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Making Lancashire cycle-
friendly

A code for planning, designing and maintaining
roads and tracks for cyclists
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The fundamentals

« Thebicycleisavehicle.

 Ensure competitive advantage for cycle
traffic 1s maximised.

 Know when to provide remedial facilities
 Main networks and linking networks
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e Maximise:

e Advantageto cycling;

« The speed range over which it is comfortable to cycle;
o Accesshility for acyclist using the network; and
 Integration with public transport.

e Minimise:

e Journey times,

e The number of stops required;

* The number of give ways required,

e The gradient required to ascend and descend; and
* Obstacles and barriers along aroute.
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Speed versus gradient
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Level of Service for Width of 3.5 Metres with no HGVs
Varying by Daily Volume of Flow

Level of service

Area5: track _

desirable, High

mixed OK, = 20 mph
|anes not Area 3. no w30 mph |
recommended —_ cyclelane or 40 mph

track required
Medium

: cycle lane or track

Area 6: cycle tracks
Low

Ueh-:tes per r.hy
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Flow Diagram

| Collect:

Valume
Speed

Percentage heavy vehicles
Cyclist user views

Site visitisafety data

Consider role of route:

Maln or access cyele link

Lengths of cycle journey using link

-
LY
# Levels of frontage parking
#  Number of junctions
*  MNumber of accesses
#  Padestrian flows
T
| : !
20 mph areas 30 mph areas !!ﬂ-un,ph-u
* Design measures to * Seek to reduce volume * For volumes up to
reduce volume of traffic of traffic to 7,000 7,000 vehe'day seek to
1o 5,000 vehs/day vehsfday; and create spacious lane
* Mix cyclists with traffic * Seek tocreate a cross-sections
in any cross lane section spacious lane cross- +  Consider need for
section segregated facilities at

greater flows than
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Note: Assumes co-efficient of friction of 018
Superefevation will not significantly affect these radii and
hence camber for drainage should determine the crossfall
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Figure 4.1.6 Cross-section examples
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Figure 4.1.7 Features that create tight

or critical cross-sections
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lasdair Simpson
ycling Officer, Lancashire County Council
asdair.simpson@env.lancscc.gov.uk
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rincipal Lecturer, Bolton Institute
yarkin@bolton.ac.uk
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TC Right to Ride Representative
r the North West
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