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1.0 Introduction 

 

Plymouth City Council (PCC) have prepared a Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan (LCWIP) 

in accordance with the action plan of the national, Cycling and Walking Investment Strategy (CWIS). 

The LCWIP is a plan identifying physical cycling and walking improvements needed to increase levels of 

active travel. It includes  

 a network plan for walking and cycling which identifies preferred routes and core zones for 

further development 

 a prioritised programme of infrastructure improvements for future investment 

 a report which sets out the underlying analysis carried out and provides a narrative that 

supports the identified improvements and network. 

It does not include specific designs for proposed interventions, detailed financial information, or 

timeframes for delivery nor does it set out supporting behaviour change interventions. In Plymotion 

these are being delivered through our Plymotion programme. 

 

The LCWIP covers the Plymouth Policy Area (PPA) of the Joint Local Plan which incorporates the 

administrative area of Plymouth along with Plymouth’s Urban Fringe. It has been chosen as the 

boundary of the Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan because of the potential for walking and 

cycling trips in this area. Due to the size of the area the development of Plymouth’s LCWIP will be 

phased, with the intention being to add new routes each year. 

 

Consultation on the draft 2021 Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure plan ran from 31 August to 8 

October 2021. Thank you to everyone who took part in the consultation. This report summarises the 

results of the consultation. Your feedback has helped to finalise Plymouth’s first Local Cycling and 

Walking Infrastructure Plan. 

 

2.0 Summary of the consultation 

 

The consultation principally involved a questionnaire, hosted by an independent market research 

company, with residents encouraged to read the draft LCWIP and complete an online survey. 

 

Key questions in the survey included residents travel options, frequency of use, main mode of 

transport for various journey types, attitudes towards various modes of transport, the importance of 

promoting walking and cycling in Plymouth and feedback on the proposals set out in the draft 2021 
Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan. 

 

The link to the survey was circulated to Ward Members, a range of transport stakeholders and local 

groups. The survey was also promoted via a press release and social media. 

 

 

 

http://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/918442/cycling-walking-investment-strategy.pdf
http://www.plymouth.gov.uk/parkingandtravel/plymotion
http://www.plymouth.gov.uk/planningandbuildingcontrol/plymouthandsouthwestdevonjointlocalplan
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3.0   Consultation survey results 

 

A total of 693 residents took part in the survey, giving a holistic margin of error of 3.81% at the 95% 

confidence level. 

 

In addition 28 representations were received by email.  These are summarised in section four of this 

report. 

 

3.1 Respondents 

The survey asked for respondent’s age, gender and ethnicity.  Of those people answering these 

questions1 around 54% of the respondents were aged 25 to 54, while those aged 55 to 65 plus made 

up just over a third of respondents.  

 

53% of respondents who responded to the gender question were male and 44% were female.  

 

The majority of the respondents, circa 89%, identified themselves as British or other white 

background.                                                               

 

3.2   Travel questions 

 

The survey asked respondents how frequently they travelled by different modes2 with response 
options being daily, several times per week, once or twice per month, less frequently or never. 

 

43% of respondents cycled daily or several times a week, while 13% cycled once or twice a month. 

14% cycled less frequently and 30% of respondents stated that they never cycle. 

 

Half of respondents (51%) walked longer than five minutes daily. A further 36% walked several times a 

week. 

 

73% of respondents used a car, as a driver, daily or several times a week. 13% never used the car as a 

driver. Almost half the respondents (47%) stated they were sharing a car several times a week and 7% 

on a daily basis. 

 

3.3   Perceptions of walking and cycling 

 

The Council are committed to encouraging more trips to be made on foot and by bike and it was 

encouraging that 87% of respondents felt it was either extremely or very important to promote 

walking and cycling within Plymouth (Figure 3.0). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                            
1 The questions were not mandatory 
2 Cycle, Walk (more than 5 minutes), Bus, Park and Ride, Car Driver, Car Passenger, Train, Motorcycle and Ferry 
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Figure 3.0 How important do you think it is to promote walking and cycling within 

Plymouth? 

 
 

The survey asked respondents about their perception of walking and cycling. The results are shown in 

Figures 3.1 and 3.2. 

 

Figure 3.1 Perceptions of walking amongst respondents 

 

The majority of respondents agreed that walking was an easy way to get around Plymouth, a good way 

to improve health, a safe way to travel and something that they enjoy doing.  

 

Only 43% of respondents agreed that walking is a practical travel choice. The LCWIP is a plan 

identifying physical improvements needed to increase levels of active travel and hence, through 

improving the routes set out within the LCWIP, concerns around the practicality of walking as a mode 

of travel should start to be addressed. 
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Figure 3.2 Perceptions of cycling amongst respondents 

 

The majority of respondents agreed that cycling was a good way to improve health and something that 

they enjoy doing.  However, only 48% of respondents considered cycling to be a fast way to get 

around Plymouth and positive sentiment reduced to 40% when responding to the question regarding 

cycling as a practical travel choice. Furthermore, the majority of respondents (61%) disagreed that 

cycling was a safe way to travel. Through the identification and subsequent delivery of physical 
improvements needed to increase cycling, alongside complementary programmes, such as free adult 

cycle training, which are delivered through the Plymotion programme, these concerns will start to be 

addressed. 

 

The survey also asked what respondents thought would help more people walk and cycle in Plymouth. 

There were a total of 572 verbatim comments in response to this question. These are summarised and 

shown as a percentage of the total number of comments made, in descending order, in the Table 3.0  
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Table 3.0 What do you think would help more people walk and cycle in Plymouth?   

Proposal Percentage 

of the total 

number of 

comments 

made 

Cycling network routes- more routes and more joined up 25% 

Separate cycle lanes (from traffic) 21% 

Separate cycle lanes (from walking routes) 12% 

Better maintained surfaces for walking/cycling- free of litter and debris/ potholes 

etc. 

8% 

Safer walking routes; better lighting, crossings and police presence 7% 

Reduction in traffic and traffic speed 7% 

Better links to Derriford Hospital 6% 

Tackling pavement parking 6% 

Better signage of cycle lanes 4% 

Cycle parking / storage 2% 

Cyclist education 1% 

Driver education 1% 

Bells on bicycles 1% 

 

The aspiration to have safe, connected, segregated, walking and cycling routes accords with the 
national policy set out in the statutory Cycling and Walking Investment Strategy (CWIS)3 and the 

Governments vision as articulated in the Gear Change Report4. It is also an approach which the 

Council are committed to delivering. 

 

Plymouth City Council has a strong track record of investing in active travel. Between 2016 and 2020 

we invested £8.95 million in walking and cycling infrastructure. In addition a further £58M has been 

secured through the Transforming Cities Fund (TCF). The programmes to be delivered through 

Tranche 2 of the TCF will improve the facilities available for pedestrians and cyclists on the Northern 

and Western Corridors, and city centre, through infrastructure schemes, and will also encourage and 

                                            
3 DfT: Cycling and Walking Investment Strategy, April 2017. 

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/91844

2/cycling-walking-investment-strategy.pdf. 
4 Gear Change. A bold vision for cycling and walking, July 2020. 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/9
04146/gear-change-a-bold-vision-for-cycling-and-walking.pdf. 
 

https://www.plymouth.gov.uk/parkingandtravel/transportplansandprojects/transportplans/transformingcitiesfund
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/918442/cycling-walking-investment-strategy.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/918442/cycling-walking-investment-strategy.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/904146/gear-change-a-bold-vision-for-cycling-and-walking.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/904146/gear-change-a-bold-vision-for-cycling-and-walking.pdf
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enable more trips to be made on foot and by bike through the delivery of mobility hubs and workplace 

travel grants.  

 

This investment, as well as the delivery of the routes identified within both the 2021 LCWIP, future 

LCWIPs, and those on our Strategic Cycle Network (SCN), alongside complementary programmes 

such as Plymotion, will all deliver the proposals respondents have identified as likely to help more 

people walk and cycle in Plymouth. 

 

3.4   2021 Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan Cycle Route Results 

 

The survey asked for respondent’s comments on each of the cycling and walking routes within the 

draft LCWIP. Providing feedback on each route was optional. Almost three quarters (74%) of the 

respondents answered questions about cycle routes, while 26% made comments about the walking 

routes only. 

 

For each route respondents were asked to answer the following questions:- 

 What is your main mode of transport on this route? 

 How frequently do you use this route? 

 Which journey types do you use this route for most often? 

 How would you describe your current experience of using this route to a friend? 

 To what extent do you agree or disagree that the following are potential barriers to people 

cycling / walking on this route? 

 To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following potential changes to this route 

 

The results are presented below. 

 

3.4.1 Cycle Route One 

 

Junction of A374 (Park Avenue / Chapel Street) and Fore Street - Devonport - and the 

junction of A386 (Alma Road) and Ponsonby Road – Stoke 

East - west cycle route connecting the walking and cycling routes ‘Dockyard – City Centre’ and the 

‘Somerset Place to Ponsonby Road’[1] being delivered as part of the Council’s Productive Plymouth 

Transforming Cities Fund programme.  

The route is within 400m of the following potential ‘mobility hub’ locations which are being 

considered as part of the Transforming Cities Fund Mobility Hub programme: Devonport Station; 

Granby Way; Devonport Cumberland Road; City Centre; Plymouth Life Centre. 

What is your main mode of transport on this route? 

Just under half of respondents cycled this route (49%), while over a third (36%) used it as a car 

driver and 11% walked. 

How frequently do you use this route? 
Cyclist and car drivers use this route the most frequently - either daily or several times per week.  

                                            
[1] 

https://www.plymouth.gov.uk/plymotion/walkingcyclingandpublictransport/cycling/cycleroutes/cyclerout

eimprovements  

https://www.plymouth.gov.uk/parkingandtravel/plymotion/walkingcyclingandpublictransport/cycling/plymouth%E2%80%99sstrategiccyclenetwork
https://www.plymouth.gov.uk/parkingandtravel/plymotion
https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.plymouth.gov.uk%2Fparkingandtravel%2Ftransportplansandprojects%2Ftransportplans%2Ftransformingcitiesfund%2Fdockyardcitycentre&data=04%7C01%7CSimon.Pickstone%40plymouth.gov.uk%7C53ddcbc3e4544b246a7d08d961cefcca%7Ca9a3c3d1fc0f4943bc2ad73e388cc2df%7C0%7C0%7C637648363891973621%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=M5%2B6oU4G%2F%2Bd8XisrBLDYHlp336EKUuCm32MjUNP7h%2BU%3D&reserved=0
https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.google.com%2Fmaps%2Fd%2Fviewer%3Fmid%3D1cQVP8itOIhF-iscbEPQP59g3eIBDqpb9%26hl%3Den%26ll%3D50.38012483925984%252C-4.151929426455894%26z%3D15&data=04%7C01%7CSimon.Pickstone%40plymouth.gov.uk%7C53ddcbc3e4544b246a7d08d961cefcca%7Ca9a3c3d1fc0f4943bc2ad73e388cc2df%7C0%7C0%7C637648363891973621%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=hkDN50cYm9IUV3FkFB9Zv44Cum8O8UVPeRMOKYXrTgU%3D&reserved=0
https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.plymouth.gov.uk%2Fparkingandtravel%2Ftransportplansandprojects%2Ftransportplans%2Ftransformingcitiesfund%2Fmobilityhubs&data=04%7C01%7CSimon.Pickstone%40plymouth.gov.uk%7C53ddcbc3e4544b246a7d08d961cefcca%7Ca9a3c3d1fc0f4943bc2ad73e388cc2df%7C0%7C0%7C637648363891983577%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=NrsWXJ00qWL3UVM5ETle2J7aqBqCLGSkEx80iuKVC5k%3D&reserved=0
https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.plymouth.gov.uk%2Fplymotion%2Fwalkingcyclingandpublictransport%2Fcycling%2Fcycleroutes%2Fcyclerouteimprovements&data=04%7C01%7CSimon.Pickstone%40plymouth.gov.uk%7C53ddcbc3e4544b246a7d08d961cefcca%7Ca9a3c3d1fc0f4943bc2ad73e388cc2df%7C0%7C0%7C637648363892053272%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=IiQyAWBf4LgoPKuZOVj%2BxlkjZFHvEK8IxjAFK0IO9c8%3D&reserved=0
https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.plymouth.gov.uk%2Fplymotion%2Fwalkingcyclingandpublictransport%2Fcycling%2Fcycleroutes%2Fcyclerouteimprovements&data=04%7C01%7CSimon.Pickstone%40plymouth.gov.uk%7C53ddcbc3e4544b246a7d08d961cefcca%7Ca9a3c3d1fc0f4943bc2ad73e388cc2df%7C0%7C0%7C637648363892053272%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=IiQyAWBf4LgoPKuZOVj%2BxlkjZFHvEK8IxjAFK0IO9c8%3D&reserved=0
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Which journey types do you use this route for most often?5 

‘Simply for pleasure’ (48%) was the most common reason for using the route, followed by ‘visiting 

friends and family’ (38%), ‘going to work’ (32%) and ‘as exercise for health reasons’ (31%). 

How would you describe your current experience of using this route to a friend? 

The majority of respondents had a neutral view (57%) of the route, with 21% having a negative 

view and circa 18% having a positive or very positive view of the route.  

 
 

To what extent do you agree or disagree with the potential barriers to cycling that have 

been identified? 6 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

                                            
5 Top four responses reported 
6 Sample size varies - circa 116 
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To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following potential changes to the 

route?7 

 

 
 

The majority of respondents agreed with both the potential barriers identified for the route and the 

potential changes.  

 

Respondents who disagreed with either the potential barriers or changes were asked why that was. 

Respondents were also asked if there were any other improvements they would like to see on the 

route. A summary of the comments received is set out below and has been incorporated within the 

2021 LCWIP. 

 

Table 3.1: Summary of the consultation feedback for cycle route one. 

 Recommendations were made on potential alternative routes (the Elms, Molesworth Road 

and Somerset Place) to avoid Underhill Road. Recommendations were also made to make 

more use of Devonport Park and Portland Road. 

 There was a request for cycle lanes to be marked in a different colour, where appropriate, 

and for the surface of the roads to be improved. 

 There was a range of views regarding whether the proposals were excessive or insufficient to 

support safe cycling, with the former being concerned with the possible impact on congestion 

if road widths were narrowed and the latter being a request for segregated rather than 

shared use facilities and for any cycling provision to be continuous along the length of the 

route. 

 Requests were made to improve route signage, route lighting and provide protected turns. 

 

                                            
7 Sample size varies - circa 115 
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3.4.2 Cycle Route Two 

 

Junction of A374 (Devonport Hill) and Kings Road – Devonport – to junction of 

A386 (Saltash Road) and North Road West (Plymouth Railway Station) – 

Stonehouse. 

East - west cycle route connecting the walking and cycling routes ‘Dockyard – City Centre’ 

and the Plymouth Station forecourt scheme being delivered as part of the Council’s Productive 

Plymouth Transforming Cities Fund programme. The route also passes through the North 

Stonehouse Quiet Neighbourhoods, Connected Community for the length of North Road 

West. 

The route is within 400m of the following potential ‘mobility hub’ locations which are being 
considered as part of the Transforming Cities Fund Mobility Hub programme: Plymouth 

Central Station. 

What is your main mode of transport on this route? 

Almost two thirds of respondents cycled the route (65%) while over a quarter (25%) used it 

as a car driver and 8% walked. 

How frequently do you use this route? 

Cyclist and car drivers use this route the most frequently - either daily or several times per 

week. 

Which journey types do you use this route for most often?8 

‘Simply for pleasure’ (56%) was the most common reason for using the route, followed by 

‘visiting friends and family’ (41%), ‘as exercise for health reasons’ (39%) and ‘accessing local 

services’ (32%). 

How would you describe your current experience of using this route to a friend? 

The majority of respondents had a neutral view (54%) of the route, with 25% having a 

negative view and circa 18% having a positive or very positive view of the route.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                            
8 Top four responses reported 

https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.plymouth.gov.uk%2Fparkingandtravel%2Ftransportplansandprojects%2Ftransportplans%2Ftransformingcitiesfund%2Fdockyardcitycentre&data=04%7C01%7CSimon.Pickstone%40plymouth.gov.uk%7C53ddcbc3e4544b246a7d08d961cefcca%7Ca9a3c3d1fc0f4943bc2ad73e388cc2df%7C0%7C0%7C637648363891983577%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=PAJpqpX%2FdfJlgs9P9cbwlAgn6lTTsRw6A%2FjnNEqZhdM%3D&reserved=0
https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.plymouth.gov.uk%2Fparkingandtravel%2Ftransportplansandprojects%2Ftransportplans%2Ftransformingcitiesfund%2Fplymouthstationforecourtinterchange&data=04%7C01%7CSimon.Pickstone%40plymouth.gov.uk%7C53ddcbc3e4544b246a7d08d961cefcca%7Ca9a3c3d1fc0f4943bc2ad73e388cc2df%7C0%7C0%7C637648363891993533%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=uRbea7DyuF0OyqLCFY%2FdtHnwmsHLQOvDRun2KUgP3rk%3D&reserved=0
https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.plymouth.gov.uk%2Fparkingandtravel%2Fcycling%2Fcycleroutes%2Fcyclerouteimprovements%2Fplymouthsquietneighbourhoodsconnectedcommunities&data=04%7C01%7CSimon.Pickstone%40plymouth.gov.uk%7C53ddcbc3e4544b246a7d08d961cefcca%7Ca9a3c3d1fc0f4943bc2ad73e388cc2df%7C0%7C0%7C637648363891993533%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=mHK6ujcv3rtYXTi%2BwK%2BJ%2FVgeJm%2BGVY2P1SQWcYQTUVs%3D&reserved=0
https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.plymouth.gov.uk%2Fparkingandtravel%2Ftransportplansandprojects%2Ftransportplans%2Ftransformingcitiesfund%2Fmobilityhubs&data=04%7C01%7CSimon.Pickstone%40plymouth.gov.uk%7C53ddcbc3e4544b246a7d08d961cefcca%7Ca9a3c3d1fc0f4943bc2ad73e388cc2df%7C0%7C0%7C637648363891993533%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=FRD0DWgdydBjK0fGOBaNf8AyKanSqVBF7Q2RfyrhtMM%3D&reserved=0
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To what extent do you agree or disagree that the following are potential barriers to 

people walking on this route?9 

 

 
To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following potential changes to the 

route?10 

 

 
 

                                            
9 Sample size 87 
10 Sample size varies circa 87 
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The majority of respondents agreed with both the potential barriers identified for the route and the 

potential changes.  

 

Respondents who disagreed with either the potential barriers or changes were asked why that was. 

Respondents were also asked if there were any other improvements they would like to see on the 

route. A summary of the comments received is set out below and has been incorporated within the 

2021 LCWIP. 

 

 

Table 3.2: Summary of the consultation feedback for cycle route two 

 Recommendation for North Road West to be made either one-way or for 

pedestrians and cyclists only. 

 Recommendation for the introduction of traffic calming on Eldad Hill to support the 

proposed crossing. 

 Suggestion that the entrances to both Stonehouse Creek (at the foot of Eldad Hill) 

and Victoria Park need to be improved.  

 Support for subways in general and the subway at the western end of Stonehouse 

bridge but with feedback on the need for better lighting. 

 There was a request for cycle lanes to be marked in a different colour, where 

appropriate, and for the surface of the roads to be improved. 

 A recommendation was made to widen the access path from Victoria Park onto 

North Road West and improve the surfacing. A further comment was made about 

the need to improve the surfacing in Victoria Park itself. 

 A recommendation was made to widen the Stonehouse Creek path 

 A request was made for the provision of segregated cycleways and for pedestrian and 

cycle crossings to be both raised and segregated. 
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 A suggestion for the extension / modification of the route to include local schools and 

access to Central Park was made. 

 

 

3.4.3 Cycle Route Three 

 

Junction of B3238 and Cattedown Roundabout - Cattedown- to Mutley Plain (end 

of Greenbank Road). 

North – south cycle route connecting the community of Cattedown with the Mutley Plain 

district centre. The route is bordered to the south by the Council’s proposed Cattedown 

Roundabout Major Road Network (MRN) scheme. 

The route is within 400m of the following potential ‘mobility hub’ locations which are being 

considered as part of the Transforming Cities Fund Mobility Hub programme: Friary Retail 

Park. 

What is your main mode of transport on this route? 

Almost half of the respondents either cycled (48%) or drove a car (43%), while 7% walked. 

 

How frequently do you use this route? 

Cyclist and car drivers use this route the most frequently - either daily or several times per 

week.  

 

Which journey types do you use this route for most often?11 

‘Accessing local services’ (49%), was the most common reason for using the route, followed 

by  ‘simply for pleasure (40%), ‘visiting friends and family’ (32%) and ‘as exercise for health 

reasons’ (30%). 

How would you describe your current experience of using this route to a friend? 

There was significant negative sentiment regarding this route - with 40% having a negative 

view. Only 10% of respondents had a positive or very positive view of the route.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

                                            
11 Top four responses reported 

https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.plymouth.gov.uk%2Fparkingandtravel%2Ftransportplansandprojects%2Fcurrenttransportprojects%2Fmajorroadnetwork%2Fcattedownroundabout&data=04%7C01%7CSimon.Pickstone%40plymouth.gov.uk%7C53ddcbc3e4544b246a7d08d961cefcca%7Ca9a3c3d1fc0f4943bc2ad73e388cc2df%7C0%7C0%7C637648363892003491%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=B8xZZ%2F4ZAAgSgskvUA4VdP21Z3k6zQBonGUDfDyxnPY%3D&reserved=0
https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.plymouth.gov.uk%2Fparkingandtravel%2Ftransportplansandprojects%2Fcurrenttransportprojects%2Fmajorroadnetwork%2Fcattedownroundabout&data=04%7C01%7CSimon.Pickstone%40plymouth.gov.uk%7C53ddcbc3e4544b246a7d08d961cefcca%7Ca9a3c3d1fc0f4943bc2ad73e388cc2df%7C0%7C0%7C637648363892003491%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=B8xZZ%2F4ZAAgSgskvUA4VdP21Z3k6zQBonGUDfDyxnPY%3D&reserved=0
https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.plymouth.gov.uk%2Fparkingandtravel%2Ftransportplansandprojects%2Ftransportplans%2Ftransformingcitiesfund%2Fmobilityhubs&data=04%7C01%7CSimon.Pickstone%40plymouth.gov.uk%7C53ddcbc3e4544b246a7d08d961cefcca%7Ca9a3c3d1fc0f4943bc2ad73e388cc2df%7C0%7C0%7C637648363892003491%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=FnroIH2idmWkd9vmQ5ziFMj%2FpWD%2FsPBj3dmxQ3%2Fb0%2Fg%3D&reserved=0
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To what extent do you agree or disagree that the following are potential barriers to 

people walking on this route?12 

 

 
 

 

To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following potential changes to the 

route?13 

 

 

                                            
12 Sample size 141 
13 Sample size varies circa 138 



 

 

OFFICIAL 

 
 

The majority of respondents agreed with both the potential barriers identified for the route and the 

potential changes.  

 
Respondents who disagreed with either the potential barriers or changes were asked why that was. 

Respondents were also asked if there were any other improvements they would like to see on the 

route. A summary of the comments received is set out below and has been incorporated within the 

2021 LCWIP. 

 

Table 3.3: Summary of the consultation feedback for cycle route three 

 

 There was a request for cycle lanes to be marked in a different colour. 

 Requests were made for the provision of segregated cycle ways, rather than shared use facilities. 

 Requests were made for improved lighting and signage as well as the removal of barriers at 

junctions. 

 A number of requests were made to extend the route to Derriford Hospital.  

 There was mixed feedback on the possibility of a cycle route through Beaumont Park ranging 

from those in favour, with general support for cycle routes through parks, requests for both on-

road and off-road routes (through the park) and those opposed to the proposal. 

 Recommendations were made to consider supporting cycling on side roads, such as Baring 

Street, Armada Street and Amity Place to provide connections to North Hill avoid traffic and 

some of the hills. 

 Concern was expressed by some respondents about increasing congestion if road widths were 

narrowed. 

 A recommendation was made for an off-road route through Friary Mill, thereby avoiding 

Desborough Road. 



 

 

OFFICIAL 

 

3.4.4 Cycle Route Four 

 

Eastlake Street/Cornwall Street via Fletemoor Road and Mutley Plain to St Budeaux 

Wolseley Road.  

North – south cycle route connecting the communities of St Budeaux, King’s Tamerton, Ham, 

Pennycross and Peverell with the City Centre, connecting the walking and cycling route ‘Dockyard 

– City Centre’ and the ‘Better Places Plymouth’ scheme being delivered as part of the Council’s 

Productive Plymouth Transforming Cities Fund programme 

The route is within 400m of the following potential ‘mobility hub’ locations which are being 

considered as part of the Transforming Cities Fund Mobility Hub programme: Armada Way; North 

Hill Car Park; Mutley Plain Car Park; Peverell Park Road (south); Wolseley Road (St Budeaux). 

What is your main mode of transport on this route? 

Over half of the respondents cycled (53%) while around a third drove a car (35%) and 10% walked. 

 

How frequently do you use this route? 

Cyclist and car drivers use this route the most frequently - either daily or several times per week 

(circa 45% of respondents).  

 

Which journey types do you use this route for most often?14 

‘Accessing local services’ (56%), was the most common reason for using the route, followed by  

‘simply for pleasure (52%), ‘as exercise for health reasons’ (44%) and ‘visiting friends and family’ 

(43%). 

How would you describe your current experience of using this route to a friend? 

There was significant negative sentiment regarding this route - with just under half of respondents 

(48%) having a negative or very negative view. 18% of respondents did have a positive or very 

positive view of the route.  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                            
14 Top four responses reported 

https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.plymouth.gov.uk%2Fparkingandtravel%2Ftransportplansandprojects%2Ftransportplans%2Ftransformingcitiesfund%2Fdockyardcitycentre&data=04%7C01%7CSimon.Pickstone%40plymouth.gov.uk%7C53ddcbc3e4544b246a7d08d961cefcca%7Ca9a3c3d1fc0f4943bc2ad73e388cc2df%7C0%7C0%7C637648363892013449%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=obo1RsDtWygxZ7udiXUxxhzSRn0kP4ume48ndhw1%2Fks%3D&reserved=0
https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.plymouth.gov.uk%2Fparkingandtravel%2Ftransportplansandprojects%2Ftransportplans%2Ftransformingcitiesfund%2Fdockyardcitycentre&data=04%7C01%7CSimon.Pickstone%40plymouth.gov.uk%7C53ddcbc3e4544b246a7d08d961cefcca%7Ca9a3c3d1fc0f4943bc2ad73e388cc2df%7C0%7C0%7C637648363892013449%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=obo1RsDtWygxZ7udiXUxxhzSRn0kP4ume48ndhw1%2Fks%3D&reserved=0
https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.plymouth.gov.uk%2Fparkingandtravel%2Ftransportplansandprojects%2Ftransportplans%2Ftransformingcitiesfund%2Fbetterplacesplymouth&data=04%7C01%7CSimon.Pickstone%40plymouth.gov.uk%7C53ddcbc3e4544b246a7d08d961cefcca%7Ca9a3c3d1fc0f4943bc2ad73e388cc2df%7C0%7C0%7C637648363892013449%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=3w9Mvokq1HGDN8Jr2RGaAcS4XwkJhdecTmYY3iSYgJw%3D&reserved=0
https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.plymouth.gov.uk%2Fparkingandtravel%2Ftransportplansandprojects%2Ftransportplans%2Ftransformingcitiesfund%2Fmobilityhubs&data=04%7C01%7CSimon.Pickstone%40plymouth.gov.uk%7C53ddcbc3e4544b246a7d08d961cefcca%7Ca9a3c3d1fc0f4943bc2ad73e388cc2df%7C0%7C0%7C637648363892023403%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=kiGEOGmUVUf2O1KG95g2aum5JCK0AtYS8sQF93I3F4k%3D&reserved=0
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To what extent do you agree or disagree that the following are potential barriers to 

people cycling on this route?15 

 

 
 

To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following potential changes to the 

route?16 

 

 

                                            
15 Sample size 77 
16 Sample size varies 74 - 77 
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The majority of respondents agreed with both the potential barriers identified for the route and the 

potential changes.  

 

Respondents who disagreed with either the potential barriers or changes were asked why that was. 

Respondents were also asked if there were any other improvements they would like to see on the 

route. A summary of the comments received is set out below and has been incorporated within the 

2021 LCWIP. 

 

Table 3.4: Summary of the consultation feedback for cycle route four 

 Requests were made for continuous cycling facilities with some respondents preferring 

segregated facilities. One comment was made regarding the use of greenery as a form of 

segregation in order to improve air quality. 

 Concerns were raised about the roundabout at the junction between Fletemoor Road and 

Weston Mill Hill and options to include cycling facilities at this location. 

 Support for the 20mph on Western Park Road was expressed with a request to also make 

Peverell Park Road 20mph to discourage traffic displacement. 

 There were also recommendations to reduce the speed near Hyde Park school and increase 

the pavement width. 

 A comment was made on an alternative route to St Budeaux, via the bypass, rather than 

Weston Mill Hill which whilst longer is flatter although the need to make improvements to the 

bypass was raised. 

 Recommendations were made to extend the route to the south to include Charles Cross 

roundabout and to the north to (1) connect with the cycle route on Pemros Road and the 

Tamar Bridge and (2) provide a route to Derriford Hospital. 

 A request was made to include the northbound movement at the top of Mutley Plain, onto 

Mannamead Road in the route. 
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 Comments regarding the need for more cycle parking at key destinations, and better access to 

existing provision at Mutley Plain, though the provision of dropped kerbs, were made. 

 A request was made to remove the railings on Mutley Plain and suggestions were made 

regarding the use of the parallel service lanes on Mutley Plain as traffic free cycle routes. 

 The use of quiet roads / routes rather than the route as suggested was proposed. 

 The need to resurface the route at certain locations was raised. 

 

3.5   2021 Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan Walking Route Results 

 

3.5.1 Walking Route One 

 

A374 Union Street (Stonehouse Bridge to Western Approach Junction). 

East-west walking route alongside the A374 through the Stonehouse community. 

What is your main mode of transport on this route? 

Half of the respondents walked (50%), while just over a quarter drove a car (26%) and 18% cycled. 

How frequently do you use this route? 

Car drivers used this route the most frequently (28%), closely followed by walkers (27%) - using it 

daily or several times per week.  

Which journey types do you use this route for most often?17 

‘Accessing local services’ (58%), was the most common reason for using the route, followed by  

‘simply for pleasure (46%), ‘visiting friends and family’ (32%) and ‘as exercise for health reasons 

(23%). 

How would you describe your current experience of using this route to a friend? 

Around a third of respondents felt positive or very positive about the route. Just under half had a 

neutral view (46%), while over a quarter (27%) had a negative or very negative view. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                            
17 Top four responses reported 
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To what extent do you agree or disagree that the following are potential barriers to 

people walking on this route?18 

 

 
 

To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following potential changes to the 

route?19 

 

 
 

                                            
18 Sample size 116 
19 Sample size varies circa 138 



 

 

OFFICIAL 

 
 

The majority of respondents agreed with both the potential barriers identified for the route and the 

potential changes.  

 

Respondents who disagreed with either the potential barriers or changes were asked why that was. 

Respondents were also asked if there were any other improvements they would like to see on the 

route. A summary of the comments received is set out below and has been incorporated within the 

2021 LCWIP. 

 

Table 3.5: Summary of the consultation feedback for walking route one: 

 A comment was made about the adequacy / location of the zebra crossing on Durnford Street, 

near the Stonehouse roundabout. 

 Comments were made about the need to segregate pedestrians and cyclists. 

 Concerns about the street scene, street cleanliness and anti-social behaviour were made. 

 A request was made for more trees to help combat air pollution. 

 A request was made for crossings to be raised and straight-across crossings, rather than having 

central islands. 

 A recommendation was made to reopen the pedestrian access point at Phoenix Street as an 

alternative route to the narrow pavement on the south side of Union Street. 

 A comment was made about removing some sections of guard rail on Union Street, near Lidl. 

However, there was some opposition to the suggestion of removing guard rail at the Octagon 

roundabout and changing the location of the crossings. Although a recommendation was made 

for all four arms of the junction to have controlled crossings. 

 A recommendation was made to sign quieter roads as the walking route, rather than Union 

Street. 

 A request was made to improve lighting. 

 A suggestion was made to reduce road widths and provide priority signalling for pedestrians 

where Western Approach meets Union Street. 

 A number of comments were also made about cycling improvements for the route including:- 

 The provision of a cycle lane on Stonehouse roundabout. 

 Using available widths to provide a cycle lane, rather than widening pavements. 
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3.5.2 Walking Route Two 

Victoria Park to Pennycomequick roundabout. 

East-west walking route connecting Molesworth Road and the Pennycomequick roundabout for 

onwards access to locations such as Plymouth Railway Station and Central Park. A substantial part of 

the route is traffic free. 

The route is within 400m of the following potential ‘mobility hub’ locations which are being 

considered as part of the Transforming Cities Fund Mobility Hub programme: Plymouth Central 

Station. 

What is your main mode of transport on this route? 

Over half of the respondents walked (54%), while just under a quarter drove a car (24%) and 21% 

cycled. 

How frequently do you use this route? 

Walkers use this route the most frequently (36%), followed by car drivers (28%) and cyclists (23%) - 

using it daily or several times per week.  

 

Which journey types do you use this route for most often?20 

‘Simply for pleasure’ (59%) was the most common reason for using the route, followed by ‘accessing 

local services (47%), ‘as exercise for health reasons’ (43%) and ‘visiting friends and family’ (34%). 

How would you describe your current experience of using this route to a friend? 

Around a quarter of respondents felt positive or very positive about the route. Just under half had a 

neutral view (47%), while over a quarter (27%) had a negative or very negative view. 

 

To what extent do you agree or disagree that the following are potential barriers to 

people walking on this route?21 

 

 
 

                                            
20 Top four responses reported 
21 Sample size 117 

https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.plymouth.gov.uk%2Fparkingandtravel%2Ftransportplansandprojects%2Ftransportplans%2Ftransformingcitiesfund%2Fmobilityhubs&data=04%7C01%7CSimon.Pickstone%40plymouth.gov.uk%7C53ddcbc3e4544b246a7d08d961cefcca%7Ca9a3c3d1fc0f4943bc2ad73e388cc2df%7C0%7C0%7C637648363892023403%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=kiGEOGmUVUf2O1KG95g2aum5JCK0AtYS8sQF93I3F4k%3D&reserved=0
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To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following potential changes to the 

route?22 

 

 

 
 

The majority of respondents agreed with both the potential barriers identified for the route and the 

potential changes, with the exception of a lack of directional signage23 and a lack of lighting24 being 
identified as barriers to use. 

 

                                            
22 Sample size varies circa 116 
23 Only 48% of respondents either strongly agreed or agreed that a lack of directional signage was a potential barrier to use. 
24 Only 47% of respondents either strongly agreed or agreed that a lack of lighting was a potential barrier to use. 
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Respondents who disagreed with either the potential barriers or changes were asked why that was. 

Respondents were also asked if there were any other improvements they would like to see on the 

route. A summary of the comments received is set out below and has been incorporated within the 

2021 LCWIP. 

 

Table 3.6: Summary of the consultation feedback for walking route two: 

 One respondent felt that the current zebra crossing was adequate and a controlled crossing 

was not needed. 

 Concerns about anti-social behaviour in Victoria Park were made. 

 Requests were made to extend the route to Central Park. 

 A request was made to segregate pedestrians and cyclists. 

 A request was made to cut back foliage in Victoria Park. 

 Requests were made to consider improved access to the railway station both from 

Pennycomequick and via a bridge from North Road West. 

 A comment was made on the cleanliness of the pavement under the railway bridge on Saltash 

Road with the observation being made that the pavement can become slippery in damp 

conditions.   

 

 

3.5.3 Walking Route Three 

City Centre (Jigsaw Park), via North Hill (B3250), to Mutley Plain. 

North-south walking route connecting Mutley Plain District Centre and the City Centre. This walking 

route overlaps with part of cycle route five. 

The route is within 400m of the following potential ‘mobility hub’ locations which are being 

considered as part of the Transforming Cities Fund Mobility Hub programme: Plymouth Central 

Station, Mayflower West Car park. 

What is your main mode of transport on this route? 

Over half of the respondents walked (54%), while just under a quarter drove a car (23%) and 11% 

cycled. 

How frequently do you use this route? 

Walkers use this route the most frequently (42%), followed by car drivers (30%) and cyclists (24%) - 

using it daily or several times per week. 

Which journey types do you use this route for most often?25 

‘Accessing local services’ (64%) and ‘simply for pleasure’ (64%) were the joint most common reasons 

for using the route, followed by ‘as exercise for health reasons’ (49%) and ‘visiting friends and family’ 

(44%). 

How would you describe your current experience of using this route to a friend? 

Almost a quarter (23%) of respondents felt positive or very positive about the route. 45% had a 

neutral view, while almost a third (31%) had a negative or very negative view. 

 

 

                                            
25 Top four responses reported 

https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.plymouth.gov.uk%2Fparkingandtravel%2Ftransportplansandprojects%2Ftransportplans%2Ftransformingcitiesfund%2Fmobilityhubs&data=04%7C01%7CSimon.Pickstone%40plymouth.gov.uk%7C53ddcbc3e4544b246a7d08d961cefcca%7Ca9a3c3d1fc0f4943bc2ad73e388cc2df%7C0%7C0%7C637648363892023403%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=kiGEOGmUVUf2O1KG95g2aum5JCK0AtYS8sQF93I3F4k%3D&reserved=0
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To what extent do you agree or disagree that the following are potential barriers to 

people walking on this route?26 

 

 
 

To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following potential changes to the 

route?27 
 

 
 

                                            
26 Sample size 123 
27 Sample size varies circa 123 
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The majority of respondents agreed with both the potential barriers identified for the route and the 

potential changes.  

 

Respondents who disagreed with either the potential barriers or changes were asked why that was. 

Respondents were also asked if there were any other improvements they would like to see on the 

route. A summary of the comments received is set out below and has been incorporated within the 

2021 LCWIP. 

 

Table 3.7: Summary of the consultation feedback for walking route three: 

 Recommendation to add greenery and consider public realm improvements on Mutley Plain, 

along with reducing the speed limit on Mutley Plain. 

 Concerns about anti-social behaviour on Mutley Plain were also raised. 

 Concerns were expressed about the impact of the proposals on congestion and the need to 

keep traffic flowing, concerns were specifically raised about the Hill Park Crescent proposal. 

 There was opposition to the removal of the bollards on Houndiscombe Road with the bollards 

being seen as a period feature. 

 A recommendation was made to create raised crossings, rather than providing dropped kerbs. 

 Several comments were made about crossings on North Hill and its side roads, including the 

need to introduce audible crossings for people with visual impairments, a comment that there 

were sufficient crossings already and a further comment that the island on Clifton Place 

provides a useful refuge. 

 A concern was raised about an additional crossing at the Hyde Park roundabout with the 

recommendation being that should a crossing be introduced this should be signalised and 

sequenced with the existing crossing. 

 A recommendation was made to provide a signalised crossing on Houndiscombe Road. 
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 A suggestion was made to encourage pedestrians to walk along Houndiscombe Road rather 

than along North Hill. 

 Comments were made on the need to improve the surfacing on pavements, as well as cutting 

back vegetation and addressing pavement parking on sections of the route. 

 

3.5.4 Walking Route Four 

 

City Centre (Jigsaw Park) to Lipson (Ladysmith Road) via Regent Street and Gascoyne 

Place. 

East-west walking route connecting Lipson with the City Centre. 

The route is within 400m of the following potential ‘mobility hub’ locations which are being considered 

as part of the Transforming Cities Fund Mobility Hub programme: Lipson Road. 

What is your main mode of transport on this route? 

Over half of the respondents walked (54%), while just under a quarter drove a car (23%) and 21% 

cycled. 

How frequently do you use this route? 

Walkers use this route the most frequently (43%), followed by car drivers (24%) and cyclists (18%) - 

using it daily or several times per week.  

Which journey types do you use this route for most often?28 

‘Accessing local services’ (64%) and ‘simply for pleasure’ (64%) were the joint most common reasons 

for using the route, followed by ‘as exercise for health reasons’ (49%) and ‘visiting friends and family’ 

(44%). 

How would you describe your current experience of using this route to a friend? 

Over a quarter (28%) of respondents felt positive or very positive about the route. 

56% had a neutral view, while 15% had a negative or very negative view. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                            
28 Top four responses reported 

https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.plymouth.gov.uk%2Fparkingandtravel%2Ftransportplansandprojects%2Ftransportplans%2Ftransformingcitiesfund%2Fmobilityhubs&data=04%7C01%7CSimon.Pickstone%40plymouth.gov.uk%7C53ddcbc3e4544b246a7d08d961cefcca%7Ca9a3c3d1fc0f4943bc2ad73e388cc2df%7C0%7C0%7C637648363892033359%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=aoVyT6vnZxqwubadN9MJHq2Aswzcni7nf9v7HcSkM0U%3D&reserved=0
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To what extent do you agree or disagree that the following are potential barriers to 

people walking on this route?29 

 

 
 

To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following potential changes to the 

route?30 
 

 
 

                                            
29 Sample size 38 
30 Sample size varies circa 37 
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The majority of respondents agreed with both the potential barriers identified for the route and the 

potential changes, with the exception of the proposals to introduce new crossings in the vicinity of 

North Street / Regent Street31 and on Regent Street32. 

 

Respondents who disagreed with either the potential barriers or changes were asked why that was. 
Respondents were also asked if there were any other improvements they would like to see on the 

route. A summary of the comments received is set out below and has been incorporated within the 

2021 LCWIP. 

 

Table 3.8: Summary of the consultation feedback for walking route four: 

 Recommendation to consider a 20mph zone. 

 Recommendation to make Regent Street one way, eastbound, from Hampton Street and then 

widen pavement widths. 

 Requests to improve street cleanliness, improve lighting and cut back over-hanging vegetation. 

 A recommendation was made to improve the access to Beaumont Park with another 

comment being made about the hours the park is open. 

 There were suggestions to make better use of other parks as pleasant walking routes. 

 Comments were made about problems with pavement parking.  

 A suggestion was made to relocate on street parking on Regent Street to allow pavements to 

be widened. 

 A suggestion was made to remove the railings near the junction of Radnor Place and Regent 

Street and removing railings at junctions was also raised. 

 

 

                                            
31 Only 49% of respondents either strongly agreed or agreed with the proposal to provide a pedestrian crossing in the 

vicinity of the North Street, Regent Street junction. 
32 Only 38% of respondents either strongly agreed or agreed to the proposal to introduce a new uncontrolled crossing 

facility on Regent Street in the vicinity of Number 41. 
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3.5.5 Walking Route Five 

 

Charles Cross to Gwyn Road (Mount Gould) via Ebrington Street and Beaumont Road. 

East-west walking route connecting the City Centre with the Mount Gould community. Part of this 

route intersects with cycle route three. 

The route is within 400m of the following potential ‘mobility hub’ locations which are being considered 

as part of the Transforming Cities Fund Mobility Hub programme: Friary Retail Park. 

What is your main mode of transport on this route? 

Just under half of the respondents walked (46%), while just over a quarter cycled (26%) and 22% drove 

a car. 

How frequently do you use this route? 

Walkers use this route the most frequently (34%), followed cyclists (22%) and by car drivers (15%) - 

using it daily or several times per week.  

Which journey types do you use this route for most often?33 

‘Accessing local services’ (59%) was the most common reason for using the route, followed by ‘simply 

for pleasure’ (57%), ‘as exercise for health reasons’ (56%) and ‘visiting friends and family’ (43%). 

How would you describe your current experience of using this route to a friend? 

Over a quarter (28%) of respondents felt positive or very positive about the route. 48% had a neutral 

view, while 24% had a negative or very negative view. 

 

 

To what extent do you agree or disagree that the following are potential barriers to 

people walking on this route?34 

 

 
 

                                            
33 Top four responses reported 
34 Sample size 54 

https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.plymouth.gov.uk%2Fparkingandtravel%2Ftransportplansandprojects%2Ftransportplans%2Ftransformingcitiesfund%2Fmobilityhubs&data=04%7C01%7CSimon.Pickstone%40plymouth.gov.uk%7C53ddcbc3e4544b246a7d08d961cefcca%7Ca9a3c3d1fc0f4943bc2ad73e388cc2df%7C0%7C0%7C637648363892033359%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=aoVyT6vnZxqwubadN9MJHq2Aswzcni7nf9v7HcSkM0U%3D&reserved=0
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To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following potential changes to the 

route?35 

 

 
 

 
 

The majority of respondents agreed with both the potential barriers identified for the route and the 

potential changes.  

 

Respondents who disagreed with either the potential barriers or changes were asked why that was. 

Respondents were also asked if there were any other improvements they would like to see on the 

route. A summary of the comments received is set out below and has been incorporated within the 

2021 LCWIP. 

 

                                            
35 Sample size varies circa 54 
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Table 3.9: Summary of the consultation feedback for walking route five: 

 Recommendations were made to reduce traffic speeds outside Holy Cross Primary School and 

to make all the side roads connecting to Beaumont Road 20 mph to help make it easier and 

safer to cross the roads. 

 Requests were made to widen footways and segregate pedestrians and cyclists. 

 A request was made for better lighting along the route. 

 A recommendation was made to improve signage of routes along back roads, rather than the 

route as proposed, as well as through Beaumont Park to create a more pleasant walking route. 

 A suggestion was made to pedestrianize Ebrington Street and provide a segregated cycle way 

along the entire route. 

 

 

3.5.6 Walking Route Six 

 

Apsley Road to North Cross Roundabout via Glen Park Avenue. 

North-south walking route, connecting communities to the north of Plymouth Railway Station with 

the city centre. 

The route is within 400m of the following potential ‘mobility hub’ locations which are being 

considered as part of the Transforming Cities Fund Mobility Hub programme: Plymouth Central 

Station; Armada Way. 

What is your main mode of transport on this route? 

Just over half of the respondents walked (54%), while a fifth cycled or drove a car (21%). 

How frequently do you use this route? 

Walkers use this route the most frequently (34%), followed cyclists (11%) and by car drivers (9%) - 

using it daily or several times per week.  

Which journey types do you use this route for most often?36 

‘Simply for pleasure’ (59%) was the most common reason for using the route, followed by ‘accessing 

local services’ (56%), ‘as exercise for health reasons’ (46%) and ‘visiting friends and family’ (31%). 

How would you describe your current experience of using this route to a friend? 

Over a quarter (28%) of respondents felt positive or very positive about the route. 48% had a neutral 

view, while 24% had a negative or very negative view. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                            
36 Top four responses reported 

https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.plymouth.gov.uk%2Fparkingandtravel%2Ftransportplansandprojects%2Ftransportplans%2Ftransformingcitiesfund%2Fmobilityhubs&data=04%7C01%7CSimon.Pickstone%40plymouth.gov.uk%7C53ddcbc3e4544b246a7d08d961cefcca%7Ca9a3c3d1fc0f4943bc2ad73e388cc2df%7C0%7C0%7C637648363892043317%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=Oh55RiBzagbLN9KJG9sjrHuE%2BNY7CwdZpT5YaWp02Lk%3D&reserved=0
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To what extent do you agree or disagree that the following are potential barriers to 

people walking on this route?37 

 

 

 

 
 

To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following potential changes to the 

route?38 

 

 
 

                                            
37 Sample size 39 
38 Sample size varies circa 38 
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The majority of respondents agreed with both the potential barriers identified for the route and the 

potential changes, with the exception of signage and wayfinding being a potential barrier to use39. 

 

Respondents who disagreed with either the potential barriers or changes were asked why that was. 

Respondents were also asked if there were any other improvements they would like to see on the 

route. A summary of the comments received is set out below and has been incorporated within the 

2021 LCWIP. 

 

Table 3.10: Summary of the consultation feedback for walking route six: 

 Recommendation to consider a 20 mph zone. 

 Concerns raised about pavement clutter (wheelie bins) reducing pavement widths. 

 A request was made to improve the junction of North Road East with the railway station 

access road including considering reducing road widths. 

 A request was made to improve the steps between Glen Park Avenue and Winston Avenue. 

 

4.0 Additional consultation feedback 

 

In addition to the 693 responses received to the survey 28 representations were received by email. 

Responses were received from:- 

 [The] Coal Planning Authority 

 Devon County Council 

 Elburton and District Residents Association 

 Environment Agency 

 Environment Plymouth and Climate Action Plymouth 

 Historic England 

 Natural England 

 National Trust 

 Network Rail 

 Plymouth Cycling Campaign 

 Residents 

 RSPB 

 South Hams District Council & West Devon Borough Council 

 South West Coast Path Association 

 

Plymouth City Council are grateful for all the feedback received; it has been reviewed and used to 

inform the 2021 LCWIP and is summarised below. 

 

The majority of responses were supportive of efforts to increase levels of walking and cycling due to 

the positive impact on the environment, air pollution, noise pollution, climate change, health and 

congestion, and, as such, were supportive of the development of an LCWIP. However, respondents 

also raised the need to consider the impact of any infrastructure and recommended measures such as 

the use of heritage assessments to inform scheme designs so that they avoid and minimise harm to the 

significance of heritage assets and maximise opportunities for the conservation and enhancement of 

heritage assets and people’s understanding and enjoyment of them. Respondents also encouraged the 

Council to consider opportunities to enhance the natural environment and incorporate green space 

                                            
39 Only 46% of respondents either strongly agreed or agreed that signage and wayfinding were barriers to use on this route. 
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management and biodiversity net gain in the proposals, as plans develop, alongside being mindful of 

potential harm to wildlife from inappropriate lighting and surface treatments.  

 

Partners agencies were keen to be kept appraised of plans, as they develop, and to work in partnership 

to maximise opportunities associated with the investment. This is something the Council are 

committed to doing. 

 

With regard to measures to support greater levels of walking and cycling these echoed the measures 

which respondents to the survey also identified, as set out in Table 3.0. For example, a number of 

respondents identified the need for safe, secure cycle parking. The need for, and possible locations of, 

cycle parking, will be considered as the LCWIP routes are developed. Information on existing cycle 

parking locations is available on the Plymouth Walking and Cycling Map and online. Respondents also 

raised the need for cycling education and good maintenance and enforcement of existing 

infrastructure. 

 

A number of the detailed responses received also raised the need to incorporate additional routes into 

the LCWIP such as routes to Derriford, routes along Plymouth’s Eastern Corridor and routes linking 

to the South West Coast Path, as well as recommendations to deliver more Low Traffic 

Neighbourhoods. This consultation covered the ten routes set out within the draft 2021 LCWIP.  

However, as stated in the LCWIP the ten routes set out in the Plan are not the only routes the 

Council are looking to deliver. As a Council we are committed to securing funding and delivering the 
routes identified in the LCWIP as well as routes on the Strategic Cycle Network and will be adding 

more routes to the LCWIP each year. Current investment in Plymouth’s walking and cycling network 

is available online40. Information on the Council’s approach to Low Traffic Neighbourhoods is available 

here. 

 

Respondents also suggested the need to inform the prioritisation of routes – and the improvements 

needed- from local data. This is something the Council are committed to doing, as demonstrated by 

the recent Active Travel Fund public opinion survey, the results of which can be found here. 

 

5.0   Next steps 

The majority of responses received to the proposals set out in the draft LCWIP were supportive. 

Therefore no substantive changes to the 2021 LCWIP have been made as a result of the consultation. 

However, a summary of feedback on each route has been included in the 2021 LCWIP and all the 

feedback received will be kept in consideration as proposals for the routes develop. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                            
40 Cycle route improvements | PLYMOUTH.GOV.UK, Transforming Cities Fund | 

PLYMOUTH.GOV.UK and Current Transport Projects | PLYMOUTH.GOV.UK 

https://www.plymouth.gov.uk/plymotion/walkingcyclingandpublictransport/cycling/cyclingplymouth/placescycleplymouth
https://www.plymouth.gov.uk/plymotion/walkingcyclingandpublictransport/cycling/cyclingplymouth/cyclelockersandparking
https://www.plymouth.gov.uk/parkingandtravel/plymotion/walkingcyclingandpublictransport/cycling/plymouth%E2%80%99sstrategiccyclenetwork
https://www.plymouth.gov.uk/parkingandtravel/cycling/cycleroutes/cyclerouteimprovements/plymouthsquietneighbourhoodsconnectedcommunities
https://www.plymouth.gov.uk/sites/default/files/Plymouth%20City%20Council%20Active%20Travel%20Fund%20-%20Public%20Opinion%20Survey%20Summer%202021.pdf
https://www.plymouth.gov.uk/plymotion/walkingcyclingandpublictransport/cycling/cycleroutes/cyclerouteimprovements
https://www.plymouth.gov.uk/parkingandtravel/transportplansandprojects/transportplans/transformingcitiesfund
https://www.plymouth.gov.uk/parkingandtravel/transportplansandprojects/transportplans/transformingcitiesfund
https://www.plymouth.gov.uk/parkingandtravel/transportplansandprojects/currenttransportprojects

