
Figure 1-1 - The benefits of cycling and walking investment (source: Gear Change)
This Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan (LCWIP) covers St Albans District and showcases that 
Hertfordshire County Council (HCC) and St Albans District Council (SADC) share central government’s 
ambition to make walking and cycling the natural choice for shorter journeys or parts of longer journey. 



2.1.1. The routes and infrastructure 
plans contained within this LCWIP do 
not extend beyond the St Albans District 
boundary. However, these routes and 
infrastructure plans are influenced by the 
potential for journeys coming in and out of 
the District from nearby settlements, such 
as Hatfield, Welwyn Garden City and 
Hemel Hempstead. As such, when 
developing this LCWIP, a wider area (8km 
from the District boundary) has been 
studied. This 8km (5 mile) distance was 
selected based on the DfT’s Gear Change 
document, which refers to 5 miles as being 
a distance that is ‘suited to cycling’ for 
‘many people’. 

LCWIP Geographical Scope 



Figure 4-4 - LCWIP GIS Model - District-wide Cycling Outputs 



Figure 4-5 – LCWIP GIS Model - District-wide Walking Outputs 



Figure 4-6 – Existing Cycle Facilities in Harpenden/St Albans



Figure 5-2 - Harpenden Core Walking Zone



Figure 5-3 – Draft St Albans District Network Plan for Walking 
Featuring Harpenden



Figure 6-1 – Draft St Albans District Network Plan for Cycling 
Harpenden



Harpenden 7.4.8. Many of the infrastructure improvements in Harpenden are focussed around the town centre 
area. Junction improvements are needed on the majority of junctions in this area to improve coherence and 
connectivity for both pedestrians and cyclists, as well as to improve safety. The potential for a quiet route for 
pedestrians and cyclists on Bowers Way, facilitated through traffic calming and/or filtering, has also been identified 
to create a more friendly and safe space for active movements. 

7.4.9. Several new/improved pedestrian and cycle crossings are proposed across Harpenden to improve active 
connections to improve connections to key areas such as the hospital, schools, and main high street area. 

7.4.10. The Nickey Line is an off-road walking and cycling route. Whilst the Nickey Line was not 
audited as part of this LCWIP, it has been identified as a primary cycling route, and the following improvements 
have been suggested: 

• Surface at least some of the Nickey Line to allow more types of bike journeys to be made 
• Adding environmentally sensitive lighting (e.g., solar powered uplights) and creating more access/egress 
‘escape’ points to address personal security concerns 
• Remove barriers and steps at access points 
• Consider a shuttle system under the Nickey Line Bridge to facilitate a continuous cycle route along the A1081. 
7.4.11. The Luton-Harpenden Greenway is another key active travel route. It has the potential to create an 
excellent off-road connection to Luton. Whilst it was not audited as part of this LCWIP, it has been identified as a 
primary cycling route. It is recommended that surfacing and lighting the route would help to facilitate more cycle 
trips. Further, improving accessibility, by removing barriers and ensuring all access points are step-free, would 
benefit both pedestrians and cyclists. 
7.4.12. Footway improvements are proposed along most of the streets audited, ranging from widening footways to 
improving lighting. 



Figure 7-2 - Proposed Walking and Cycling Interventions 
in Harpenden 
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Figure 7-3 - St Albans District Network Plan for Walking Harpenden



Figure 7-4 - St Albans District Network Plan for Cycling Harpenden



8.2 Approach to Route Prioritisation  And Costs Harpenden
Individual infrastructure improvements were grouped to form a selection of ‘prioritised routes’, which 
combine all the infrastructure improvements on an alignment – including both pedestrian and cycling 
improvements. 
Costs for individual projects were assessed against a ranked order of criteria.The priority order for 
Harpenden:

Bowers Way and Links              £680,800.00    Score 14
Ambrose Lane                          £431,000.00                12 
Luton Road (A1081)                  £4,873,100.00            12
Harpenden High Street (A1081) £1,033,000.00           11 
Harpenden Rail Station Link       £786,800.00              11 
Coldharbour Lane                       £105,000.00              10 
Manland Way                              £770,000.00              10 

The top scoring route was Bowers Way & Links in Harpenden, which scored 14/15. This scheme scored 
highly due to its proximity to employment, retail, the hospital, and train station, being located on a key 
desire line (according to the GIS model) and being comprised of LTN 1/20 compliant interventions 



9 Next Steps 
9.1 Integration with Transport Policy
9.1.1. This LCWIP has identified specific walking and cycling infrastructure schemes that can be incorporated into local 
transport policy and capital investment programmes. 
9.1.2. St Albans District Council’s new Local Plan and supporting Infrastructure Delivery Plan seeks to address the key 
issues facing St Albans District over the period from 2024-2041. This LCWIP supports these documents through providing 
a focus on where and why targeted investment in active travel infrastructure will be taken forward across the district. 
9.1.3. The LCWIP will also support other local policy such as the Alban Way and Nickey Line Greenspace Action Plans. 
9.2 Integration with Highways Delivery Programmes 
9.2.1. Once some packages of routes/schemes to be delivered in the short-term have been identified and confirmed, these 
should be added into HCC’s highways delivery programmes. This would then see schemes go through HCC’s project 
validation process, have concept designs developed, undergo further stakeholder engagement and, if there are no major 
obstacles and funding is available, the schemes can then be designed in detail and delivered. 
9.2.2. Highway improvement programmes separate from the LCWIP will continue to be delivered in the coming years but 
there are a few key steps that could be taken to align delivery of non-LCWIP highway schemes with the LCWIP, most of 
which would be covered by a firm commitment to following the principles of Gear Change and the design guidance 
contained in LTN 1/20 when delivering new highways infrastructure. Some important examples of this would be: 
• Minimising the delivery of shared footways on new schemes, and instead seeking to provide separate facilities for 
pedestrians and cyclists wherever possible. 
• Committing to avoiding speed cushions when adding traffic calming to streets, instead referring to LTN 1/20 for guidance 
on cycle-friendly traffic calming 
• Using cycle-friendly gulley covers (i.e., gulley covers which wheels can’t get stuck in) and replacing dangerous gulley 

covers for cyclists 

9.2.3. Consideration will also be given to the interaction of LCWIP schemes with other packages of works, such as the Bus 
Service Improvement Plan, where limited carriageway space may lead to competing or supporting proposals for road 
space reallocation for walking, cycling and bus priority measures. Whilst infrastructure proposals have already been 
omitted from the centre of the city for this reason (as set out in 7.4.4), similar uncertainties may emerge elsewhere, and 
further analysis will therefore be required as to how the greatest benefits for active and sustainable travel can be achieved 
within physical and technical constraints. These constraints and opportunities will be considering through ongoing 
transport planning discussions with key stakeholders, and as part of the project validation process 



9.3 Future Bids for External Funding 
9.3.1. HCC will explore any opportunities to apply for funding from external sources, such as any future Government capital grants or 
funding competitions for active travel infrastructure such as future tranches of the active travel fund. In these instances, additional 
business case development may be undertaken on schemes outlined in this LCWIP to help form the basis for strong applications to 
secure funding for design and delivery. 

9.4 Process of Review and Update 
9.4.1. 
This LCWIP represents the culmination of a first round of developing cycling and walking networks and infrastructure 
improvement plans. While the initial focus has been on the urban areas of St Albans and Harpenden due their density and 
associated higher potential for more active travel trips, future iterations of this LCWIP should look to expand this process to 
other areas and routes, bringing the work discussed in separate document Appendix A into the LCWIP and building on it. In 
particular, plans for the B651 and A5183 corridors should be incorporated into the LCWIP as soon as is possible. 
9.4.2. The next formal revision of the LCWIP should include audits of all primary routes which were not audited in this first 
iteration of the LCWIP. It should include further audits and infrastructure proposals for Bricket Wood, Chiswell Green, How 
Wood, London Colney, Park Street/Frogmore, Redbourn, Wheathampstead, Colney Heath and Sandridge. 
9.4.3. Revisiting the LCWIP to include infrastructure improvement plans for these routes and areas will ensure a more 
inclusive district-wide approach to the LCWIP is taken over time, and one which maximises opportunities for active travel 
trips between St Albans District and its neighbouring authorities.
9.4.4. HCC and SADC will therefore review and update this LCWIP document going forward in response to new funding and 
delivery opportunities as a commitment to having an on-going and sustained investment plan for active travel infrastructure. 

END


