Appendix 6: First Phase Assessments

Table 12. Prioritisation table and scoring of the Phase 1 cycle corridors

Chertsey St -
Stoke Rd Woking
A320 and Guildford

High St Godalming Orestan Ln -
A3100 Lower Rd
Rating Rules Jeightinflax Score
Access to Town/ Village Centre 1:<2
oW 4 2:<3 1 3 2 3 3 2 3 3 2
(within 400m)
3:23
Railway Station Nos.
Access to Transport Facilities Score: 0: No Station
A
ceess (within 400m) 2: 1 RS within 10min cycle ! 3 2 2 2 2 2 1 3
3: 1 RS within corridor
A 1:<3
Acces.s t? Education 2:<6 1 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 2
(within 400m)
3:26
Cycle Corridor Weighted Score % 20% | 100% |() 78% @ 89% |® 89% ® 67% |® 89% ) 78% (O 78%
1: <320
(CensusC;:.Zil:'lt: ;:ﬂi:zgtenario) 2: <947 ! ? - - - 4 - : -
3: 2947
1: <180
hool P h
School PCT Growt ) 2:<220 1| 3 1 3 2 3 2 3 il
(Census Baseline and Go Dutch Scenarios)
3:2220
c Pl 1:<10
Demand ommon Flace 2:<43 1 3 8 3 3 il 3 1 1
(Comments & Agreements)
3:243
1:<2
Widen My Path
Ll 2:<9 1| 3 3 2 3 1 2 2 1
(Comments & Agreements)
3:29
. . . 1:<2
Pedal Cycle F?Illswn History 2:<4 B o 3 3 ) 3 ) 1 1
(Cycle Collisions per KM) 3:34
Cycle Corridor Weighted Score % 20% | 100% |@ 80% @ 93% |® 87% () 60% |® 80% @® 53% I® 40%
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North St-
High St

A3100

Chertsey St -
Stoke Rd Woking
Guildford

Godalming

Guildford Rd | haiford to
Chilworth
Orestan Ln -

Lower Rd

A320 and

100%

Rating Rules Veightinflax Score
Contributes to Improved Cycling Network 1:<0.5
(Number of Links to Other Segments of 2:<0.7 1 3 8 3 3 il 2 i 2
Proposed LCWIP Network) 3:20.7
. . . 1:<25
Im('J;I::::teymt;fnt Quality of De5|gn(- RSsa-:)ety Improvement B . 3 1 ) 3 3 1 ) 1
3:23
1:<4
Quality of Design- Comfort Improvement (RST) 2:<4.1 1 3 1l 7) 3 8 3 2 1
3:24.1
Cycle Corridor Weighted Score % 30% | 100% |@ 56% ) 78% |® 100% ) 78% () 67% @® 56% |® 44%
1:<1
Ease of Implementation 2:<2 il 3 3 3 B B 2 B 2
3:22
. - . 1:<3.7
Dellvtu.;rablll Grad;:r:r)Score 2:< 4.6 . 2 1 3 3 1 ) 1 3
3:24.6
1:<1
Potential to Achieve LTN 1/20 Guidance 2:<2 1 3 3 3 B 2 B 2 2
3:22
Cycle Corridor Weighted Score % 30% | 100% |@ 100% @ 100% @ 100% @ 100% @® 67% @ 100% ® 67%
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Table 13. Prioritisation table and scoring of the Phase 1 walking corridors

e Guildford Guildford Guildford Guildford Guildford Guildford Guildford Guildford Guildford Guildford Guildford Guildford Guildford Guildford Guildford Guildford Guildford Guildford df dark dP df "
Town Centre | Town Centre nwn Centre ann Centre ann Centre ann Centre ann Centre ann Contra ann Contra ann Contre ann Contre nwn Contre f 3 ann Contre f 3 ann Centra T»wn Contra ann Centre ann Centre oraeah - LOlc
[ N (P R Y

Stoke
Road/Nighting | Stoke Fields | HaydonPlace |A246/A320 |A3100/A246 |Road/Maori | High Street nghStreet Bakers Yard

Addlso" Road u The Chase ﬂ

oot | onone vt s | -MMM e |

I
[ fwess ] |
[ e | [ m

Low

MM MMM
I - N U N ' N U~ S Y-S YN |
3:Bus Stop & Railway Station
Accessto Rai/Bus Station ' 1
it orinval) ‘ﬂu;mm 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 2 3 3 2 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 /) 2
Score: 1: No Connectivity
PR ST 20y comecty 1 g 3 3 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 1 1 §
a [vnlhmmnwiﬂ 2 Maro than 1 Cannartivity
H Sotes :NoComnctty
< ML 200y Lcomeviy 1 faiey 2 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 3 2
[mmm"'du 2 Maro than 1 Cannartivity
. Score: 1: No Connectivity
Ao Oter o Desinalns 20y o 1 3 3 3 2 2 2 3 3 2 1 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 1 1 1
[ — Ry
2 Mars than 1 Cannertivity
Valirgose Weghedsare 4 o o oo o P oo P s 2% w P oox P P oo Posw P P oo P oo P oo o 2 2 % 2% 8% 8% 0% w P osm
Pedestrian PCT <7
{5um of All Pedestran Trips<2km; Number of Dally 2B 1 3 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 1 3 2
Commitor Trinc) >N
3 " Score: 1: No Connectivity
Ramecksbesppeali: i 1 g 3 3 3 1 2 2 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2 2 /
2:Only L connectivity
E [vllﬂllnlm\invdk) 2 Mare than 1 Cannertivity
§
E s 1<
H e 2 iy 3 3 1 3 1 1 3 2 3 1 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
(Comments & Agreements) ool
PedetianCyde Collsionf 5
et e ity 2a 1| [ 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2 1 3 2 1 3 2 1 1 1 1
(Pedestrian Collisions per KM) oen
Wiling outeWehtedSre . ol 10w 100 9% o | omv | oem | o P o P oo [P otox P osm [P oo 100% 100% % | 1% 92% §3% s | omw o [T oem % s P osm
1:<008
Mtacivnes 2at 1 g 1 2 1 3 1 1 1 3 2 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 3 1 1
501
1:<001
oot s R 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 3 3 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 2 1 1
" 15018
¢
I 1:<00
g Diees ram 1 1 3 1 3 3 1 1 1 1 1 3 1 1 1 1 3 1 1 3 1 3 1 3 1
2500
9
H L0y
5 ety 2% 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 1 1 1
z >0%
H Lo
oterece 23 1 1 2 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 3 1 2 1 1 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 3 1
RRLk:]
10
Overal Assessment of Walking Link 201 3 3 2 3 2 3 3 2 2 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 2 2 3 2 3 3 2 2
01
Wlling e Weghted e . ol Py 7% % 80% 7% m P osw P 3% % % 53% % % 0% 0% % % 0% % 9% 0% I
3:Nosignificant constraints
z ) g 2 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 2 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 3 3
b 1: Contraint to delay the
E imnlementation
H Deperdeny o Oter provemens ‘:‘"':mw ) [ 2 3 i 3 3 3 2 2 2 3 i 2 i 2 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 3 2 2
Walking Route Weighted Score $ i 100% 67% 100%

67% 83% 100% 100% 83% 83% 67% 100% 67% 67% 100% 83% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 83% 83% 83% 83% 83%
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- IdfordPark Aldershm Aldershot Aldevshot Aldershot | Aldershot | Aldershot Aldershot ---“_“““ Shalford alford
Rnad Rnad Rnad

o Mlddlemn Shawf eld | Winchester
Aldershot | Industrial Southway  |ValeRoad | AshHill Road |Ash Hill Road |Guildford Road| Wharf Road GroveRoad | HorshamRoad | The Street
Estate

3:Bus Stop & Railway Station
Accessto Rai/Bus Station ' 1
it ininol] . "z’,‘ 5«; ?:; 5 3 2 3 2 3 2 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 2 3 3 2 2 2 2 3 3
Score: 1: No Connectivity
A toligh et CommercidAea 20nyLcomectity i ) ) 2 1 3 ] 2 ) 2 2 2 3 2 3 2 2 2 2 1 i ) ) 2 1 1
a [lnlhnmnwiﬂ 2 Maro than 1 Cannartivity
H Sotes :NoComnctty
< ML) 20nyLcomectity | pE 3 3 2 2 2 2 1 2 3 2 1 1 1 3 1 2 1 1 1 2 2 2 3 1
[mﬁlmmnvdﬂ 2 Maro than 1 Cannartivity
- Score: 1: No Connectivity
e e Gy 20ny L comecity i 1 2 2 3 3 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1
["mmm“du 2 Mars than 1 Cannerivity
Valirgose Wegredsare 4 o wm oo P oaw P o Poax Posw | s | em P s | om 53 8% 0 s | 6% % % s 0 oson Posw [P sk [P osix P s | oo P
Pedestrian PCT <7
(Sumof All edestrian Trips<2kan; NumberofDaly 20 1 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 1 2 '3 2 ) 2 1 3 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 2 1 1
Commitor Trinc) >N
3 " Score: 1: No Connectivity
Ramecksbesppeali i 1 2 3 2 3 3 3 3 1 1 1 1 2 1 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 2
2:Only 1 connectvity
E [Wm“ﬂmﬂ“u 2 Mare than 1 Cannertivity
i
E s 1<l
H e 20 g 2 1 2 1 3 3 7 1 3 3 1 1 2 3 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
(Comments & Agreements) ool
destion e ol &
LTI Sy 23 1 [y 2 3 1 3 3 3 1 3 2 3 2 1 3 2 2 3 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 3
(Pedestrian Collisions per KM) oen
Valig o eghedsre sl o we P oox P osw [P tow [P o oo [P osww | omw | o % 0% s | % | o 0% % s P oax Poas [P oaw Poax P oas Poox P o
1:<008
Mactinnes 2t ) (g 2 2 1 2 1 2 1 1 3 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 2 1 1 1 3 1
501
1:<001
o 2t 1 [ 2 1 1 3 1 3 3 3 3 2 2 1 1 3 1 1 1 3 3 3 1 1 3 3
" 5018
e
I 1:<00
i incres 2 ) [ 1 3 1 1 1 } 1 3 1 1 3 1 1 3 1 1 1 3 3 1 1 1 3 1
g 2500
4
H 047
% sty 205 2 By 1 2 1 2 1 3 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 2 1 1 1 2 2
z >0%
5
é 1:<001
ot 203 ! 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 2 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 3 { 3 3
RRLk:]
1:<0
Overl Asesmentol Waing ik 2 ol 3 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 3 2 2 2 3 3 3 2 2 3 3
01
Waligode WeihtedSre ol 4 0% % e | an% % | o 0% [ 53% % % [ 3% % 4% w oo [P oo 0% w P om 9% 7%
3:Nosignificant constraints
H ; 2 3 2 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 2 2 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
b 1: Contraint to delay the
E imnlementation
LI} [ — BT 1 g 3 2 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 3 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 2 3

Walking Route Welghted Score % W 100% 100% 67% 100% 100% 100% 100% 67% 100% 100% 83% 83% 100% 83% 83% 100% 83% 83% 83% 100% 100% 100% 100% 83% 100%
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Blshopsmead Bishopsmead | Bishopsmead | Bishopsmead |Bishopsmead | Bishopsmead

Station m
A28 A28 Row/Station DagleyLane
Annroach

Ty —p——y

Stat Road | ChantryRoad | The Street
1m na? 021k nca 612

3:Bus Stop & Railway Station
Accessto Rai/Bus Station ' 1
it orinval) ....L,TZ?;,. 2 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 2 2 2
Score: 1: No Connectivity
Access to igh treet/Commercial Area
B Coioneiil | 2 1 1 i 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 i 1
a [mnm"“u 2 Mare than 1 Cannartivity
H Sotes :NoComnctty
< Access to Education 1 ) ) 2
e ity 1 1 1 1 1 3 3 3 1 1 1 1 1
. Score: 1: No Connectivity
st ey et Soomeaiy | 1| 2 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
['mhllmllﬂﬂu 2 Mars than 1 Cannertivity
Valig o Weghedsore ol s 0% % P s P osw [P osos [P osix P oo [P osox P s 7% 53 3% 0% I I
Pedestrian PCT <7
{Sumof Al edestia gl Numberof Daly 2 ! 1 1 1 1 1 1 ) ) 2 2 2 1 1 2 1 2
Commitor Trinc) >N
3 " Score: 1: No Connectivity
Connection to Development Sites » 1
2:0nly 1 connectivty 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 2 2 ! 2 2
E ["m“ﬂmn“u 2 Maro than 1 Cannartivity
:
E 1<
] Common Place 1
g e o 2 1 2 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 1
1005
Pedestrian Cycle Collsion History 1
(Pedestian Colsons e k) 5:2 2 2 ¥ 2 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 1 1
Valighase NeghedSore I 0% s P oson P oan [P osow P osw | oo [P osew Posm % I o % % 0%
1:<008
Mt zat dl 2 3 i 1 3 3 2 3 1 1 1 1 3 1 1
501
1:<001
oot rass 2 [ 2 3 i 1 3 3 3 3 2 1 3 1 3 1 1
) 15018
¢
g 1:<00
Dieces zam 2 [ 3 1 1 1 3 3 3 3 | 1 3 1 3 3 1
§ 2500
e
H L0y
5 oty 2as 2 1 1 i 1 1 3 3 3 3 i i i 3 1 i
z >0%
H Lo
e 2an 2 [ 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
RRLk:]
1<0
Overall Assessmentof WallingLink 201 3 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 2 3 2 3 3 2
2501
Valirgose Weghed e 4 ol 7% % s P o P oo P oo Poos Pows | e I % w P oo | o %
3:Nosignificant constraints
: - 2| 2 2 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2
ﬁ 1:Constraints to delaythe
E imnlementation
| operdnyto0termpenens shoisebm = 2| g 3 3 3 3 2 3 2 3 2 2 3 3 3 2 3
Valighose Weghedsae o o 8% o P oo oo P e % o P o | e o P oo ook Ptk | 8% 3%

0 3 0 0
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Table 14. Prioritisation summary table and scoring of the Phase 1 CWZs

Guildford Town Cen{Guildford Park AldershotRoad  [Ash |
Totalrouteslength {142 J6102 _____leass 5206 |

Shalford ___|Effingham ___[Bishopsmead parac

a0 e

Guildford Borough Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan £ ﬂ

Network Priority

¥ a [y
L low | High | Hih

H-)

. . 3: Bus Stop & Railway Station
“‘(‘f;;;‘l’“":n":"l‘:;s:;')'°" 2:Bus Stop 1 3 3 3 2 3 3 2 3
1: No Connection
n a Score: 1: No Connectivity
L H'ﬂ:“s"f:‘/lcom':::mal Lo 2: Only 1 connectivity 1 3 3 3 3 2 1 il 2
(DAL 3: More than 1 Connectivity
g
<
Score: 1: No Connectivity
A‘::‘sls ‘:ozdl" “’"IT) 2: Only 1 connectivity 1 3 3 2 3 il 1 2 1
Gethinionnwa 3: More than 1 Connectivity
Score: 1: No Connectivity
Ac:ess(tol :‘:he;oxer Des::;allons 2: Only 1 connectivity 1 3 3 3 1 2 3 1 1
Within 10min wal 3: More than 1 Connectivity
CWZ Weighted Score % 20% |@ 100% @] 100% ] 92% 75% 67% 67% & 50% (] 58%
Pedestrian PCT 1:<16
(Sum of All Pedestrian Trips<2km; 2:<130 1 3 3 3 3 2 q" i 2
Number of Daily Commuter Trips) 3:2130
R, o6l Score: 1: No Connectivity
onnection to Development Sites 2: Only 1 connectivi 1 3 3 3 1 1 1 2 2
(within 10min walk) y
-] 3: More than 1 Connectivity
g
a 1:<03
Common Place
(Comments & Agreements) AL ! 3 £ Z 3 1 1 3 1
Pedestrian Cycle Collision History
(Pedestrian Collisions per KM) £ 3 3 3 3 2 1 2 1
CWZ Weighted Score % 20% (@ 100% @) 92% @ 92% (@] 83% (] 50% L] 33% 67% L] 50%
1:<0.06
Attractiveness 2:<0.08 2 3 il 2 2 i 3 3 3
3:20.08
1:<0.14
Comfort 2:<0.22 2 3 1 il 2 il 3 3 2
2 3:20.22
g 1:<0.1
g Directness 2:<0.14 2 3 il il 2 il 2 3 3
g 3:20.14
a
£ 1:<0.1
5 Safety 2:<0.16 2 3 2 2 1 1 2 3 3
£z 3:20.16
g 1:<0.38
Coherence 2:<0.51 2 3 1 2 3 il 1 3 2
3:20.51
q 1:<0.14
Overall Asses's.:\‘int of Walking 2:<02 5 3 1 2 2 1 3 3 3
3:20.2
CWZ Weighted Score % 30% (@ 100% ] 40% & 53% 67% & 33% 73% & 100% (@] 87%
3: No significant constraints
E ER eI tation 2: Implementation will require further studies . 3 1 3 3 3 1 2 2
3 and engagement
S 1: Constraints to delay the impl ion
> .
= Dependency to Other 3: No depedency . 3 1 3 3 3 2 1 2
a Improvements 1: Depedent
CWZ Weighted Score % 30% (@ 100% ] 33% (] 100% @ 100% (] 100% L] 50% & 50% 67%
Total Weighted Score e | 3] 50| T |40 ] 50|
% Score 100%
Rank(Ascending) L > >






