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1. Introduction

1.1 Whatis an LCWIP?

Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plans (LCWIPs), as set out in the Government’s Cycling
and Walking Investment Strategy (2017) are a new, strategic approach to identifying cycling and
walking improvements required at the local level. LCWIPs provide a long-term approach to
developing local cycling and walking networks, usually over a 10 year period. The key outputs of
LCWIPs are set out below:

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

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

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

1.2 Aims and Objectives of the LCWIP

Tunbridge Wells Borough Council and its partners are seeking to develop a comprehensive network
of high quality walking and cycling routes that will enable choice of sustainable modes of travel for
journeys to work and for other trip purposes (e.g. shopping and leisure). This document supports the
delivery of the emerging Local Plan and the Council recognises that a step-change in the quality and
design of cycling infrastructure is needed.

The Tunbridge Wells LCWIP (Phase 1) will:

¢ Identify a network of priority cycle corridors focused on the town centre of Royal Tunbridge
Wells and Southborough;

¢ Identify a network of walking routes focused on the core pedestrian zone of Royal Tunbridge
Wells town centre and linking routes from areas around the town;

¢ Identify the measures needed to improve the infrastructure on the routes to make a real
change;

o Prioritise the schemes in order to ensure an effective and timely approach to delivery and to
achieve value for money; and

e Support the delivery of the sites allocations and development management policies in the
Local Plan, prioritising active and sustainable transport.

This first phase of our LCWIP for Tunbridge Wells borough, was prepared in 2019 as part of a
Department for Transport pilot programme to encourage local authorities to plan for active travel. A
limited number of updates have been made to this document in 2021. Phase 1 focuses on key
routes into Royal Tunbridge Wells town centre where there is a significant opportunity to convert
many shorter journeys to more active and sustainable modes of travel.

Since then, Phase 2 of the Borough’s LCWIP has been commissioned covering the town of Paddock
Wood, Low Traffic Neighbourhoods and inter-urban routes between Paddock Wood, Tonbridge and
Royal Tunbridge Wells.




2. Cycling Assessment

This document, which comprises Phase 1 of the Borough’s LCWIP, focuses on Royal Tunbridge
Wells town centre and the surrounding settlements including Southborough, Pembury, Rusthall and
Langton Green. The following section outlines the approach taken to identifying and prioritising key
cycle routes.

2.1 Propensity to Cycle Tool

The first step undertaken was to analyse the findings of the Propensity to Cycle Tool (PCT) and to
ensure that these correlated with the routes set out in the 2016 Cycling Strategy, providing a sense
check.

The PCT shows the top 20 routes that have the highest potential for journeys to be undertaken by
cycling. The thicker and darker the line, the higher the potential for modal shift. The figure below
shows the ‘fast routes’ scenario — the most direct routes into Tunbridge Wells town centre (based on
2011 census data).

The figure below shows the top 20 routes identified by the Propensity to Cycle Tool under the fast
route, 2011 census, Middle Super Output Area scenario.
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The figure below shows the routes set out in the Tunbridge Wells Cycling Strategy (2016) for

comparison.

Tunbndge Wells Area

Hale

Route 1 — Tonbridge to Tunbridge Wells via the
A26

Route 2 — Pembury to Tunbridge Wells via the
A264

Route 4 — Routes across The Commons

Route 5 — 21st Century Way including Home
Farm Lane link

Route 6 — Woodsgate Comner to Vauxhall Lane
via Tonbridge Road and A21

Route 7 — Forest Road to Grove Hill Road via
Farmcombe Road.

Route 8 — A26 London Road to Dowding Way via
Barnetts Wood

Route 9 — Langton Green to Tunbridge Wells
including Rusthall and Speldhurst links

Route 10 — Ramslye and Showfields links

(Source: Tunbridge Wells Borough Cycling Strategy, 2016)




The only route included in the 2016 Cycling Strategy that has not been highlighted by the PCT tool
is the Hawkenbury to town centre corridor. However, from local knowledge this has also been
included within this assessment. In addition, work is already underway to improve a number of the
routes identified in the 2016 Cycling Strategy including the A26 (Route 1) and the 21% Century Way
cycle route (Route 5). Therefore 5 key corridors have been identified for this LCWIP assessment,
with several of these corridors incorporating a number of possible route variations (9 in total):

Pembury to the town centre
e Pembury village and the A264 Pembury Road

Langton to the town centre
¢ Via A264 Langton Road
¢ Via Quiet routes through Langton and Rusthall villages
e Via The Common

Hawkenbury to the town centre
e Via Farmcombe Road
e Via Camden Park

Southborough to the North Farm employment area
e Quiet route via Barnetts Wood

Cross town centre
¢ Via the A264 connecting Major York’s roundabout to Carrs Corner
¢ Via the Common and Nevill Park



2.2 Cycle Route Scope

The figure below shows the key corridors set out above. The black lines represent existing cycle routes and those for which improvement schemes are
planned or underway.
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2.3 Route Selection Tool (RST)

After the routes set out above were identified for analysis, a detailed desktop assessment of the
existing route features was undertaken using the Route Selection Tool (RST). Each of the routes was
split into short character sections of 1km and then analysed against various criteria. The average for
each of the 9 routes is shown below:

Rank Route RST Score (existing route)
1 Hawkenbury via Farmcombe 16.50
Road
2 Barnett’'s Wood 15.50
3 Pembury Road 12.97
4 Hawkenbury via Camden 12.64
Park
5 Langton Quiet Route 12.20
6 Cross Town via main road 10.58
7 Langton via main road 10.42

(In this RST Analysis of existing conditions, the Cross Town via the Commons route and Rusthall via
the Commons route are not included as cycling on the Common is not currently encouraged).

Potential improvements for each route were identified and then they were reassessed and given a
‘potential RST score’. Then, with reference to recommended guidance, an initial schedule of
estimated costs for each of the measures was calculated (as shown in Section 2.5). These costs are
based on 2016 estimates, which have been increased to 2019 to allow for inflation; however, further
allowances for price increases will need to be made for schemes that have been identified as medium
or longer term. The costs will need to be finalised as the design process is taken forward as these
are indicative high level cost estimates.



2.4 RST Score Summary Table

The table below shows the average RST scores for each of the routes comparing existing infrastructure and proposed interventions. Although,
a number of the proposed routes still score below the minimum requirement of 70%, this is mainly as a result of the directness or gradient of
the route. Additionally, connectivity scores are low against all routes, due to the limited existing network in the town centre. However, in all
cases the proposed improved route scores are higher than the existing.

Route Route Name Directness Gradient Safety Connectivity Comfort Critical
No Junctions
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Barnett’'s Wood

15.5 17.96

1 500 | 5.00 | 5.00 | 500 | 249 | 3.75 | 0.19 | 0.19 | 2.87 | 4.02 (62%) (72%) o) 3
Pembury Road

2 400 | 400 | 500 | 500 | 334 | 361 | 004 | 004 | 059 | 148 | =20 | I3 45 | g

(52%) | (57%)

Hawkenbury via 16.5 17.05
Farmcombe Road 500 | 5.00 | 476 | 476 | 3.14 | 3.72 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 3.60 | 3.60 (66%) (68%) 9 7

12.64 13.47
500 | 500 | 289 | 289 | 3.02 | 3.54 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 1.73 | 2.04 (51%) (54%) 8 8

Hawkenbury via
Camden Park

Langton via main
10.42 11.4

road
5 5.00 | 5.00 5.00 5.00 0.42 0.96 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.44 (42%) (46%) 15 15

Langton via 12.2 14.6
residential roads 300 | 300 | 500 | 500 | 2.01 | 3.78 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 2.11 | 2.82 (49%) (58%) 9 6




Rusthall via

Tunbridge Wells 4.00 5.00 4.00 0.00 2.85 613?';305 13
Common (63.2%)

Cross Town via 0.20
main road 500 | 500 | 438 | 438 | 1.00 | 2.00 020 | 000 | 000 | 1058 | 1158 1 151 45

nr 42%) | (46%)

(existing)

Cross Town via 15.53
Commons 4.00 5.00 3.52 0.08 2.03 6595 14
(potential)

10




2.5 Indicative Costs for Cycling Routes

The table below shows the proposed infrastructure improvements for each route and the associated high level cost estimate. All costs are
indicative at this stage and are subject to feasibility studies, site investigation and detailed design. The routes are ordered according to their

potential RST score. The approach to costs follows recommended guidance from Wiltshire County Council and Manchester City Council.

It should be noted that since this LCWIP analysis was undertaken in 2019, a number 20mph schemes have been implemented in and around
central Royal Tunbridge Wells. Please refer to Appendix C for a list of roads included within these, some of which are mentioned in the table

below.
Route Potential | Summary of measures Construction Inflation Project Contingency Total
RST Cost (7.5%) management (44%)
score & design
(15%)
Toucan crossing across A26 £70,000 £5250 £10,500 £30,800 £116,550
20mph speed limit zones around £36,200 £2715 £2,715 £5,430 £60,274
Western Road and around Powdermill
Lane
Resurface Hillcrest and convert the £108,000 £8100 £16,200 £47,520 £179,820
verge along Brokes Way to cycle path
Barnett’s (600m)
W 17.96 Light segregation along Powdermill £48,000 £3,600 £7,200 £21,720 £80,520
ood .
Lane/Barnett’'s Way (300m)
Priority crossings for cyclists and raised £35,400 £2665 £5,310 £15,576 £58,941
table over Hornbeam Avenue
Wayfinding signage throughout the route £7500 £562.50 £1,125 £330 £12,487.50
(£500 x 15)
Remove railings and vegetation £500 £37.50 £75 £220 £832.50
cutbacks from Juniper Close to Dowding
Way (300m)
TOTAL COST £509,425
Priority crossing and raised tables over £247,800 £18,585 £37,170 £109,032 £412,587
Hawkenbury h ffic side iuncti 7
via eavy traffic side junctions (x7)
Farmcombe 17.05 . -
Road Tiger crossing across Forest Road* £41,500 £3112.50 £6225 £18,260 £69,098
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Extension of 20mph speed limit zone £18,100 £1357.50 £2715 £7964 £30,137
into Hawkenbury centre*
Light segregation along Forest Road to £56,000 £4,200 £8,400 £24,640 £93,240
Farmcombe Road (350m)
Feed in lane and advanced stop line at £10,000 £750 £1,500 £4,400 £16,650
Forest Road/Farmcombe Lane junction
Removal or redesign of mini £36,000 £2,700 £5,400 £15,840 £59,940
roundabouts along Farmcombe Road
(x3)
Resurface Farmcombe Lane (250m) £36,900 £2,767.50 £5,535 £16,236 £61,438.50
Speed control table along Claremont £14,600 £1095 £2190 £6424 £24,309
Road
Wayfinding along the route (x15?) £7,500 £562.50 £1,125 £3300 £12,487.50
20mph zone around Grove Hill Road* £18,100 £1357.50 £2715 £7964 £30,137
Public realm improvements outside £1,600,000 £120,000 £240,000 £704,000 £2,664,000
Tunbridge Wells Station*
TOTAL COST | £3,474,024
Total excl. £810,024
Public Realm
works
20mph zone in Rusthall High Street* £18,100 £1,357.50 £2,715 £7,964 £30,137
Raised tables at side junctions in £389,400 £29,205 £58,410 £171,336 £648,351
Rusthall*
Rusthall to Shared use path from Manor Road to £36,000 £2,700 £5,400 £15,840 £59,940
Carrs 15.85 Tarry Path*
Corner via ' Vegetation clearance along Tarry path* £500 £37.50 £75 £220 £832.50
Commons
Lighting along Tarry Path (x5)* £14,050 £1,053.75 £2,108 £6,182 £23,393
Resurface Tarry Path up to Langton £72,000 £5,400 £10,800 £31,680 £119,880

Road*
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Bollards at either end of Tarry Path (x4)* £1,400 £105 £210 £616 £2,331

Tiger crossing across Langton Road to £41,500 £3,112.50 £6,225 £18,260 £69,098

Nevill Park

Lighting of Nevill Park (x5)- seek £14,050 £1,053.75 £2,108 £6,182 £23,393

agreement

Resurface Nevill Park (875m) £157,500 £11,812.50 £23,625 £69,300 £262,238

Tiger crossing to the Common £41,500 £3,112.50 £6,225 £18,260 £69,098

Resurface path through the Common £153,000 £11,475 £22,950 £67,320 £254,745

(850m)*

Lighting in the Common (x10) £281,000 £21,075 £42,150 £123,640 £467,865

20mph zone within the town centre £18,100 £1,357.50 £2,715 £7,964 £30,137

Junction redesign of Church Road/ £500,000 £37,500 £75,000 £220,000 £832,500

London Road*

Light segregation along Crescent Road £57,600 £4,320 £8,640 £25,344 £95,904

to Carrs Corner (360m)*

Conversion of Carrs Corner to Dutch £800,000 N/A N/A £352,000 £1,152,000

style roundabout

Wayfinding signage (x15) £7,500 £562.50 £1,125 £3,300 £12,487.50
TOTAL COST: | £4,154,330

Verge clearance and shared use path £59,400 £4,455 £8,910 £26,136 £98,901

from Rusthall Road to Bishops Down

Road (330m)*

20mph zone around Bishops Down £18,100 £1,357.50 £2,715 £7,964 £30,137

Cross Town Road
X 15.53
via Common

Bishops Down Road- raised tables x3 £106,200 £7,965 £15,930 £46,728 £176,823

Conversion of some Zebra crossings to £41,500 £3112.50 £6225 £18,260 £69,098

Tiger crossings

Shared use path across the Common £90,000 £6,750 £13,500 £39,600 £149,850

(500m)*

13




Lighting x 10* £28,100 £2,107.50 £4,215 £12,364 £46,787
Redesign of London Road/ Church Road | 054 £37,500 £75,000 £220,000 £832,500
crossroads
Narrowing of Inner London Road and £36,000 £2,700 £5,400 £15,840 £59,940
make one way
20mph zone in the town centre £18,100 £1,357.50 £2,715 £7,964 £30,137
Double yellows down Calverley Road £5.350 £401.25 £803 £2.354 £8.908
Seek agreement from the Commion for £7,500 £562.50 £1,125 £3,300 £12,487.50
signposting and wayfinding (x15)
TOTAL COST: | £1,515,568.
50
Speed indicator device £6,000 £450 £900 £2,640 £9,990
Increase the pedestrian build out £12,000 £900 £1,800 £5,280 £19,980
20mph zone around the Hare/Langton £18,100 £1,357.50 £2,715 £7,964 £30,137
school
Resurface path to Langholm Road £34,920 £2,619 £5,238 £15,364.80 £58,142
Lighting installation along footpath x3 £8,430 £632.25 £1,265 £3,709.20 £14,036
. Vegetation clearance along footpath £500 £37.50 £75 £220 £832.50

Langton via

resrf;dns“a' 14.80 "5 0oped kerb at Great Footway £950 £71.25 £143 £418 £1,582
Lighting along Great Footway x3 £8,430 £632.25 £1,265 £3,709.20 £14,036
20mph zone from Great Footway to £18,100 £1,357.50 £2,715 £7,964 £30,137
Rusthall High Street
Speed control table in Longmeads £14,600 £1,095 £2,190 £6,424 £24,309
Raised tables along side junctions £389,400 £29,205 £58,410 £171,336 £648,351
adjacent to Rusthall High Street (x11)*

1 *

20mph zone in Rusthall £18,100 £1,357.50 £2,715 £7,964 £30,137
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Shared use path from Manor Road to £36,000 £2,700 £5,400 £15,840 £59,940
Tarry Path (200m)*

Lighting along Tarry Path (x5)* £14,050 £1,053.75 £2,108 £6,182 £23,393
Vegetation clearance along Tarry Path* £500 £37.50 £75.00 £220 £832
Resurface Tarry Path (400m)* £72,000 £5,400 £10,800 £31,680 £119,880
Bollards at end of Tarry Path* £1,400 £105 £210 £616 £2,331
Shared use and verge clearance from £72,000 £5,400 £10,800 £31,680 £119,880
Tarry Path to Major York’s (400m)*

Priority crossing over Rusthall Road* £8,000 £600 £1,200 £3,520 £13,320
Redesign crossings at Major York'’s £48,000 £3,600 £7,200 £21,120 £79,920
roundabout*

Ensure sufficient wayfinding and £10,000 £750 £1,500 £4,400 £16,650
signage throughout the route (x20)

TOTAL COST £1,316,983
20mph zone in Pembury village £18,100 £1,375.50 £2,715 £7,964 £30,137
Parking restrictions in Pembury (double £5,350 £401.25 £803 £2,354 £8,908
yellows)

Light segregation in Pembury village £160,000 £12,000 £24,000 £70,400 £266,400
(1000m)
Shared use footway/cycleway by £48,600 £3,645 £7,290 £21,384 £80,919
roundabouts (270m)

Pembury 14.13 Cycle parking in Pembury village £1,150 £86.25 £172.50 £506 £1,914.75

Road ' (Sheffield stands x10)

Revise toucan crossing to give more £5,000 £375 £750 £2200 £8,325
priority to pedestrians and cyclists
Reposition street furniture and resurface £1,676,700 £125,700 £251,400 £737,440 £2,791,240
(2.43km)
Longer term aspiration- put cyclists back £2,430,000 £18,225 £36,450 £106,920 £2,591,595

onto carriageway by removing central
hatching (light segregation) and convert
to bus only route.
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Hawkenbury
via Camden
Park

13.47

Raised tables at side junctions in £177,000 £13,275 £26,550 £77,880 £294,705
Hawkenbury (x5)*

Tiger crossing in Hawkenbury centre* £41,500 £3,112.50 £6,225 £18,260 £69,098
Revise shared use layout outside AXA £27,000 £2,025 £4,050 £11,880 £44,955
PPP into Camden Park (150m)

20mph zone in Hawkenbury centre and £18,100 £1,357.50 £2,715 £7,964 £30,137
Camden Park*

Seek agreement to signpost cyclists

down private road- Camden Park

Improve lighting (x15) £42,150 £3,161.25 £6,323 £18,546 £70,180
Raised table at Grove Hill Road £35,400 £2,655 £5,310 £15,576 £58,941
20mph zone around Grove Hill Road* £18,100 £1,357.50 £2,715 £7,964 £30,137
Light segregation on both sides of Grove £72,000 £5,400 £10,800 £31,680 £119,880
Hill Road (450m)

Ensure sufficient wayfinding and £7,500 £562.50 £1,125 £3,300 £12,487.50
signage (x157)

Roundabout redesign at Hoopers with £1,600,000 £120,000 £240,000 £704,000 £2,664,000

ublic realm scheme *

Cross Town
on road

11.58

Shared use from Rusthall Road to Major £72,000 £5,400 £10,800 £31,680 £119,880
York’s roundabout *
Roundabout redesign at Major York’s* £48,000 £3.600 £7.200 £21,120 £79,920
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20mph zone across town centre £18,100 £1,357.50 £2,715 £7,964 £30,137
Shared use along pavement to Bishops £54,000 £4,050 £8,100 £23,760 £89,910
Down Road (300m)

Convert Zebra to Tiger crossing over to £41,500 £3,112.50 £6,225 £18,260 £69,098
opposite footway on Mount Ephraim

(S:g;‘)’ use along to Church Road £59,400 £4,455 £8,910 £26,136 £98,901
Shared use along southern footway on £6,210 £68,931
Church Road (230m) £41,400 £3,105 £18,216

Redesign of Church Road/London Road £75,000 £832,500
crossroads £500,000 £37,500 £220,000

Traffic calming on Church Road (speed £11,800 £885 £1,770 £5,192 £19,647
cushion)

Cyclist priority over Church £500,000 £37,500 £75,000 £220,000 £832,500
Road/Crescent Road crossroads

Light segregation along Crescent Road £57,600 £4,320 £8,640 £25,344 £95,904
(360mM)

TOTAL COST: | £2,337,328
20mph speed limit in Langton £18,100 £1,357.50 £2,715 £7,964 £30,137
Shared use on footway between £221,400 £14,604.83 £29,210 £85,681.64 £324,227
Langton village and Coach
Road(1230m)

Lighting columns (x5) £14,050 £1,053.75 £2,108 £6,182 £23,393
Langton via 11.40 Raised tables along side roads x8 £283,200 £21,240 £42.480 £124,608 £471,528
main road '

Shared use and verge clearance along £82,800 £6,210 £12,420 £36,432 £137,862

footway from Coach Road to Major

Yorks roundabout (460m)*

Improvements to Major York’s £48,000 £3,600 £7,200 £21,120 £79,920

roundabout*

Cyclist priority over Rusthall Road and £16,000 £1,200 £2,400 £7,040 £26,640

Coach Road*

TOTAL COST: | £1,093,707

(* proposed measure included in more than one cycle route in the table)
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2.6 Cycle Route Prioritisation

Whilst all of the routes identified are recognised as required for a comprehensive network, a
prioritisation exercise was undertaken to produce a ranked list of routes. Each of the route
assessments was broken down into different character areas or 1km stretches and scored against the
following criteria. The average score was then calculated and given a weighting, in order to inform the
prioritisation.

The following criteria were used:

Forecast increase in walking and cycling trips (weighted 10): The extent to which the
suggested improvement could generate a modal shift and facilitate journeys to be undertaken
by walking or cycling.

Deficiency of the existing infrastructure (weighted 9): The current condition of the route
and the need for improvement.

Feasibility (weighted 8): The difficulty of the engineering works in completing the proposed
scheme.

Deliverability (difficulty implementing, land ownership tensions, political acceptability)
(weighted 7): How deliverable the proposed scheme is in terms of the difficulty in
implementing the improvements.

Quality of the preferred design (weighted 6): The quality of the design proposed for the
route and how effective it would be in converting journeys to switch mode.

Estimated cost (weighted 5): The cost of the scheme, either high, medium or low.

Developer funding availability (weighted 4): Whether proposed routes are adjacent to sites
in the emerging Local Plan.

Impact on pedestrians. (weighted 3): The impact on pedestrians, as implementing cycle
infrastructure should not deter other sustainable modes of transport.

Legibility (weighted 2): How easy the route is to follow and if it is direct on the main road.

Existing population who directly benefit from the intervention (weighted 1): The volume
of people that directly benefit from the infrastructure being implemented.
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The table below shows the overall route prioritisation:

Ranking Route Name Total weighted Score

1 Hawkenbury via Camden Park 216

2 Hawkenbury via Farmcombe Road 206

3 Pembury Road 205.5
4 Cross Town via Commons 200.4
5 Barnett’'s Wood 200.1
6 Cross Town on Road 193.2
7 Rusthall via Commons 184.7
8 Langton back roads 180.6
9 Langton via main road 156.1

It is recognised that some of these schemes are easier to deliver than others, as a result of funding
and land availability for example. A decision has been taken to weight the criteria in favour of routes

which currently offer the poorest infrastructure for cyclists (and therefore any improvements will bring
the most benefit to both existing and future users).

The table below shows the average score for each of the routes against the various categories in the
prioritisation matrix, which informs a ranked list. A RAG (red/amber/green) rating has also been given.
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Forecast Priority — Feasibili | Deliverabi | Quality of Cost Future Impact on | Legibility | Populatio Total
increase | improveme ty lity Preferred | Estimate s106 pedestria (2) n who Score
in active nt needed (8) (7 Design (5) (4) ns (3) directly and
travel (10) (9) (6) benefit (1) | ranking
Hawkenbury
via Camden 5.0 3.7 4.0 3.0 3.7 4.0 4.0 4.0 2.7 4.3
Park
50.0 33.3 32 21 22 20 16 12
Hawkenbury
via
Earmcombe 4.2 3.0 3.8 4.0 3.2 4.0 3.6 4.6 3.8 4.4
Road
42.0 30 28 19.2 20 14 13.8 7.6 44 | 2062 |
Pembury Road 5.0 3.5 4.0 3.8 45 1.0 2.5 3.5 50 3.5
['with weighting | 50.0 315 320 | 260 27.0
Cross Town
via Commons 5.0 4.0 4.0 2.6 3.6 3.0 1.0 4.0 3.4 5.0
50.0 36 32 NS 216 15 AN 1 6.8 50 [ 2004(4) |
\?Vf)rggtt S 3.8 3.5 3.0 3.3 4.0 5.0 2.8 4.0 3.3 5.0
| with weighting  [IRN88I00 315 24.0 23.0 24.0 25.0 11.0 12.0
rcggdss Town on 5.0 5.0 1.8 2.2 3.8 2.0 2.2 4.2 5.0 5.0
50.0 25 | | 126 10 50 [ 1193.2(6) |
Rusthall via
Commons 5.0 3.9 3.9 2.1 3.7 1.0 1.0 3.7 3.7 4.0
50.0 35.1 31 | 11 7.4 40 | 1847 () |
Langton via 3.6 2.8 3.8 4.0 3.0 3.0 1.0 4.4 3.2 4.8
backroads
30.0 28.0 | 15 | 48 |
Ef‘)’;%m” Main 3.9 50 1.0 16 1.9 3.0 1.0 3.0 50 3.9
| | 150 |
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The table below shows the potential timescales for delivery of the routes:

Route Name Short Term Medium Term Long Term
Pembury Road X

Barnett’s Wood X

Langton Main Road X

Langton Back Roads

Rusthall via Commons X

Hawkenbury via Camden Park X

Hawkenbury via Farmcombe

Road
Cross Town on road X
Cross Town via Commons X

Routes such as Langton via residential roads and Hawkenbury via Farmcombe Road have a
number of ‘quick win’ measures, such as 20mph zones and traffic calming measures while others
are longer term aspirations, with more difficult and costly engineering solutions.



3. Walking Assessment

3.1 Walking route scope

The figure below shows the scope of the walking route assessment undertaken, comprising
the area that is within a twenty walking distance from Royal Tunbridge Wells town centre.
There are a number of key attractors within this zone including Tunbridge Wells railway
station (with frequent services to London), several primary schools, secondary schools, is a
key employment area and an extensive retail offering.

This 20 minute walking distance zone was used as the starting point for the Walking Route
Assessments and three key focal points were identified within the core area of the town
centre:

e The War Memorial (to the North of the town centre, nearby to the shopping centre
and main retail offering);

e Tunbridge Wells Railway Station (in the middle of the spine of the town centre and a
frequent destination for commuters); and

e The Pantiles (the historic part of the town centre to the South, popular with visitors
with a large offering of food and drink venues).
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Engagement with local residents helped to identify 16 Walking Routes for detailed
assessment. These are shown in the figure below.

The Walking Route Assessment Tool (WRAT) was used to audit each of the routes. The
WRATSs were undertaken by TWBC Officers or members of the Royal Tunbridge Wells Town
Forum (residents). This allowed for a range of views on the quality of the existing routes and
enriched the data collected.

However, the scoring was then moderated to ensure that the data remained consistent and
valid. An average score of 28 (70%) should, according to the DfT’s guidance, be the
minimum level of provision. Out of 16 routes identified for analysis, only 5 routes scored
higher than this.
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3.2 Walking Route Assessments

The average Walking Route Assessment score for each of the 16 routes is shown in the

table below.
Route Average Walking Ranking Area in need of most
Route Assessment | (worst condition improvement
Score to best)
1) Powdermill Lane to the 23 (58%) 3 Beltring Road to
War Memorial Grosvenor Road (17)
2) King George V Hill (St 30.6 (77%) 14 Quarry Road to
James) to the War Calverley Road (26)
Memorial
3) Calverley Park Gardens 14.6 (37%) 1 (worst Carrs Corner to War
to the War Memorial condition) Memorial (12)
4) Hawkenbury Post Office 27.5 (69%) 11 Hawkenbury Post
to the War Memorial (via Office to Halls Hole
Bayhall Road) Road (17)
5) Hawkenbury Post Office 27.2 (68%) 10 Hawkenbury Post
to Tunbridge Wells Office to Camden
Station (via Camden Park (15)
Park)
6) Hawkenbury to 30.4 (76%) 13 Vale Road to Station
Tunbridge Wells Station Approach (21)
(via Farmcombe Road)
7) Warwick Park to 27 (68%) 9 Vale Road to the
Tunbridge Wells Station Station (20)
8) St Mark’s Church to the 25.6 (64%) 8 Frant Road to the
Pantiles Pantiles (21)
9) Summervale Road to the 34.6 (87%) 15 Railway Bridge to
Pantiles Nevill Terrace (33)
10) Broadwater Down to 36.8 (92%) 16 (best Eridge Road to
Tunbridge Wells station condition) Montacute Road (35)
and Frant Road to
Vale Road (35)
11) Rusthall town centre to 23.8 (60%) 6 Langton Road to
the Pantiles Major York’s
Roundabout (12)
12) Langton Road to 23 (58%) 4 Church Road to
Tunbridge Wells Station London Road
crossroads (20)
13) Molyneux Park Road to 25.3 (63% 7 Earls Road to Mount
the War Memorial Ephraim Path (18)
14) Royal Chase to the War 23.6 (59%) 5 Grosvenor
Memorial Roundabout to
Hanover Road (19)
15) Rusthall to Culverden 30.2 (76%) 12 Reynolds Lane to A26
(on St John’s Road) junction (23)
16) Yew Tree Road 18.8 (47%) 2 High Brooms to the

(Southborough) to High
Brooms Station

station (15)
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3.3 Indicative costs for walking routes

Following completion of the walking route assessments, potential improvement measures

were identified. A summary of the interventions broken down by route is provided in the table
below. This also includes an indicative cost for each measure; it should be noted that these

are indicative high-level estimates and are subject to change following further feasibility

work, detailed design and inflation. The approach to costs follows that set out in
recommended guidance from Wiltshire County Council.

Since this LCWIP Phase 1 was prepared in 2019, a number 20mph schemes have been

implemented in and around central Tunbridge Wells. Please refer to Appendix C for a list of
roads included within these, some of which are referred to in the table below.

Route Summary of measures proposed Construction cost
20mph zone on A26 £18,100
Benches £500
Maintenance around roots (x20) £5300
Tighten bellmouth junctions/ garage
entrances (x5) £60,000
Dropped kerb at Leighton Close £950
1) Powdermill | Zebra Crossing on Grosvenor Road £34,000
Lane to the
War Improve street furniture around Grosvenor
Memorial P £14,050
Roundabout (replace 5x columns)
Improve pedestrian crossings on all arms £60,000
of Grosvenor roundabout
Raised tables on side roads x10 £354,000
Tactile audit £5,000
Zebra crossing on Grosvenor Road £34,000
20mph zone in town centre £18,100
Total construction cost £1,005,650
Total cost including inflation (7.5%), £1,674,407
project management & design (15%),
contingency (44%)
2) King 20mph zone around St James £18,100
George VI
Hill (St Benches £500
James) to
the War Discourage pavement parking on double £5350
Memorial yellows
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Pavement maintenance around St James £90,000
(500m)

Tactile audit £5,000
Raised tables (x10) £354,000
20mph around Camden Road £18,100
Increase planting down Camden Road £500
Highlighted crossing over Garden Road £4,500
Remove bollards along Camden Road £2,000
Redesign of Calverley/Camden Road T £500,000

junction as in Urban Design Framework *

Total construction cost

£1,329,254 (£829,254 —
minus public realm scheme)

Total cost including inflation (7.5%),
project management & design (15%),
contingency (44%)

£2,213,207.91
(£1,380,707.91)

Vegetation cutback along Calverley Park £500
Gardens
Highlighted crossing over Calverley Park £4,500
Gardens
Improve crossing on all arms of Carrs £96,000
Corner roundabout*
3) Calverley 20mph zone £18,100
Park Gardens
to the War Tactile and dropped kerb audit £5,000
Memorial
Improve crossing over Crescent Road car £9,000
park (2x highlighted crossing point)
Benches £500
Improve planting £500
Total construction cost £134,100
Total cost including inflation (7.5%),
project management & design (15%), £223,276.50
contingency (44%)
Zebra crossing in Hawkenbury village (near £34,000
4) Hawkenbury | to Post Office & bus stops)
Post Office to
the War 20mph scheme in Hawkenbury* £18,100
Memorial (via
Bayhall Road) | Take out cross hatchings in road (150m) £4,500
Discourage footway parking on Forest £5,350

26




Road- double yellows

Cutback vegetation along Bayhall Road £500
Tighten bellmouth junctions x5 £60,000
Replace traffic island at Halls Hole Road £9,400
Dropped kerb repair x5 £4,750
Traffic separator island at Dorset Road £9,450
Benches £500
Zebra crossing over Bayhall Road £34,000
Double yellows at Cromwell Road- parking £5,350
over dropped kerbs
Improve crossing on all arms of Carrs £96,000
Corner roundabout*
Dropped kerb at Carrs Corner £950
20mph zone in along Bayhall/Calverley £18,100
Road
Double yellows on Calverley Road £5,350
Total construction cost £306,300.00
Total cost including inflation (7.5%),
project management & design (15%), 2ol EeLall
contingency (44%)
Replace pedestrian refuge islands along £47,000
Forest Road (x5)
20mph zone £18,100
Increase lighting provision along Camden £42,150
Park (x15)*

5) Hawkenbury . . m

Post Office to Vegetation cutback in Camden Park £500

Tunbridge -
Wells Station Dropped kerb at Camden Hill/Poona Road £950
via Camden .

( Park) 20mph on Grove Hill Road* £18,100
Take out railings at Hoopers — replace with £3,500
bollards (x10)

Public Realm improvements around Vale £1,600,000

Road/crossing to the station*

Total construction cost

£1,730,300 (excl. public
realm scheme - £130,300)
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Total cost including inflation (7.5%),
project management & design (15%),
contingency (44%)

£2,880,949.50
(£216,949.50)

Zebra crossing over Forest Road £34,000
20mph speed limit £18,100
6) Hawkenbury | Dropped kerb and tactile audit £5,000
to Tunbridge
Wells Station | Dropped kerbs along Claremont Road (x4) £3,800
(via
Farmcombe Increase lighting through The Grove- £11,850
Road) ornamental lamp columns (x3)
High Street 20mph scheme £18,100
Public Realm improvements around Vale £1,600,000
Road/crossing to the station*
Total construction cost £1,690,850 (excl. public
realm scheme - £90,850)
Total cost including inflation (7.5%), £2,815,265.25
project management & design (15%), (£151,165.30)
contingency (44%)
Tactile paving audit £5,000
7) Warwick 20mph zone £18,100
Park to
Tunbridge Rationalise number of bollards along the £2,000
Wells Station | High Street (remove 10)
Public Realm improvement scheme at Vale £1,600,000
Road/crossing to the station*
Total construction cost £1,625,100 (excl. public
realm scheme - £25,100)
Total cost including inflation (7.5%),
project management & design (15%), £2,705,791.50 (£71,791.50)
contingency (44%)
Tree root maintenance around St Mark’s £2,650
(x10)
Discourage footway parking with double £5,350
yellows
8) St Mark’s 20mph zone £18,100
Church to the .
Pantiles Zebra crossing over Frant Road £34,000
Dropped kerbs x 5 £4,750
Tactile audit £5,000
Total construction cost £69.850
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Total cost including inflation (7.5%),

project management & design (15%), £109,640.30
contingency (44%)
Vegetation cut back £500
Zebra crossing over Summervale Road £34,000
9) Summervale !I—_Ilghllghffd crossing point over Nevill £4,500
Road to the crrace .
: Improve crossings over arms of both £144,000
Pantiles
roundabouts (x12)
20mph zone £18,100
Reduce bellmouth junctions (x5) £60,000
Total construction cost £261,100
Total cost including inflation (7.5%),
project management & design (15%), e
contingency (44%)
Benches £500
Vegetation clearance £500
Dropped kerbs x10 £9,500
10) Broadwater | Highlighted crossing over Nevill Terrace** £4,500
Down to
Tunbridge Improve crossings over arms of both £144,000
Wells station | roundabouts**
20mph zone £18,100
Dropped kerb at Linden Park Road £950
Public Realm scheme around Vale Road £1,600,000

over to the station*

Total construction cost

£1,778,050 (excl. public
realm scheme - £34,050)

Total cost including inflation (7.5%),
project management & design (15%),
contingency (44%)

£2,960,453.25 (£56,693.25)

11) Rusthall
town centre to
the Pantiles

20mph speed limit along Rusthall High £18,100
Street*

Highlighted crossing point £4,500
Dropped kerbs x5 £4,750
Lighting provision along Tarry Path* £14,050
Vegetation clearance along Tarry Path* £500
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Bollards at end of Tarry Path* £1,400
Zebra crossing over to St Paul’s Church £34,000
Put bus shelter at side of road in out of town £9,000
direction
Lower speed limit on Langton Road from 40 £18,100
to 30mph
Tighten Rusthall Road junction £12,500
Dropped kerbs on Rusthall Road £1,900
Improve pedestrian crossing on all arms of £72,000
Major York's*
More lighting along Major York’s (x5) £14,050
Highlighted crossing over Castle Road £4.500
Total construction cost £209,350
Total cost including inflation (7.5%),
project management & design (15%), £348,567.80
contingency (44%)
Improve bench provision £500
Vegetation clearance £500
Tactile audit £1,000
Tighten bellmouth junction at Church Road £12,000
Crossroads redesign at Church Road / £500,000

12) Langton London Road*

Road to Toucan crossing x 4 £280,000
Tunbridge

Wells Station | 20mph zone £18,100
Discourage pavement parking £5,350
Public Realm improvements at Church £500,000
Road/ Crescent Road crossroads*
Rationalise street furniture e.g. phone boxes £1,500
(x3)
Improve public realm outside the station- £500,000

widen pavement and remove taxi rank

Total construction cost

£1,818,950 (excl. public
realm scheme - £818,950)

Total cost including inflation (7.5%),
project management & design (15%),
contingency (44%)

£3,028,551.75
(£1,365,551.75)

13) Molyneux
Park Road to
the War
Memorial

Vegetation clearance

£500

20mph zone

£18,100

30




Pavement maintenance along Molyneux
Park Road (400m)

£72,000

Tactile audit £5,000
Zebra crossing over to the Common £34,000
New benches £500
Replace railings £300
New bollards x4 £1,400
Highlighted crossing over London Road £4,500
Discourage parking around Fiveways £5,350
Improve environment in alleyway behind £18,000
station steep and uneven steps (100m)
More lighting columns — x3 £8,430
Litter and vegetation clearance £500
Total construction cost £213,350
Total cost including inflation (7.5%),
project management & design (15%), e e
contingency (44%)
Vegetation clearance £500
Paving maintenance to Grosvenor Road £45,000
(250m)
20mph zone £18,100
14) Royal - .
Chase to the Improve pedestrian crossing over £60,000
War Memorial roundabout__
Remove railings by roundabout £750
Litter clearance £500
Highlighted crossing over Upper Grosvenor £4500
Road
Total construction cost £129,350
Total cost including inflation (7.5%),
project management & design (15%), £215,367.75
contingency (44%)
20mph zone in Rusthall* £18,100
15) Rusthall to
Culverden (on | Double yellows from Woodside Road to £5,350
St John’s Stills Green Path
Road) Dropped kerbs at Rosehill entrance x 2 £1,900
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20mph scheme in Culverden £18,100
Tighten bellmouth junction at Culverden £36,000
Park, Reynolds Lane and Whitefield Road
Discourage footway parking near Reynolds £5,350
Lane
Raised tables on side roads x7 in Culverden £247,800
Dropped kerbs at Derwent Drive and £1,900
Culverden Park
Total construction cost £334,500
Total cost including inflation (7.5%),
project management & design (15%), £556,942.50
contingency (44%)
Discourage pavement parking on Yew Tree £5,350
Road
Pavement maintenance around tree roots £26,500
(x10)
Zebra closer to Powdermill Lane junction £21,500
Replace dropped kerbs at the Ridgeway, £2,850
Crendon and Powdermill Lane
Rationalise street future near High Brooms £250,000
16) Yew Tree | shops
Road Highlighted crossing over Gordon Road and £9,000
(Southborough) | Highfield Road
to High Brooms | Tactile audit £5,000
Station
Paving maintenance along Highfield Road £132,500
(500m)
20mph zone around High Brooms Station £18,100
Zebra crossing at key desire to High £45,000
Brooms Station
Rationalise railings £750
Total construction cost £517.550
Total cost including inflation (7.5%),
project management & design (15%), £859,060.80

contingency (44%)

(*proposed measure also included in cycle route table Section 2.5, ** proposed measure
included in more than one walking route in this table)
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3.4

Walking Route Prioritisation

Each of the walking routes was sub-divided into character sections and assessed against a
set of criteria set out below.

The average score for the route was calculated against the criteria below and each factor
was given a weighting.

Safety Improvement (weighted 8): The benefits that the suggested improvements
will make to the safety of pedestrians using the route.

Scheme Impact (weighted 7): How much of an impact the improvements will make
to the attractiveness of the route.

Potential to increase walking trips (weighted 6): Whether walking trips could
significantly be increased if the improvements were implemented. It considers the
gradient of the route, whether there are schools on the route and if there is a
significant retail offering.

Feasibility (weighted 5): Difficulty in delivery of the schemes. This considers
numerous factors such as land ownership, impact on other road users etc.

Timescales (weighted 4): Delivery timescales and whether delivery is likely to be a
short, medium or longer term aspiration.

Political Acceptability (weighted 3): How acceptable it would be to Councillors, key
decision makers and the general public to implement the suggested improvements.

Cost Estimates (weighted 2): Cost of the project: either low, medium or high.
Health Profile (weighted 1): Shows data from 2011, which maps the level of health

by Lower Super Output area. If there is a high potential to improve the health of the
residents, then this scores well.
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The ranking of the routes is shown in the table below:

Ranking Route Name Total Weighted Score
1 Calverley Park Gardens to the War Memorial 132
(Route 3)
2 Royal Chase to the War Memorial via 130
Grosvenor Road (Route 14)
Yew Tree Road to High Brooms Station
3 (Route 16) 128
Hawkenbury Post Office to Tunbridge Wells
3 (joint) Station (via Farmcombe Road) (Route 6) 128
Langton Road to Tunbridge Wells Station
4 (Route 12) 126
Hawkenbury Post Office to the War
5 Memorial, via Bayhall Road (Route 4) 125.6
Rusthall High Street to the Pantiles (Route
5 (joint) 11) 125.6
Summervale Road (Ramslye) to the Pantiles
6 (Route 9) 124.1
Rusthall to Culverden (Route 15)
7 122.4
Hawkenbury Post Office to Tunbridge Wells
8 Station, via Camden Park (Route 5) 121.6
King George V Hill, St James, to the War
9 Memorial (Route 2) 118
St Mark’s Church to the Pantiles (Route 8)
9 (joint) 118
Broadwater Down to Tunbridge Wells Station
10 (Route 10) 117.6
Powdermill Lane to the War Memorial, A26
11 (Route 1) 114.7
Warwick Park to Tunbridge Wells Station
12 (Route 7) 109
Molyneux Park Road to the War Memorial
13 (Route 13) 102.8
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The table below shows the detailed analysis of the walking route assessments against the identified criteria.

Bl ol m2e8 ol 2|2l 8] 5|2l gl 3] ¢
waking | 5| £ |§8&8| £ [E89 £ | 3 | £ S| £ |[e€8| £ | 88| S £ = g | %
> c o < c 9 c < = < %) < = < o £ < < <
Route T o ) S E D |cog D @ k=2 Q =2 oo =2 O = k=2 = =2 © o

2= 'S B = ® |5S% 5] > 5] £ 5] T o o} 173 ) = o} s

£ 2 = £°% = i 2 = 2 el 2 w2 3 = =
Route 3 43 | 347 | 43 | 30.3 | 3.7 | 220 | 2.3 50 | 15.0 | 3.0 132.0 1
Route 14 43 | 347 | 43 | 30.3 | 3.7 | 220 | 2.3 43 | 13.0 | 3.0 130.0 2
Route 16 45 [ 360 | 40 [ 280 | 40 | 240 | 2.0 50 | 150 | 1.0 128.0 3
Route 6 34 | 27.2 | 38 | 266 | 3.8 | 228 | 3.8 4.0 128.0 3
Route 12 126.0 4
Route 4 125.6 5
Route 11 125.6 5
Route 9 124.1 6
Route 15 122.4 7
Route 5 121.6 8
Route 2 118.0 9
Route 8 118.0 9
Route 10 117.6 | 10
Route 1 114.7 | 11
Route 7 109.0 | 12
Route 13 102.8 | 13




The deliverability of the routes has been assessed as set out in the table below:

Route Short Term Medium Long Term
Number Term
1
X
2
3
X
4
X
5
X
6
X
7
8
X
9
X
10
11
X
12
X
13
14
X
15
X
16
X
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4. The Proposed Network

After drawing together the existing cycling infrastructure and the walking and cycling routes assessed within the scope of this Phase 1 LCWIP

the proposed network in and around Royal Tunbridge Wells town centre is shown below:
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5. Conclusion

This document sets out the analysis undertaken for Phase 1 of the Tunbridge Wells Local
Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan. The information in this document should be read in
conjunction with information in the following documents that support the Local Plan:

e Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan Phase 2

e Local Plan Transport Evidence Base: Transport Assessment Report Update for the
Pre-submission Local Plan

¢ Infrastructure Delivery Plan

The LCWIP will provide a basis on which to agree developer contributions as sites come
forward through the Local Plan and, when opportunities arise, to bid for Department for
Transport (and other) funding to support active travel.

38



