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1.2

1.21

1.3

1.3.1

Infroduction

Stantec UK Ltd have been appointed to take forward the active travel elements of East Lothian
Council’s Sustainable Movement Plan which was prepared in 2020.

The outcome of the project is a prioritised programme of active travel network improvements for the
west-central area of East Lothian. The project deliverables are intended to be used to maximise the
Council’s chances of securing in-house and / or external funding to deliver the developed and

technical design stages, construction, operation and on-going maintenance.

Study Methodology

The methodology for the study encompasses several steps that work towards generating a prioritised

programme of interventions. These steps are illustrated in Figure 1-1.

~

( Step 2: Information Gathering

Review of existing conditions and identify barriers.
Identify existing and potential future travel
patterns.

Step 5: Reporting
Present a prioritised programme of interventions to
inform and support subsequent delivery stages.

) & - Opti i )
Step 1: Determining Scope . Step 4: Optlons A_ppralsal
Establish th hical extent of the stud d Identify and appraise potential improvements
stablish the geographical extent of the study an against design criteria and deliverability.
project objectives.
.
\ 4 4
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Step 3: Network Planning
Identify major origin and destination points.
Develop network of routes for potential

\_ improvements.

Figure 1-1: Methodology Flow Diagram

Report Structure

The report structure follows the steps of the study methodology shown in Figure 1-1 to clearly set out

the step-by-step process involved in undertaking the study.
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Determining the Scope

Defining The Study Extent

East Lothian Council defined their SDA in the Local Transport Strategy and since then it has been a
key area for investment in the County as illustrated in below.

East Lothian Strategic Development Area [} ) East Lothian SDA

B g
NORTH BERWICK

-

"
ARRNENG ®
i st
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Figure 2.1: East Lothian Strategy Development Area’

East Lothian Council have progressed a number of active travel focussed or related plans and studies
for sections of the western part of the East Lothian Strategic Development Area. Stantec was
commissioned to undertake the Routes4Communities study focussing on the active travel network
development in the western part of the SDA. This study has been prepared to augment a number of
related Plans, Strategies and Projects in the area. The relationship between this study and related
studies is summarised in the following flowchart (Figure 2-2) and discussed in more detail below.

! Figure source: ELC Local Transport Strategy



Local Development Local Transport Core Path Plan
Plan Strategy

East Lothian Active Travel Improvement Plan

Musselburgh ClimatEvolution Plan

Active Toun

2020 Sustainable
Movement Plan

Musselburgh AT Routes for Cockenzie Link
Infrastructure Plan Communities Road Study

Figure 2-2: Summary of the Relationship between Routes4 Communities Study and Related Strategies, Plans and
Projects

2.1.3 This report has been prepared to compliment the on-going and related projects and studies which are
being progressed by East Lothian. These include:
B Musselburgh Active Toun project
B Cockenzie Link Road

2.1.4 The extents of these related studies are shown in Figure 2-3 below:



[ Musselburgh Active
Toun

i\
\//
© OpenStreetMap

Figure 2-3: Geographic Extents of Related Studies

The precise extent of the Routes4dCommunities study has been established through engagement with
East Lothian Council officers, East Lothian Council Elected Members, Sustrans officers, as well as
external stakeholders including the General Manager of Charles River, the East Lothian Cycle Forum,
the local community cycling lead riders, the Sustainable Transport forum. The agreed study area is
presented in Figure 2-4.

Routes4dCommunities

Figure 2-4: Routes4Communities Study Geographic Extent
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Project Vision
The overall project vision is aligned to the shared national, regional and local vision:

“communities are shaped around people, with walking, wheeling or cycling the most popular
choice for shorter everyday journeys.”

This will contribute to the four priorities for the Sustainable Movement Plan which were defined as part
of the previous work, and aligned to NTS2 :

®  Reduce emissions

®  Improve health and well being

®  Tackle inequality and poverty

B Deliver sustainable development

Project Objectives

It is important that any transport study follows a Scottish Transport Appraisal Guidance (STAG)
approach of being objective-led and evidence based. Where potential options are identified and
require to be appraised, this should be against specific and relevant project objectives.

An extensive process of objective setting has been undertaken for this study. This involved reviewing
overarching policy and strategy documents including:

B National Transport Strategy (NTS2)

B Transport Scotland’s Active Travel Framework

B SEStran draft Regional Transport Strategy

B East Lothian Council’s Active Travel Improvement Plan

This process helped to identify the following high level project themes

®  |mproving Local Connections

B Connecting Communities

B Supporting Sustainable Economic Growth

B  Reducing Emissions and Air Pollution

B Reducing Poverty and Inequality

Project objectives were then developed in consultation with key stakeholder to align with each of the

project themes. The agreed project objectives are:

Improving Local Connections

To ensure that there are appropriate active travel connections within settlements, to enable people
to access local amenities, schools, places of work and transport hubs by active travel means for
everyday journeys.

Connecting Communities
To create an integrated active travel network which improves connectivity between communities for
functional, recreational and leisure purposes.

Supporting Sustainable Economic Growth
To increase access by active modes for people and goods to and from local economic centres.

Reducing Emissions and Air Pollution
To reduce carbon emissions and improve air quality and health by promoting the use of more
sustainable transport modes.

Reducing Poverty and Inequality

10



2.3.9 Toincrease accessibility by active mode and more sustainable modes in areas with higher Scottish
Index of Multiple Deprivation gradings. Contributing towards tackling transport-related poverty,
reducing inequality and build fairer and more inclusive communities.

11



Information Gathering

Baseline Review

The existing active travel network within the agreed study area was reviewed to build up an
understanding of the following aspects. These are outlined in more detail in the section below.
B Existing travel patterns and demand

B Level of service for pedestrians and cyclists

B Gradients

B Road safety records

B Propensity for increases in active travel use

B  Environmental constraints

B Culture and heritage constraints

Several engagement sessions were also conducted with officers, elected members and key

stakeholders to identify the opportunities and barriers for active travel across the study area.

Existing travel patterns and demand

The most recent comprehensive travel pattern data is the 2011 Scottish Census. The headline active
travel mode share census results for regular journeys to work and study are:

B | ongniddry = 3% walk/wheel, 1.8% bike
B Macmerry = 5% walk/wheel, 0.5% bike
B Prestonpans = 6% walk/wheel, 1% bike

B Tranent = 7% walk/wheel, 0.6% bike

The results indicates that with the exception of cycling from Longniddry, the active mode shares for
settlements within the study area are below both the East Lothian averages (9% walk/wheel, 1.5%
bike) and the Scotland averages (11% walk/wheel, 1.6% bike).

Further to the above statistics, across the study area approximately 20% of all car journeys to work or
study are under 3 miles in length. This is a distance range which can often be made by walking,
wheeling or cycling. For example, a 3-mile cycle trip typically takes about 15 minutes to complete.

Based on the above it is clear there is significant potential to increase the levels of walking, wheeling
and cycling if the existing barriers to active travel are addressed.

Origin and destination travel to work data has also been analysed to understand the proportionate
travel demand for regular commuting trips from and to settlements within the study area. An example
of the journey pattern plots is present in Figure 3-1 below for Tranent. Journeys from the centroid are
shown in red, and towards the centroid in blue.

12
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Figure 3-1: Example origin-destination commuting plot — Tranent
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3.1.8 In addition to commuting travel, journeys to schools have been reviewed. The Sustrans Hands Up
Scotland data has been assessed. The annual mode share data between 2015 and 2021 are shown
in

3.1.9  Figure 3-2. They indicate a year-on-year trend of increasing car use for journeys to school across East
Lothian. Whilst there has been a minor increase in journeys by bike, there has been a decline in
walking trips from 52% in 2015 to 45% in 2021. The increase in walking in 2020 is expected to be
related to changes in travel behaviour related to the Covid-19 pandemic; in particular, a reduction in
travel by public transport.
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Figure 3-2: Travel to School Mode Share for East Lothian Schools?

2 Data Source - Hands Up Scotland Survey, Sustrans
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3.1.10 School catchment area analysis has also been undertaken to determine the journey desire lines
across the catchment areas of schools in the study area. An example of this assessment is presented

in Figure 3-3.

Figure 3-3: School Catchment Desire Line Example — Ross High School, Tranent

Level of service for pedestrians and cyclists

3.1.11 A site walkover was undertaken to record the main barriers and opportunities for active travel across
the existing network. Site record data was recorded using an ArcGIS Online field app called Quick
Capture. Figure 3-4 illustrates the hotspots of where opportunities (green shades) and barriers (red
shades) were recorded on site.

14
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Figure 3-4: Site walkover constraints and opportunities hotspot map

3.1.12 In addition to the site walkover, a detailed level of service assessment was undertaken to identify
which sections of the active travel network meet a ‘high’, ‘medium’ or ‘low’ level of service for walking
and cycling based on current Scottish design standards.

3.1.13 The results of the level of service rating for the core areas of the network have been mapped and an
example of the cycling network results can be seen in Figure 3-5. The figure shows that many parts of
the network provide either a ‘high’ or ‘medium’ level of service, which provides suitable conditions for
some or most cyclists. However, there also sections of ‘low’ level of service, in particular between
settlements, which may prohibit inter-settlement connectivity by active travel.

High Lo
Medium LoS

—— Low L0S

/ﬁtunp‘:nﬁ

Grmiston

e _\_ -
Figure 3-5: Level of Service (LoS) RAG Rating for Cycling
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3.1.14

3.1.15

3.1.16

3.1.17

Gradients

Gradients can be a particular barrier to active travel use, especially for longer journeys. It is, therefore,
important to understand the topological constraints across the study network. The percentage gradient
slopes are illustrated in Figure 3-6.

The figure shows that the majority of the network has relatively minor gradients, especially along the
east-west axis. More significant gradients are present on the northern approach to Tranent from
Prestonpans, between Prestonpans High Street and neighbouring streets to the south, and in the
south-west of the study area — between Wallyford and Elphinstone.

Line colour @

03 25 57 7-10 1

Cockenzieand
Port Seton

Prestonpans
Preston

Cuthill

Py The Heugh
Levenhall \
. Tranent

Pinkie Braes - —
Pinkie

Figure 3-6: Percentage Gradients®

Road safety records

Road traffic collision records have been reviewed across the study area network for the five-year
period between 2017 and 2021.

The road traffic collisions causing injury to pedestrians are presented in Figure 3-7. The figure shows
that pedestrian injury collisions have been recorded across the study network. In particular, the centre
of Tranent on the High Street and adjoining roads has been the site of over 25 injury accidents
involving pedestrians. This is significantly higher rate of injury collisions than anywhere else on the
study network.

3 Source: National Planning Tool for Scotland
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Figure 3-7: Pedestrian Injury Vehicle Collisions (2017-2021)*
3.1.18 The road traffic collisions causing injury to cyclists are presented in Figure 3-8. The figure shows that
cyclist injury collisions have been recorded across the study network. In particular, injury accidents

have been recorded on the B1348 / Links Road corridor, B1361 / A198 corridor and the A199 corridor.

4 Source: Crashmap.com

17
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Propensity for increases in active travel use

3.1.19

]

Ormiston

Pencaitland

The National Planning Tool for Scotland has been reviewed to identify which corridors on the existing

network have the greatest propensity to accommodate trips in the future, on the basis that high quality
active travel infrastructure is provided. This quantified propensity is based on existing travel to work
data by all modes, the relative directness of a particular route connecting origin and destination points,

gradients and distance.

3.1.20

Figure 3-9 shows the cycling propensity under the ‘Go Dutch’ scenario as defined in the National

Planning Tool for Scotland. The ‘Go Dutch’ scenario imagines a future where people are as likely to
travel by bike as people in the Netherlands currently do. The scenario calculations account for

differences in trip distance and hilliness between locations. As such, the network shows where there
could be future demand for cycling infrastructure.

3.1.21

The figure shows that the B1348, B1361 / A198 and A199 corridors (bluest colours) have the greatest

potential for significant volumes of everyday cycling trips. In addition, the connection between Tranent
and Prestonpans would be an important cycling connection.

5 Source: Crashmap.com
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Environmental constraints
3.1.22 Environmental constraints were also reviewed as part of the study. This included ecological

constraints, as well as culture and heritage constraints. Where necessary these are documented in
the detailed route options appraisal (see Section 5).

3.2 Stakeholder Engagement

3.2.1 A series of engagement workshops were held with key stakeholders to and also to inform the
development and validation of the Project Objectives.

3.2.2 These workshops were held in March and April 2023 and included the following stakeholders:
o ELC officers
e ELC Elected Members
e Local community representatives
e Sustrans network team
3.2.3 The outcomes from these engagement activities have been used to:
e Agree the full extent of the study.
e Identify relevant issues, opportunities, and constraints.

e Review and validate the project objectives.

6 Source: National Planning Tool for Scotland
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324

o Identify the most appropriate appraisal methodology.
e Confirm the status and details of related schemes bordering the study area.

The Stakeholder and Community Engagement Plan is presented in Appendix D .

20



4 Developing a Network for the Future

4.1.1 The initial outcomes from the travel pattern analysis set out in Section 3 was a desire line network classified into Primary routes, Secondary routes

and Tertiary routes. This is an idealised network which could be used to compare against the actual network and identify potential network gaps. The
desire line network plan is shown in Figure 4-1.
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Figure 4-1: Desire Line Network
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4.1.2 The desire line network was then applied to the existing network to review alignment of routes
which are the most desirable everyday journeys. The routes classification on the network was
aligned with the terminology and definitions used in Cycling By Design” as follows:

Primary routes, which will link to key trip attractors, attract the highest demand for active
travel and will often be used for commuting trips. Primary routes will also often be used to
form active freeways in urban areas.

Secondary routes, which will link to local centres.

Local access routes, which will connect from primary and secondary routes into local
neighbourhoods and streets at the beginning and end of journeys.

Long distance routes, which will often be used for recreation and touring purposes.

4.1.3 The logic applied to classifying routes and resolving network gaps is set out in Figure 4-2.

7 Cycling by Design, Transport Scotland, 2021

22



Figure 4-2: Network Classification Logic Map

Primary Route
(core commuter routes)

Secondary Route

(commuter routes and
routes to local centres)

Local Access Routes
and Zones

(connections to primary
and secondary routes)

Long Distance Route

‘/

-

-

If CbD High (or Medium)
LoS can be met identify
optimum intervention

If CbD High (or Medium)
LoS can’t be met identify
alternative secondary
route

Identify interventions to

meet High (or Medium) ——

CbD Lo$S

If CbD High (or Medium)
LoS can’t be met identify
Local Access Routes

and Zones
-

Identify Route Alignment
and zonal measures to
provide access to
higher priority routes

If CbD High (or Medium)
LoS can be met identify
optimum intervention

If CbD High (or Medium)
LoS can’t be met identify
alternative route
alignment

No negative impact on
public transport LoS

No negative impact on
public transport LoS

Identify any remaining

network gaps

Identify any remaining
network gaps
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Options Appraisal

Identify Potential Route Section Interventions

A multi-criteria assessment tool (MCAT) was developed to assess each route section on the
proposed study network.

Input factors included:

o Inter-settlement route

o Intra-settlement route

o  Off-road route o Industrial access road

o  Street with limited motor vehicle access o Core connecting road

o Quiet residential street o Avenue / Boulevard

o Town centre street o  Trunk Road through settlement
o High Street o  High speed road

0 to 200 vehicles per hour (two-way)

(¢]

200 to 400 vehicles per hour (two way)

o

400+ vehicles per hour (two wa

Based on the above, and where an uplift in level of service was considered necessary, the
potential for each route section to meet the standards set out in the relevant design guidance

was reviewed, based on the example intervention measures presented in Figure 5-1.

24



Active travel path — remote from carriageway

Upgrade footways to provide greater
useable width for pedestrians

e ——

A"‘_T_M” IN‘_

BEFORE|

Greater pedestrian priority measures and
inclusive crossings at minor side roads

Traffic calmed on-carriageway cycling/
Quiet street

—

25



Shared use footway / cycleway adjacent to
carriageway

Uni-directional carriageway level cycle lanes

on both sides with segregation

Bi-directional carriageway level cycle lanes with segregation

TR

Figure 5-1: Infrastructure Categories and Example Images

5.1.4 Based on the specific context of each route section, a viable intervention proposal was

identified that achieved the highest possible level of service, taking into account the feasibility

of implementation.

26
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Appraisal of Potential Network Improvements

The retained proposal for each route section of the future active travel network was appraised
using East Lothian Council’s in-house options appraisal criteria. This method includes the
following considerations:

o Users are always segregated
o  Users will encounter traffic (up to 30mph)

o  Users will encounter traffic (over 30mph)

o Landowner consent in place
o Initial consent in principle
o Land ownership not known

o Atleast one landowner opposes agreement

o Travel to school
o Travel between settlements

o  Travel within settlements

o Route serves over 10,000 people
o Route serves 5,000 to 10,000 people

o Route serves under 5,000 people

o  Most deprived 10%
o  Most deprived 20%
o  Most deprived 50%
o Least deprived 50%

o  Whether the route section provides a link, or partial link, to accessing public transport
services.

The full results of the MCAT assessment are presented in Appendix A .

20



Active Travel Network Improvement
Prioritisation
Network Improvement Prioritisation

Based on the outcomes of the MCAT assessment, preliminary priority levels were assigned to
each route section based on the following categories:

o Intervention package scores well against assessment criteria.

o Intervention package scores less well than priority 1 interventions, and / or,

o Intervention package has lower potential to meet the project objectives compared to
priority 1 interventions.

o Intervention package scores less well than priority 1 and priority 2 interventions, and / or,

o Intervention package has the lowest potential to meet the project objectives compared to
priority 1 and priority 2 interventions.

o Existing conditions provide adequate or good level of service, and / or,

o There is limited potential to significantly increase the level of service due to identified
constraints.

o Route section may serve a future development area, or

o Route section may rely of a major transport improvement scheme to implement active
travel improvements, e.g., a trunk road interchange upgrade.

The preliminary priority levels were reviewed by East Lothian Council officers and Sustrans
Network Development Team officer at an in-person workshop held on 31st May 2023.

The outcomes from this workshop resulted in updates and refinements to the prioritisation
levels for some route sections.

In addition to the main connecting routes across the network, quiet streets zones within
neighbourhoods have been identified where it is considered that traffic speeds and volumes
are low, or can be lowered through targeted management measures. This will result in streets
which are safer and more attractive to people travelling by active modes. This approach is
especially effective on streets where segregation is either not achievable or is unlikely to be
funded due to the relatively low level of total users compared to the identified route sections.
Implementing quiet street zones would create a much denser network of accessible routes
which are suitable for a wide range of active mode users. Providing more local connections
between the main intra-settlement routes, thereby elevating the overall quality of the network.

The updated future network including these revised priority levels and quiet street zones are
shown in Appendix B .

Individual summary sheets have been prepared for all Priority 1, 2 and 3 interventions. These
summary sheets include:

e A review of existing conditions.

21



o Identification of design measures which should be carried forward to any future
standalone design project for an individual route corridor.

e Design proposals and design cross-section for preferred way forward.
e Location information and route extents.

e Design option appraisal scores.

e Strategic alignment to key STPR2 recommendations.

e Principal funding pathways to deliver each intervention.

e High-level budget costs.

e Indicative BCRs for Priority 1 interventions, based on DfT’s Active Modes Appraisal
Tool (see Section 7.5).

6.1.7 The intervention summary sheets are presented in Appendix C

22
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Active Travel Network Improvement Business
Case

Introduction

This Chapter sets out the strategic alignment of each intervention; as well as the potential
funding opportunities, financial cost implications and an appraisal of the economic costs and
benefits of the Priority 1 interventions

Strategic Alignment

To identify strategic alignment with Transport Scotland’s strategy for major improvements in
level of service for active travel. Each route intervention has been reviewed against the
STPR2 recommendations for active travel, namely:

B |ncreasing active travel to school

B Connected neighbourhoods

B Access to rail

B Active freeways

B Connecting towns by active travel

B Village-town active travel connections

B | ong-distance active travel network

The STPR2 recommendations to which each prioritised intervention is aligned is presented

within in Appendix C .

Based on this review it clear that all of the prioritised interventions are well aligned to at least
one, or more, of the STPR2 recommendations. This provides an extra level of validation for
the proposals and provides a clearer pathway for securing external funding, support, and buy-
in.

Potential External Funding Alignment

Further to the strategic alignment review discussed, a review of current external funding
programmes has been undertaken. Whilst it is expected that funding programmes will evolve
and change over the time period the network improvements could be implemented, this
funding alignment review identifies the existing funding programme alignment for all the
proposed improvement measures. Based on the current Scottish Government commitments
for active travel, many of these funding opportunities are expected to remain or be augmented
over the short to medium term.

A summary review of the funding stream alignment for each prioritised intervention is included
in Appendix C .

Financial Costs of Proposed Interventions

Provisional outturn costs have been developed for the proposed interventions. These have
been developed by applying industry-standard linear rates to the proposed extent of each
intervention. This approach reflects the current stage of design maturity and is presented to
allow comparative assessment and economic appraisal of interventions. Further cost
refinements should be undertaken at each subsequent design stage once a greater level of
supporting design and site-specific information is known.

A summary of the cost estimations for each prioritised intervention is included in Appendix C .
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Economic Appraisal

The monetised economic impacts of the active travel (walking and cycling) elements of the
Priority 1 interventions have been estimated using the DfT’s latest Active Mode Appraisal
Toolkit (AMAT), which is a spreadsheet-based tool for estimating the costs and benefits of
walking and cycling interventions.

The AMAT tool uses location-specific information as well as national travel behaviour statistics
and DfT TAG Databook®-derived standard values of time to build-up a potential benefit: cost
ratio for an individual intervention package.

An important AMAT input factor is the predicted uplift in potential users. To provide an
indication of the sensitivity of the BCR to variation in user uplift, two scenarios have been
assessed. The first is a ‘conservative scenario’ which has been developed based on an
evaluation of historic but similar schemes. The second scenario has been based on the ‘Go
Dutch’ levels of use predicted by Sustrans and the University of Leeds’ National Planning Tool
Scotland.

A summary of the benefit to cost ratio for each Priority 1 intervention is included in the
intervention summary sheets presented in Appendix C .

It should be noted that the BCRs presented are based on the current stage design proposals
and high-level cost estimates. If individual projects are taken forward, updated economic
analysis should be undertaken to inform future benefits and costs quantification.

Equality Impact Assessment

To support the project, an Equalities Impact Assessment (EqlA) has been developed. The
EqlA is based on the template established for the Sustrans-managed Places for Everyone
programme. This approach has been taken to ensure alignment with Places for Everyone for
future funding applications. However, the EqglA, will form the basis of all schemes that are
taken forward, regardless of the individual funding routes taken for delivering each project.

The EqlA is a live document which should be developed further as individual projects
identified through this study are taken forward.

The EqlA is presented in Appendix E

Monitoring and Evaluation Plan

A Monitoring and Evaluation Plan (MEP) has been developed for the project. This plan sets
out the required monitoring and evaluation approaches to maximise benefits realisation and
test the performance of future projects to meet the Routes4Communites project objectives.

The MEP is presented in Appendix F

Behaviour Change

The Routes4Communites project is focussed on the development of a prioritised network of
active travel improvements across the agreed study area. However, it is acknowledged that to
maximise the benefits of new active travel interventions, a complementary programme of
behaviour change interventions should be implemented.

8 DfT Transport Appraisal Guidance (TAG) Databook
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7.8.2

7.8.3

There is already a wide range of behaviour change schemes which East Lothian Council, and
partners, deliver to support behaviour change across the study area and beyond. These are
covered under then ‘East Lothian on the Move’ programme. The programme includes:

Journey planning information
School travel

Workplace travel

Mode specific information

Community groups to support sustainable travel, including active travel

It is expected that the East Lothian on the Move (or successor programme) will be the central
programme of delivering behaviour change activities which will support the roll-out of
interventions proposed through the Route4Communities study.
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8.14

Summary and Next Steps

Summary

Stantec UK Ltd taken forward a full appraisal of the active travel for the study area presented
below in Figure 8-1.

A\usselburgh Active-Toun Routes4dCommunities

Figure 8-1: Routes4Communities Study Geographic Extent

The appraisal has followed the methodology illustrated in Figure 8-2
Figure 8-2
Figure 8-2: Methodology Flow Diagram

The outcome of the project is a prioritised programme of active travel network improvements
for the west-central area of East Lothian. The project deliverables are intended to be used to
maximise the Council’s chances of securing in-house and / or external funding to deliver the
developed and technical design stages, construction, operation and on-going maintenance.

A comprehensive review of the active travel network within the study area has been
undertaken. In total over 100km of roads, paths and future connections have been assessed
across the study area.

Proposed active travel improvement interventions have been identified, appraised, costed and
prioritised based on an objective multi-criteria assessment methodology which is line with
ELC’s in-house appraisal framework.

The prioritised network is comprised of the following quanta

B Priority 1 route sections = 16km
B Priority 2 route sections = 11 km

B Priority 3 route sections = 24 km
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8.2

8.2.1

B Safeguarded route alignments = 21 km
B Remaining assessed section where either minor or no change is proposed = 38km

The prioritised future active travel network is presented in Appendix B

The design proposals and appraisal outcomes for each prioritised intervention are presented
Appendix C .

Next Steps

It is intended that the information presented within this report, and associated appendices can
be used to inform future programming of active travel improvements across the study area
and in particular support applications for external funding to expedite delivery of future
network, in line with the local, regional and national policy objectives and targets.
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Appendix B Active Travel Network Improvement
Prioritisation Plan
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Appendix C

Intervention Summary Sheets
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Tranent - Cockenzie | Port Seton Corridor
B6371 - Between Northern End of Path from Battle Ground (T_C3) and B6731/Alder Road
Roundabout
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Tranent - Elphinstone Corridor
B6414 - Between Road to Elphinstone Research Centre and Durie's Park

Summary of Existing Conditions
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Tranent - Macmerry Corridor
A199 - Between Steading View Roundabout and Macmerry
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Tranent - Ormiston Corridor
B6371 - Between B6355 and unclassified road south of Caverlock Farm (T22)

Summary of Existing Conditions
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Tranent — Ormiston Corridor
B6371 - Between Unclassified Road South of Caverlock Farm (T22) and Ormiston Station Car Park

Summary of Existing Conditions
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Whitecraig — Wallyford Corridor
A6094 - Between Whitecraig Avenue and unclassified road to Faside Castle (WC_W3)

Summary of Existing Conditions
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Whitecraig — Wallyford Corridor

Unclassified Road - Between A6094 and Access Road to St Clement's Wells Farm
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Whitecraig — Wallyford Corridor
Access Road To St Clement's Wells, Path with Footbridge Over A1, and Futures Way - Between
Unclassified Road to Faside Castle (WC_W3) and A199 Roundabout
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Appendix D Stakeholder and Community
Engagement Plan

Appendix D presented as a standalone document.
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Appendix E  Equality Impact Assessment (EqlA)

Appendix E presented as a standalone document.
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Appendix F  Monitoring and Evaluation Plan

Appendix F presented as a standalone document.
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