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Sustrans welcomes the opportunity to respond to the Local Plan Consultation and is 

pleased to see prominent references to the reliance on active and sustainable 

transport throughout the document to ensure that new development is low impact. 

However we have concerns about the integration between spatial and transport 

planning - it is currently unclear how the impacts of development will be mitigated. 

Whilst it is inevitable that development locations will dictate transport infrastructure 

requirements, it is unclear how development sites will respond should the necessary 

transport improvements prove to be unviable or unachievable. There is also a lack of 

clarity about the phasing of development and we would recommend that the Council 

needs to ensure that the transport infrastructure is in place for the larger 

development locations prior to their occupation to enable sustainable and active 

travel choices by new and existing residents.  

In this consultation response, we have commented on our preferences for 

development priorities with regard to sustainable transport. 

General Comments 

Promoting vs. Enabling 
We would like to see the replacement of any use of the word promote or encourage 

when used as a precursor to active travel (walking and cycling) with enable. 

Promotion and encouragement implies little or no physical change - a reference to 

‘softer’ travel behaviour change techniques such as providing travel information of 

incentives. However, enabling active travel implies changes to the physical 

environment which removes people’s perception of danger from the existing road 

environment. Enabling measures would include traffic restrictions (volume and 

speed) in a residential environment and new high quality segregated walking and 

cycling infrastructure on the key road network.  

Densification and urban living 
We agree with the general principle of densification. Densification enables better 

public transport connectivity and also assists with demonstrating business cases for 

better quality active travel infrastructure. However, we would like to see the mean 

density levels increase in each of the development areas, rather than a focus on 

single high rise buildings. For example we would rather see the urban form 

established at four or five storeys rather than existing two storey dwellings dominated 

by a single high rise. We would also like to see mention of active travel alongside any 

mention of public transport throughout the document perhaps with a clear statement 
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on the order of preference of transport schemes which places walking and then 

cycling at the top of a hierarchy and private car use at the bottom. Public transport 

alone will not solve the air quality, congestion, health and wellbeing issues facing the 

city as a result of our sedentary lifestyles. Active travel needs to be seen as an 

increasingly essential part of the transport mix.  

Cycle Parking 
We would like to see an emphasis on ensuring high quality cycle parking within all 

new developments to ensure there is sufficient space allocations within all dwellings 

to enable at least one bike per occupant to be stored on the premises in covered, 

secure storage facilities. Without provision being made at home, uptake of cycling for 

everyday journeys will always be limited.  

Car parking and renewable energy 
There is a link between the need for more localised energy production whether it be 

from solar or wind and an increase in the number of electric vehicles during the plan 

period. With the government confirming a ban on sales of internal combustion engine 

vehicles from 2040, and the uptake of electric vehicles already on the increase, the 

plan needs to clearly articulate a need for home charging infrastructure and home 

electricity generation.   

Air Quality 
We would like to see greater articulation of the funding methods for sustainable and 

active travel facilities not just to mitigate the impact of specific development (in and 

out of designated air quality management areas), but to enable sustainable access to 

new development locations. The current funding mechanism is unclear, and we 

would like to see a replication of the renewable energy calculation proposed in the 

consultation review. This would enable capital funds to be pooled so that 

developments contributed to city-wide mobility priorities, thus enabling active travel 

via investment in capital infrastructure. Such a funding mechanism would also enable 

revenue funding to be pooled to enable the Council to retain greater levels of control 

over development travel plans, and control over the types of services offered to 

promote active and sustainable travel.  

Geographic focus areas 
We would like to see the development locations fully integrated into the Joint 
Local Transport Plan and Bristol Transport Plan. It is essential that there is a 
seamless overlap between the Local Plan and the detailed transport 
infrastructure needed to serve an increasing population. We would like to 
have had the opportunity to examine both the Local Plan and Bristol Transport 
Plan together and we will await further iterations of both policy areas to 
ensure there is coherence.  

Having already commented on the City Centre Framework consultation, we 
believe that each of the areas of focus should have a supplementary 
development and transport framework that sets the Council’s expectations of 
developers as well as giving a clear understanding of the types of transport 
infrastructure needed to serve specific locations, and importantly, considers 
how the locations are interlinked.  
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Central Bristol 
We welcome the densification targets for the central area, and have commented 

separately on the draft City Centre Framework area proposals. We are concerned 

about the proposals for developments at Western Harbour and St. Philips Marsh as 

the current east-west active travel links are poor and opportunities for improvements 

are limited without significant traffic reduction and road space reallocation. However, 

this in itself presents an opportunity when considered alongside the potential clean 

air zone. The majority of car traffic entering the central area for work does so from 

outside the authority boundary, it is therefore essential that measures to restrict 

vehicle movements are prioritised in the central area.  

Active travel links north-south across the central area are also poor, and the City 

Centre Framework fails to propose a connection along the main Lewins Mead 

corridor. Access into the central area is constrained by existing crossings of the River 

Avon New Cut and whilst improved connections are implied at Western Harbour, we 

would like to see more prominence given to the importance of providing high quality 

active travel connectivity into the area, as well as provision for new crossings into St. 

Philips Marsh from Barton Hill across the Feeder Canal and from 

Totterdown/Brislington. In addition at St Philips Marsh, we would like to see the river 

and canal side safeguarded and retained for active travel use, with a widening of 

existing facilities by setting back existing building lines to enable growth in usage on 

the Feeder Canal and River Avon corridors. Poor connectivity at either end of these 

corridors results in low usage levels, but these links are vital to ensure connectivity 

for surrounding local areas into the Enterprise Zone.  

East Bristol 
The Lawrence Hill urban living proposals and infill development are welcome. The St. 

Philips Causeway and Easton Road dual carriageways are major barriers to active 

travel into the central area from the rest of east Bristol, so redevelopment and 

changes to the Lawrence Hill roundabout are welcome. However the active travel 

options through this area is too focused on the Bristol and Bath Railway Path, a route 

built in the early 1980s which now carries far more pedestrian and cycle traffic than 

was ever intended. We would like to see specific mention of the Railway Path 

corridor and its importance to active travel through east Bristol, and we would like to 

see this corridor safeguarded from further developments such as rapid or mass 

transit proposals.  

It is essential that high quality walking and cycling facilities are not just provided on 

one corridor through the eastern quadrant of the city, but instead are provided on 

each of the radial roads through the area.  

Central Fishponds 
The Bristol and Bath Railway Path runs through the centre of the focus for new 

homes in Fishponds. It is likely that usage on the Railway Path will continue to grow 

as a result of the proposed 1,400 new homes, with further additional pressure from 

development across the border in South Gloucestershire. We would like to see 

commitment to provide high quality walking and cycling facilities along Fishponds 

Road, as well as commitment to improve the Railway Path to cope with additional 

demand.  
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South Bristol 
Whilst South Bristol has seen transport investment in recent years with the 

construction of the South Bristol Link and the Metro Bus corridor, little of this includes 

active travel infrastructure that will facilitate and enable sustainable journeys from 

where people live to where they work. Links from south Bristol into the city centre 

and Enterprise Zone are poor and it will be essential to the regeneration plans for 

Hengrove and Knowle West for this to be addressed. The River Avon New Cut is a 

barrier to active travel with few attractive crossings for people on foot or bike. We 

would encourage specific references to new river crossings to better link north and 

south Bristol. Whilst proposed densification will improve the viability for public 

transport operators, the whole of south Bristol is within commutable distance to the 

central area by bike. High quality infrastructure must be provided in order to achieve 

the mode shift needed to avoid Bristol grinding to a halt as a result of congestion.  

North Bristol 
There are few large scale proposals in north Bristol, but the current connectivity 

through the area is very car dominated in spite of the potential for better quality 

strategic rail links. Higher density in Lockleaze might enable a new Metro West 

station at Bonnington Walk or Constable Road. Existing walking and cycling 

infrastructure connecting the area is designed for low volumes and this will need to 

be considered as the population within and to the north of the area continues to 

grow, placing additional pressures on existing facilities.  

Connectivity to/from Southmead for active travel is poor with no traffic free facilities. 

The road network does not facilitate easy access around the local area by foot and 

bike, and as a result the public realm is very car dominated. We would like to see 

steps taken to reduce the impact of the highway layout to better enable active travel 

in this area.  

At Lawrence Weston the connectivity for active travel to key employment areas of 

Avonmouth and Severnside is poor - the M5 and M49 being significant barriers. We 

would encourage a greater interrelationship between proposed residential 

developments in Lawrence Weston with the commercial and industrial sites to the 

west as well as enabling access to the north east thereby facilitating orbital journeys 

into the ‘northern arc’.  
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Sustrans is the charity making it easier for people to walk and cycle. We connect people and places, 

create liveable neighbourhoods, transform the school run and deliver a happier, healthier commute.  

 

Join us on our journey.  www.sustrans.org.uk 
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