LTP Consultation

Local Transport Plan objective

Welcome to the Local Transport Plan 4 consultation survey. We've identified these objectives and
we’d like your views on their priority.

1. Enable economic growth - by building new roads linking new developments to the transport network and
by reducing short distance car journeys. Please rate priority from 1-5 (1 being most important)

2. Provide a good quality transport network for all users — by being proactive in our asset management and
by working closely with the public, Highways England and rail and bus companies.

3. Promote healthy lifestyles — by making sure new developments maximise walking, cycling and bus use,
by delivering and promoting active travel schemes and by reducing short distance single occupant car
journeys on our roads.

4. Make journeys easier and safer — by making bus and rail tickets compatible and easier to buy and use,
by providing ‘real time’ information at well-equipped transport hubs, by improving signage to walking and
cycling routes and by helping people feel safe during their journeys.

5. Ensure access to services for those living in rural areas — by improving the resilience of our road network
and by working closely with all transport operators to deliver a range of transport options particularly for
those without a

car.

6. Do you have any further comments you would like us to consider?

Hereford has an opportunity to really lead
the way with good sustainable transport
links for walkina/ cvclina safelv as the
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Transport spending

We have set out our spending priorities and would like to understand your priorities for transport

spending (1 highest, 5 lowest). The figures shown are current indicative annual allocations
These levels of fundingdo not promote good alternatives to the car. Shows under investment in safe pedestrian ways and pavements.

7. Capital Schemes
Planned/structural maintenance £9.5M

4

8. Walking and cycling schemes £0.7M

1

9. Public transport (shelters, kerbs etc.) £0.1M

3

10. Road safety improvements and safer routes to school £0.4M

2 Major capital schemes included in the Core Strategy have been excluded from this public consultation,

despite facing opposition through the Core Strategy process. Why?

11. Revenue schemes

Reactive maintenance (highways, grounds, etc.) c.£6.5M/year

3

12. Bus route subsidy/publicity c.£1.1M/year

1

13. Concessionary transport ¢ £1.3M/year

2 More needs to be done to help young people use public transport, particularly in rural areas where the cost can be prohibitive

14. Road safety and sustainable transport promotions ¢ £100k/year

4

15. Do you have any further comments you would like us to consider?

In recent years too much has been spent
trying to design massive road schemes
rather than deliverina simple. ioined un
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LTP Consultation

Strategic Environmental Assessment.

16. Do you agree with the approach taken for this SEA? If not, please explain why?

Q Yes
(x) No

If 'no' please expalin

Evidence base is out of date and incomplete. The document is incomprehensible to the
average person and referring to the Core Strategy SEA when there should be a
comblete SEA for the Transoort plan is lazv and fails to undate the work done on the

17. Do you agree with the findings of the SEA? If not, please explain why?

O Yes
@ No

If 'no' please expalin

The SEA seems to have completely ignored the impact of Leominster Southern Link
Road. Leominster is part of Herefordshire and this is supposed to be a county wide
plan. Also. the SEA assessment of the impact of the Hereford Western Relief Road

18. Do you have any recommendation for further indicators or parameters to include in the monitoring
framework of the SEA?

To completely update the evidence base on
which the SEA has been undertaken and
consider all areas to be imnacted bv canital

19. Do you feel the performance indicators (Page 36 LTP4 strategy and delivery) will accurately reflect the
true picture of Transport in Herefordshire? If no please explain why

() Yes
(x) No

O If no, please explain

Ignores reduction of overall emissions from transport, not just those in AQMA. Road
schemes proposed in the Core Strategy are shown to increase overall vehicle
emissions from 2016 onwards. This is contrarv to the Core Strateav sustainable
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20. Which of the policies or schemes identified in LTP 4 will be most beneficial to you?

Improved walking, cycling and public
transport infrastructure, Low cost
alternatives to car use so that more monev

21. Do you feel you will be disadvantaged by the policies or schemes identified in LTP 4?

Yes the Hereford Western Relief Road will
not tackle congestion in Hereford caused by
the hiah nronortion of short car iournevs.
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Strategic Highway Network

22. Do you agree with the extent of the proposed strategic highway network.

Q Yes
@ No

Q Comments

It does not show how the routes in Hereford connect with the motorways and strategic
networks outside of the County, As this is a local transport plan for all travel users why
is there no mans for strateaic safe cvcle routes and mention of the nublic footnaths



User
Typewritten Text
x


	LTP Consultation
	Local Transport Plan objective
	Welcome to the Local Transport Plan 4 consultation survey. We’ve identified these objectives and we’d like your views on their priority.
	1. Enable economic growth - by building new roads linking new developments to the transport network and by reducing short distance car journeys. Please rate priority from 1-5 (1 being most important)
	2. Provide a good quality transport network for all users – by being proactive in our asset management and by working closely with the public, Highways England and rail and bus companies.
	3. Promote healthy lifestyles – by making sure new developments maximise walking, cycling and bus use, by delivering and promoting active travel schemes and by reducing short distance single occupant car journeys on our roads.
	4. Make journeys easier and safer – by making bus and rail tickets compatible and easier to buy and use, by providing ‘real time’ information at well-equipped transport hubs, by improving signage to walking and cycling routes and by helping people feel safe during their journeys.
	5. Ensure access to services for those living in rural areas – by improving the resilience of our road network and by working closely with all transport operators to deliver a range of transport options particularly for those without a car.
	6. Do you have any further comments you would like us to consider?



	LTP Consultation
	Transport spending
	We have set out our spending priorities and would like to understand your priorities for transport spending (1 highest, 5 lowest). The figures shown are current indicative annual allocations
	7. Capital Schemes  Planned/structural maintenance £9.5M
	8. Walking and cycling schemes £0.7M
	9. Public transport (shelters, kerbs etc.) £0.1M
	10. Road safety improvements and safer routes to school £0.4M
	11. Revenue schemes  Reactive maintenance (highways, grounds, etc.) c.£6.5M/year
	12. Bus route subsidy/publicity c.£1.1M/year
	13. Concessionary transport c £1.3M/year
	14. Road safety and sustainable transport promotions c £100k/year
	15. Do you have any further comments you would like us to consider?



	LTP Consultation
	Strategic Environmental Assessment.
	16. Do you agree with the approach taken for this SEA? If not, please explain why?
	17. Do you agree with the findings of the SEA? If not, please explain why?
	18. Do you have any recommendation for further indicators or parameters to include in the monitoring framework of the SEA?
	19. Do you feel the performance indicators (Page 36 LTP4 strategy and delivery) will accurately reflect the true picture of Transport in Herefordshire? If no please explain why
	20. Which of the policies or schemes identified in LTP 4 will be most beneficial to you?
	21. Do you feel you will be disadvantaged by the policies or schemes identified in LTP 4?


	LTP Consultation
	Strategic Highway Network
	22. Do you agree with the extent of the proposed strategic highway network.



	883915856: Hereford has an opportunity to really lead the way with good sustainable transport links for walking/ cycling safely as the central area is flat and relatively compact. Getting children to cycle young is key to promote active travel and so all school travel plans should be updated and supported with CAPITAL funding to improve the safety of routes to and from the city schools. School bus passes should be able to be used on other bus services out of peak hours and at weekends so that parents can see additional benefits to the cost of the pass. Better integration of bus and rail services and move more freight to rail. There should be a freight head at Rotherwas. Park and rail opportunities should be considered, such as opening up stations at Tram Inn and Moreton - on Lugg, which would help many living in country areas to be able to access Hereford by regular rail services and reduce congestion. Many older people come into Hereford for hospital appointments and the station is well located for the hospital.
	883916747: In recent years too much has been spent trying to design massive road schemes rather than delivering simple, joined up sustainable transport routes into and around Hereford There is no mention as to how the new urban extensions will join safely and sustainably to Hereford City centre and the employment sites around Hereford. Improved safe routes to and from school and linkage with other quiet cycle routes in the countryside around Hereford. Safe routes to school would really tackle congestion in Hereford and create a healthier population. More regular buses and a better way to access bus timetables; journeys running late, etc using digital technology - this has been happening for years in many other places. Transport money should not be used to revamp High Town pedestrian areas but to promote safe, non car access to the City.
	880703460_other: Evidence base is out of date and incomplete. The document is incomprehensible to the average person and referring to the Core Strategy SEA when there should be a complete SEA for the Transport plan is lazy and fails to update the work done on the Core Strategy which is incomplete and now a few years out of date. The SEA does not seem to have fully appraised sustainable alternatives to the massive car focused capital road projects where cycling and walking is an after thought or excluded from proposals.
	880703587_other: The SEA seems to have completely ignored the impact of Leominster Southern Link Road. Leominster is part of Herefordshire and this is supposed to be a county wide plan. Also, the SEA assessment of the impact of the Hereford Western Relief Road only seems to consider the impact of the road on sites South of the River Wye and fails to identify many environmental; ecological, heritage and landscape impacts north of the River, including SSSIs and ancient monuments.
	880703803: To completely update the evidence base on which the SEA has been undertaken and consider all areas to be impacted by capital road schemes. Major developments such as a new University for Hereford have not been included in the SEA or the LTP so the plan is out of date and incomplete. SEA work should compare more sustainable alternatives to car use to tackle emissions and the impact road building has on the environment, including high grade agricultural land around Hereford. The SEA seems to have omitted the large vehicle movements required to build the Southern Link Road and other sections of the Hereford Relief Road. 
	882234324_other: Ignores reduction of overall emissions from transport, not just those in AQMA. Road schemes proposed in the Core Strategy are shown to increase overall vehicle emissions from 2016 onwards. This is contrary to the Core Strategy sustainable development proposals, and so the LTP is not in conformity with its own Core strategy.
The existing performance indicators need to be retained and expanded to inform the effectiveness of new transport proposals and also promote modal shift - i.e. more indicators around public transport capacity and punctuality. Also just measuring percentage of the population who are active is a blunt instrument of measurement and statistically invalid for a county with a growing aged population. You need to measure the proportion of school age, working age populations, etc taking part in active travel and to identify how capital schemes can support and promote improvements in these areas.
	882234518: Improved walking, cycling and public transport infrastructure, Low cost alternatives to car use so that more money will stay in the local economy, promoting sustainable jobs and growth and make it resilient to future increases in fuel prices. Improved public transport will be vital if there is to be a University in Herefordshire.
	882234799: Yes the Hereford Western Relief Road will not tackle congestion in Hereford caused by the high proportion of short car journeys, particularly those happening as a result of the school run. Nothing much is mentioned about improving connections to the major road networks to the East of Herefordshire and the main motorway network. Many young people die in car accidents on our country roads. Young people need safe alternatives to the car such as good public transport, particularly on evenings.
	880705688_other: It does not show how the routes in Hereford connect with the motorways and strategic networks outside of the County,  As this is a local transport plan for all travel users why is there no maps for strategic safe cycle routes and mention of the public footpaths network, both of which are valuable for leisure and tourism in the County? 


