout at  |Remove guardrail bollards at bus
:Ig.t(lig!VIFORT - Barriers/gates restricting access: arid 1 Bus Station is poor. station |ntor?u0|ng|$fedestrlan priority
L Bus shelters restricting clearance width. measures along Clifford Street and
L Poorly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery sur- Chapel Street. Remove guardrail at
faces roundabouts in line with proposed
measures along the A6 (Measures
similar to A6 Sallford).
ICOMFORT




Chorley: Town Centre routes

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments
Actions
Overall good quality and accommodate |Upgrade crossing provisions to con-
desire lines. Upgrades to improve the trolled crossings or implement pedes-
Station crossing is necessary. trian priority measures similalr to A6
Footways are provided . salford.
1DIRECTNESS  focateriorpedesivan Fooeyprovsion coulde Feowaysaeretpre: |
y P ant to road). -9-adja-  hedestrian desire lines. trian desire lines.
12.DIRECTNESS . . N . . . Crossings accommodate desire lines Increase number of unsignalised
- location of crossings [Crossings follow desire Cergzssltr:%sn sp%r\}\llg”yf%\r%eggs%re %E%%Sn"t}gsfrg%”gé%i%g' however an increase in crossings along |crossing provisions along Bolton
i_n relation to desire lines. ines y lines y 1 Bolton Street and Market Street required. [Street.
ines : :
13.DIRECTNESS Improvements required at High Street Upgrade arms to controlled crossings
- gaps in traffic (where (Crossing of road eaS){, Crossing of road direct. but Crossing of road associ- and Bolton Street/A6 roundabout, Union jat Roundabouts and implement pe-
ho controlled cross- (direct, and comfortab associa?ed with some delay (@ted indirect, or associ- 1 Street/A6 roundabout and Clifford Street/ |destrian priority measures along A6.
ings present or if likely and without delay (< 5s (Up to 15s average) Y lated with significant IA6 roundabout.
to cross outside of ~ [average). P ge). delay (>15s average).
controlled crossing)
14.DIRECTNESS . . Crossings are staggered but [ot2ggered crossings Overall good, increase in crossing points [N/A.
- impact of controlled [CroSSings are single 5" o 2ad significantly fo - @dd significantly to jour- required along Bolton Street.
erossin : phase pelican/puffin or | : % : «+ Iney time. Likely to wait 1
: gs on journey  ebra crossings ourney time. Unlikely o wait 253" 1% cqectian is-
time gs. >5s in pedestrian island. and P
Green man times good, poor at the Sta- [N/A.
PR Pedestrians would benefit  |Green man time would tion crossing.
15. DIRECTNESS sedﬁgri‘emﬁgg'”gﬁt'g cc:)rfoss from extended green man not give vulnerable us- :
- green man time comfortabl 9 time but current'time unlikely |ers sufficient time to
y- to deter users. cross comfortably.
Improve access to Bus station-train sta- Implement pedestrian priority
Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include: tion measures between bus station and
16.DIRECTNESS - Routes to/from bus stops not accommodated; 1 lifford Street/A6 roundabout. Ensuring
- other - Steps restricting access for all users; . the removal of the guardrail guardrail,
- Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users. bhasing, dropped kerbs and con-
DIRECTNESS 7
Relatively busy. Investigate potential to increase seg-
Traffic volume low, or ; High traffic volume, with regation between pedestrians and
17.SAFETY pedestrians can keep Tg%fggt}’iglﬁsn?ﬁ Qgggrﬂfxﬁﬂf edestrians unable to ] traffic flow.
- traffic volume distance from moderate P P eep their distance from
traffic volumes. Y- traffic.
ISpeeds moderatly low. Consider implementing traffic calming
) . ) " , where appropriate.
[Traffic speeds low, or . High traffic speeds, with Mmeasures, wi
18.SAFETY pedestrians can keep Tg%fggtﬁgﬁg?ﬁ Qgggrﬂfxﬁﬂf edestrians unable to ]
- traffic speed distance from moderate P P eep their distance from
traffic speeds. V: traffic.
Visibil | h \Visibility slightly poor along Market Street, [Limit on-street parking provision
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all irTIISIPcl)\l}é/dcgﬂtduaﬁkse?mtgvl\{e?t Poor visibility, likely to 1 Chapel Street and St George Street due [along High Street/Market street.
- visibility users. suﬁ i7) Gl Ems. y result in collisions. to the on-street parking.
SAFETY 3
Phasing improvements required along Phasing and dropped kerbs neces-
20. COHERENCE iAdequate dropped kerb [Dropped kerbs and tactile  |Dropped kerbs and tac- Union Street. Bolton Street and High sary along Union and Market Street.
- dropped kerbs and  jand tactile paving provi- paving provided, albeit not to [tile paving absent or 1 Street, improvements should follow simi- [Ensure Public realm and pedestrian
tactile paving slon. current standards. incorrect. lar pattern to the phasing along Market  |priority measures follow suit at the
COHERENCE
1
Total Score
21
Criterion Performance Scores

Attractiveness

4

Comfort 6
Directness 7
Safety 3
Coherence 1
Total 21

Overall good footpath quality, particularlry along Market Street this however needs matching throughout the route.

Comments Crossing and footpath quality however need improving to accommodate safety and width at the Bus Station, Clifford
Road, Church Street and A6 roundabout crossings.
Pedestrian priority measures/public realm improvements along Market Street/High Street, this shoul carry onto the
Actions bus station via Clifford Street. The pedestrianisation of both A6 roundabouts is also required too align with proposed

IA6 pedestrian priority measures.




Central Lancashire Walking and Cycling Delivery Plan

JACOBS

Appendix G. Economic Appraisal Outputs



Benefit Cost Ratio
Route Without scheme demand With Scheme Demand Total route cost (BCR)
[ High
C1. Warton to Preston 10km 523 930 £1,788,000 2.47
C2. Samlesbury to Preston 6km 349 666 £2,605,000 1.32
C3. East to West Preston 15km 598 1142 £5,575,000 1.06
C4. Longridge to Preston 10km 399 761 £2,148,000 1.83
C5. Broughton to Preston S5km 498 952 £3,656,000 1.34
Cé6a. Cottam to Preston 5km 442 845 £1,871,000 2.33
C6b. Cottam to Preston S5km 442 845 £2,171,000 2.01
C7. Northern Preston East to West 6km 349 666 £2,213,500 1.55
C8. Penwortham to Preston 3km 467 892 £2,528,500 2.08
C9. Bamber Bridge to Preston 5km 604 1154 £986,000 6.05
C10. Leyland to Preston 6km 542 1035 £2,005,000 2.66
C11. Chorley to Preston 10km 879 1677 £5,570,000 1.55
C12. Bamber Bridge to Samlesbury S5km 299 571 £960,000 3.07
C13. Preston Cycling City Centre Routes 428 950 £5,182,000 0.59
PW. Preston Walking Centre Routes 13778 21977 £6,479,000 9.30
LoW. Lostock Hall Walking Routes 2217 3810 £1,324,000 1.81
LeyW. Leyland Walking Routes 7019 12063 £2,588,000 5.72
ChW. Chorley Walking Routes 9246 13024 £3,225,000 4.28




C1. Warton - Preston

High (+78%)

Analysis of Monetised Costs and Benefits
Congestion benefit 89.13
Infrastructure 0.85
Accident 25.44
Local Air Quality 0.12
Noise 1.70
Greenhouse Gases 4.62
Reduced risk of premature death | 2594.61
Absenteeism 616.09
Journey Ambience 0.00
Indirect Taxation -18.49
Government costs 1344.39
Private contribution 0.00
PVB 3313.22
PVC 1343.54
BCR 2.47

Benefits by type:
Mode Shift 103.37 3.1%
Health 3210.70 96.9%
Journey Quality 0.00 0.0%

Benefits by type

Mode Shift = Health = Journey Quality




C2. Samlesbury-Preston

High (+100%)

Analysis of Monetised Costs and Benefits

Benefits by type:

Mode Shift 80.51 3.1%
Health 2500.72 96.9%
Journey Quality 0.00 0.0%

Congestion benefit 69.42
Infrastructure 0.66
Accident 19.82
Local Air Quality 0.09
Noise 1.32
Greenhouse Gases 3.60
Reduced risk of premature death | 2020.86
Absenteeism 479.85
Journey Ambience 0.00
Indirect Taxation -14.40
Government costs 1958.69
Private contribution 0.00
PVB 2580.57
PVC 1958.03
BCR 1.32

Benefits by type

Mode Shift  w Health = Journey Quality




C3. East-West Preston

High (+100%)

Analysis of Monetised Costs and Benefits

Benefits by type:

Mode Shift 138.17 3.1%
Health 4291.45 96.9%
Journey Quality 0.00 0.0%

Congestion benefit 119.13
Infrastructure 1.13
Accident 34.01
Local Air Quality 0.16
Noise 2.27
Greenhouse Gases 6.18
Reduced risk of premature death | 3467.98
Absenteeism 823.47
Journey Ambience 0.00
Indirect Taxation -24.71
Government costs 4191.82
Private contribution 0.00
PVB 4428.48
PVC 4190.69
BCR 1.06

Benefits by type

Mode Shift = Health = Journey Quality




C4. Longridge-Preston

High (+100%)

Analysis of Monetised Costs and Benefits

Congestion benefit 79.28
Infrastructure 0.75
Accident 22.63
Local Air Quality 0.11
Noise 1.51
Greenhouse Gases 4.11
Reduced risk of premature death | 2307.74
Absenteeism 547.97
Journey Ambience 0.00
Indirect Taxation -16.44
Government costs 1615.07
Private contribution 0.00
PVB 2946.90
PVC 1614.32
BCR 1.83

Benefits by type:

Mode Shift 91.94 3.1%
Health 2855.71 96.9%
Journey Quality 0.00 0.0%

Benefits by type

Mode Shift = Health = Journey Quality




C5. Broughton-Preston

High (+100%)

Analysis of Monetised Costs and Benefits

Benefits by type:

Mode Shift 115.31 3.1%
Health 3581.47 96.9%
Journey Quality 0.00 0.0%

Congestion benefit 99.42
Infrastructure 0.95
Accident 28.38
Local Air Quality 0.13
Noise 1.89
Greenhouse Gases 5.16
Reduced risk of premature death | 2894.24
Absenteeism 687.23
Journey Ambience 0.00
Indirect Taxation -20.62
Government costs 2748.93
Private contribution 0.00
PVB 3695.83
PVC 2747.99
BCR 1.34

Benefits by type

Mode Shift = Health = Journey Quality




C6A. Cottam-Preston

High (+100%)

Analysis of Monetised Costs and Benefits

Benefits by type:

Mode Shift 102.36 3.1%
Health 3179.14 96.9%
Journey Quality 0.00 0.0%

Congestion benefit 88.25
Infrastructure 0.84
Accident 25.19
Local Air Quality 0.12
Noise 1.68
Greenhouse Gases 4.58
Reduced risk of premature death | 2569.11
Absenteeism 610.03
Journey Ambience 0.00
Indirect Taxation -18.31
Government costs 1406.80
Private contribution 0.00
PVB 3280.66
PVC 1405.96
BCR 2.33

Benefits by type

Mode Shift = Health = Journey Quality




C6B. Cottam-Preston

High (+100%)

Analysis of Monetised Costs and Benefits

Benefits by type:

Mode Shift 102.36 3.1%
Health 3179.14 96.9%
Journey Quality 0.00 0.0%

Congestion benefit 88.25
Infrastructure 0.84
Accident 25.19
Local Air Quality 0.12
Noise 1.68
Greenhouse Gases 4.58
Reduced risk of premature death | 2569.11
Absenteeism 610.03
Journey Ambience 0.00
Indirect Taxation -18.31
Government costs 1632.37
Private contribution 0.00
PVB 3280.66
PVC 1631.53
BCR 2.01

Benefits by type

Mode Shift = Health = Journey Quality




C7. E-W Northern Preston

High (+100%)

Analysis of Monetised Costs and Benefits

Benefits by type:

Mode Shift 80.51 3.1%
Health 2500.72 96.9%
Journey Quality 0.00 0.0%

Congestion benefit 69.42
Infrastructure 0.66
Accident 19.82
Local Air Quality 0.09
Noise 1.32
Greenhouse Gases 3.60
Reduced risk of premature death | 2020.86
Absenteeism 479.85
Journey Ambience 0.00
Indirect Taxation -14.40
Government costs 1663.95
Private contribution 0.00
PVB 2580.57
PVC 1663.29
BCR 1.55

Benefits by type

Mode Shift = Health = Journey Quality




C8. Penwortham-Preston

High (+100%)

Analysis of Monetised Costs and Benefits

Benefits by type:

Mode Shift 107.94 3.1%
Health 3352.69 96.9%
Journey Quality 0.00 0.0%

Congestion benefit 93.07
Infrastructure 0.89
Accident 26.57
Local Air Quality 0.13
Noise 1.77
Greenhouse Gases 4.83
Reduced risk of premature death | 2709.36
Absenteeism 643.33
Journey Ambience 0.00
Indirect Taxation -19.31
Government costs 1663.95
Private contribution 0.00
PVB 3459.75
PVC 1663.06
BCR 2.08

Benefits by type

Mode Shift = Health = Journey Quality




C9. Bamber Bridge-Preston

High (+100%)

Analysis of Monetised Costs and Benefits

Benefits by type:

Mode Shift 139.69 3.1%
Health 4338.78 96.9%
Journey Quality 0.00 0.0%

Congestion benefit 120.45
Infrastructure 1.15
Accident 34.38
Local Air Quality 0.16
Noise 2.29
Greenhouse Gases 6.25
Reduced risk of premature death | 3506.23
Absenteeism 832.55
Journey Ambience 0.00
Indirect Taxation -24.98
Government costs 741.37
Private contribution 0.00
PVB 4477.33
PVC 740.22
BCR 6.05

Benefits by type

Mode Shift = Health = Journey Quality




C10. Leyland-Preston

High (+100%)

Analysis of Monetised Costs and Benefits

Benefits by type:

Mode Shift 125.21 3.1%
Health 3889.13 96.9%
Journey Quality 0.00 0.0%

Congestion benefit 107.96
Infrastructure 1.03
Accident 30.82
Local Air Quality 0.15
Noise 2.05
Greenhouse Gases 5.60
Reduced risk of premature death | 3142.86
Absenteeism 746.27
Journey Ambience 0.00
Indirect Taxation -22.40
Government costs 1507.55
Private contribution 0.00
PVB 4013.31
PVC 1506.52
BCR 2.66

Benefits by type

Muode Shift

® Health = Journey Quality




C11. Chorley-Preston

High (+100%)

Analysis of Monetised Costs and Benefits

Benefits by type:

Mode Shift 202.68 3.1%
Health 6295.18 96.9%
Journey Quality 0.00 0.0%

Congestion benefit 174.76
Infrastructure 1.66
Accident 49.89
Local Air Quality 0.24
Noise 3.33
Greenhouse Gases 9.06
Reduced risk of premature death | 5087.22
Absenteeism 1207.95
Journey Ambience 0.00
Indirect Taxation -36.25
Government costs 4188.06
Private contribution 0.00
PVB 6496.19
PVC 4186.40
BCR 1.55

Benefits by type

Mode Shift = Health = Journey Quality




C12. B Bridge-Samlesbury

High (+100%)

Analysis of Monetised Costs and Benefits

Benefits by type:

Mode Shift 69.08 3.1%
Health 2145.72 96.9%
Journey Quality 0.00 0.0%

Congestion benefit 59.57
Infrastructure 0.57
Accident 17.00
Local Air Quality 0.08
Noise 1.13
Greenhouse Gases 3.09
Reduced risk of premature death | 1733.99
Absenteeism 411.73
Journey Ambience 0.00
Indirect Taxation -12.36
Government costs 721.82
Private contribution 0.00
PVB 2214.24
PVC 721.25
BCR 3.07

Benefits by type

Mode Shift = Health = Journey Quality




C13. City Centre Routes

High (+100%)

Analysis of Monetised Costs and Benefits

Benefits by type:
Mode Shift 132.58 1.6%
Health 4117.90 48.9%
Journey Quality 4178.10 49.6%

Congestion benefit 114.31
Infrastructure 1.09
Accident 32.63
Local Air Quality 0.16
Noise 2.18
Greenhouse Gases 5.93
Reduced risk of premature death| 3327.73
Absenteeism 790.16
Journey Ambience 4178.10
Indirect Taxation -23.71
Government costs 8897.19
Private contribution 0.00
PVB 8427.49
PVC 8896.10
BCR 0.95

Benefits by type

Mode Shift = Health = Journey Quality




Walking Preston Routes (PW)

High (+100%)

Analysis of Monetised Costs and Benefits Benefits by type:
Congestion benefit 280.10 Mode Shift 324.86 1.5%
Infrastructure 2.67 Health 21435.24 98.5%
Accident 79.96 Journey Quality 0.00 0.0%
Local Air Quality 0.38
Noise 5.33
Greenhouse Gases 14.52
Reduced risk of premature death | 15626.92
Absenteeism 5808.33
Journey Ambience 0.00
Indirect Taxation -58.10
Government costs 4871.54
Private contribution 0.00
PVB 21757.43
PVC 4868.87

BCR 4.47




Walking Lostock Routes (LoW)

High (+100%)

Analysis of Monetised Costs and Benefits Benefits by type:
Congestion benefit 73.51 Mode Shift 85.25 1.5%
Infrastructure 0.70 Health 5625.43 98.5%
Accident 20.98 Journey Quality 0.00 0.0%
Local Air Quality 0.10
Noise 1.40
Greenhouse Gases 3.81 Benefits by type
Reduced risk of premature death| 4101.10
Absenteeism 1524.33
Journey Ambience 0.00
Indirect Taxation -15.25
Government costs 995.51
Private contribution 0.00
PVB 5709.98
PVC 994.81

Mode Shift = Health = Journey Quality

BCR 5.74




Walking Leyland Routes (LeyW)

High (+100%)

Analysis of Monetised Costs and Benefits

Benefits by type:
Mode Shift 269.95 1.5%
Health 17812.09 98.5%
Journey Quality 0.00 0.0%

Congestion benefit 232.76
Infrastructure 2.21
Accident 66.44
Local Air Quality 0.32
Noise 4.43
Greenhouse Gases 12.07
Reduced risk of premature death | 12985.53
Absenteeism 4826.56
Journey Ambience 0.00
Indirect Taxation -48.28
Government costs 1945.91
Private contribution 0.00
PVB 18079.82
PVC 1943.69
BCR 9.30

Mode Shift ® Health = Journey Quality

Benefits by type




Walking Chorley Routes (ChW)

High (+100%)

Analysis of Monetised Costs and Benefits

Benefits by type:
Mode Shift 202.19 1.5%
Health 13341.41 98.5%
Journey Quality 0.00 0.0%

Congestion benefit 174.34
Infrastructure 1.66
Accident 49.77
Local Air Quality 0.24
Noise 3.32
Greenhouse Gases 9.04
Reduced risk of premature death| 9726.28
Absenteeism 3615.13
Journey Ambience 0.00
Indirect Taxation -36.16
Government costs 2668.48
Private contribution 0.00
PVB 13541.94
PVC 2666.82
BCR 5.08

Benefits by type

Mode Shift  w Health  ® Journey Quality




