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Snodland

Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan: Walking Route Selection Tool

Walking Route Audit Tool

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments. Actions
1. ATTRACTIVENESS | Fooveys wol marianedwinno Vs g Overgomn Litering
| signfcant issues no vegetation. X 3
maintenance pae e, pocling Streot stroot furiuro or overgrowth
pain). direpar
ATT Tackof acive ¥ Vandaism.
- fear of crime
(2. houses set back or back onto | acty. Route i isolated, ot subject footways are along the road.
stre). 10 naturalsurveilance (inciuding
where sight nes aro inadequate).
3. ATTRACTIVENESS | Traffc noise and polilon do ol | Levels of raffic nofse andior Severe raffc poluon andlor severe 2Tt volume was
- traffic noi wafic noise reasonably low, however the
ramcnonsand footway overlooks the A228
E does generate some noise
& ATT Exampies of ‘oer” 2[None Observed
s ~Evidenco thatighting s not present,or is defcient;
- Temporary features affectng the afractveness of routes (6.9.fafuse sacks).
- Excessive use of guardrailor bolards
ATTRACTIVENESS 8|
5. COMFORT Footways lovel and in good Some defects noted, ypically Large number of footway crossovers 2| There was no noticeatie evel
 condition conditon, peiced|
patching) or minor (such as cracked, | orfetted pavement or sigficant wit the footway beingn a
Defects unlkely to o good condiion
resultin tps or dificuty for
wheelchairs, prams . Some
overs resuing n
uneven surface.
6. COMFORT T5m 2 The footway was generaly
footway width without‘give and take’ between users  approximately 1.5m and 2m. (1. standard wheslchair wlh). 2min width
o o “gve and take’ |L users
10°give and take requenty, walk on
of2m. roads andior resuls in
o .
7. COMFORT Wicts of Widts of less than 1.5m (i, NA
£ without ‘gve and take' and 2m ).Limited
e R or waking on roads. Widths ‘give and take’ botween users and | widhraquires users o ‘Gve and
crossing: 2mto take' froquently, wak on roads
pedestrian accommocate wheel-chair sers. andlor resuts in croweingldoay.
islands/refuges
8. COMFORT Velicles parking on T5m 2[No permanent obstructons
e R footways noted. Clearance widihs. | approximately 1.5m and 2. Footway parking requires users o are present on the footvay
generaly in excess of 2m between [ Occasional need for ‘give and ke’ | ‘give and take'frequenty, walk on and no parking on the
in pavement observed.
pa ooty per
evation from desire nes desire fnes.
5. COMFORT in 2[There s no noticeable
et exceed 8 per cent (1 in 12). 12). gradient
10.COMFORT Exampies of ‘olher’comfor ssUs include 2[None Observed
jother - Barriorsigates rostricing access:; and
~Bus shalers restriting loarance widh
COMFORT 10
11.DIRECTNESS Footways T =2 ey ok o
pche vy o oad). fnes. are thercfore irect
12.DIRECTNESS oS 2
location of crossings in pedostrians away from desire ines. | desire ines. Brook Steet uncton with
e Rocfort Road alowing
pedostians o cross and
follow Rocfort Road
13 DIRECTNESS Grossing of road easy, drect, and | Grossing of road drect, bt
- gaps in traffic (where no.
averago) 155 average). (>155 average) he road may take longer,
controlled crossings BT
present or if likely to ako lowand traffc mited
cross outside of
controlled crossing)
14 DIRECTNESS NA
- impact of controlled [ e
crossings on journey He
time
15. DIRECTNESS suificent | P NA
~green man time e unikaly to dote users. cross comfortably.
16.DIRECTNESS Examples of ‘lher’drecinoss iSsues nclde: 2[None Observed
Lt - Routes tofrom bus stops not accommodated;
- Stops rostricting access for allusers;
DIRECTNESS 8|
17.SAFETY. . or pedestians 3
- traffi pedestians due 10 the ran station and
traffic volume alfic volumes. waffc industrial estate wih traffc
mairly coming from Rocfort
a0, however pedestrians
can keep their distance
18.SAFETY Traffc spoeds low, or pedestians | Traffc speeds moderate and 2
E pedestrans. mentoned n 13
EEticsecer traffic speeds. affic
e b iy issa i ot ping s
L i unikelyto resutin | colisons. on sireet parking n piaces
Visibllity colisions. el o be possitie to
in ocations where tis is ot
present.
SAFETY 5|
20. COHERENCE 4 Tactle paving coud be Review tactle
B provided on the crossingby | provision
- dropped erbs and poesl ey
ile paving for mobilty impaired, however
mobity impaired users are
coming ofrom te train
station
COHERENCE 1
Total Score 32
ROUTE SUMMARY
M Route Name] The Brook (Rocfort Road-Train Station
[ Length | 1
|[___Name of | James
[ Date of. [ 26th November 2020
!Crmrlon Scores
Comfort 1
Directness
afety
otal 3
umber of elements to the route
‘otal Points to be reduced
’Ihxlmum score (revised) 34
Percenta 94%

Comments

Actions

Review tactile provision.




Snodland

Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan: Walking Route Selection Tool

Walking Route Audit Tool

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
1. ATTRACTIVENESS Footways well maintained, with no | Minor littering. Overgrown ittering and/or dog mess prevalent Footways well maintained
ey significant issues noted vegetation. lling y overgrown veg with low lttering and no
into minor disrepair (for example, |including low branches. Street overgrown vegetation.
peeling paint). furniture falling into major disrepair.
2. ATTRACTIVENESS No evidence of vandalism with Minor vandalism. Lack of active | Major or prevalent vandalism. 2| No evidence of vandalism
- fear of crime. appropriate natural survellance. il Evidence with street lighting provided
(e.g. houses set back or back onto | activity. Route is isolated, not subject| Surveillance is provided by
street). to natural tf
where sight lines are inadequate).
3. ATTRACTIVENESS Traffic noise and Levels of Severe 2| Low traffic noise and pollution
- traffic noise and pollution | affect the atiractiveness pollution could be improved traffic noise: away from the A228.
4. ATTRACTIVENESS Examples of olher altraciveness issues include 2| None observed
- other - Evidence that ighting is not present, or is deficient
ATTRACTIVENESS 8
5. COMFORT Footways level and in good Some defects noted, typically Large number of footway crossovers 2| Footways in good condition
- condition condition, with no trip hazards. isolated (such as trenching o resulting in uneven surface, with no noticeable level
patching) or minor (such as cracked, | subsided or fretted pavement, or difference or trip hazards.
but level pavers). Defects unlikely to | significant uneven patching or
result in trips or difficulty for trenching.
wheelchairs, prams etc. Some
footway crossovers resulting in
uneven surface.
6. COMFORT Able users y between of fess than 1.6m 1| Footway generally 18-2m.
- footway width without ‘give and take' between | approximately 1.5m and 2m. . standard wheelchair width).
users or walking on roads. casional need for ‘give and take' |Limited footway width requires users
Footway widths generally in excess | between users and walking on to ‘give and take' frequently, walk on
of 2m. roads. roads and/or results in
crowding/delay.
7. COMFORT (Able t users Widths of bety Widths of less than 1.5m (i.e. 2| Crossings are provided along
- width on staggered without ‘give and take’ between | 1.5m and 2m. Occasional need for | standard wheelchair width). Limited the length. Dropped kerbs are|
crossings/ users or walking on roads. Widths | 'give and take’ between users and | width requires users to ‘give and provided either end of the
9" generally in excess of 2m to walking on roads. take' frequently, walk on roads. foad which are reasonable
I-chair users. andlor results in crowding/delay. width, with a zebra crossing
half way along the road ata
2.4m width.
8. COMFORT No instances of vehicles parking on between Cl less than 1.5m. 2| No instances of on footway
- footway parking footways noted. Clearance widths | approximately 1.5m and 2m. Footway parking requires users to parking were seen with
generally in excess of 2m between nal need for ‘give and take' | 'give and take' frequently, walk on clearance width of 1.8-2m
permanent obstructions. between users and walking on roads | roads and/or resulfs in
lue Q. Y p: g
5 ificant
deviation from desire lines. desire lines.
9. COMFORT There are no slopes on footway. ‘Slopes exist but gradients donot | Gradients exceed 8 per cent (1in 2| No noticeable gradient
- gradient exceed 8 per cent (1in 12). 12),
10.COMFORT Examples of ‘other’ comfort issues include: 2| None observed
- other y ned into footway);
~Barrirsigates restricting access; a
- Bus shelters restricting clearance wmm
COMFORT 1
11.DIRECTNESS ided to cater for y be Footw to cater 2| Footways mainly provided
ey e e ) improved to better cater for for pedestrian desire ines. along the roadside, where all
adjacent to road). pedestrian desire lines. footways follow desire lines.
12.DIRECTNESS Crossings follow desire lines. " i
-location of crossings in pedestrians away from desire lines. |desire lines. provided are on the desire
relation to desire lines fines
13.DIRECTNESS Crossing of road easy, direct, and | Crossing of road direct, but Crossing of road associated indirect, 2| Road easy to cross on the
- gaps in traffic (where no | comforable and without delay (< 55 [associa pio siraighis with gaps in the
Ieohi e orass werage). 155 average). (>15s average). crossing
present or if likely to cross
outside of controlled
crossing)
14.DIRECTNESS i butdo not dd 2|Zebra crossing is direct
-impact of controlled e Buncantyidiose) gnifcanty to journey tme. Lkely to
Uniikely to wait >5s in pedesirian | wait >10s in pedestrian island.
crossings on journey time e
15. DIRECTNESS Green man time is of sufficient Pedestrians would benefit from Green man time would not give NIA
- green man time length to Gross comfortably. extended green man time but current| vulnerable users suficient time to
time unlikely to deter users. cross comfortably.
16.DIRECTNESS Exampls ol ler deciess ssues no: 1| Where Rocfort Road meets
- other - Routes tofffom bus stops ot 3 Brook Street, footways are
- Steps restricting access for all u provided on both sides,
- Confusing layout for Dadesmans creanng ‘severance issues for users. where the footway on the
outhern side stops on a
bend with no dropped kerb
crossings provided to the.
northern side of the footway
DIRECTNESS 9
17.SAFETY Traffic volume low, or pedestrians | Traffic volume moderate and High traffic volume, with pedestrians 2| Traffic volumes are
- traffic volume. moderate d i proxi their distance from reasonably low where
traffic volumes. traffic. pedestrians can keep their
distance from traffc
18.SAFETY Traffc speeds low, or pedestrians | Traffc speeds moderale and High Y reasonably|
 traffic speed moderate destrians i proxi their distance from low where pedestrians can
traffic speeds. traffic. keep their distance.
19.SAFETY ‘Good visibility for all users. Visibility could be somewhat Poor visibility, likely to result in 2| There are long straight
~visibility proved but uniikely to resultin | collisions. sections where visibiltyis
collisions. sufficient and unobstructed
SAFETY 6
20. COHERENCE ‘Adequate dropped kerb and tactile | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving. 4| Along most of the length the | Crossing of dropped
- dropped kerbs and tactile |Paving provision. provided, albeit not to current absent or incorrect. provision is fine, however a | kerb, tactile paving
avin standards. crossing should be provided | nature could be
paving e |
Brook Street as mentioned in | bellme
16
COHERENCE 1
Total Score 35
ROUTE SUMMARY
Route Name Rocfort Road
Length 500m
Name of James Marsh
Date of 26th November 2020
[criterion Scores
| z
Comfort 1
Directness
Safety
Coherence
1] 3
Number of elements not applicable to the route
Total Points to be reduced
Maxi d) 38|
Percentage 92%
Comments
Crossing of dropped kerb, tactile paving nature could be
Actions provided at junction bellmouth.




Snodland

Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan: Walking Route Selection Tool

Walking Route Audit Tool

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
1. ATTRACTIVENESS Footways well maintained, with no | Minor litering. Overgrown ittering and/or dog mess prevalent. 2| Footways well maintained
e significant issues noted vegetation lling y overgrown veg with no it observed and no
into minor disrepair (for example, | including low branches. Street overgrown vegetation.
peeling paint) furniture faling into major disrepair
2. ATTRACTIVENESS No evidence of vandalism with Minor vandalism. Lack of active | Major or prevalent vandalism. No evidence of vandalism.
e e appropriate natural surveillance. Evidence Street lighting provided at
(e.9. houses set back or back onto | activiy. Route s isolated, not subject consistent points with ccty by
street). t0 natural surveillance (including the shops by Rocfort Road.
where sight lines are inadequate).
3. ATTRACTIVENESS Traffc noise and Levels of i Severe 2| Traffic noise and pollution
 traffic noise and pollution | afect he atraciiveness pollution could be improved traffic noise was seen as low. Traffic
volumes were low and
speeds were low.
4. ATTRACTIVENESS Examples of other’ attractivenss issues include: 2| None observed
D - Evidence that lighting is not present,or s deficient;
- Temporary ting th of routes (g
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards.
ATTRACTIVENESS 8
5. COMFORT Footways level and in good ‘Some defects noted, typically Large number of footway crossovers. Footway is level and in good
Feondition condition, with no trip hazards. isolated (such as trenching or resulting in uneven surface, condition.
patching) or minor (such as cracked, | subsided or fretied pavement, or
butlevel pavers). Defects unlikely to | significant uneven patching or
resultin trips or difficulty for trenching,
wheelchairs, prams efc. Some
footway crossovers resulting in
uneven surface.
6. COMFORT u y betweer of less than 1.5m 2| Footway widths vary
~footway width without ‘give and take' between | approximately 1.5m and 2m. (@.e. standard wheelchair width). throughout the route, starting
users or walking on roads. casional need for ‘give and take' | Limited footway width requires users 1 3m on one side and 1.6m
Footway widths generally in excess | between users and walking on 10 give and take' frequently, walk on on the other, gradually
of 2m roads roads and/or results in narrowing to 1.4m, 550m
crowding/delay. along the road
users | Widths of bety Widths of less than 1.5m (ie. Crossings (0 the south by the
i 2 g Y
- width on staggered without ‘give and take’ between | 1.5m and 2m. Occasional need for | standard wheelchair width). Limited school are 2.4m wide.
erossings! users or walking on roads. Widihs  |'give and take' between users and | widih requires users to ‘give and
9" generally in excess of 2m to walking on roads. take' frequently, walk on roads.
Ichair users. andlor results in crowding/delay.
8. COMFORT Noinstances of vehicles parking on between c Tess than 1.5m 2| Noinstances observed of on
-footway parking footways noted. Clearance widths | approximately 1.5m and 2m. Footway parking requires users o footway parking. Al parking
generally in excess of 2m between | Occasional need for ‘give and take' |‘give and take' frequenty, walk on on-street
permanent obstructions. between users and walking on roads | roads and/or results in
dueto parking. y parking
y
deviation from desire lines. desire fines.
9. COMFORT 8 per cent (1in 2| Gradient reasonably level
- gradient exceed 8 per cent (11in 12). 12).
10.COMFORT Examples of other’ comfort ssues include: 2| None observed
oD ~Temporary trcti y ned into footway);
- Barrers/gates restrcting access; and
- Bus shelters restriting clearance width.
COMFORT 12
11.DIRECTNESS Footy ided to cater for y be o tprovided (o cater 2| Footways provided along the
-footway provision pedestrian desire lines (. improved to better cater for for pedestrian desire lines. edge of carriageway following
adjacent to road). pedestrian desire lines. the desire lines
12.DIRECTNESS Crossings follow desire ines. ] G 2| Crossing points are generally
-location of crossings in pedestrians away from desire lines. | desire lines. provided where requi
relation to desire lines
13.DIRECTNESS Crossing of road easy, direct, and | Crossing of road direct, but Crossing of road associated indirect, 2| Crossing of road is easy due
- gaps in traffic (where no y (< 55 |associated wi pto | or associated with significant delay o low levels of traffic and
average). 155 average). (>15s average). show speeds due to road
controlled crossings width, taffic calming and
present or if likely to cross R
outside of controlled
crossina)
14 DIRECTNESS G o but do not dd 2| Crossings are single phased
pact of controlled add sigr journey time. ignificantly o journey time. Likely to (zebra and signal controlled
e I b s st near school)
15.DIRECTNESS Green man time s of sufficient Pedestrians would benefit fom | Green man ime would not give 2| Green manis sufficient for
- green man time length to cross comfortably. extended green man time i destrians t
time unlikely to deter users. cross comfortably.
16.DIRECTNESS Examples of other’ directness issues include: 2| None observed
o - Routes toffrom bus stops not accommodated;
- Steps restricting access for al users;
- Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users.
DIRECTNESS 12
17.SAFETY Traffic volume low, or pedestrians | Traffic volume moderate and High traffic volume, with pedestrians. 2{During the site visit the trafic:
- traffic volume moderate | pedestrians i provi their distance from levels were low.
traffic volumes. traffic.
18.SAFETY Traffic speeds low, or pedestrians oderate and [Hign . 2| Speeds were low due to
- traffic speed moderate | pedest from parked vehicles and road
= traffic speeds. traffc width
19.SAFETY Good visibilty for al users Visibity could be somewhat Poor visiilty, lkely (o resultin 4| Visibity s good as the road
-visibility proved but uniikely to resultin | collisions. is straight however parked
collsions. vehicles are located on either
side of the carriageway which
can restrict visibily. But
crossing locations assist this.
SAFETY
20. COHERENCE Adequate dropped kerb and tactile | Dropped kerbs and tactlle paving | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving 2| Dropped kerbs and tactlle
 dropped kerbs and tactile | Paving provision provided, albeit not to current absent or incorrect, paving are provided in the
paving standards. essential locations
COHERENCE 2
Total Score| 39
ROUTE SUMMARY
Route Name Malling Road South
Length 600m
Name of James Marsh
Date of 26th November 2020
[Criterion Scores
| ;
Comfort 1
Directness 1
Safety
Coherence
Total 3
Number of elements not applicable to the route
Total Points to be reduced
Maxi (revised) 0]
Percentage 98%
Comments

Actions.




Snodland

Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan: Walking Route Selection Tool

Walking Route Audit Tool

pedestrian islands/refuges

generally in excess of 2m to
accommodate wheel-chair users.

walking on roads.

take' frequently, walk on roads
andlor results in crowding/delay.

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
1. ATTRACTIVENESS Footways well maintained, with no | Minor littering. Overgrown Littering andlor dog mess prevalent. 2| Footways are well maintained|
B significant issues noted. vegetation. Street furniture falling |Seriously overgrown vegetation, where no issues were seen
into minor disrepair (for example, |including low branches. Street during the visit.
peeling paint). furniture falling into major disrepair.
2. ATTRACTIVENESS No evidence of vandalism with Minor vandalism. Lack of active | Major or prevalent vandalism. 2| No evidence of vandalism
e appropriate natural surveillance. | frontage and natural surveillance | Evidence of criminal/antisocial noted. Street lighting
(e.g. houses set back or back onto | activity. Route s isolated, not provided consistently
street). subject to natural surveillance
(including where sight lines are
inadequate).
3. ATTRACTIVENESS Traffic noise and pollution donot | Levels of traffic noise and/or Severe traffic pollution and/or severe| 2| Traffic noise is low as volume
- traffic noise and pollution | affect the attractiveness pollution could be improved traffic noise is low
4. ATTRACTIVENESS Examples of ‘other' atiractiveness issues include: 2| None observed
Bottior - Evidence that lighting is not present, or is deficient;
- Temporary features affecting the attractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse sacks).
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards
ATTRACTIVENESS 8
5. COMFORT Footways level and in good Some defects noted, typically Large number of footway crossovers 2|Footway levels in good
- condition condition, with no trip hazards. isolated (such as trenching or resulting in uneven surface, condition with no trip hazards
patching) or minor (such as subsided or fretted pavement, o observed
cracked, but level pavers). Defects  |significant uneven patching or
unlikely to result in trips or difficulty | trenching.
for wheelchairs, prams etc. Some.
footway crossovers resulting in
uneven surface.
6. COMFORT Able to accommodate all users Footway widths of between Footway widths of less than 1.5m 1 |Footways are provided on
- footway width without ‘give and take' between approximately 1.5m and 2m. €. standard wheelchair width). sither side of the road, where
users or walking on roads. Occasional need for ‘give and take' |Limited footway width requires users one side if varies between 2-
Footway widths generally in excess [between users and walking on to ‘give and take' frequently, walk on 3m and the other is 0.9m
of 2m. roads. roads and/or results in
crowding/delay.
7. COMFORT Able to accommodate all users | Widths of between approximately | Widths of less than 1.6m (i.e. 2| Crossing widths were 2m
- width on staggered without ‘give and take' between 1.5m and 2m. Occasional need for | standard wheelchair width). Limited
crossings/ users or walking on roads. Widths | ‘give and take' between users and | width requires users to ‘give and

8. COMFORT
- footway par

No instances of vehicles parking on
footways noted. Clearance widths
generally in excess of 2m between
permanent obstructions.

Clearance widths between
approximately 1.5m and 2m
Occasional need for ‘give and take'
between users and walking on roads
due to footway parking.

Footway parking causes some
deviation from desire lines.

Clearance widihs 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.

No instances of vehicles
parking on the footways,
where footway widths are
generally unobstructed

- footway provi

pedestrian desire lines (e.g.
adjacent to road)

improved to better cater for
pedestrian desire lines.

for pedestrian desire lines.

9. COMFORT There are no slopes on footway. Slopes exist but gradients do not | Gradients exceed 8 per cent (1in 2| Gradients are relatively level
- gradient exceed 8 per cent (1in 12). 12).
10.COMFORT Examples of ‘other’ comfort issues include: 2|None observed
Mot - Temporary obstructions restricting clearance width for pedestrians (e.g. driveway gates opened into footway);
- Barriers/gates restricting access; an
- Bus shelters restricting clearance width,
- Poorly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery surfaces.
COMFORT 11
11.DIRECTNESS Footways are provided to cater for | Footway provision could be Footways are not provided to cater 2|Footways are provided along

the edge of the carriageway

12.DIRECTNESS
- location of crossings in
relation to desire lines

Crossings follow desire lines.

Crossings partially diverting
pedestrians away from desire lines.

Crossings deviate significantly from
desire lines.

Crossings are provided
where necessary

13.DIRECTNESS

- gaps in traffic (where no
controlled crossings
present or if likely to
cross outside of
controlled crossing)

Crossing of road easy, direct, and
comfortable and without delay (< 5s
verage).

Crossing of road direct, but
associated with some delay (up to
155 average).

Crossing of road associated
indirect, or associated with
significant delay (>15s average).

Road is easy to cross due to
the low movements observed
and straight alignment of the
road

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 significantly to journey time.
Unlikely to wait >5s in pedesirian
island.

Staggered crossings add
significantly to journey time. Likely to
wait >10s in pedestrian island.

Zebra crossing near the High
Street provided

- traffic volume

can keep distance from moderate
traffic volumes.

pedestrians in close proximity.

unable to keep their distance from
traffic.

15, DIRECTNESS Green man time is of sufficient would benefitfrom | Green man time would not give 0|NA
- green man time length to cross comfortably. extended green man time but winerable users sufficient time to
current time unlikely to deter users. |cross comfortably.

16.DIRECTNESS Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include: 2|None observed
- other - Routes toffrom bus stops not accommodated;

- Steps restricting access for all users;

- Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users.
DIRECTNESS 10
17.SAFETY Traffic volume low, or pedestrians | Traffic volume moderate and High traffic volume, with pedestrians 2 Traffic volumes are low

- dropped kerbs and
tactile paving

paving provision.

provided, albeit not to current
standards.

absent or incorrect.

18.SAFETY Traffic speeds low, or pedestrians | Traffic speeds moderate and High traffic speeds, with pedestrians 2| Traffics speeds are
- traffic speed can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from reasonably low
traffic speeds. traffic.
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all users. Visibilty could be somewhat Poor visibility, likely to resultin 2| Visibility is good due to the
- visibility improved but unlikely to resultin |collisions. straight alignment of the
collisions. carriageway
SAFETY 6
20. COHERENCE Adequate dropped kerb and tactile | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving | Dropped kerbs and tacile paving 2| Dropped kerbs and tactile

paving are provided at the
relevant locations

COHERENCE 2
Total Score 37
ROUTE SUMMARY
Route Name Malling Road North
Length 600m
Name of James Marsh
Date of 26th November 2020
Criterion Per Scores
i 8
Comfort 11
Di 10
'§afety 6
[ 2
[Total 37
|yumbor of elements not to the route 1
Total Points to be reduced 2
waximum score (revised) 38
! 7%

Comments

Actions




Snodland

Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan: Walking Route Selection Tool

Walking Route Audit Tool

- condition

condition, with no trip hazards.

isolated (such as trenching or
patching) or minor (such as
cracked, but level pavers). Defects
unlikely to resuit in trips or difficulty
for wheelchairs, prams etc. Some!
footway crossovers resulting in
uneven surface.

resulting in uneven surface,
subsided or fretted pavement, or
significant uneven patching or
trenching,

2 5
good condition

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
1. ATTRACTIVENESS Footways well maintained, with no | Minor littering. Overgrown Littering andlor dog mess prevalent. 2| Footways are well
B significant issues noted. vegetation. Street furniture falling |Seriously overgrown vegetation,
into minor disrepair (for example, |including low branches. Street
peeling paint). furniture falling into major disrepair.
2. ATTRACTIVENESS No evidence of vandalism with Minor vandalism. Lack of active | Major or prevalent vandalism. 2|No evidence of vandalism
- fear of crime iate natural surveil frontage and natural surveillance | Evidence of criminal/antisocial was observed where street
(e.g. houses set back or back onto | activity. Route is isolated, not lighting s provided along one.
street). subject to natural surveillance side of the road
(including where sight lines are
inadequate).
3. ATTRACTIVENESS Traffic noise and pollution donot | Levels of traffic noise and/or Severe traffic pollution and/or severe| 2| Traffic noise is low as traffic
- traffic noise and pollution| affect the attractiveness pollution could be improved traffic noise volumes and speeds are very
low
4. ATTRACTIVENESS Examples of ‘other' atiractiveness issues include: 2| None observed
Bottior - Evidence that lighting is not present, or is deficient;
- Temporary features affecting the attractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse sacks).
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards
ATTRACTIVENESS 8
5. COMFORT Footways level and in good Some defects noted, typically Large number of footway- were level and in

pedestrian islands/refuges

generally in excess of 2m to
accommodate wheel-chair users.

walking on roads.

take' frequently, walk on roads
andlor results in crowding/delay.

6. COMFORT Able to accommodate all users Footway widths of between Footway widths of less than 1.5m 2|Footways were between 2-
- footway width without ‘give and take' between approximately 1.5m and 2m (i.e. standard wheelchair width). 3m

users or walking on roads. Occasional need for ‘give and take' | Limited footway width requires users

Footway widths generally in excess |between users and walking on to ‘give and take' frequently, walk on

of 2m. roads. roads and/or results in

crowding/delay.

7. COMFORT Able to accommodate all users | Widths of between approximately | Widths of less than 1.5m (i.e. 2| Crossings are provided at the
- width on staggered without ‘give and take' between 1.5m and 2m. Occasional need for | standard wheelchair width). Limited junctions where the widths
crossings/ users or walking on roads. Widths | ‘give and take' between users and | width requires users to ‘give and are sufficient

8. COMFORT
- footway par

No instances of vehicles parking on
footways noted. Clearance widths
generally in excess of 2m between
permanent obstructions.

Clearance widths between
approximately 1.5m and 2m
Occasional need for ‘give and take'
between users and walking on roads
due to footway parking.

Footway parking causes some
deviation from desire lines.

Clearance widihs 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.

No signs of on footway
parking, where on street
parking is formally provided.
Trees in the footway reduce
widths at some points where
the width is stil around 2m

adiacent to road).

pedestrian desire lines.

9. COMFORT There are no slopes on footway. | Slopes exist but gradients do not | Gradients exceed 8 per cent (1in 2|Gradient s relatively level.
- gradient exceed 8 per cent (1in 12). 12).
10.COMFORT Examples of ‘other’ comfort issues include: 2[None observed
- other - Temporary obstructions restricting clearance width for pedestrians (e.g. driveway gates opened into footway);
- Barriers/gates restricting access; an
- Bus shelters restricting clearance width.
- Poorly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery surfaces.
COMFORT 12
11.DIRECTNESS Footways are provided to cater for | Footway provision could be. Footways are not provided to cater 2|Footways are provided along
- footway proy pedestrian desire lines (e.g. improved to better cater for for pedesrian desire lines. the edge of the carriageway

12.DIRECTNESS
- location of crossings in
relation to desire lines

Crossings follow desire lines.

Crossings partially diverting
pedestrians away from desire lines.

Crossings deviate significantly from
desire lines.

Crossings are provided at the
junctions where pedestrians
are expected to cross

13.DIRECTNESS

- gaps in traffic (where no
controlled crossings
present or if likely to
cross outside of
controlled crossing)

Crossing of road easy, direct, and
comfortable and without delay (< 55
average).

Crossing of road direct, but
associated with some delay (up to
155 average).

Crossing of road associated
indirect, or associated with
significant delay (>15s average).

Crossing of road is easy due
1o the very low traffic

collisions.

14.DIRECTNESS Crossings are single phase Crossings are staggered but do not | Staggered crossings add 0|NA
- impact of controlled pelican/puffin or zebra crossings. |add toj journey time. Likely to
crossings on journey time Unlikely to wait >5s in pedestrian | wait >10s in pedestrian island.
island.
15. DIRECTNESS Green man time is of sufficient Pedestrians would benefit from Green man time would not give 0|NA
- green man time length to cross comfortably. extended green man time but winerable users sufficient time to
current time unlikely to deter users. |cross comfortably.

16.DIRECTNESS Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include: 2|None observed
- other - Routes toffrom bus stops not accommodated;

- Steps restricting access for all users;

- Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users.
DIRECTNESS 8
17.SAFETY Traffic volume low, or pedestrians | Traffic volume moderate and High traffic volume, with pedestrians 2| Traffic volume is very low.
- traffic volume can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from

traffic volumes. affic.
18.SAFETY Traffic speeds low, or pedestrians | Traffic speeds moderate and High traffic speeds, with pedestrians 2|Traffic speeds are low
~traffic speed can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from

traffic speeds. affic.
19.SAFETY Good visibility for ll users. Visibility could be somewhat Poor visibiliy, likely to result in 2/ Visibility is sufficient for the

bility improved but unlikely to resultin | collisions. standard of road, where the

road has straight sections.

SAFETY

20. COHERENCE
-dropped kerbs and
tactile paving

‘Adequate dropped kerb and tactile
paving provision,

Dropped kerbs and tactile paving
provided, albeit not to current
standards.

Dropped kerbs and tactile paving
absent or incorrect.

Dropped kerbs and tactile
paving are provided where
required.

COHERENCE

Total Score

36

ROUTE SUMMARY

Route Name Queen's Avenue

Length 200m

Name of James Marsh

Date of 26th November 2020
Criterion Per Scores

8

Comfort 12

Di 8

Safety 6

C 2

Total 36

Number of elements not to the route 2

'?ohl Points to be reduced 4

Maxlmum score (revised) 36

I 100%

Comments

Actions




Snodland

Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan: Walking Route Selection Tool

Walking Route Audit Tool

pedestrian islands/refuges

users or walking on roads. Widths
generally in excess of 2m to
accommodate wheel-chair users.

‘give and take' between users and
walking on roads.

width requires users to ‘give and
take' frequently, walk on roads
andlor results in crowding/delay.

are sufficient

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
1. ATTRACTIVENESS Footways well maintained, with no | Minor littering. Overgrown Littering andlor dog mess prevalent. 2| Footways are well
B significant issues noted. vegetation. Street furniture falling |Seriously overgrown vegetation,
into minor disrepair (for example, |including low branches. Street
peeling paint). furniture falling into major disrepair.
2. ATTRACTIVENESS No evidence of vandalism with Minor vandalism. Lack of active | Major or prevalent vandalism. 2|No evidence of vandalism
s afen e appropriate natural surveillance. | frontage and natural surveillance | Evidence of criminal/antisocial was observed where street
(e.g. houses set back or back onto | activity. Route s isolated, not lighting is provided
street). subject to natural surveillance
(including where sight lines are
inadequate).
3. ATTRACTIVENESS Traffic noise and pollution donot | Levels of traffic noise and/or Severe traffic pollution and/or severe| 2| Traffic noise is low as traffic
- traffic noise and pollution | affect the attractiveness pollution could be improved traffic noise volumes and speeds are very
low
4. ATTRACTIVENESS Examples of ‘other' atiractiveness issues include: 2| None observed
Bottior - Evidence that lighting is not present, or is deficient;
- Temporary features affecting the attractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse sacks).
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards
ATTRACTIVENESS 8
5. COMFORT Footways level and in good Some defects noted, typically Large number of footway- 2 ys were level and in
- condition condition, with no trip hazards. isolated (such as trenching or resulting in uneven surface, good condition
patching) or minor (such as subsided or fretted pavement, or
cracked, but level pavers). Defects  |significant uneven patching or
unlikely to result i trips or difficulty | trenching.
for wheelchairs, prams etc. Some
footway crossovers resulting in
uneven surface.
6. COMFORT Able to accommodate all users | Footway widths of between Footway widths of less than 1.5m 1 |Footways are provided either
- footway width without ‘give and take' between |approximately 1.5m and 2m (i.e. standard wheelchair width). side of the carriageway
users or walking on roads. Occasional need for ‘give and take' | Limited footway width requires users where the widths are around
Footway widths generally in excess |between users and walking on 10 ‘give and take' frequently, walk on 1.5m.
of 2m. roads. roads and/or results in
crowding/delay.
7. COMFORT Able to accommodate all users | Widths of between approximately | Widths of less than 1.6m (i.e. 2|Crossings are provided at the
- width on staggered without ‘give and take' between 1.5m and 2m. Occasional need for | standard wheelchair width). Limited junctions where the widths

8.COMFORT
- footway parki

No instances of vehicles parking on
footways noted. Clearance widths
generally in excess of 2m between
permanent obstructions.

Clearance widths between
approximately 1.5m and 2m
Occasional need for ‘give and take'
between users and walking on roads
due to footway parking.

Footway parking causes some
deviation from desire [

Clearance widihs 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.

No signs of on footway
parking, where on street
parking is formally provided.

- footway provision

pedestrian desire lines (e.g.
adjacent to road).

improved to better cater for
pedestrian desire lines.

for pedestrian desire lines.

9. COMFORT There are no slopes on footway. | Slopes exist but gradients do not | Gradients exceed 8 per cent (1 in 2| Gradientis relatively level.
- gradient exceed 8 per cent (1 in 12). 12).
10.COMFORT Examples of ‘other’ comfort issues include: 2|None observed
- other - Temporary obstructions restricting clearance width for pedestrians (.g. driveway gates opened into footway);
- Barriers/gates restricting access; and
- Bus shelters restricting clearance width,
- Poorly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery surfaces
COMFORT 11
11.DIRECTNESS Footways are provided to cater for | Footway provision could be Footways are not provided to cater 2| Footways are provided along

the edge of the carriageway

12.DIRECTNESS
- location of crossings in
relation to desire lines

Crossings follow desire lines.

Crossings partially diverting
pedestrians away from desire lines.

Crossings deviate significantly from
desire lines.

Crossings are provided at the
junctions where pedestrians
are expected to cross

13.DIRECTNESS

- gaps in traffic (where no
controlled crossings
present or if likely to
cross outside of
controlled crossing)

Crossing of road easy, direct, and
comfortable and without delay (< 55
average).

Crossing of road direct, but
associated with some delay (up to
155 average).

Crossing of road associated
indirect, or associated with
significant delay (>15s average).

Crossing of road is easy due
1o the very low traffic

-dropped kerbs and

paving provision.

provided, albeit not to current

absent or incorrect.

where required.

14.DIRECTNESS Crossings are single phase. Crossings are staggered but do not | Staggered crossings add o[NvA
- impact of controlled pelican/puffin or zebra crossings. |add o/ journey time. Likely to
crossings on journey time Unlikely to wait >5s in pedestrian | wait >10s in pedestrian island.
island.
15. DIRECTNESS Green man time is of sufficient Pedestrians would benefit from Green man time would not give o[NvA
- green man time length to cross comfortably. extended green man time but winerable users sufficient time to
current time unlikely to deter users. | cross comfortably.
16.DIRECTNESS Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include: 2| None observed
- other - Routes toffrom bus stops not accommodated;
- Steps restricting access for all users;
- Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users.
DIRECTNESS 8
17.SAFETY Traffic volume low, or pedestrians | Traffic volume moderate and High traffic volume, with pedestrians 2| Traffic volume is very low
- traffic volume. can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from
traffic volumes. traffic.
18.SAFETY Traffic speeds low, or pedestrians | Traffic speeds moderate and High traffic speeds, with pedestrians 2|Traffic speeds are low
- traffic speed can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from
traffic soeeds. traffic
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all users. Visibility could be somewhat Poor visibility, likely to resultin 2| Visibility is sufficient for the
- visibility improved but unlikely to resultin |collisions. standard of road, where the
collsions. road has straiaht sections.
SAFETY
20. COHERENCE Adequate dropped kerb and tactile | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving 1 |Dropped kerbs are provided | Tactile paving is,

however, missing

standards. and could be
tactile paving e
COHERENCE 1
Total Score 34
ROUTE SUMMARY
Route Name Queen's Road
Length 80m
Name of James Marsh
Date of 26th November 2020
Criterion Per Scores
i 8
Comfort 1
Di 8
'§afety 6
| 1
[Total 34
|yumbor of elements not to the route 2
Total Points to be reduced 4
waximum score (revised) 36
! 94%

Comments

Actions

Tactile paving is, however, missi

ing and could be provided.




Snodland

Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan: Walking Route Selection Tool

Walking Route Audit Tool

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions

1. ATTRACTIVENESS Footways well maintained, with no | Minor litering. Overgrown Littering and/or dog mess prevalent. Footways appear (o be well

- e significant issues noted. vegetation. Street fumiture fallng | Seriously overgrown vegetation, maintained

into minor disrepair (for example,  |including low branches. Street
peeling paint). fumiture falling into major disrepair.
2. ATTRACTIVENESS No evidence of vandalism with Minor vandalism. Lack of active | Major or prevalent vandalism. 2|No evidence of vandalism
e natural surveillance. | frontage and natural surveillance iminal/anti where street ighting is
(e.9. houses set back or back onto  |activity. Route is isolated, not provided along the length of
stret). subject to natural surveilance the road
(including where sight lines are
inadequate)
. ATTRACTIVENE Traffic noise and pollution do not | Levels of traffic noise andior Severe traffic pollution andlor severe Traffic pollution is low as
2

- traffic noise and affect the attractiveness pollution could be improved traffic noise there is low traffic

nollution movements.
Examples of ‘ther’ aftractiveness issues include: None observed

. ATTRACTIVENE ol 2
N other - Evidence that lighting is not present, or is deficient;
- Temporary features affecting the attractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse sacks).
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards

ATTRACTIVENESS 8

5. COMFORT Footways level and in good ‘Some defects noted, typically Large number of footway crossovers 2| Footways levels are good with

- condition condition, with no trip hazards. isolated (such as trenching or resulting in uneven surface, no trip hazards observed.

patching) or minor (such as cracked, | subsided or fretted pavement, or
but level pavers). Defects unlikely to_[significant uneven patching or
resultin trips or difficulty for trenching.

wheelchairs, prams etc. Some

footway crossovers resulting in

uneven surface.

6. COMFORT ‘Able to accommodate all users Footway widths of between Footway widths of less than 1.5m 1| Footways widths are around

- footway width without ‘give and take’ between 1.5m and 2m (i.e. standard wheelchair width). 3m to the west of the road by
users or walking on roads. Occasional need for ‘give and take' | Limited footway width requires users the shops, however for the
Footway widths generally in excess | between users and walking on to ‘give and take' frequently, walk on majority of the lengths the
of 2m roads. roads andor results in width varies between 0.7-2m

crowding/delay.

7. COMFORT ‘Able to accommodate all users Widths of between approximately | Widths of less than 1.5m (ie. 2|Footway s provided to the

- width on staggered without ‘give and take’ between 1.5m and 2m. Occasional need for | standard wheelchair width). Limited west and over various

ings! users or walking on roads. Widths  |‘give and take' between users and | width requires users to ‘give and sidearms which are of a
(IR generally in excess of 2m to walking on roads. take' frequently, walk on roads sufficient width and tactile
wheel-chair users. and/or results in crowding/delay. paving is provided where
required

8. COMFORT No instances of vehicles parking on | Clearance widths between Clearance widths less than 1.5m. 2|No instances of vehicles.

- footway parking footways noted. Clearance widths | approximately 1.5m and 2m Footway parking requires users to parked on the footways.
generally in excess of 2m between | Occasional need for ‘give and take' |'give and take' frequently, walk on Some overgrown vegetation
permanent obstructions. etween users and walking on roads | roads and/or results in observed, although this is not

due to footway parking. crowding/delay. Footway parking 2 major obstruction
Footway parking causes some causes significant devation from
deviation from desire lines. desire lines.
9. COMFORT There are no slopes on footway. | Slopes exist but gradients do not | Gradients exceed 8 per cent (1 in 1| Gradients are reasonably | Any abiliy to
- gradient exceed 8 per cent (1 in 12). 12). level, where the only section |improve this area?
with noticeable levels is the
public footway to the East
linking to Rocfort Road which
may be difficult for disabled
users.
10.COMFORT Examples of ‘other’ comfort issues include: 2|None observed
- other - Temporary obstructions restricting clearance width for pedestrians (e.g. driveway gates opened into footway);
- Barriers/gates restricting access; an
- Bus shelters restricting clearance width.
- Poorly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery surfaces

COMFORT 10

11.DIRECTNESS Footways are provided to cater for | Footway provision could be Footways are not provided to cater 2| Footways are provided along

- footway provision pedestrian desire ines (e.g. adjacent|improved to better cater for for pedestrian desire ines. the edge of the carriageway
to road) pedestrian desire lines.

12.DIRECTNESS Crossings follow desire lines. Crossings partialy diverting Crossings deviate significantly from 2| Crossings are provided at

-location of crossings in pedestrians away from desire lines. ~|desire lines. appropriate locations

relation to desire lines

13.DIRECTNESS Crossing of road easy, direct, and | Crossing of road direct, but Crossing of road associated indirect, 2| Crossing of road is easy due

- gaps in traffic (where no |comfortable and without delay (< 5s. | associated with some delay (up to | or associated with significant delay to low traffic, straight

b verage). 155 average). (>155 average). alignment and one way
controlled crossings iy

present or if likely to cross

outside of controlled

crossina)

14.DIRECTNESS Crossings are single phase Crossings are staggered but do not | Staggered crossings add o|NA

-impact of controlled pelican/puffin or zebra crossings.  |add significantly to jourey time. |significantly to jouney time. Likely to

e R D Il;l:\al::(:\y to wait >55 in pedestrian | wait >10s in pedestrian island.

5. DIRECTNE: Green man time is of suffcient Pedestrians would benefit from Green man time would not give NIA
0
- green man time length to cross comfortably. extended green man time but ulnerable users suffcient time to
current time unlikely to deter users. | cross comfortably.
16.DIRECTNESS Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include: 2|None observed
- other - Routes toffrom bus stops not accommodated;
- Steps restricting access for all users;
- Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users.
DIRECTNESS l_ 8
7.SAFETY Traffic volume low, or pedestrians | Traffic volume moderate and High traffic volume, with pedestrians. Traffic volume is low
2

e valme) can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from
traffic volumes. trafic.

18.SAFETY Traffic speeds low, or pedestrians | Traffic speeds moderate and | High traffic speeds, with pedestrians 2| Traffic speeds are low.

- traffic speed can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from
traffic speeds. trafic.

19.SAFETY Good visibity for all users. Visibilty could be somewhat oor visibilty, likely to result in Visibilty is good due to

- visibility improved but unlikely to result in ions. straight alignment and one

collisions. way working

SAFETY 6

20. C kerb and tactile | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving 2| Dropped kerbs and tactile

- dropped kerbs and paving provision. provided, albeit not to current absent or incorrect. paving are provided where

tactile paving standards. appropriate

COHERENCE 2

Total Score 34

ROUTE SUMMARY

Route Name High Street
Lenath 275m
Name of James Marsh
Date of 26th November 2020
Criterion Scores
it 8
Comfort 10
Directn: 8
Safety 6
C 2
otal 34
Number of elements not to the route 2
Total Points to be reduced 4
waximum score (revised) 3%
[ 94%

Comments

Actions

Any ability to improve this area?




