
I write on behalf of Dynamo (Lancaster & District Cycle Campaign) to object to the 

above scheme on the following grounds. 

 

1.   LACK OF CYCLE INFRASTRUCTURE 

 

The Transport Assessment correctly mentions the easy access to the existing cycle route 

on the canal towpath to Deep Cutting and to the A6/Lancaster University on Ashford 

Road. However, it does not mention that this is access ONLY to the northern section of 

the development. The southern section (which, from the plans, appears to be the larger 

part) is accessed either via the A588 (where there is no cycle lane) or via the canal 

towpath, which south of Deep Cutting is unsurfaced and frequently very muddy. A 

cyclist/pedestrian route that requires wellington boots for much of the year is not fit for 

purpose.  Moreover, the whole of the canal towpath is unlit and should remain so, as it is 

a wildlife corridor - but it may discourage walkers. 

 

Secondly, the plans do not provide for a crossing on the A588 to take people to the canal 

towpath on the western side.  

 

Moreover, as the Residential Travel Plan itself notes in section 3.8, the cycle lanes on the 

A588 north into Lancaster are “intermittent”. If there is to be extra motor traffic on this 

road, then new and existing cyclists should be provided with continuous cycle lanes in 

the interests of safety and sustainability. 

 

All in all, it appears that the applicant is foregrounding existing, publicly funded 

infrastructure to make it appear that the whole site has good all-weather access to a 

cycling and walking network – which is clearly not the case. 

 

2.   INADEQUATE MEASURES TO PROMOTE CYCLING 

 

The lack of infrastructure is aggravated by the paltry attempts outlined in the Residential 

Travel Plan (section 4.19 et seq) to promote cycling to the new residents. In brief, the 

applicant proposes once again to leech off the existing facilities (e.g. council-funded 

cycle maps, county-funded cycle training, and touching local cycle shops for discounts) 

without offering anything new or innovative himself.  

 

3.   LOW ACCESSIBILITY SCORE  

 

Section 4.1.3 of the Transport Assessment admits that the accessibility score is low at 

only 12. (For comparison purposes, Appendix D of this document states that a score of 

35-48 is high, and anything under 20 is low.)  

 

This low accessibility score is compounded by what appears to be a complete absence of 

any facilities on the new developments. New residents will have to move off the estate to 

go to the shops, work and schools. This will have an impact on the existing road network 

by aggravating rat runs, since experience suggests that most of these new journeys will 

be by car.  

 

4.   IMPACT ON EXISTING ROAD NETWORK FOR CYCLISTS 

 

It is inevitable that the new development will increase traffic along Ashton Road. The 

section between Haverbreaks Road and Cherry Tree Drive is a well-used cycle route 

between the city centre and the A6/Lancaster University. It is already a somewhat hairy 

cycle ride in the rush hour – particularly when heading south, with the wall of the Islamic 

College on one side and lorries on the other. 

 



Moreover, it will increase traffic along Ashford Road, which is a well-used cycle route to 

the University. This road is clearly unsuitable for any more traffic: at one end there is a 

bottle neck and at the other a blind bend. 

 

5.   RISK TO SUSTAINABLE TRANSPORT 

 

The City and County Councils have a commitment to sustainable transport. This can only 

be done by providing good-quality provision for pedestrians, cyclists and bus users. The 

applicant is demonstrably NOT providing this for pedestrians and cyclists, but he also 

appears to glide over the risk to public transport. It was reported in the Lancaster 

Guardian on 19 November that Lancashire County Council will have to make funding cuts 

to public bus services from April 2016 of £7.5 million. Bus 89, which runs along Ashton 

Road, is on the list of routes to be cut, and hence this raises the very real possibility that 

there will no bus service running before work even starts on the development. 

 

6.   WHAT SHOULD BE DONE 

 

This development should not be permitted without the following measures for cycling (let 

alone other facilities) being put in place before any houses are occupied: 

 

*  The towpath beyond Deep Cutting should have an all-weather surface as far at least 

as the southernmost access point of the development. 

 

*  Cycle lanes should be put in place along Ashton Road.   

 

*  There should be a crossing on Ashton Road for cyclists, walkers and bus users. 

 

*  The opportunity to enhance access to the new Booths site on the A6 should be taken.  

The Booths development will include a path to Lawson’s Bridge.  Any new development 

should provide for upgrading the bridleway beside the canal from Ashford Road to 

Lawson’s Bridge. 

 

*  Safety measures on the western side of Ashford Road beside the cemetery are 

required, where the road narrows and leads to a blind curve on a hill.  These would 

hopefully mitigate some of the impact of a not-too-busy road inevitably turning into a 

horrendous rat run. 

 

We hope that you will give these points very serious consideration. 

 


