
 

 

 

Public Engagement on the emerging routes for the Redditch Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan (LCWIP)  

27th October – 24th November 2023 

Thank you for your feedback on the emerging route proposals for the Redditch Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan (LCWIP) 
undertaken between 27th October and 24th November 2023.  

We received a total of 121 written responses, comprising 118 online survey responses and 3 emails. 102 of those who responded to the 
public engagement provided a postcode or address. Of those 102, 89 (87%) were received from Redditch postcodes (B97, B98). The 
survey asked for respondent’s age, gender, and ethnicity. Of those people answering these questions around 77% of the respondents 
were aged 26 to 65 and 22% were over 65. 68% of respondents who responded to the gender question were male and 32% were female. 
The majority of the respondents, circa 97%, identified themselves as British or other white background. Approx. 14% of respondents 
advised that they have long term health conditions which stop them walking or cycling. 



  

 

accessibility and access for visually impaired users. Respondents wanted to ensure the routes and overall cycling and walking network 
integrated well including integration with public transport services.  

There were suggestions for additional connections and links, some within the scope of the Redditch LCWIP and some not.  There were 
requests to extend routes beyond the proposed Redditch LCWIP area to more rural areas and villages near Redditch. In some cases, such 
as Route 4, alternatives were suggested due to the gradients on the route. All of the route suggestions have been carefully considered and 
where appropriate will be incorporated into the updated Redditch LCWIP network, either as primary, secondary or link routes. 

Some respondents misunderstood the purpose of the Redditch LCWIP and questioned the need for it as there are active travel routes in 
Redditch, especially where the route is a designated National Cycle Network route (NCN). Some respondents raised concerns regarding 
the clarity of the emerging route maps. There were requests asking that local residents, users and key stakeholders be more involved as 





  

 

I can currently cycle off road in safety and if the new routes can 
follow this same example, then it will be a good thing. But if roads 
need to be used which will cause more traffic congestion, then 
further consideration will be needed. 

Where it is appropriate, we will design for fully segregated cycling facilities or 
off-road provision for which Redditch is already well served by. LTN 1/20 does, 



  

 

If you want people to use cycle lanes/paths they need to be safe and 



  

 

What measures will be in place to prevent these routes or sections 
of these routes becoming 'cycle racetracks' 

Where it is appropriate, we will design for fully segregated cycling facilities in 
order to minimise conflict with other road users. A key objective of the LCWIP 
process is to help our residents make some of their everyday journeys without 
the need for a car and in a safe manner. All user groups including vulnerable 
users benefit from shared paths, which provide valuable opportunities to travel 
in a traffic-free environment. It is acknowledged, however, that all users of 
shared use paths including cyclists have responsibilities for the safety of others 
they are sharing space with. Any shared space will be designed to promote safe 
use for all road users incorporating the latest cycling design (LTN 1/20). 

Where this route includes underpasses, then improvements to 



  

 

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/cycle-infrastructure-design-ltn-120


  

 

Would need to be very fit to cycle this as there are some very steep 
hills. 

A key objective of the LCWIP process is to help our residents make some of their 
everyday journeys without the need for a car and in a safe manner. It is 
recognised, however, that not all residents will choose to cycle or have the fitness 
levels for longer journeys and steep hills. It is also acknowledged that local 
geography and topography mean that gradients are unavoidable. The provision of 
‘comfortable’ routes is one of the five key requirements of LTN 1/20 and so routes 
that provide high levels of comfort will score higher than those routes with steep 
gradients. The scoring of emerging routes will form part of the prioritisation 
process that will be set out in the Redditch LCWIP. In recent years there has been 
an increase in the numbers of “EAPCs” (Electrically Assisted Pedal Cycles) and 
although expensive to buy, they are a positive development for cycling and are 
very much a form of active travel because they give real exercise. But it is 
acknowledged that the cost and storage requirements for these may exclude 
some potential users.   

 



  

 

I am in favour of cycling routes but being visually impaired I would 
strongly advise keeping cycle routes on the highway. 

Where it is possible, we will design for segregated cycling provision on the 
carriageway as set out in the latest cycling design (LTN 1/20).  However, 



  

 

Excellent initiative. Please ensure they tie in to the existing NCN 
routes, transport infrastructure and community facilities 

The consultants who are developing the Redditch LCWIP on our behalf are 
Sustrans, who also manage the National Cycle Network (NCN). It is our aim to 
complement and enhance the NCN network as part of the development of the 
Redditch LCWIP. A focus for the emerging network is to link to key origins and 
destinations including community facilities and the local centres in Redditch. 
When active travel schemes come forward, an assessment of existing 
infrastructure will be undertaken and improved, where possible. 

The previous cycle lanes in Redditch are only used by a handful of 
cyclists, compare this to the tens of thousands of Redditch residents 
more cycle lanes will inconvenience. Why spend a bank full of money 
on more cycle lanes that will only 



  

 

Not necessary, plus the town was designed for car access. Most 
people (in your own estimates 80%) will not change commuting 
method especially considering weather conditions, safety elements 
for children cycling to school and back during short winter days. 
Most cyclists are "hobby" cycling, so won't use these routes to access 
the town centre, and how do you expect them to get their shopping 
home? 

As above. 

This is still woefully inadequate.  It will cost the taxpayer money, will 
aggravate drivers, and not really make a difference to cyclists or 
pedestrians.  Take the free money, but don’t worry yourselves about 
doing anything with it.      PS I drive, cycle, and walk extensively in 
Redditch, so can see this from all angles. 

As above. 

Old Railway lines should be utilised, and even paths alongside 
current railway lines should be built. They go somewhere and 
have/had significant importance and usually relatively flat. 

There are many good examples of using former railway lines as walking and 
cycling routes across the UK but there are currently no plans to utilise disused 



  

 

Is there any new building of cycle paths or is this purely about 
assigning route numbers on existing roads and paths? 



  

 

Emerging Town centre core walking zone and network 
 

 

All well and good but there are a lot of routes used by pedestrians 
who already find walking in some places in Redditch a challenge. 

It is acknowledged that there are many footway locations in Redditch where 
infrastructure can be improved. The LCWIP process looks to identify those most 
heavily used links close to key destinations such as the Town centre where any 
new investment can be focused. Specific funding for Town centre footway 
improvements is not currently identified but having the LCWIP in place puts us 
in a better position to focus investment should funding become available. 
Subject to funding, future LCWIPs will consider walking links and zones outside 
of the Town centre including local centres. 

I don't understand the concept of a walking route. What difference 
does making an existing path a 'route' do? 

As above 

There are a number of areas outside the town centre which would 
benefit from upgrading. Not sure why this plan is so restrictive. 

As above 

Redditch has some horribly ugly 1960s infrastructure especially 
around the ring road. To make walking zones more work needs to be 
done than just repaving. A need for a green and a lot of trees planted 
would make a town much more attractive as opposed to the 
concrete mess it is now 

It is acknowledged that there are significant challenges posed by the existing 
Town centre infrastructure especially by the Redditch ringway. Where 
appropriate and subject to funding, any opportunities to improve the public 
realm including tree planting will be considered. 

It doesn't even seem to fully join up and doesn't really seem to 
facilitate walking anywhere. This feels like a plan drawn to fit criteria 
that aren't really applicable to Redditch (the Town centre within the 
ring road is already excellent for walking for the most part).  

Guidance on the preparation of LCWIPs suggests defining a core walking zone 
based on locations where there are high levels of walking trips and then 
identifying key routes to link to the core walking zone. For this initial LCWIP, the 
Town centre has been identified as the core walking zone as it has a high number 
of walking trips. The identification of the 7 Town centre walking routes is our 
starting point, but it is acknowledged that more detail needs to be provided on 
what improvements are proposed on these routes. The Redditch LCWIP will set 
out more detail on the proposed walking routes and interventions. Subject to 
funding, future LCWIPs will consider walking links and zones outside of the Town 
centre including local centres. Note that any proposed improvements for cycling 
routes will also consider walking infrastructure along that route. 



  

 

Again completely pointless waste of money. Why not get 
countryside landowners around Redditch to keep up footpaths to 
legal standards on their land rather than allowing them to block, 
divert, put obstacles across them. 

For this first Redditch LCWIP the focus for walking improvements is on the Town 
centre. Walking issues for countryside footpaths and public rights of way is 
outside the scope of the current Redditch LCWIP. 

Redditch is surrounded by a range of local walking routes into the 
countryside, and these could be in addition to those going into and 
across the town e.g., the Monarch's Way passes though Morton 
Stanley Park and allows access onto rights of way out into 
Worcestershire. 

The focus for this first Redditch LCWIP is the core Town centre as the major 
destination in Redditch and it has the greatest potential for growing walking 
trips.  Subject to funding, future LCWIPs will consider walking links and zones 
outside of the Town centre. Note that any proposed improvements for cycling 
routes will also consider walking infrastructure along that route; the emerging 
cycling route 4 runs via a section of the Monarch’s Way at Morton Stanley Park. 

Most of the 7 walking routes shown don't seem very inspiring. The Redditch LCWIP will set out the proposed walking routes and proposed 
interventions in more detail. For this first LCWIP the focus for walking 
improvements is on the Town centre but it is likely that future LCWIPs will 
consider key walking routes outside of the core Town centre. 

How does this pass for a serious plan?  All these routes already exist 
with lit footpaths.  Just leave it alone. 

A key objective of the LCWIP process is to help our residents make some of their 
everyday journeys without the need for a car and in a safe manner. It is 
acknowledged that there already footways and street-lighting. The LCWIP 
process is about having a plan in place where improvements such as new or 
improved pedestrian crossings can be set out and prioritised to provide better 
provision for a large number of existing and new users in Redditch, including 
vulnerable users. The Redditch LCWIP does not provide funding to implement 
active travel schemes but will put the County Council and its partners in a better 
position should funding become available in the future.   
 

Emerging Town centre core walking zone and network suggestions 
 

 

The walking routes seem to concentrate mainly on the town centre. 
Many people walk from the Southcrest area, and nothing is showing 
any walkways from that area which need looking at. 

The focus for this first Redditch LCWIP is the core Town centre as the major 
destination in Redditch and it has the greatest potential for growing walking 
trips. The Redditch LCWIP will consider infrastructure on the fringes of the core 
Town centre walking zone and in a particular where there is existing walking 
links. Subject to funding, future LCWIPs will consider walking links and zones 
outside of the Town centre including local centres. Note that any proposed 
improvements for cycling  



  

 

The proposed zone does not extend to the outer localities of 
Redditch where there are major housing developments - e.g. at 
Webheath and Brockhill. Inclusion of these areas would allow 
residents access to the other routes indicated. Arrow Valley Lake and 
Park, Morton Stanley Park etc should also be included as these are 
major "leisure areas" which could be accessed on foot rather than by 
car. 

As above 

A safe walking route between Washford and Studley. As above 

A safe walking route between Matchborough and Mappleborough 
Green 

As above 

I would have appreciated seeing a safe walking route to Morrisons 
along Icknield street drive for all the people along there. The Ipsley 
Meadows walk route stops at Ipsley and requires a walk to Morrisons 
via the grass verge on the busy street. It’s unsafe. 

As above 

Train station link to Arrow Valley Country Park.  As above 

Abbey Stadium/Leisure Centre to Alvechurch As above 
 

 General remarks on the emerging LCWIP network 
 



  

 

The Redditch Cycling and Walking Network Plans and Infrastructure 
Plan miss the opportunity to share new 



  

 

There should also be provision to link the nearby villages.  Only 
experienced cyclists will go between Alvechurch and Redditch for 
example.  Having a cycle route between these 2 towns would be 
sensible in my view. 



  

 

Although this is a really positive move, it isn’t clear whether any of 
the funding awarded by Active Travel England will be spent on secure 
cycle racks or other cycle “parking” facilities in the town centre or at 
the bus and railway stations. 
 

As above 



  

 


