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Tonbridge

Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan: Walking Route Selection Tool

Walking Route Audit Tool

patehing) 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.

subsided or fretted pavement, or
significant uneven patching or
trenching,

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions

1. ATTRACTIVENESS Footways well maintained, with no | Minor littering. Overgrown Littering andor dog mess prevalent. 2| Footways are maintained
B significant issues noted. vegetation. Street furniture falling |Seriously overgrown vegetation, with no significant issues

into minor disrepair (for example, |including low branches. Street noted

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 vandalism was observed -
e appropriate natural surveillance. | frontage and natural Evidence of Lighting provided on both

(e.g. houses set back or back onto | activity. Route s isolated, not sides of the road

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 away
~traffic noise and pollution| affect the attractiveness pollution could be improved traffic noise from A26. Residential nature
of road limits vehicle
movements.
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 is level and in good
-cond condition, with no trip hazards. isolated (such as trenching or resulting in uneven surface, condition

6. COMFORT Able to all users y of between of less than 1.5m 1 |Footway widths are between
- footway width without ‘give and take’ between approximately 1.5m and 2m. (i.e. standard wheelchair width). 1.5 and 2m with limited
users or walking on roads. Occasional need for ‘give and take' |Limited footway width requires users obstruction
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 | Widlths of between approximately | Widths of less than 1.6m (i.e. 0|No crossings provided. Informal crossing
- width on staggered without ‘give and take’ between 1.5m and 2m. Occasional need for  |standard wheelchair width). Limited Crossing is informal with but could be
crossings/ users or walking on roads. Widths |‘give and take' between users and | width requires users to ‘give and pedestrians likely crossing |improved by some
d {an islands/ref generally in excess of 2m to walking on roads. take’ frequently, walk on roads between parked cars and at | more formalised
pedestrian islands/refuges | ,;ommodate wheel-chair users. and/or results in crowding/delay. locations where there is a | provision in places?
break in the on street parking. | Potential to review.
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 parking on the footway,
generally in excess of 2m between | Occasional need for ‘give and take' |‘give and take' frequently, walk on dedicated on-street parking
permanent obstructions. tween users and walking on roads | roads and/or results in provided.
due to footway parking. crowding/delay. Footway parking
Footway parking causes some causes significant deviation 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 (1in 0 Gradients are steep at
- gradient exceed 8 per cent (1in 12). multple locations, wi
make access for mobility
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 7
11.DIRECTNESS Footways are provided to cater for | Footway provision could be. Footways are not provided to cater Footways are along the
- footway provision pedestrian desire lines (e.g. improved to better cater for for pedesrian desire lines. carriageway
adjacent to road) pedestrian desire lines.
12.DIRECTNESS Crossings follow desire lines. Crossings partially diverting Crossings deviate significantly from 0|No crossings provided Informal crossing
- location of crossings in pedestrians away from desire lines. |desire lines. but could be
relation to desire lines pmpeovedibysomg)
more formalised
provision in places?
Potential to review.
13.DIRECTNESS Crossing of road easy, direct, and | Crossing of road direct, but Crossing of road associated 2 Crossing of road easy due to
- gaps in traffic (where no |comfortable and without delay (< 5 |associated with some delay (up to |indirect, or associated with low traffic volume. Visibility
controlled crossings average). 155 average). significant delay (>15s average). dependant on parked
o vehicles.
present or if likely to
cross outside of
controlled crossing)
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 o] 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 0NA
- green man time length to cross comfortably. extended green man time but wulnerable 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 6
17.SAFETY Traffic volume low, or pedestrians | Traffic volume moderate and High traffic volume, with pedestrians 2| Traffic volumes are 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 were observed
- traffic speed can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from to be low
traffic speeds. traffic.
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all users. Visibility could be somewhat Poor visibility, likely to result in 14 | Visibility is restricted due to
- visibility improved but unlikely to resultin |collisions. verticality and on street
collisions. parking
SAFETY 5
20. COHERENCE Adequate dropped kerb and tactile | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving Dropped kerbs and tactile paving 0| Dropped kerbs should be Potential to review
- dropped kerbs and paving provision. provided, albeit not to current absent or incorrect. provided on side arms and | this provision.
tactile paving standards. possibly tactiles.
COHERENCE 0
Total Score 26

ROUTE SUMMARY

Route Name Baltic Road West of The Drive
Length 370m
Name of James Marsh
Date of

Per Scores
8
7
6
Safety 5
C 0
Total 26
Number of elements not to the route 2
'?ohl Points to be reduced 4
Maxlmum score (revised) 36
I 72%

Comments

Actions

Maintenance to be reviewed. Review possibility of upgrading this.




Tonbridge

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. Overgrown vegetation noted. | Maintenance to be
- T T significant issues noted. vegetation. Street furniture falling | Seriously overgrown vegetation, Bins in footway (but not reviewed.
into minor disrepair (for example, |including low branches. Street always present) and footway
peeling paint). furniture falling into major disrepair. degradation noted.
2. ATTRACTIVENESS No evidence of vandalism with Minor vandalism. Lack of active Major or prevalent vandalism. 2| No vandalism observed,
B loTetine appropriate natural surveillance. frontage and natural Evidence of i Neighbourhood watch area,
(.9. houses set back or back onto | activity. Route is isolated, not subject street lighting provided
street). 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 pollution is low.
 traffic noise and pollution | affect the atiractiveness pollution could be improved traffic noise and low traffic on the road
4. ATTRACTIVENESS Examples of ‘other’ atiractiveness issues include: 2| None observed
Botter - Evidence that lighting is not present, o is deficient;
- Temporary features affecting the atiractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse sacks).
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards
ATTRACTIVENESS 7
5. COMFORT Footways level and in good Some defects noted, typically Large number of footway crossovers 1 |Pavement has some cracks, | Maintenance to be
- condition ‘condition, with no trip hazards. isolated (such as trenching or resulting in uneven surface, mounds and potholes. reviewed.
patching) or minor (such as cracked, | subsided or fretted pavement, or
butlevel pavers). Defects unlikely to |significant uneven patching or
result n trips or difficulty for trenching.
wheelchairs, prams etc. Some
footway crossovers resulting in
uneven surface.
6. COMFORT Able to all users Footway widths of between Footway widths of less than 1.5m 1| Footway of between 1.5m and | Maintenance to be
- footway width without ‘give and take’ between ‘approximately 1.5m and 2m. (i.e. standard wheelchair width). 2.0m but overgrown reviewed
users or walking on roads. Occasional need for ‘give and take' | Limited footway width requires users Vegetation and street fumiture
Footway widths generally in excess | between users and walking on to give and take' frequently, walk on causes narrowing
f 2m. roads. roads and/or results in
crowding/delay.
7. COMFORT /e to accommodate all users idths of between approximately idths of less than 1.5m (i.e. o crossings provided. imited length o
Abl date all Widths of b dmately | Widths of less than 1.5 0N ided Limited length of
- width on staggered without ‘give and take’ between 1.5m and 2m. Occasional need for | standard wheelchair width). Limited Crossing is informal with road with lesser on
crossings/ users or walking on roads. Widths | ‘give and take' between users and  |width requires users to ‘give and pedestrians likely crossing | street parking so
e generally in excess of 2m to walking on roads. take' frequently, walk on roads between parked cars and at | informal crossing
wheel-chair users. and/or results in crowding/delay. locations where there isa | likely to be slightly
break in the on street parking. | easier.
8. COMFORT No instances of vehicles parking on | Clearance widths between Clearance widths less than 1.5m. 2| No parking on footway, all on
- footway parking footways noted. Clearance widths | approximately 1.5m and 2m. Footway parking requires users to street
generally in excess of 2m between | Occasional need for ‘give and take’ |'give and take frequently, walk on
permanent obstructions. between users and walking on roads | roads and/or resulls in
due to footway parking. crowding/delay. Footway parking
Footway parking causes some causes significant deviation from
deviation from desire lines. desire lines.
9. COMFORT There are no slopes on footway. | Slopes exist but gradients donot | Gradients exceed 8 per cent (1 in 1 |Length of road s sloped but
- gradient exceed 8 per cent (1in 12). 12). slightly less marked change
than to the west.
10.COMFORT Examples of ‘other’ comfort issues include: 1 Vegetation and boxes
Netrar - Temporary obstructions restricting clearance width for pedestrians (e.g. driveway gates opened into footway); reducing the width of the
- Barriers/gates restricting access; and footways
- Bus shelters restricting clearance width.
- Poorly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery surfaces
COMFORT 6
11.DIRECTNESS Footways are provided to cater for | Footway provision could be Footways are not provided to cater 2| Footways provided along the
- footway provision pedestrian desire lines (e.g. adjacent| improved to better cater for for pedesrian desire lines. edge of the carriageway
to road). pedestrian desire lines.
12.DIRECTNESS Crossings follow desire lines. Crossings partially diverting Crossings deviate significantly from 2| Dropped kerb crossing
- location of crossings in pedestrians away from desire lines. | desire lines. provided either end of the
relation to desire lines road
13.DIRECTNESS Crossing of road easy, direct, and | Crossing of road direct, but Crossing of road associated indirect, 2| Traffic very low, might be
- gaps in traffic (where no |comfortable and without delay (< 5s |associated with some delay (up to | or associated with significant delay restricted by parked cars
controlled crossings EEET 155 average). (>15s average).
present or if likely to cross
outside of controlled
crossing)
14.DIRECTNESS Crossings are single phase Crossings are staggered butdo not | Staggered crossings add o|NA
- impact of controlled pelican/puffin or zebra crossings. | add significantly to journey time. | significantly to journey time. Likely to
e e G (D ‘L:‘r:::\ytowall >5sin pedestrian | wait >10s in pedestrian 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 current| vulnerable users sufficient time to
time unlikely to deter users. cross comfortably.
16.DIRECTNESS Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include: 2|None observed
- other - Routes tolfrom 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 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 speed 20-30mph
 traffic speed can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from
traffic speeds. traffic.
Good visibility for all users. Visibility could be somewhat Poor visibilty, likely to resultin 1| Dependant on the amount of
improved but unlikely to resultin | collisions. on street parking
collisions.
SAFETY 5
20. COHERENCE Adequate dropped kerb and tactile | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving 0|No tactile paving provided | Potential to review
- dropped kerbs and tactile | Paving provision. provided, albeit not to current absent or incorrect. and formal crossing on either | this provision
iy standards. end of the road
COHERENCE 0
Total Score 26
ROUTE SUMMARY
Route Name Baltic Road East of The Drive
Length 160m
Name of James Marsh
Date of Baltic Road East of The Drive
[Criterion Scores
| 7
|Comfort 6
Directness 8
5
! 0
[Total 26
Number of elements not to the route 2
Total Points to be reduced 4
Maxlmum score (revised) 36
! 72%.
Comments

Actions.

Maintenance to be reviewed. Review possibility of upgrading this.




Tonbridge

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 Littering andor dog mess prevalent. 1| Some overgrow vegetation | Maintenance to be
B significant issues noted. vegetation. Street furniture falling |Seriously overgrown vegetation, including hedges, however | reviewed.
into minor disrepair (for example, |including low branches. Street good footway condition
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 Evidence of neighbourhood watch, street
(e.g. houses set back or back onto | activity. Route s isolated, not lighting 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| Noise increases on approach
~traffic noise and pollution| affect the attractiveness pollution could be improved traffic noise to the A0214. Low traffic on
the road
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 7
5. COMFORT Footways level and in good Some defects noted, typically Large number of footway crossovers 2|No major trip hazards
- condition condition, with no trip hazards. isolated (such as trenching or resulting in uneven surface, observed, footway in good
patching) or minor (such as subsided or fretted pavement, o condition
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 o all users of between of less than 1.5m 1 |Footway provided between tobe
- footway width without ‘give and take' between |approximately 1.5m and 2m (i.e. standard wheelchair width). 1.5m and 2m, mainly 2m but | reviewed.
users or walking on roads. Occasional need for ‘give and take' | Limited footway width requires users narrows due to vegetation.
Footway widths generally in excess [between users and walking on 10 ‘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 1.6m (i.e. 2|Crossings provided are
- width on staggered without ‘give and take' between 1.5m and 2m. Occasional need for | standard wheelchair width). Limited acceptable
crossings/ users or walking on roads. Widths | ‘give and take' between users and | width requires users to ‘give and
destrian islands/ref generally in excess of 2m to walking on roads. take' frequently, walk on roads
pedestrian islands/refuges | ,.ommodate wheel-chair users. and/or results in crowding/delay.
8. COMFORT No instances of vehicles parking on | Clearance widths between Clearance widths less than 1.5m 2|No footway parking observed,
-footway parking footways noted. Clearance widths  |approximately 1.5m and 2m. Footway parking requires users to plenty of on street parking
generally in excess of 2m between | Occasional need for ‘give and take' | ‘give and take' frequently, walk on
permanent obstructions. between users and walking on roads| roads and/or results in
due to footway parking crowding/delay. Footway parking
Footway parking causes some causes significant deviation 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 Footway is sloped and can
- gradient exceed 8 per cent (1in 12). 12). temporarily be steep
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 10
11.DIRECTNESS Footways are provided to cater for | Footway provision could be Footways are not provided to cater 2| Footways provide along the
- footway provision pedestrian desire lines (e.g. improved to better cater for for pedestrian desire lines. carriageway
adjacent to road) pedestrian desire lines.
12.DIRECTNESS Crossings follow desire lines. Crossings partially divertin Crossings deviate significantly from 2|Crossing provided by the
- location of crossings in pedestrians away from desire lines. |desire lines. School and on the eastern
T e side of the road, over some of
the side accesses.
13.DIRECTNESS Crossing of road easy, direct, and | Crossing of road direct, but Crossing of road associated 2| Crossing is easy due to low
- gaps in traffic (where no | comfortable and without delay (< 5 |associated with some delay (up to  [indirect, or associated with traffic although can be
controlled crossings average). 155 average). significant delay (>155 average). restricted due to on street
= parking
present or if likely to
cross outside of
controlled crossing)
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 oj 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 benefitfrom | Green man time would ot 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 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 Traffic volume low and speed
- traffic speed can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from low, 20mph limit
traffic speeds. traffic
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all users. Visibilty could be somewhat Poor visibility, likely to resultin 1| Dependant on the number of
- visibility improved but unlikely to resultin | collisions. parked cars but lesser on
collisions. street parking than
roads.
SAFETY 5
20. COHERENCE Adequate dropped kerb and tactile | Dropped kerbs and tactle paving | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving 2|Crossings are adequate, | Northern junction
- dropped kerbs and paving provision. provided, albeit not to current absent o incorrect. northern junction crossing | crossing should be
standards. should be provided with provided with
tactile paving tactiles tactiles
COHERENCE 2
Total Score 32

ROUTE SUMMARY

Route Name Deakin Leas
Length 00m
Name of James Marsh
Date of

Criterion Per Scores
7
Comfort 10
Di 8
Safety 5
C 2
Total 32
Number of elements not to the route 2
'?ohl Points to be reduced 4
Maxlmum score (revised) 36
| 9%

Comments

Actions

Maintenance to be reviewed. Review possibility of upgrading this.




Tonbridge

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
- T T significant issues noted. vegetation. Street furniture falling | Seriously overgrown vegetation, with limited verge overgrowth
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,
B loTetine appropriate natural surveillance. frontage and natural Evidence of i street lighting i provided and
(.9. houses set back or back onto | activity. Route is isolated, not subject road is bound by dwellings for|
street). to natural surveillance (including surveillance purposes.
where sight lines are inadequate).
3. ATTRACTIVENESS Traffic noise and pollution donot | Levels of traffic noise and/or Severe traffic pollution and/or severe 4 Traffic volumes are higher
 traffic noise and pollution |affect the attractiveness pollution could be improved traffic noise and noise more noticeable.
Louder in the 40mph zone
4. ATTRAC’ Examples of ‘other’ issues include: 2|None observed
- other - Evidence that lighting is not present, or is deficient;
- Temporary features affecting the atractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse sacks).
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards
ATTRACTIVENESS 7
5. COMFORT Footways level and in good Some defects noted, typically Large number of footway crossovers 2| Footways are in good
- condition condition, with no trip hazards. isolated (such as trenching or resulting in uneven surface, condition with limited trip
patching) or minor (such as cracked, | subsided or fretted pavement, or hazards
butlevel 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 2| Footways on northen side
- footway width without ‘give and take’ between ‘approximately 1.5m and 2m. (i.e. standard wheelchair width). between 2-3m. Footway on
users or walking on roads. Occasional need for ‘give and take' | Limited footway width requires users the souther side 2m in width
Footway widths generally in excess | between users and walking on to give and take' frequently, walk on with temporary restrictions.
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| Footway width on crossing
- width on staggered without ‘give and take’ between 1.5m and 2m. Occasional need for | standard wheelchair width). Limited and island wide enough
crossings/ users or walking on roads. Widths | ‘give and take’ between users and | width requires users to ‘give and
9s/ generally in excess of 2m to walking on roads. take' frequently, walk on roads
wheel-chair users. and/or results in crowding/delay.
8. COMFORT No instances of vehicles parking on | Clearance widths between Clearance widths less than 1.5m. 2| Noiinstances of on footway
- footway parking footways noted. Clearance widths | approximately 1.5m and 2m. Footway parking requires users to parking observed
generally in excess of 2m between | Occasional need for ‘give and take’ |'give and take frequently, walk on
permanent obstructions. between users and walking on roads | roads and/or resulls in
due to footway parking. crowding/delay. Footway parking
Footway parking causes some causes significant deviation from
deviation from desire lines. desire lines.
9. COMFORT There are no slopes on footway. | Slopes exist but gradients donot | Gradients exceed 8 per cent (1 in 2| Generally no slope on
- gradient exceed 8 per cent (1in 12). 12). footway
10.COMFORT Examples of ‘other’ comfort issues include: 2| None observed
Netrar - Temporary obstructions restricting clearance width for pedestrians (e.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 12
11.DIRECTNESS Footways are provided to cater for | Footway provision could be Footways are not provided to cater 2| Footway provided alongside
- footway provision pedestrian desire lines (e.g. adjacent| improved to better cater for for pedestrian desire lines. the carriageway. Most
to road). pedestrian desire lines. attractions are on the northern
side of the road which is
12.DIRECTNESS Crossings follow desire lines. Crossings partially diverting Crossings deviate significantly from 2| Crossings follow desire lines.
- location of crossings in pedestrians away from desire lines. | desire lines.
relation to desire lines
13.DIRECTNESS Crossing of road easy, direct, and | Crossing of road direct, but Crossing of road associated indirect, 1 Crossing may take a longer
- gaps in traffic (where no |comfortable and without delay (< 5s |associated with some delay (up to | or associated with significant delay time to cross due to the high
5 average). 155 average). (>15s average). volume of traffic but istand /
Eentpliedicross gz zebra is provided.
present or if likely to cross
outside of controlled
crossing)
14.DIRECTNESS Crossings are single phase Crossings are staggered butdo not | Staggered crossings add 2| Zebra crossing provided so
- impact of controlled pelican/puffin or zebra crossings. | add significantly to journey time. | significantly to journey time. Likely to wait time should be limited.
e D G (D ‘L:‘r:::\ytawall >5sin pedestrian | wait >10s in pedestrian 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 current| vulnerable users sufficient time to
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 9
17.SAFETY Traffic volume low, or pedestrians | Traffic volume moderate and High traffic volume, with pedestrians 1| Traffic volumes moderately
- traffic volume can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from high and footways are
traffic volumes. traffic. adjacent to the carriageway
18.SAFETY Traffic speeds low, or pedestrians | Traffic speeds moderate and High traffic speeds, with pedestrians 1| Traffic speeds are between
 traffic speed can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from 30-40mph with footways
traffic speeds. traffic. adjacent to the carriageway
Good visibility for all users. Visibility could be somewhat Poor visibilty, likely to resultin 2| Visibility is good at the
improved but unlikely to resultin | collisions. crossing points due to
collisions. reasonably straight
SAFETY 4
20. COHERENCE Adequate dropped kerb and tactile | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving 2| Dropped kerb provision
- dropped kerbs and tactile | Paving provision. provided, albeit not to current absent or incorrect. adequate.
. standards.
paving
COHERENCE 2
Total Score 34
ROUTE SUMMARY
Route Name A2014 East of Deakin Leas
Length 770m
Name of James Marsh
Date of
[Criterion Scores
| 7
|Comfort 12
Directness 9
4
! 2
[Total 34
Number of elements not to the route 1
Total Points to be reduced 2
Maxlmum score (revised) 38
! 89%.
Comments
Actions Maintenance to be reviewed. Review possibility of upgrading this.




Tonbridge

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. 2|No significant issues and
- e significant issues noted. vegetation. Street fumiture fallng | Seriously overgrown vegetation, footways are in good
into minor disrepair (for example, |including low branches. Street condition
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 appropriate natural surveillance. | frontage and natural surveillance | Evidence of criminal/antisocial with dwellings bounding the
(e.9. houses set back or back onto  |activity. Route is isolated, not road for surveillance.
street). subject to natural surveilance
(including where sight lines are
inadequate)
3. ATTRACTIVENESS Traffic noise and pollution do not | Levels of traffic noise andior Severe traffic pollution andlor severe 2| Limited traffc. Noise polution
- traffic noise and affect the attractiveness pollution could be improved traffic noise is minor, though siightly
luti greater vithin the vicinity of
pollution the A2014
4. ATTRACTIVENESS Examples of ‘ther’ aftractiveness issues include: 2|None observed
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 are generaly in
- condi condition, with no trip hazards. isolated (such as trenching or resulting in uneven surface, good condition.
patching) or minor (such s 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 widiths of less than 1.5m 2| Footway width on either side
- footway width without ‘give and take’ between approximately 1.5m and 2m (i.e. standard wheelchair width). of carriageway is 2m wide
users or walking on roads. Occasional need for ‘give and take' | Limited footway width requires users with minimal obstructions
Footway widths generally in excess | between users and walking on to ‘give and take' frequently, walk on
of 2m roads. roads andor results in
crowding/delay.
7. COMFORT ‘Able to accommodate all users Widths of between approximately | Widths of less than 1.5m (ie. 2| Crossing is provided across
- width on staggered without ‘give and take' between 1.5m and 2m. Occasional need for  [standard wheelchair width). Limited the junction of the road
crossings/ users or walking on roads. Widths  |‘give and take' between users and | width requires users o ‘give and
asl generally in excess of 2m to walking on roads. take' frequently, walk on roads
wheel-chair users. and/or results in crowding/delay.
8. COMFORT No instances of vehicles parking on | Clearance widths between Clearance widths less than 1.5m. 2|No instances of footwa
- footway pa footways noted. Clearance widths | approximately 1.5m and 2m Footway parking requires users to parking and obstructions are
generally in excess of 2m between | Occasional need for ‘give and take' |'give and take' frequently, walk on minimal
permanent obstructions. etween users and walking on roads | roads and/or results in
due to footway parking. crowding/delay. Footway parking
Footway parking causes some causes significant deviation from
devation 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 2| Footway generally flat
- 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 (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 Footways are provided
- footway provision pedestrian desire ines (e.g. adjacent|improved to better cater for for pedestrian desire lines. adjacent to the carriageway
to road) pedestrian desire lines.
12.DIRECTNESS Crossings follow desire ines. Crossings partialy diverting Crossings deviate significantly from 2| Crossing provided across the
~location of crossings in pedestrians away from desire lines. ~|desire lines. junction mouth to the south
lation to desire i Raised table calming features
refation to desire lines at junction intersections aid
crossing in these locations
aiso.
13.DIRECTNESS Crossing of road easy, direct, and__ | Crossing of road direct, but Crossing of road associated indirect, 2| Low traffic levels, easy to
- gaps in traffic (where no_ | comortable and without delay (< 5s | associated with some delay (up to [or associated with significant delay cross
controlled crossings o) DTS (PIEDEEEED
present or if likely to cross|
outside of controlled
crossing)
14.DIRECTNESS Crossings are single phase Crossings are staggered but do not | Staggered crossings add oA
- impact of controlled pelican/pufin or zebra crossings. | add significantly to journey time. | significantly to journey time. Likely to
A H Unlikely to wait >5s in pedestrian  |wait >10s in pedestrian island.
crossings on journey g
15. DIRECTNESS Green man time is of suficient Pedestrians would benefit from Green man time would not give. o|NA
- green man time length to cross comfortably. extended green man time but uinerable users suffcient time to
current time unlikely to deter users. | cross comfortably.
16.DIRECTNESS Examples of ‘ther’ directness issues include: 2|None observed
Netnae - Routes toffrom bus stops not accommodated;
- Steps restricting access for all users;
- Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users.
DIRECTNESS l_ 8
17.SAFETY Traffic volume low, or pedestrians | Traffic volume moderate and High traffic volume, with pedestrians. 2| Low Volume
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|Low Speed
 traffic speed can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from
traffic speeds. raffic.
19.SAFETY Good visibilty for all users. Visibilty could be somewhat Poor visibilty, likely to resultin 2| Visibility is good dependant
- visibility improved but unlikely to resultin | collisions. n on street parking
collisions.
SAFETY 6
20. C kerb and tactile | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving 1| Dropped kerbs and possibly | Tacile paving to be
- dropped kerbs and paving provision. provided, albeit not to current absent or incorrect. tactile pacing could be considered
tactile pavin standards. provided on side arms,
paving though 'at grade’ crossing
now possible due to raised
table features implemented
(which appear to be recent).
Tactile paving should be
provided on the junction
COHERENCE 1
Total Score 35,

ROUTE SUMMARY

Route Name Goldsmid Road
Lenath 580m
Name of James Marsh
Date of
Criterion Scores
i 8
Comfort 12
Directn: 8
Safety 6
C 1
Total 35
Number of elements not i to the route 2
Total Points to be reduced 4
wax um score (revised) 3%
[ 97%

Comments

Actions

Maintenance to be reviewed. Review possibility of upgrading this.




Tonbridge

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. Footway reasonably 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. No evidence of vandalism,
e appropriate natural surveillance. | frontage and natural surveillance | Evidence of criminal/antisocial street lighting provided and
(e.9. houses set back or back onto  |activity. Route is isolated, not surveillance provided
street). subject to natural surveilance
(including where sight lines are
inadequate)
3. ATTRACTIVENESS Traffic noise and pollution do not | Levels of traffic noise andior Severe traffic pollution andlor severe 2| Relatively low trafic away
- traffic noise and affect the attractiveness pollution could be improved traffic noise from B2260
4. ATTRACTIVENESS Examples of ‘ther’ aftractiveness issues include: 2|None observed
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|Footway in generally good
- condition condition, with no trip hazards. isolated (such as trenching or resulting in uneven surface, condition
patching) or minor (such s 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 widihs of less than 1.5m 1| Footway width on the
- footway width without ‘give and take’ between approximately 1.5m and 2m (i.e. standard wheelchair width). souther side in excess of
users or walking on roads. Occasional need for ‘give and take' | Limited footway width requires users 2m. Northern footway i
Footway widths generally in excess | between users and walking on to ‘give and take' frequently, walk on discontinued for the majority
f2m roads. roads andor results in of the route.
crowding/delay.
7. COMFORT ‘Able to accommodate all users Widths of between approximately | Widths of less than 1.5m (ie. 0| Crossings are not provided
- width on staggered without ‘give and take' between 1.5m and 2m. Occasional need for | standard wheelchair width). Limited (see 12)
crossings/ users or walking on roads. Widths  |‘give and take' between users and  |width requires users to ‘give and
asl generally in excess of 2m to walking on roads. take' frequently, walk on roads
wheel-chair users. and/or results in crowding/delay.
8. COMFORT No instances of vehicles parking on | Clearance widths between Clearance widths less than 1.5m. 2|No parking was observed on
- footway pa footways noted. Clearance widths | approximately 1.5m and 2m Footway parking requires users to the footway, clearance width
generally in excess of 2m between | Occasional need for ‘give and take' |'give and take' frequently, walk on is a minimum of 2m.
permanent obstructions. between users and walking on roads |roads and/or results in
due to footway parking. crowding/delay. Footway parking
Footway parking causes some causes significant deviation 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 2|Footway is generally 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 (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 9
11.DIRECTNESS Footways are provided to cater for | Footway provision could be Footways are not provided to cater Footways are provided along
- footway provision pedestrian desire ines (e.g. adjacent|improved to better cater for for pedestrian desire lines. the edge of the carriageway
to road) pedestrian desire lines.
12.DIRECTNESS Crossings follow desire ines. Crossings partially diverting Crossings deviate significantly from 0|No crossings. Consideration of
~location of crossings in pedestrians away from desire lines. ~|desire lines. crossing should be
5 5 provided where the
relation to desire lines footwey on e
northen side of the
carriageway stops
and pedestrians are
forced to cross
andfor pedestrians
are looking to
access Strawberry
Vale
13.DIRECTNESS Crossing of road easy, direct, and__ | Crossing of road direct, but Crossing of road associated indirect, 2| Low traffic but some HGV
- gaps in traffic (where no_ | comortable and without delay (< 5s | associated with some delay (up to [or associated with significant delay movement as a result the
e e rasg e verage). 155 average). (>155 average). land uses in this area.
present or if likely to cross
outside of controlled
crossing)
14.DIRECTNESS Crossings are single phase Crossings are staggered but do not | Staggered crossings add oA
- impact of controlled pelican/pufin or zebra crossings. | add significantly to journey time. | significantly to journey time. Likely to
A H Unlikely to wait >5s in pedestrian  |wait >10s in pedestrian island.
crossings on journey time s
15. DIRECTNESS Green man time is of suficient Pedestrians would benefit from Green man time would not give. o|NA
- green man time length to cross comfortably. extended green man time but uinerable users suffcient time to
current time unlikely to deter users. | cross comfortably.
16.DIRECTNESS Examples of ‘ther’ directness issues include: 2|None observed
Netnae - Routes toffrom bus stops not accommodated;
- Steps restricting access for all users;
- Confusing layout for pedestrians creating severance issues for users.
DIRECTNESS l_ 6
17.SAFETY Traffic volume low, or pedestrians | Traffic volume moderate and High traffic volume, with pedestrians. 2| Traffic volume low
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|Low Speeds
 traffic speed can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from
traffic speeds. traffic.
19.SAFETY Good visibilty for all users. Visibilty could be somewhat Poor visibilty, likely (o resultin Good visibiity dependant on
- visibility improved but unlikely to resultin | collisions. on street parking volume
collisions.
SAFETY 6
20. kerb and tactile | Dropped kerbs and tactle paving | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving 0| Guard railing provided Provision of dropped
- dropped kerbs and paving provision. provided, albeit not to current absent or incorrect. constraints width. Present, it |kerb, tactile paving
tactile pavin standards. would appear, due to level
(F=E difference. Tactile paving and
dropped kerbs fimited.
COHERENCE (]
Total Score 29
ROUTE SUMMARY
Route Name Priory Road
Length 550m
Name of James Marsh
Date of
[Criterion Scores
|
Comfort
Directness
Safety
2
Total 29
Number of elements not to the route 2
Total Points to be reduced 4
Maximum score (revised) 36
! 81%

Comments

Actions

Maintenance to be reviewed. Review possibility of upgrading this.




Tonbridge

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 Littering and/or dog mess prevalent. 2| Footway in good condition

- maintenance significant issues noted. vegetation. Street furniture falling | Seriously overgrown vegetation, with some minor overgrowth
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 signs of vandalism,

- fear of crime appropriate natural surveillance. | frontage and natural Evidence of streetlighting provided on
(e.g. houses set back or back onto | activity. Route is isolated, not both sides of the road
street). subject to natural surveillance

(including where sight lines are
inadequate).

3. ATTRACTIVENESS Traffic noise and pollution do not | Levels of traffic noise and/or Severe traffic pollution and/or severe| 1|Road has a reasonable

- traffic noise and pollution | affect the attractiveness pollution could be improved traffic noise amount of traffic causing

noise to be more noticeable

4. ATTRACTIVENESS Examples of ‘other” atiractiveness issues include: 2|None observed

- 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 7

5. COMFORT Footways level and in good Some defects noted, typically Large number of footway crossovers 2| Footway in good condition

- condition condition, with no trip hazards. isolated (such as trenching or resulting in uneven surface, with no trip hazards observed
patching) or minor (such as subsided or fretted pavement, or
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 widihs of between Footway widths of less than 1.5m 2| Footway width Is over 2m for

- footway width without ‘give and take’ between |approximately 1.5m and 2m. (i.e. standard wheelchair width) the majority of the length

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 o ‘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 1.6m (i.. 0NA

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

e users or walking on roads. Widths ~ |'give and take' between users and | width requires users to ‘give and

P generally in excess of 2m to walking on roads. take’ frequently, walk on roads

pedestrian islands/refuges | ,commodate wheel-chair users. and/or results in crowding/delay.

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

-footway parking footways noted. Clearance widths |approximately 1.5m and 2m Footway parking requires users to

generally in excess of 2m between | Occasional need for give and take' |‘give and take’ frequently, walk on
permanent obstructions. between users and walking on roads |roads and/or results in
due to footway parking. crowding/delay. Footway parking
Footway parking causes some causes significant deviation 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 (1in 2| Shallow Gradient but

- gradient exceed 8 per cent (1in 12). generally flat

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 shelers 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|Footway provided along the

- footway provision pedestrian desire lines (e.g. improved to better cater for for pedesrian desire lines. edge of the carriageway.

adjacent to road) pedestrian desire lines.

12.DIRECTNESS Crossings follow desire lines. Crossings partially diverting Crossings deviate significantly from 2| Crossings provided across

- location of crossings in ians away from desire lines. |desire lines. the various side junctions and|

relation to desire lines ELficioundebovt

13.DIRECTNESS Crossing of road easy, direct, and | Crossing of road direct, but Crossing of road associated 1 Crossing on road is average

- gaps in traffic (where no | comfortable and without delay (< 5 |associated with some delay (up to |indirect, or associated with due to a moderate amount of

e ol la s s average). 155 average). significant delay (>15s average). traffic but signal controlled

o crossing is provided
present or if likely to

cross outside of

controlled crossing)

14.DIRECTNESS Crossings are single phase. Crossings are staggered but do not | Staggered crossings add 2| Traffic light crossing time is.

- impact of controlled pelican/puffin or zebra crossings. |add o] journey time. Likely to reasonably quick, with limited

D T D Unlikely to wait 5 in pedestrian  |wait >10s in pedestrian island. delay to pedestrians.
island.

15. DIRECTNESS Green man time is of sufficient Pedestrians would benefit from | Green man time would not give 2| Green man time is sufficient

- green man time length to cross comfortably. extended green man time but wulnerable users sufficient time to for pedestrians to cross
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 11

17.SAFETY Traffic volume low, or pedestrians | Traffic volume moderate and High traffic volume, with pedestrians 2/ Traffic volumes are relatively

- traffic volume can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from high but pedestrians can

traffic volumes. traffic. keep there distance due to
sufficient footway width
18.SAFETY Traffic speeds low, or pedestrians | Traffic speeds moderate and High traffic speeds, with pedestrians 2| Traffic speed is 30mph and

- traffic speed can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from vehicles appear to travel at

traffic speeds. traffic. this speed

19.SAFETY Good visibility for all users. Visibility could be somewhat Poor visibility, likely to result in 2| Visibility is adequate, some’

- visibility improved but unlikely to resultin |collisions. on street parking but
collisions. buildouts provided

SAFETY 6

20. COHERENCE Adequate dropped kerb and tactile | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving 2| Dropped kerbs and refuge

- dropped kerbs and paving provision. provided, albeit not to current absent or incorrect. island crossings provided
standards. across side arms. Tactiles

tactile paving are provided at most of the.

crossings.

COHERENCE

Total Score 36

ROUTE SUMMARY

Route Name A2014 West of Deakin Leas
Length 440m
Name of James Marsh
Date of

lCritorion Per Scores
7
| Comfort 10
lglremness 11
Safety 6
[e 2
[Total 36
Pumber of elements not to the route 1
Total Points to be reduced 2
Maxlmum score (revised) 38
I 95%

Comments

Actions

Maintenance to be reviewed. Review possibility of upgrading this.




Tonbridge

Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan: Walking Route Selection Tool

Walking Route Audit Tool

Comments

Actions.

Maintenance to be reviewed. Review possibility of upgrading this.

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
1. ATTRACTIVENESS Footways well maintained, with no | Minor littering. Overgrown ittering and/or dog mess prevalent. 2| Footway in reasonably good
- T T significant issues noted. vegetation. Street furniture falling | Seriously overgrown vegetation, condition
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'sign of vandalism and
B loTetine appropriate natural surveillance. frontage and natural Evidence of i lighting provided on both
(.9. houses set back or back onto | activity. Route is isolated, not subject sides of the carriageway.
street). to natural surveillance (including Natural surveillance provided.
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 volume very low and
 traffic noise and pollution | affect the atiractiveness pollution could be improved traffic noise noise low also
4. ATTRACTIVENESS Examples of ‘other’ atiractiveness issues include: 2| None observed
Botter - Evidence that lighting is not present, o is deficient;
- Temporary features affecting the atiractiveness 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 Footways in reasonably good
- condition ‘condition, with no trip hazards. isolated (such as trenching or resulting in uneven surface, condition
patching) or minor (such as cracked, | subsided or fretted pavement, or
butlevel pavers). Defects unlikely to |significant uneven patching or
result n trips or difficulty for trenching.
wheelchairs, prams etc. Some
footway crossovers resulting in
uneven surface.
6. COMFORT Able to all users Footway widths of between Footway widths of less than 1.5m 1| Footway between 1.5m and
- footway width without ‘give and take’ between ‘approximately 1.5m and 2m. (i.e. standard wheelchair width). 2min width
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
f 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 provided either
- width on staggered without ‘give and take’ between 1.5m and 2m. Occasional need for | standard wheelchair width). Limited end of the street.
crossings/ users or walking on roads. Widths | ‘give and take' between users and  |width requires users to ‘give and
e generally in excess of 2m to walking on roads. take' frequently, walk on roads
wheel-chair users. and/or results in crowding/delay.
8. COMFORT No instances of vehicles parking on | Clearance widths between Clearance widths less than 1.5m. 2|No evidence of on footway
- footway parking footways noted. Clearance widths | approximately 1.5m and 2m. Footway parking requires users to parking
generally in excess of 2m between | Occasional need for ‘give and take' | give and take' frequently, walk on
permanent obstructions. between users and walking on roads | roads and/or results in
due to footway parking. crowding/delay. Footway parking
Footway parking causes some causes significant deviation from
deviation from desire lines. desire lines.
9. COMFORT There are no slopes on footway. | Slopes exist but gradients donot | Gradients exceed 8 per cent (1 in 2| No noticeable gradient
- 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 1
11.DIRECTNESS Footways are provided to cater for | Footway provision could be Footways are not provided to cater 2| Footways provided along
- footway provision pedestrian desire lines (e.g. adjacent| improved to better cater for for pedestrian desire lines. roadside
to road). pedestrian desire lines.
12.DIRECTNESS Crossings follow desire lines. Crossings partially diverting Crossings deviate significantly from 2| Crossing provided either end
- location of crossings in pedestrians away from desire lines. | desire lines. of the road across junction
5 o I
relation to desire lines bell mouth
13.DIRECTNESS Crossing of road easy, direct, and | Crossing of road direct, but Crossing of road associated indirect, 2| Traffic volumes very low so
- gaps in traffic (where no |comfortable and without delay (< 5s |associated with some delay (up to | or associated with significant delay crossing is easy dependant
controlled crossings average). 155 average). (>15s average). on the number of on street
ST parking
present or if likely to cross
outside of controlled
crossing)
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 significantly to journey time. | significantly to journey time. Likely to
. q o Unlikely to wait >5s in pedestrian | wait >10s in pedestrian island.
crossings on journey time island
15. DIRECTNESS Green man time is of sufficient Pedesirians would benefit from Green man time would not give o|NA
- green man time length to cross comfortably. extended green man time but current| vulnerable users sufficient time to
time unlikely to deter users. cross comfortably.
16.DIRECTNESS Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include: 2| None observed
Netrar - Routes tolfrom 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 volumes very low
- traffic volume can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from
traffic volumes. traffic.
18.SAFETY raffic speeds low, or pedestrians | Traffic speeds moderate an igh traffic speeds, with pedestrians affic speeds very low
Traffi ds I ed Traffi ds mod: d High traff ds, with pedestr 2| Traffic speed: [
- traffic speed can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from
traffic speeds. traffic.
19.SAFETY Good visibilty for all users. Visibility could be somewhat Poor visibilty, likely to resultin 2| On street parking reduces
i improved but unlikely to resultin | collisions. visibility but roads are straight
collisions.
SAFETY 6
20. COHERENCE Adequate dropped kerb and tactile | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving 2|Adequate provision of
- dropped kerbs and tactile | Paving provision. provided, albeit not to current absent or incorrect. dropped kerbs, limited tactiles
e standards. besides southern end
COHERENCE 2
Total Score 35,
ROUTE SUMMARY
Route Name Priory Street
Length 320m
Name of James Marsh
Date of
[Criterion Scores
i 8
[ Comfort 1
[Directness 8
Safety 6
C 2
Total 35
Number of elements not to the route 2
Total Points to be reduced 4
'Maximum score (revised) 36
7%
L




Tonbridge

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. 2| Footway conditions are good,
- T T significant issues noted. vegetation. Street furniture falling | Seriously overgrown vegetation, limited 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 observed vandalism/
B loTetine appropriate natural surveillance. frontage and natural Evidence of i lighting present. Surveillance
(.9. houses set back or back onto | activity. Route is isolated, not subject common due to residential
street). to natural surveillance (including properties.
where sight lines are inadequate).
3. ATTRACTIVENESS Traffic noise and pollution donot | Levels of traffic noise and/or Severe traffic pollution and/or severe 4 Traffic volumes are high and
 traffic noise and pollution |affect the attractiveness pollution could be improved traffic noise therefore traffic volume is
Toud. Not in AQMA.
4. ATTRAC’ Examples of ‘other’ issues include: 2|None observed
- other - Evidence that lighting is not present, or is deficient;
- Temporary features affecting the atractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse sacks).
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards
ATTRACTIVENESS 7
5. COMFORT Footways level and in good Some defects noted, typically Large number of footway crossovers 2| Footways are in good
- condition condition, with no trip hazards. isolated (such as trenching or resulting in uneven surface, condition with limited trip
patching) or minor (such as cracked, | subsided or fretted pavement, or hazards
butlevel 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 2| Footway / driveway width is
- footway width without ‘give and take’ between ‘approximately 1.5m and 2m. (i.e. standard wheelchair width). around 4m on the east side
users or walking on roads. Occasional need for ‘give and take' | Limited footway width requires users and 2-3 on the west. Width is
Footway widths generally in excess | between users and walking on to give and take' frequently, walk on over 2m
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| Footways and crossing
- width on staggered without ‘give and take’ between 1.5m and 2m. Occasional need for | standard wheelchair width). Limited adequate width for
crossings/ users or walking on roads. Widths | ‘give and take’ between users and | width requires users to ‘give and pedestrians but pedestrians
9s/ generally in excess of 2m to walking on roads. take' frequently, walk on roads and vehicles do come into
wheel-chair users. and/or results in crowding/delay. contact on the eastern side as
aresult of the shared use of
this provision.
8. COMFORT No instances of vehicles parking on | Clearance widths between Clearance widths less than 1.5m. 2|Noinstances of vehicles
- footway parking footways noted. Clearance widths | approximately 1.5m and 2m. Footway parking requires users to parked on the footway
generally in excess of 2m between | Occasional need for ‘give and take' | ‘give and take' frequently, walk on observed
permanent obstructions. between users and walking on roads | roads and/or results in
due to footway parking. crowding/delay. Footway parking
Footway parking causes some causes significant deviation from
deviation from desire lines. desire lines.
9. COMFORT There are no slopes on footway. | Slopes exist but gradients donot | Gradients exceed 8 per cent (1 in 1| Gradients are level in some
- gradient exceed 8 per cent (1in 12). 12). parts but a steady gradient
change in other areas is
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 1
11.DIRECTNESS Footways are provided to cater for | Footway provision could be Footways are not provided to cater 2| Footways are direct, generally
- footway provision pedestrian desire lines (e.g. adjacent| improved to better cater for for pedestrian desire lines. along the carriageway line o
toroad). pedestrian desire lines. separated by a verge
12.DIRECTNESS Crossings follow desire lines. Crossings partially diverting Crossings deviate significantly from 2| Crossings are provided where|
- location of crossings in pedestrians away from desire lines. | desire lines. required such as by the main
5 o roundabout and where the
relation to desire lines. i e
13.DIRECTNESS Crossing of road easy, direct, and | Crossing of road direct, but Crossing of road associated indirect, 1 Crossing of road can be
- gaps in traffic (where no |comfortable and without delay (< 5s |associated with some delay (up to | or associated with significant delay difficult due to large volumes
5 average). 155 average). (>15s average). of traffic but formal crossings
controlled (_:ro_ssmgs o=
present or if likely to cross
outside of controlled
crossing)
14.DIRECTNESS Crossings are single phase Crossings are staggered butdo not | Staggered crossings add 2| Crossing are provided as
- impact of controlled pelican/puffin or zebra crossings. | add significantly to journey time. | significantly to journey time. Likely to signals within the vicinity of
e D G (D ‘L:‘r;h::\y to wait >5s in pedestrian | wait >10s in pedestrian island. the roundabout.
15. DIRECTNESS Green man time is of sufficient Pedestrians would benefit from Green man time would not give 2| Green light is long enough for
- green man time length to cross comfortably. extended green man time but current| vulnerable users sufficient time to pedestrians to cross safely
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 1
17.SAFETY Traffic volume low, or pedestrians | Traffic volume moderate and High traffic volume, with pedestrians 2|Pedestrians are provided with
- traffic volume can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from a wide footway to keep away
traffic volumes. traffic. from large volumes of traffic
18.SAFETY Traffic speeds low, or pedestrians | Traffic speeds moderate and High traffic speeds, with pedestrians 2| Traffic speeds are around
 traffic speed can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from 30mph and pedestrians can
traffic speeds. traffic. keep their distance
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all users. Visibility could be somewhat Poor visibilty, likely to resultin 2| Good visibility is apparent at
ity improved but unlikely to resultin | collisions. crossing points as the road is
collisions. straight
SAFETY 6
20. COHERENCE Adequate dropped kerb and tactile | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving 2| Adequate dropped kerbs and
- dropped kerbs and tactile | Paving provision. provided, albeit not to current absent or incorrect. tactile paving are provided
. standards.
paving
COHERENCE 2
Total Score 37
ROUTE SUMMARY
Route Name A26
Length 820m
Name of James Marsh
Date of
[Criterion Scores
| 7
|Comfort 1"
Directness 1
6
! 2
[Total 37
Number of elements not to the route 0
Total Points to be reduced 0
Maxlmum score (revised) 40
[ 93%
Comments
Actions Maintenance to be reviewed. Review possibility of upgrading this.




Tonbridge

Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan: Walking Route Selection Tool

Walking Route Audit Tool

Comments

Actions.

Maintenance to be reviewed. Review possibility of upgrading this.

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
1. ATTRACTIVENESS Footways well maintained, with no | Minor littering. Overgrown ittering and/or dog mess prevalent. 2| Footway are well maintained,
- T T significant issues noted. vegetation. Street furniture falling | Seriously overgrown vegetation, no 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
B loTetine appropriate natural surveillance. frontage and natural Evidence of i with plenty of street lights
(.9. houses set back or back onto | activity. Route is isolated, not subject provided and suitable
street). to natural surveillance (including surveillance.
where sight lines are inadequate).
3. ATTRACTIVENESS Traffic noise and pollution donot | Levels of traffic noise and/or Severe traffic pollution and/or severe 1|Reasonable amount of traffic.
 traffic noise and pollution |affect the attractiveness pollution could be improved traffic noise Slow moving and within an
AQUA
4. ATTRACTIVENESS Examples of ‘other’ atiractiveness issues include: 2| None observed
Botter - Evidence that lighting is not present, o is deficient;
- Temporary features affecting the atiractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse sacks).
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards
ATTRACTIVENESS 7
5. COMFORT Footways level and in good Some defects noted, typically Large number of footway crossovers 2|Footways are in great
- condition ‘condition, with no trip hazards. isolated (such as trenching or resulting in uneven surface, condition and are paved, with
patching) or minor (such as cracked, | subsided or fretted pavement, or no trip hazards
butlevel pavers). Defects unlikely to |significant uneven patching or
result n trips or difficulty for trenching.
wheelchairs, prams etc. Some
footway crossovers resulting in
uneven surface.
6. COMFORT Able to all users Footway widths of between Footway widths of less than 1.5m 2| Footways are very wide with
- footway width without ‘give and take’ between ‘approximately 1.5m and 2m. (i.e. standard wheelchair width). pinch points of 2m due to
users or walking on roads. Occasional need for ‘give and take' | Limited footway width requires users shop seating
Footway widths generally in excess | between users and walking on to give and take' frequently, walk on
f 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|Refuge islands are of
- width on staggered without ‘give and take’ between 1.5m and 2m. Occasional need for | standard wheelchair width). Limited adequate width
o users or walking on roads. Widths | ‘give and take' between users and | width requires users to ‘give and
generally in excess of 2m to walking on roads. take' frequently, walk on roads
wheel-chair users. and/or results in crowding/delay.
8. COMFORT No instances of vehicles parking on | Clearance widths between Clearance widths less than 1.5m. 2|No parking along this road
- footway parking footways noted. Clearance widths | approximately 1.5m and 2m. Footway parking requires users to Loading and unloading bays
generally in excess of 2m between | Occasional need for ‘give and take' | give and take' frequently, walk on present but no in constant
permanent obstructions. between users and walking on roads | roads and/or results in use.
due to footway parking. crowding/delay. Footway parking
Footway parking causes some causes significant deviation from
deviation from desire lines. desire lines.
9. COMFORT There are no slopes on footway. | Slopes exist but gradients donot | Gradients exceed 8 per cent (1 in 2| There is no noticeable:
- gradient exceed 8 per cent (1in 12). 12). gradient
10.COMFORT Examples of ‘other’ comfort issues include: 1| Temporary obstructions
- other - Temporary obstructions restricting clearance width for pedestrians (e.g. driveway gates opened into footway); observed for short lengths
- Barriers/gates restricting access; an
- Bus shelters restricting clearance width.
- Poorly drained footways resulting in noticeable ponding issues/slippery surfaces
COMFORT 1
11.DIRECTNESS Footways are provided to cater for | Footway provision could be Footways are not provided o cater 2| Footways provided along the
- footway provision pedestrian desire lines (.g. adjacent| improved to better cater for for pedestrian desire lines. road through the town centre
to road). pedestrian desire lines.
12.DIRECTNESS Crossings follow desire lines. Crossings partially diverting Crossings deviate significantly from 2| Crossings provided at various
- location of crossings in pedestrians away from desire lines. | desire lines. points on desire line
relation to desire lines
13.DIRECTNESS Crossing of road easy, direct, and | Crossing of road direct, but Crossing of road associated indirect, 2| Traffic is reasonably high but
- gaps in traffic (where no |comfortable and without delay (< 5s |associated with some delay (up to | or associated with significant delay slow moving and pedestrian
e s average). 155 average). (>15s average). dominated environment
present or if likely to cross
outside of controlled
crossing)
14.DIRECTNESS Crossings are single phase Crossings are staggered but do not | Staggered crossings add 2| Crossings are provided and
- impact of controlled pelican/puffin or zebra crossings. | add significantly to journey time. | significantly to journey time. Likely to present a low impact on
. q o Unlikely to wait >5s in pedestrian | wait >10s in pedestrian island. journey time
crossings on journey time island
15. DIRECTNESS Green man time is of sufficient Pedesirians would benefit from Green man time would not give 2| Green men of sufficient time
- green man time length to cross comfortably. extended green man time but current| vulnerable users sufficient time to
time unlikely to deter users. cross comfortably.
16.DIRECTNESS Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include: 2| None observed
Netrar - Routes tolfrom bus stops not accommodated;
- Steps restricting access for all 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| Pedestrians can keep a safe
- traffic volume can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from distance from traffic
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 speeds. traffic.
19.SAFETY Good visibilty for all users. Visibility could be somewhat Poor visibilty, likely to resultin 2| Good visibility provided as
ity improved but unlikely to resultin | collisions. the road is reasonably
collisions. straight and the speed s low
SAFETY 6
20. COHERENCE Adequate dropped kerb and tactile | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving 2|Adequate crossing faciliies
- dropped kerbs and tactile | Paving provision. provided, albeit not to current absent or incorrect. provided.
i standards.
COHERENCE 2
Total Score 38
ROUTE SUMMARY
Route Name High Street
Length 780m
Name of James Marsh
Date of
[Criterion Scores
i 7
[ Comfort 1
[Directness 12
Safety 6
C 2
Total 38
Number of elements not to the route 0
Total Points to be reduced 0
'Maximum score (revised) 40
! 95%
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Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan: Walking Route Selection Tool

Walking Route Audit Tool

Comments

Actions.

Maintenance to be reviewed. Review possibility of upgrading this.

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
1. ATTRACTIVENESS Footways well maintained, with no | Minor littering. Overgrown ittering and/or dog mess prevalent. 2| Footways are well maintained
- T T significant issues noted. vegetation. Street furniture falling | Seriously overgrown vegetation, and no overgrown vegetation
into minor disrepair (for example, |including low branches. Street was observe
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.
B loTetine appropriate natural surveillance. frontage and natural Evidence of i Street lighting provided and
(.9. houses set back or back onto | activity. Route is isolated, not subject surveillance is provided.
street). 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 1 Traffic levels are reasonably
 traffic noise and pollution |affect the attractiveness pollution could be improved traffic noise high and lies on the outskirts
of the AQMA.
4. ATTRACTIVENESS Examples of ‘other’ atiractiveness issues include: 2| None observed
Botter - Evidence that lighting is not present, o is deficient;
- Temporary features affecting the atiractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse sacks).
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards
ATTRACTIVENESS 7
5. COMFORT Footways level and in good Some defects noted, typically Large number of footway crossovers 2| Footway levels and condition
- condition ‘condition, with no trip hazards. isolated (such as trenching or resulting in uneven surface, a
patching) or minor (such as cracked, | subsided or fretted pavement, or
butlevel pavers). Defects unlikely to |significant uneven patching or
result n trips or difficulty for trenching.
wheelchairs, prams etc. Some
footway crossovers resulting in
uneven surface.
6. COMFORT Able to all users Footway widths of between Footway widths of less than 1.5m 1 1n the main the footway width
- footway width without ‘give and take’ between ‘approximately 1.5m and 2m. (i.e. standard wheelchair width). is over 2m, however the
users or walking on roads. Occasional need for ‘give and take' | Limited footway width requires users footway discontinues for a
Footway widths generally in excess | between users and walking on to give and take' frequently, walk on section of the road on the
f 2m. roads. roads and/or results in western side before the
crowding/delay. roundabout and the
remaining footway is
narrewer tn 1
7. COMFORT Able to accommodate all users Widths of between approximately | Widths of less than 1.5m (i.e. 2| Crossing provided at the
- width on staggered without ‘give and take’ between 1.5m and 2m. Occasional need for | standard wheelchair width). Limited roundabout which is 2m in
o users or walking on roads. Widths | ‘give and take' between users and | width requires users to ‘give and width
generally in excess of 2m to walking on roads. take' frequently, walk on roads
wheel-chair users. and/or results in crowding/delay.
8. COMFORT No instances of vehicles parking on | Clearance widths between Clearance widths less than 1.5m. 1| Thereis the occasional Opportunity to
- footway parking footways noted. Clearance widths | approximately 1.5m and 2m. Footway parking requires users to vehicle parked on the footway | provide on-street
generally in excess of 2m between | Occasional need for ‘give and take' | give and take' frequently, walk on and occasional narrowing | parking as takes
permanent obstructions. between users and walking on roads | roads and/or results in below 2m. place further to the
due to footway parking. crowding/delay. Footway parking north of the road?
Footway parking causes some causes significant deviation from Kerb appears to be
deviation from desire lines. desire lines. lowered but could
be investigated.
9. COMFORT There are no slopes on footway. | Slopes exist but gradients donot | Gradients exceed 8 per cent (1 in 2| Gradient s refatively 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 10
11.DIRECTNESS Footways are provided to cater for | Footway provision could be Footways are not provided o cater 2| Footways are provided at
- footway provision pedestrian desire lines (.g. adjacent| improved to better cater for for pedestrian desire lines. reasonable widths where
to road). pedestrian desire lines. needed
12.DIRECTNESS Crossings follow desire lines. Crossings partially diverting Crossings deviate significantly from 2| Crossing provided where
- location of crossings in pedestrians away from desire lines. | desire lines. required
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 relatively
- gaps in traffic (where no |comfortable and without delay (< 5s |associated with some delay (up to | or associated with significant delay easy due to low traffic/
controlled crossings average). 155 average). (>15s average). speeds and straight
oSS nd; alignment
present or if likely to cross
outside of controlled
crossing)
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 significantly to journey time. | significantly to journey time. Likely to
. q o Unlikely to wait >5s in pedestrian | wait >10s in pedestrian island.
crossings on journey time island
15. DIRECTNESS Green man time is of sufficient Pedesirians would benefit from Green man time would not give 0|NA
- green man time length to cross comfortably. extended green man time but current| vulnerable users sufficient time to
time unlikely to deter users. cross comfortably.
16.DIRECTNESS Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include: 2| None observed
Netrar - Routes tolfrom 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 volumes reasonably
- traffic volume can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from low and pedestrians can
traffic volumes. traffic. avoid due to a wide footways
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. traffic.
19.SAFETY Good visibilty for all users. Visibility could be somewhat Poor visibilty, likely to resultin 2 Visibility is good due to
ity improved but unlikely to resultin | collisions. straight alignment
collisions.
SAFETY 6
20. COHERENCE Adequate dropped kerb and tactile | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving 1| The footway discontinues on | Provide a crossing
- dropped kerbs and tactile | Paving provision. provided, albeit not to current absent or incorrect. one side of the road, where | point prior to this if
vin standards. no pedestrian crossingis | sufficient space is
paving provided. available?
COHERENCE 1
Total Score 32
ROUTE SUMMARY
Route Name A227 to Dry Hill Park roundabout
Length 870m
Name of James Marsh
Date of
[Criterion Scores
i 7
| Comfort 10
|Directness 8
Safety 6
C 1
Total 32
Number of elements not to the route 2
Total Points to be reduced 4
'Maximum score (revised) 36
! 89%




Tonbridge

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. 2| Footways are well
- T T significant issues noted. vegetation. Street furniture falling | Seriously overgrown vegetation, maintained. No overgrown
into minor disrepair (for example, |including low branches. Street verges observed.
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.
B loTetine appropriate natural surveillance. frontage and natural Evidence of i Street lighting provided
(.9. houses set back or back onto | activity. Route is isolated, not subject
street). 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 1 Traffic levels moderate so
 traffic noise and pollution | affect the atiractiveness pollution could be improved traffic noise noise is moderate.
4. ATTRACTIVENESS Examples of ‘other’ atiractiveness issues include: 2| None observed
Botter - Evidence that lighting is not present, o is deficient;
- Temporary features affecting the atiractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse sacks).
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards
ATTRACTIVENESS 7
5. COMFORT Footways level and in good Some defects noted, typically Large number of footway crossovers Footways are in good
- condition ‘condition, with no trip hazards. isolated (such as trenching or resulting in uneven surface, condition with no trip hazard
patching) or minor (such as cracked, | subsided or fretted pavement, or
butlevel pavers). Defects unlikely to |significant uneven patching or
result n trips or difficulty for trenching.
wheelchairs, prams etc. Some
footway crossovers resulting in
uneven surface.
6. COMFORT Able to all users Footway widths of between Footway widths of less than 1.5m 1| Some sections provide 2m | Could parking
- footway width without ‘give and take’ between ‘approximately 1.5m and 2m. (i.e. standard wheelchair width). footway on either side restrictions be
users or walking on roads. Occasional need for ‘give and take' | Limited footway width requires users however there are short implemented? Oris
Footway widths generally in excess | between users and walking on to give and take' frequently, walk on sections where the footway is | it possible to provide
f 2m. roads. roads and/or results in between 1.0-1.5m in width | parking elsewhere?
crowding/delay.
7. COMFORT Able to accommodate all users Widths of between approximately | Widths of less than 1.5m (i.e. 2| Crossing widths adequate
- 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
e generally in excess of 2m to walking on roads. take' frequently, walk on roads
wheel-chair users. and/or results in crowding/delay.
8. COMFORT No instances of vehicles parking on | Clearance widths between Clearance widths less than 1.5m. 0| Thereis a section of the road | Could parking
- footway parking footways noted. Clearance widths | approximately 1.5m and 2m. Footway parking requires users to where large number of on | restrictions be
generally in excess of 2m between | Occasional need for ‘give and take' | give and take' frequently, walk on footway parking is seen implemented? Oris
permanent obstructions. between users and walking on roads | roads and/or results in it possible to provide
due to footway parking. crowding/delay. Footway parking parking elsewhere?
Footway parking causes some causes significant deviation from
deviation from desire lines. desire lines.
9. COMFORT There are no slopes on footway. | Slopes exist but gradients donot | Gradients exceed 8 per cent (1 in 2| The 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 9
11.DIRECTNESS Footways are provided to cater for | Footway provision could be Footways are not provided to cater 2| Footway provided along the
- footway provision pedestrian desire lines (e.g. adjacent| improved to better cater for for pedestrian desire lines. carriageway
to road). pedestrian desire lines.
12.DIRECTNESS Crossings follow desire lines. Crossings partially diverting Crossings deviate significantly from 2| Crossing follow desire line at
- location of crossings in pedestrians away from desire lines. | desire lines. roundabouts and at side
relation to desire lines junctions
13.DIRECTNESS Crossing of road easy, direct, and | Crossing of road direct, but Crossing of road associated indirect, 2| At crossing locations,
- gaps in traffic (where no |comfortable and without delay (< 5s |associated with some delay (up to | or associated with significant delay crossing i easy due to the
controlled crossings average). 155 average). (>15s average). nature of the crossings
oSS nd; present. Crossing outside of a
present or if likely to cross crossing location may be
outside of controlled more timely due to width and
crossing) vehicle volumes.
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 significantly to journey time. | significantly to journey time. Likely to
. q o Unlikely to wait >5s in pedestrian | wait >10s in pedestrian island.
crossings on journey time Es
15. DIRECTNESS Green man time is of sufficient Pedesirians would benefit from Green man time would not give 0|NA
- green man time length to cross comfortably. extended green man time but current| vulnerable users sufficient time to
time unlikely to deter users. cross comfortably.
16.DIRECTNESS Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include: 2| None observed
Netrar - Routes tolfrom 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 4 Traffic volume is high
- traffic volume can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from however pedestrians can
traffic volumes. traffic. avoid for the majority due to
footway width
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 (30mph)some footway
traffic speeds. traffic. provided away from
19.SAFETY Good visibilty for all users. Visibility could be somewhat Poor visibilty, likely to resultin 2| Visibility is adequate due to
i improved but unlikely to resultin | collisions. straight alignment
collisions.
SAFETY 5
20. COHERENCE Adequate dropped kerb and tactile | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving 2| Adequate dropped kerbs and
- dropped kerbs and tactile | Pving provision. provided, albeit not to current absent or incorrect. tactile paving are provided as
vin standards. side junctions and
paving roundabout arms.
COHERENCE 2
Total Score 31
ROUTE SUMMARY
Route Name Dry Hill Park to Darenth Avenue RB
Length 630m
Name of James Marsh
Date of
[Criterion Scores
| 7
|Comfort 9
Directness 8
5
! 2
[Total 31
Number of elements not to the route 2
Total Points to be reduced 4
Maxlmum score (revised) 36
! 86%.
Comments

Actions.

Maintenance to be reviewed. Review possibility of upgrading this.




Tonbridge

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 Littering and/or dog mess prevalent. 2|Footways are well maintained|
- maintenance 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 vandalism observed.
e appropriate natural surveillance. | frontage and natural Evidence of Street lighting is provided and
(e.g- houses set back or back onto | activity. Route is isolated, not surveillance 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| 1 | Traffic volume is moderate
- traffic noise and pollution |affect the atiractiveness pollution could be improved traffic noise and therefore volume is.
moderate
4. ATTRACTIVENESS Examples of ‘other” afiractiveness issues include: 2|None observed
- 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 7
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 or resulting in uneven surface,
patching) or minor (such as subsided or fretted pavement, or
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 widihs of between Footway widths of less than 1.5m 2| Footway widths above 2m
- footway width without ‘give and take’ between |approximately 1.5m and 2m. (i.e. standard wheelchair width) with footway/cycleway on one
users or walking on roads. Occasional need for ‘give and take' |Limited footway width requires users side.
Footway widths generally in excess | between users and walking on o ‘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 1.6m (i.e. 2/ Crossings are of adequate
- width on staggered without ‘give and take’ between | 1.5m and 2m. Occasional need for | standard wheelchair width). Limited widih
crossings/ users or walking on roads. Widths ~ |'give and take' between users and | width requires users to ‘give and
ot o et generally in excess of 2m to walking on roads. take’ frequently, walk on roads
pedestrian islands/refuges | ,commodate wheel-chair users. and/or results in crowding/delay.
8. COMFORT No instances of vehicles parking on | Clearance widths between Clearance widths less than 1.5m. 2|Only one car observed on
- footway parking footways noted. Clearance widths | approximately 1.5m and 2m. Footway parking requires users to footway, minor furniture
generally in excess of 2m between | Occasional need for give and take' |‘give and take’ frequently, walk on obstructions reducing
permanent obstructions. between users and walking on roads| roads and/or results in footway width were observed
due to footway parking. crowding/delay. Footway parking
Footway parking causes some causes significant deviation 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 (1in 2| Gradient 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 shelers 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 adjacent to
- footway provision pedestrian desire lines (e.g. improved to better cater for for pedesrian desire lines. carriageway or separated by
adjacent to road) pedestrian desire lines. verge
12.DIRECTNESS Crossings follow desire lines. Crossings partially diverting Crossings deviate significantly from 2 Crossings provided on desire
- location of crossings in pedestrians away from desire lines. |desire lines. line
relation to desire lines
13.DIRECTNESS Crossing of road easy, direct, and | Crossing of road direct, but Crossing of road associated 2 Crossings provided at
- gaps in traffic (where no |comfortable and without delay (< 5 |associated with some delay (up to |indirect, or associated with relevant points and traffic
e ol la s s verage). 155 average). significant delay (>15s average). gaps make crossing relatively|
o easy
present o if likely to
cross outside of
controlled crossing)
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 toj to 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 0NA
- green man time length to cross comfortably. extended green man time but wulnerable 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 1| Traffic volumes are ata
- traffic volume can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from moderate level
traffic volumes. traffic.
18.SAFETY Traffic speeds low, or pedestrians | Traffic speeds moderate and High traffic speeds, with pedestrians 2| Traffic speeds are around
- traffic speed can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from 30mph
traffic speeds. traffic.
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all users. Visibility could be somewhat Poor visibility, likely to result in 2| Visibility adequate due to the
- visibility improved but unlikely to resultin |collisions. roads straight alignment
collisions.
SAFETY H
20. COHERENCE Adequate dropped kerb and tactile | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving Dropped kerbs and tactile paving 2 |Adequate crossings with
- dropped kerbs and paving provision. provided, albeit not to current absent or incorrect. dropped kerbs provided. The
standards. island by Trench Road could
tactile paving be provided with tactile
paving to improve the
crossing
COHERENCE 2
Total Score 34
ROUTE SUMMARY
Route Name Darenth Avenue Rb to Trench Road
Length 380m
Name of James Marsh
Date of
[Criterion Per Scores
[ i 7
[Comfort 12
Directness 8
Safety 5
L 2
[Total 34
|yumbor of elements not to the route 2
Total Points to be reduced 4
waximum score (revised) 36
! 94%

Comments

Actions




Tonbridge

Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan: Walking Route Selection Tool

Walking Route Audit Tool

Comments

Actions.

Maintenance to be reviewed. Review possibility of upgrading this.

2 (Green) 1 (Amber) Score Comments Actions
1. ATTRACTIVENESS Footways well maintained, with no | Minor littering. Overgrown ittering and/or dog mess prevalent. 1| Footways reasonable Maintenance to be
- T T significant issues noted. vegetation. Street furniture falling | Seriously overgrown vegetation, standards with some reviewed.
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.
B loTetine appropriate natural surveillance. frontage and natural Evidence of i Streetlighting provided.
(.9. houses set back or back onto | activity. Route is isolated, not subject
street). 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 volume is low and
 traffic noise and pollution |affect the attractiveness pollution could be improved traffic noise noise pollution is therefore
low
4. ATTRACTIVENESS Examples of ‘other’ atiractiveness issues include: 2| None observed
Botter - Evidence that lighting is not present, o is deficient;
- Temporary features affecting the atiractiveness of routes (e.g. refuse sacks).
- Excessive use of guardrail or bollards
ATTRACTIVENESS 7
5. COMFORT Footways level and in good Some defects noted, typically Large number of footway crossovers 2| Footway are in good condition
- condition condition, with no trip hazards. isolated (such as trenching or resulting in uneven surface, with no trip hazards
patching) or minor (such as cracked, | subsided or fretted pavement, or
butlevel pavers). Defects unlikely to |significant uneven patching or
result n trips or difficulty for trenching.
wheelchairs, prams etc. Some
footway crossovers resulting in
uneven surface.
6. COMFORT Able to all users Footway widths of between Footway widths of less than 1.5m 1| Footway width is generally
- footway width without ‘give and take’ between ‘approximately 1.5m and 2m. (i.e. standard wheelchair width). 1.5-2m on either side with
users or walking on roads. Occasional need for ‘give and take' | Limited footway width requires users some slightly narrower
Footway widths generally in excess | between users and walking on to give and take' frequently, walk on sections
f 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| Crossing provided at junction
- width on staggered without ‘give and take’ between 1.5m and 2m. Occasional need for | standard wheelchair width). Limited mouth is adequate width
crossings/ users or walking on roads. Widths | ‘give and take' between users and  |width requires users to ‘give and
generally in excess of 2m to walking on roads. take' frequently, walk on roads
wheel-chair users. and/or results in crowding/delay.
8. COMFORT No instances of vehicles parking on | Clearance widths between Clearance widths less than 1.5m. 1A couple of incidents but
- footway parking footways noted. Clearance widths | approximately 1.5m and 2m. Footway parking requires users to generally fine. Obstructions
generally in excess of 2m between | Occasional need for ‘give and take' | ‘give and take' frequently, walk on reduce footway width
permanent obstructions. between users and walking on roads | roads and/or results in
due to footway parking. crowding/delay. Footway parking
Footway parking causes some causes significant deviation from
deviation from desire lines. desire lines.
9. COMFORT There are no slopes on footway. | Slopes exist but gradients donot | Gradients exceed 8 per cent (1 in 2| Gradient s typically 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 10
11.DIRECTNESS Footways are provided to cater for | Footway provision could be Footways are not provided o cater 2| Footways follows desire line
- footway provision pedestrian desire lines (e.g. adjacent| improved to better cater for for pedestrian desire lines. as they are adjacent to the
to road). pedestrian desire lines. carriageway
12.DIRECTNESS Crossings follow desire lines. Crossings partially diverting Crossings deviate significantly from 2| Crossings follow desire lines.
- location of crossings in pedestrians away from desire lines. | desire lines.
relation to desire lines
13.DIRECTNESS Crossing of road easy, direct, and | Crossing of road direct, but Crossing of road associated indirect, 2|Crossing road is easy due to
- gaps in traffic (where no |comfortable and without delay (< 5s |associated with some delay (up to | or associated with significant delay low traffic speeds and
e s average). 155 average). (>15s average). reasonably straight alignment
present or if likely to cross
outside of controlled
crossing)
14.DIRECTNESS Crossings are single phase Crossings are staggered but o not | Staggered crossings add 0|NA
- impact of controlled pelican/puffin or zebra crossings. | add significantly to journey time. | significantly to journey time. Likely to
. q o Unlikely to wait >5s in pedestrian | wait >10s in pedestrian island.
crossings on journey time Es
15. DIRECTNESS Green man time is of sufficient Pedesirians would benefit from Green man time would not give o|NA
- green man time length to cross comfortably. extended green man time but current| vulnerable users sufficient time to
time unlikely to deter users. cross comfortably.
16.DIRECTNESS Examples of ‘other’ directness issues include: 2| None observed
Netrar - Routes tolfrom 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 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 speed is low
- traffic speed can keep distance from moderate | pedestrians in close proximity. unable to keep their distance from
traffic speeds. traffic.
19.SAFETY Good visibility for all users. Visibility could be somewhat Poor visibilty, likely to resultin 2| Visibility is high due to
ity improved but unlikely to resultin | collisions. straight alignment
collisions.
SAFETY 6
20. COHERENCE Adequate dropped kerb and tactile | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving | Dropped kerbs and tactile paving 1| Dropped kerbs and tactile | Review possibilty of
- dropped kerbs and tactile | Paving provision. provided, albeit not to current absent or incorrect. paving could be provided at | upgrading this.
vin standards. side junction to a better
paving standard
COHERENCE 1
Total Score 32
ROUTE SUMMARY
Route Name Trench Road
Length 450m
Name of James Marsh
Date of
[Criterion Scores
i 7
| Comfort 10
|Directness 8
Safety 6
C 1
Total 32
Number of elements not to the route 2
Total Points to be reduced 4
'Maximum score (revised) 36
! 89%




