Proposed Criteria for Transport Proposals Database Prioritisation

Replaces both former LCWIP and DTSA criteria

Notes: 1. Sustainable travel includes Active Travel (walking, wheeling and cycling) and Public Transport

2. Horse riding should be considered when relevant and where a route includes or affects a Public Right of Way
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including land 50% mostly
private
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between 1.5 and 2
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some private|
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impact between 1 and 1.5 of issue with statutory powers private
No impact or +/- balance Very low value for money or BCR Feasible, but highway land issues No evidence None

below 1 or No impact

Small scale/localised
negative impact

Eeasible, but highway land not sufficient

/ multiple issues

Minor opposition indicated

Mid-large scale negative
impact

Feasible, but more significant issues
with land, services, etc

Multiple opposition indicated (e.g.
Eublic & Members)

Major/cross-district negative
impact

Not possible without major additional
works

Formal consultation shows large
opposition




LCWIP Prioritisation

Prioritisation

Using Cambridgeshire County Council's criteria within the Department for Transport LCWIP

for prioritising cycling schemes (Cambridge Area technical guidance as a basis, we developed the
Cyclewauys Programme — Prioritisation Process following prioritisation criteria for our cycling
April 2006) and the example prioritisation table schemes as shown in Figure 12 below.

Figure 12: Criteria for prioritising cycling schemes

0-0.1 01-05 05-1 >

N = = S N

<100 cyclists/day ~ 100-200 200-500 >500

(one way trips)

No improvements ~ Smaller Medium actions Significant actions
improvement such such asimproved  to improve safety
as improved crossings, where existing
lighting, signage ~ segregationetc.  road safety issues
etc. have been

identified

Improved No improvements  Would provide Scheme covers Links to key

transport partofajourney  majority of journey transport

connections to a transport toatransport interchanges
interchange interchange

Provides arouteto  No Would provide Scheme covers Scheme provides

school part of the journey majority of key link to school
to school journey to school

Deliverability
R R e e

Sdamfeaﬂbﬁm Land ownership,  Land ownership,  Land ownership,  No evident issues,
ordeliverability  political opposition political opposition political opposition scheme feasible to

or other issue or other issue or other issue be undertaken
unlikely to be whichislikelyto  likelyto be
overcome delay the scheme  overcome

Environmental Environmental Environmental Environmental No issues, scheme

constraints constraints constraints likely  constraints which ~ feasible to be
unlikely to be to delay the are likely to be undertaken
overcome scheme overcome
CEET N
Integration with No links Will link to one Willlink to 2 other ~ Will link to 3 or +
other schemes other route cycling routes other cycling
routes
Contribution of the  No contribution Scheme to Scheme to fill in Scheme tofill in
scheme to the partially fillinthe  the majority of the  the totality missing
overall network missinglinkinthe  missing linkinthe  link in the cycle
development cycle network cycle network network

The cycling prioritisation matrices for each of the districts can be found in Appendix 2 of the report.



