
Annex 11 – B2 - Marketing and Communications Framework 
In order to deliver a successful cycling programme ’Pedal Peak Phase II’ (PPPII) the communication and 
branding of PPPII is absolutely key. A Marketing and Communications Strategy needs to be developed but 
in the meantime the following framework will give some flavour of the approach to be taken. 
 
Overall approach: 
The partnership needs to provide a consistent approach to; what, how and when it communicates ensuring 
all communications are good and clear reaching all the targeted audiences including hard to reach groups. 
The approach to branding and communications will be an inclusive partnership approach with agreement 
and buy in from all key partners. The brand will be building on a previous successful campaign called Pedal 
Peak District and is named PPPII. 
The partnership will be committed to providing a shared and transparent framework for clear, timely and 
appropriate communication and branding which is essential for the successful delivery of PPPII 
 
Principles of communications: 

• To protect and enhance the reputation of PPPII, the partnership and cycling generally in the Peak 
District National Park and surrounding areas 

• To build a strong identity for PPPII ensuring the fullest take-up of services offered to benefit local 
residents, visitors and those working in the Peak District National Park and surrounding areas 

• To ensure an inclusive partnership approach to all communication and branding including targeting 
hard to reach groups 

• To co-ordinate and improve key messages and general information on cycling and the partnership 
using multi-media platforms including a responsive website, social media and printed promotional 
materials 

• To monitor and evaluate public perception of PPPII and the partnership to demonstrate a year on 
year improvement in the take up of cycling and other sustainable environmentally friendly support 
transport  (Peak Connections) activity within the Peak District and surrounding areas. 

 
Key messages: 

• PPPII will make the Peak District accessible to 3.5 million people through a safe, convenient and 
easy pedal power 

• These people will come from the surrounding urban areas of Greater Manchester, Sheffield, Derby, 
Nottingham and Stoke-on-Trent to enjoy a day out cycling in the national park 

• PPPII will be the vehicle to launch the Peak District as the best place for recreational cycling in the 
UK with excellent complimentary facilities, traffic free trails and a huge welcome  

• We want more people from all walks of life to have the opportunity to experience and engage with 
the national park as visitors 

• Cycling has a positive impact on public health, local economy, and travel generated carbon 
emissions and is recognised as a good example of sustainable transport 

• The cycling experience can be accessed directly from public transport within an hour using trains 
and bus routes including Peak Connections 

• Promote new routes and complimentary facilities like ‘bike friendly cafes’ through a social media 
campaign 

• Collaborative working with partners in surrounding cities and local areas to deliver a joined up and 
better visitor experience of cycling in the Peak District including cycle safety, cycle training, cycling 
events and a trusted source of cycling advice and information. 

 
Brand representation: 

• As this is a partnership approach a brand will be developed that is agreed by all partners but 
represents the Peak District National Park and cycling including sustainable transport messages 

• A positioning statement will be developed to explain the partnership approach and those involved. 
This will replace any need for a large list of logos on all printed or digital promotional materials 

• The brand will continue to build on the already established Pedal Peak District but adding Phase II. 
 
Spokesperson and media contact: 

• All media enquiries should be referred to the lead authority (Derbyshire County Council) press office 
for co-ordination of an agreed response. 

• The decision to respond to an enquiry will stay with the lead authority. 



• Any spokesperson quote or interview will be offered from an agreed list of spokespersons who are 
most appropriate to speak on specialist areas or geographical importance (this is to be agreed when 
the bid is approved) 

• All releases will be circulated to all partners for information, but only those involved in the writing or 
interview process will see the release for approval (spokesperson and key partners). 

 

Please note the above are not exhaustive but are intended to be more an indication of the spirit of the 

partnership. More detail will be needed when the bid is approved.



Annex 12 - B6 - Forecasting Methodology and Data Sources 
Staffordshire Moorlands Link 
The Staffordshire Moorlands Link is providing cycle infrastructure to the Peak Park where there is currently 
nothing provided.  Firstly existing numbers of cyclists were considered using existing Peak Park cycle data. 
 
A Roaches visitor survey conducted in 2006 shows that 0% of visitors travel to the Roaches by bicycle.  
This has been taken as the baseline figure for cycling journey to the Roaches at present.  No mode of 
travel data is available specifically for the Southern end of the Manifold Trail so the average mode split for 
the Peak District National Park has been taken from their 2005 Visitor Survey which gives a figure of 1% for 
travel by bicycle.  Although large numbers of people cycle for recreation within the Peak Park area, very 
few arrive at the Peak Park on a cycle. 
 
It is fair to assume that currently no one cycles from Staffordshire Moorlands or Stoke-on-Trent to the Peak 
District National Park. 
 
The methodology aims to forecast the number of people who currently cycle within the Park Area that 
benefit because of their residential address and to predict the additional people who will be attracted to 
cycling from Stoke-on-Trent and Staffordshire Moorlands areas capped at the Peak Park cycling average.   
 
In recent years the Peak District National Park and Staffordshire Wildlife Trust have made a concerted 
effort to attract visitors from Stoke-on-Trent and North Staffordshire into the Park for recreation.  So far 
10,000 people have been included in the ‘Stepping Stones to Nature Project’ and have undertaken a wide 
range of activities within the Peak Park.  This provides a good base upon which to attract more people to 
cycle from Stoke-on-Trent into the Peak Park using a combined approach of new infrastructure and 
targeted promotional activities. 
In 2012 the Cycle Trails Survey was conducted at a number of different cycle trail locations across the 
Peak District National Park.  It showed that residents of both Stoke-on-Trent and Staffordshire Moorlands 
currently cycle within the Peak Park.  The distance of cycle journeys made by residents from Staffordshire 
Moorlands and Stoke-on-Trent is shown in Table 1 below. 
 
Table 1: Average Distance Travelled by Cyclists by Area of Residence 
Distance 
Banding 

Peak Park 
Average 

Staffordshire 
Moorlands 

Stoke-on-
Trent 

0-4 4.24 2.61 0.00 

5-9 19.24 5.22 42.61 

10-14 22.47 4.35 21.74 

15-19 18.06 7.83 1.74 

20-24 13.06 6.09 0.00 

25-29 11.29 0.00 0.00 

30-39 6.76 0.00 0.00 

40+ 4.88 0.87 0.00 
(Source: Cycle Trails Survey, 2012) 
 
The distances needed to be cycled by residents, wishing to cycle along the Staffordshire Moorlands Link to 
the Peak Park, has been calculated using Accession accessibility software.  Only safe cycle routes have 
been included along with the proposed route itself and the results are included in the Plan at the end of this 
Annex.  All of the distances have been doubled to represent a return journey. 
 
Comparing this information to the Cycle Trails Survey distance data, it can be seen that no Stoke-on-Trent 
residents currently cycle far enough to use the full route to the Peak Park and return home.  However, 
residents of Staffordshire Moorlands who currently cycle in the Peak Park area already cycle the distances 
required to fully use the Staffordshire Moorlands Link. 
 
Residents from Stoke-on-Trent will be attracted to using the route by increasing the distance they cycle or 
new residents taking up cycling with their families because of the promotional activities and the new 
infrastructure.  Cycling within Stoke-on-Trent has increased in recent years as investment has been made 
in facilities. 
 



There is a maximum proportion of the population who will be attracted to cycling and the established figure 
for Stoke-on-Trent and Staffordshire Moorlands is taken from the Department for Transport Cycling 
Statistics, England 2010/11.  The percentage of people who cycle 30 minutes at least once a month is 8% 
and 10% respectively for Stoke-on-Trent and Staffordshire Moorlands.  This was applied to the total 
population at ward level using the 2011 Census Key Statistics to estimate the total population who could 
benefit.  Full calculations are shown in Table 2 below. 
 



 

Ward Name Local Authority

One way 

complete 

distance 

from ward 

to route 

end

Return 

journey 

complete 

distance from 

ward to route 

end

Ward 

Population 

(2011 

Census 

Key 

Statistics)

DfT England 

2010/11 cycle 

Stats % cycle 30 

mins once a 

month

Population that 

could benefit 

(Total pop x % 

that cycle)

Peak Park Cycle Trail 

Survey 2012 % from 

relevant Local Authority 

who already cycle 

required distance in 

Peak Park

Total existing cyclists 

who would benefit (Pop 

that could benefit x % of 

users cycling appropriate 

distance)

Peak Park Cycle 

Trail Survey 2012 

Peak Park 

average cycling 

required distance*

Forecast pop to 

benefit if Peak 

Park average is 

achieved (Pop 

that could benefit 

x Peak Park av)

Forecast 

pop minus 

the 

existing 

cyclists to 

benefit

Horton Ward Moorlands 5-10 10-15 1809 0.10 180.9 0.161 29.1249 0.2247 40.64823 11.52333

Checkley Ward Moorlands 5-10 10-15 5729 0.10 572.9 0.161 92.2369 0.2247 128.73063 36.49373

Churnet Ward Moorlands 5-10 10-15 2920 0.10 292 0.161 47.012 0.2247 65.6124 18.6004

Alton Ward Moorlands 5-10 10-15 1377 0.10 137.7 0.161 22.1697 0.2247 30.94119 8.77149

Ipstones Ward Moorlands 5-10 10-15 1798 0.10 179.8 0.161 28.9478 0.2247 40.40106 11.45326

Manifold Ward Moorlands 5-10 10-15 1848 0.10 184.8 0.161 29.7528 0.2247 41.52456 11.77176

Cheadle West Ward Moorlands 5-10 10-15 4988 0.10 498.8 0.161 80.3068 0.2247 112.08036 31.77356

Cheadle South East Ward Moorlands 5-10 10-15 3617 0.10 361.7 0.161 58.2337 0.2247 81.27399 23.04029

Cheadle North East Ward Moorlands 5-10 10-15 3560 0.10 356 0.161 57.316 0.2247 79.9932 22.6772

Leek South Ward Moorlands 5-10 10-15 5731 0.10 573.1 0.161 92.2691 0.2247 128.77557 36.50647

Leek West Ward Moorlands 5-10 10-15 4647 0.10 464.7 0.161 74.8167 0.2247 104.41809 29.60139

Leek North Ward Moorlands 5-10 10-15 5409 0.10 540.9 0.161 87.0849 0.2247 121.54023 34.45533

Leek East Ward Moorlands 5-10 10-15 4981 0.10 498.1 0.161 80.1941 0.2247 111.92307 31.72897

Caverswall Ward Moorlands 10-15 20-25 1720 0.10 172 0.2258 38.8376 0.1306 22.4632 0

Cheddleton Ward Moorlands 10-15 20-25 5444 0.10 544.4 0.2258 122.92552 0.1306 71.09864 0

Bagnall and Stanley Ward Moorlands 10-15 20-25 1591 0.10 159.1 0.2258 35.92478 0.1306 20.77846 0

Brown Edge and Endon Ward Moorlands 10-15 20-25 4881 0.10 488.1 0.2258 110.21298 0.1306 63.74586 0

Biddulph West Ward Moorlands 10-15 20-25 5270 0.10 527 0.2258 118.9966 0.1306 68.8262 0

Biddulph North Ward Moorlands 10-15 20-25 4963 0.10 496.3 0.2258 112.06454 0.1306 64.81678 0

Forsbrook Ward Moorlands 10-15 20-25 5095 0.10 509.5 0.2258 115.0451 0.1306 66.5407 0

Werrington Ward Moorlands 10-15 20-25 3201 0.10 320.1 0.2258 72.27858 0.1306 41.80506 0

Cellarhead Ward Moorlands 10-15 20-25 3253 0.10 325.3 0.2258 73.45274 0.1306 42.48418 0

Biddulph South Ward Moorlands 10-15 20-25 1641 0.10 164.1 0.2258 37.05378 0.1306 21.43146 0

Biddulph Moor Ward Moorlands 10-15 20-25 1640 0.10 164 0.2258 37.0312 0.1306 21.4184 0

Biddulph East Ward Moorlands 10-15 20-25 6378 0.10 637.8 0.2258 144.01524 0.1306 83.29668 0

Meir Park Ward Stoke 10-15 20-25 4941 0.08 395.28 0 0 0.1306 51.623568 51.62357

Broadway and Longton East Ward Stoke 10-15 20-25 5261 0.08 420.88 0 0 0.1306 54.966928 54.96693

Meir Hay Ward Stoke 10-15 20-25 4756 0.08 380.48 0 0 0.1306 49.690688 49.69069

Meir North Ward Stoke 10-15 20-25 5763 0.08 461.04 0 0 0.1306 60.211824 60.21182

Weston Coyney Ward Stoke 10-15 20-25 5073 0.08 405.84 0 0 0.1306 53.002704 53.0027

Eaton Park Ward Stoke 10-15 20-25 4476 0.08 358.08 0 0 0.1306 46.765248 46.76525

Abbey Hulton and Townsend Ward Stoke 10-15 20-25 9918 0.08 793.44 0 0 0.1306 103.623264 103.6233

Great Chell and Packmoor Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 9997 0.08 799.76 0 0 0.6765 541.03764 541.0376

Hanford and Trentham Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 11836 0.08 946.88 0 0 0.6765 640.56432 640.5643

Springfields and Trent Vale Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 6816 0.08 545.28 0 0 0.6765 368.88192 368.8819

Hanley Park and Shelton Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 6467 0.08 517.36 0 0 0.6765 349.99404 349.994

Burslem Central Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 6206 0.08 496.48 0 0 0.6765 335.86872 335.8687

Bentilee and Ubberley Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 10779 0.08 862.32 0 0 0.6765 583.35948 583.3595

Baddeley, Milton and Norton Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 17250 0.08 1380 0 0 0.6765 933.57 933.57

Boothen and Oak Hill Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 5744 0.08 459.52 0 0 0.6765 310.86528 310.8653

Penkhull and Stoke Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 6518 0.08 521.44 0 0 0.6765 352.75416 352.7542

Blurton West and Newstead Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 6304 0.08 504.32 0 0 0.6765 341.17248 341.1725

Meir South Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 5791 0.08 463.28 0 0 0.6765 313.40892 313.4089

Blurton East Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 5203 0.08 416.24 0 0 0.6765 281.58636 281.5864

Hollybush and Longton West Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 5878 0.08 470.24 0 0 0.6765 318.11736 318.1174

Dresden and Florence Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 5089 0.08 407.12 0 0 0.6765 275.41668 275.4167

Lightwood North and Normacot Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 5196 0.08 415.68 0 0 0.6765 281.20752 281.2075

Fenton East Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 6269 0.08 501.52 0 0 0.6765 339.27828 339.2783

Fenton West and Mount Pleasant Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 5801 0.08 464.08 0 0 0.6765 313.95012 313.9501

Sandford Hill Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 6378 0.08 510.24 0 0 0.6765 345.17736 345.1774

Hartshill and Basford Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 6650 0.08 532 0 0 0.6765 359.898 359.898

Etruria and Hanley Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 6719 0.08 537.52 0 0 0.6765 363.63228 363.6323

Moorcroft Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 5406 0.08 432.48 0 0 0.6765 292.57272 292.5727

Tunstall Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 6232 0.08 498.56 0 0 0.6765 337.27584 337.2758

Burslem Park Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 5108 0.08 408.64 0 0 0.6765 276.44496 276.445

Little Chell and Stanfield Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 6410 0.08 512.8 0 0 0.6765 346.9092 346.9092

Bradeley and Chell Heath Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 5751 0.08 460.08 0 0 0.6765 311.24412 311.2441

Goldenhill and Sandyford Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 5533 0.08 442.64 0 0 0.6765 299.44596 299.446

Joiner's Square Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 4998 0.08 399.84 0 0 0.6765 270.49176 270.4918

Birches Head and Central Forest Park Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 11322 0.08 905.76 0 0 0.6765 612.74664 612.7466

Sneyd Green Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 5342 0.08 427.36 0 0 0.6765 289.10904 289.109

Ford Green and Smallthorne Ward Stoke 15-20 30-40 5827 0.08 466.16 0 0 0.6765 315.35724 315.3572

TOTAL 29269.74 1797.30406 12029.62

Moorlands 13399.84 0 9064.992

Stoke 14856.06 1797.30406 2278.765

*Please note that for cycle distances of 20-25 miles, the Moorlands proportion of cyclists is above the Peak Park average so is assumed to attract no further cyclists.



A total return journey cycle distance has been allocated to each ward and the percentage of residents of 
the applicable Local Authority area already cycling the relevant distance for that ward has been multiplied 
by the total population who could benefit. 
 
Where the Peak Park average percentage of cyclists for each distance is higher, it has been assumed that 
through additional infrastructure and targeted promotion Stoke-on-Trent and Staffordshire Moorlands will 
achieve the same percentages.  The Peak Park ‘percentages by distance’ has been multiplied by the 
population that could benefit, minus the population that already cycles in the Peak Park. 
 
This provides the number of people who will use the route rather new trips.  The 2005 Visitor Survey asked 
the frequency of visits to the Park and that distribution has been applied to the forecasted cyclists.  Table 3 
below shows the frequency distribution. 
 
Table 3: Frequency of Visits to the Peak District National Park 

  Daily Weekly Monthly Quarterly 
Yearly or 
less 

White Peak 2% 9% 20% 26% 44% 
Dark Peak 3% 20% 27% 23% 27% 

Total 3% 16% 25% 24% 33% 
(Source: Visitor Survey, 2005) 
 
However, people tend to prefer to cycle different routes for recreation rather than just the one route within 
the Peak Park all year long.  For robustness it is therefore assumed that people only cycle the Staffordshire 
Moorlands Link once a year.  To provide number of users per day the total figure has been divided by 365. 
 
The total number of cyclists who currently cycle within the Peak Park who will make use of the Staffordshire 
Moorlands Link is 1,797.  The total number of additional cyclists who will be attracted to the route is 12,030.  
This provides an overall total of 13,827 users of the route. 
Only forecasted users who currently cycle within the Peak Park will provide a saving in terms of vehicle 
kms.  Table 4 below shows the calculation. 
 
Table 4:  Saving of Vehicle Kilometres 
Distance Banding 
(miles) 

Average Kilometres Users Vehicle Kilometres 

10-15 20.1168 779 15671 
20-25 36.21024 1018 36862 
Total   52533 
 
The figure of 52,533 veh kms is divided by average vehicle occupancy.  Vehicle occupancy (1.96) has been 
taken from Webtag 3.5.6 Values of Time and Operating Costs for ‘other’ journey purpose for weekend 
travel.  Therefore 52533/1.96=26803 vehicle kilometres are saved. 
  



Annex 13 – B6 - Scheme Impacts Proforma 
 

SEE SEPARATE ATTACHED FILE 



Aggregated Impact Pro-forma

Description of infrastructure/facilities There is an existing high quality, but unconnected cycling 
network - both to other trails and to rail stations in key towns - 

frustrating users by lack of connections and restricting 
potential for sustainable transport access. Elsewhere, it is 

possible to cycle to destinations along the proposed routes, 
but generally using a myriad of road routes mixed in with 

vehicular traffic. Route uncertainty and fear of accidents will 
put off families and occasional users.

Users will have access to a well connected network of high 
trails linking into key population centres and rail stations. 
This network of trails will be further complimented by well 

signed links to short sections on quiet roads, providing 
route certainty, ability to avoid gradients and safety. This 
comprehensive package will vastly improve the ability to 

travel around and access the National Park and 
surrounding towns sustainably, with associated benefits to 

the local economy and health of residents and visitors

See individual Scheme pro-formas

Route length (km) 90km 171.76km See individual Scheme pro-formas

Average trip length (km) Estimated 7.5km, although National average trip distance is 
4.3km

Estimated 30km See individual Scheme pro-formas

Estimate based on based on local surveys, forecasts and assumptions that longer, better 
connected trails will encourage cycling longer distances

Average cycling speed National Average is 13km/h 15.3km/h See individual Scheme pro-formas

We do not have data on current cycle speeds other than the National Average figure. A slight 
increase is assumed as segregated trails and quiet lane routes avoiding significant gradients will 
allow cyclists to travel faster 

Number of users (per day) Generally unknown - road routes will currently be limited to 
experienced on-road cyclists.

Trail usage per day currently estimated around 321 users

609 estimated per day average across schemes See individual Scheme pro-formas

Percentage of additional cyclists that would 
have driven a car otherwise. 

N.A.

The TransPennine Trail User Monitoring Survey 2011 
found that 26% of users said that they could have used a 
car for their journey but chose not to, an increase of 8% on 
the 2003 survey, highlighting a demand for local cycle 
access.

See individual Scheme pro-formas

Car Traffic vehicle kilometres (per average 
day)

Estimated 14,038km car mileage saved per day

Population within public transport travel times of Matlock 
and Buxton Hubs of 30 minutes (67,000) and 60 minutes 
(425,400) providing opportunities to pursue sustainable 
travel modes for people accessing the National Park.

See individual Scheme pro-formas

Without Scheme With Scheme Reference to supporting information (e.g. section of Economic Assessment Report).

Please provide one Pro Forma for each element of your scheme (e.g. each route) as well as for the aggregate impact. 

Input data



White Peak Loop

Description of infrastructure/facilities Users of the existing High Peak Trail and Monsal Trail have 
access to a high quality, but unconnected cycling network 
frustrating  users by lack of connections into Matlock and 

Buxton. This restricts the potential for increasing sustainable 
transport access and constrains opportunities for expansion 
of the local tourism and low-carbon economy. This reduces 

the attractiveness and accessibility for users with  both direct 
and indirect health implications, particularly for residents 

living in the more deprived areas of the region. 

Users will have access to a continuous network of high 
quality trails linking into Matlock and Buxton population 
centres and access to the national rail network. This will 

provide the County Council and National Park Authority to 
pursue a much more sustainable transport programme in 
the National Park, one in which many visitors arrive by 
public transport and then use bicycles to explore the 
surrounding area resulting in associated benefits to 

supporting the local economy and health of residents and 
vistors.

e.g. cycling along general traffic/ in bus lane/ parking bicyles on lampposts/secure cycle racks etc - 
refer to section 1.9 of WebTAG 3.14.1.
please provide reference to more detailed description.

Route length (km) Monsal Trail = 14km.   High Peak Trail = 27km      Total = 
41km

New sections would increase the network by 18km to 
59km.

Refer for more detailed description (incl maps etc). Not expected to change unless new routes 
provided. 

Average trip length (km) Trail Management Survey (SNAP) estimates trip lengths as 
follows at Hassop Station on the Monsal Trail:-                      
0-4 miles (30.3%)                  5-9 miles (31.5%)                  10-
14 miles (12.7%)              15-19 miles (10.5%)              20-24 
miles (2.2%)                25-29 miles (2.2%)                  30-39 
miles (0.7%)                 40+ miles (1.9%)

A longer, connected network of cycle routes would likely 
increase the proportion of longer distance trip lengths, 
including the potential to increase the number of people 
staying overnight in the National Park.   

In the absence of local data (e.g. from survey), National Travel Survey has average trip lengths 
and trips times: https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/nts03-modal-comparisons 
Table nts0306 has average distance per cycle trip.
Again, not expected to change unless users re-route onto new/improved route. 

Average cycling speed Steep gradients on the on-road 'missing sections' currently 
means that speeds are generally low in both directions.    
Existing trails are low-gradient mixed priority segregated 
multi-user routes - the average cycle speed recorded at 
Parsley Hay is 8.7mph. 

New sections would also be mixed priority low-gradient 
multi user segregated trails and therefore speeds are 
unlikely to be significantly different to 8.7mph but users 
switching from road to lower-gradient trails should improve 
journey times significantly.

E.g. from visual inspection/ automatic count/ speed cameras - please note the NTS data on 
distance and time are not sufficiently robust to be combined to get a robust estimate for average 
speed. 

Number of users (per day) Monsal Trail estimated at 121,213 cyclists and 157,669 
walkers at Hassop Station during 2012.                                     
High Peak Trail estimated at 73,000 users at automatic 
counter at Parsley Hay.

Matlock to Wye Dale/ Blackwell Mill estimated to increase 
by 53,668 cyclists and 261,527 walkers, totalling around 
600,000 users per annum.

E.g. from Automatic Cycling Counters or an appropriate sample of manual counts. 
Given cycling is highly seasonal, adjustments might be needed to account for that if e.g. 
a survey was undertaken in winter.  

Percentage of additional cyclists that would 
have driven a car otherwise. 

N.A.

The TransPennine Trail User Monitoring Survey 2011 
found that 26% of users said that they could have used a 
car for their journey but chose not to, an increase of 8% on 
the 2003 survey, highlighting a demand for local cycle 
access.

Refer to evidence for this assumption.

Car Traffic vehicle kilometres (per average 
day)

Population within public transport travel times of Matlock 
and Buxton Hubs of 30 minutes (67,000) and 60 minutes 
(425,400) providing opportunities to pursue sustainable 
travel modes for people accessing the National Park.

E.g. from local automatic traffic counters or from national datasets, e.g. 
http://www.dft.gov.uk/traffic-counts/ for major roads. Please provide reference to full explanation 
of any reduction expected.

Please provide one Pro Forma for each element of your scheme (e.g. each route) as well as for the aggregate impact. 

Input data Without Scheme With Scheme Reference to supporting information (e.g. section of Economic Assessment Report).



Hope Valley Link

Description of infrastructure/facilities Cyclists currently travelling between Hathersage and 
Castleton are able to make use of on-road cycle lanes along 

the A6187 principal road for over half of the journey. This 
road is the main access road to the Hope Valley tourist areas 

and road conditions (narrow in places) are not particularly 
suited to promote cycle access for all but experienced road 

cyclists. This constrains the potential to promote sustainable 
transport access and opportunities for expansion of the local 

tourism and low-carbon economy. This reduces the 
attractiveness and accessibility for users with  both direct and 
indirect health implications, particularly for residents living in 

the more deprived areas of the region. 

Users will have access to a continuous network of high 
quality trails linking into the popular tourist destinations 

located along the Hope Valley and Upper Derwent Valley 
(via the Little John route) including Ladybower and 

Derwent Dams from rail stations on the Hope Valley Line. 
This will provide the County Council and National Park 
Authority to pursue a much more sustainable transport 

programme in the National Park, one in which many 
visitors arrive by public transport and then use bicycles to 

explore the surrounding area resulting in associated 
benefits to supporting the local economy and health of 

residents and vistors.

e.g. cycling along general traffic/ in bus lane/ parking bicyles on lampposts/secure cycle racks etc - 
refer to section 1.9 of WebTAG 3.14.1.
please provide reference to more detailed description.

Route length (km) On-Road cycle lanes = 4.8km                                       On 
Road = 4.0km

New sections would provide a new segregated route 
between Hathersage and Castleton.

Refer for more detailed description (incl maps etc). Not expected to change unless new routes 
provided. 

Average trip length (km) Trail Management Survey (SNAP) estimates trip lengths as 
follows at Hassop Station on the Monsal Trail:-                      
0-4 miles (30.3%)                  5-9 miles (31.5%)                  10-
14 miles (12.7%)              15-19 miles (10.5%)              20-24 
miles (2.2%)                25-29 miles (2.2%)                  30-39 
miles (0.7%)                 40+ miles (1.9%)

Provision of a Hope Valley cycle route linking into Greater 
Manchester and Sheffield via the Little John Route cycle 
route would likely increase the proportion of longer 
distance trip lengths, including the potential to increase the 
number of people staying overnight in the National Park.   

In the absence of local data (e.g. from survey), National Travel Survey has average trip lengths 
and trips times: https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/nts03-modal-comparisons 
Table nts0306 has average distance per cycle trip.
Again, not expected to change unless users re-route onto new/improved route. 

Average cycling speed We do not have data on cycle speeds, however the route is 
on-road and low-gradient and cycle speeds are likely to be 
higher than an off-road trail.  

The new Hope Valley Link would  be a mixed priority low-
gradient multi user segregated trail and therefore speeds 
are unlikely to be significantly different to other off-road 
locations such as the High Peak Trail (8.7mph). 

E.g. from visual inspection/ automatic count/ speed cameras - please note the NTS data on 
distance and time are not sufficiently robust to be combined to get a robust estimate for average 
speed. 

Number of users (per day) No data but use is generally restricted to experienced road 
cyclists.

A segregated trail has the potential to attract different 
types of users such as families and less experienced 
cyclists as well as walkers and people with reduced 
mobility. There is also significant interest from Hope Valley 
College for off-road cycle links to local communities and 
the rail network.

E.g. from Automatic Cycling Counters or an appropriate sample of manual counts. 
Given cycling is highly seasonal, adjustments might be needed to account for that if e.g. 
a survey was undertaken in winter.  

Percentage of additional cyclists that would 
have driven a car otherwise. 

N.A.

The TransPennine Trail User Monitoring Survey 2011 
found that 26% of users said that they could have used a 
car for their journey but chose not to, an increase of 8% on 
the 2003 survey, highlighting a demand for local cycle 
access.

Refer to evidence for this assumption.

Car Traffic vehicle kilometres (per average 
day)

E.g. from local automatic traffic counters or from national datasets, e.g. 
http://www.dft.gov.uk/traffic-counts/ for major roads. Please provide reference to full explanation 
of any reduction expected.

Please provide one Pro Forma for each element of your scheme (e.g. each route) as well as for the aggregate impact. 

Input data Without Scheme With Scheme Reference to supporting information (e.g. section of Economic Assessment Report).



Little Don Link

Description of infrastructure/facilities There is no route, cyclists 
would need to use the 
A616, B6088 A6102 to 
access  Peak District, 
Northern Sheffield or  

Dearne Valley (all 3 are 
exceptoioanlly busy with 

cars and freight traffic

Quiet predominantly off 
road route that would run 

parallel to the busier roads. 
3 short sections would be 

on quiet roads

e.g. cycling along general traffic/ in bus lane/ parking bicyles on lampposts/secure cycle racks 
etc - refer to section 1.9 of WebTAG 3.14.1.
please provide reference to more detailed description.

Route length (km) - 18.91km Refer for more detailed description (incl maps etc). Not expected to change unless new routes 
provided. 

Average trip length (km) Half of scheme length - 
9.46km but assumed 
capped to national average 
trip distance of 4.3km

Half of scheme length - 
9.46km but assumed 
capped to national average 
trip distance of 4.3km

In the absence of local data (e.g. from survey), National Travel Survey has average trip lengths 
and trips times: https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/nts03-modal-comparisons 
Table nts0306 has average distance per cycle trip.
Again, not expected to change unless users re-route onto new/improved route. 

Average cycling speed National average of 13kph National average of 13kph E.g. from visual inspection/ automatic count/ speed cameras - please note the NTS data on 
distance and time are not sufficiently robust to be combined to get a robust estimate for 
average speed. 

Number of users (per day) 0 148 initially rising to 296 by 
2023.

E.g. from Automatic Cycling Counters or an appropriate sample of manual counts. 
Given cycling is highly seasonal, adjustments might be needed to account for that if 
e.g. a survey was undertaken in winter.  

Percentage of additional cyclists that would have driven a 
car otherwise. 

N.A.

No mode share available 
per se. Increase in average 
cycling in line expected 
mode share based on 2011 
cordon counts in area. 

Refer to evidence for this assumption.

Car Traffic vehicle kilometres (per average day) 148 to 296 new users x 4.3 
km = 636 to 1273 km 
saved daily. 

E.g. from local automatic traffic counters or from national datasets, e.g. 
http://www.dft.gov.uk/traffic-counts/ for major roads. Please provide reference to full explanation 
of any reduction expected.

Please provide one Pro Forma for each element of your scheme (e.g. each route) as well as for the aggregate impact. 

Input data Without Scheme With Scheme Reference to supporting information (e.g. section of Economic Assessment Report).



Description of infrastructure/facilities No users currently cycle along the Caldon Canal outside the 
Stoke-on-Trent City boundary.  The journey can be made 

usingan alternative route of a myriad of minor roads mixed in 
with vehicular traffic.  Route uncertainty and fear of 

accidents will put off families and occassional users.  Peak 
Park survey data confirms that existing users should be 

considered to be zero.

A safe, quiet, wide, off-road cycle route along the Caldon 
Canal with local interest of listed structures takes cyclists 

to Leek and Cheddleton.  Well signed lightly trafficked 
routes onwards on-road to Waterhouses and the Roaches 
within the Peak Park.  Signs provide route certainty, ability 
to avoid gradients, choice of route for return journey and 

near to Roaches driver awareness of cyclists.

Without scheme: Section B2 Problems
With scheme: Section B2 Expected benefits/ outcomes

Route length (km) From Stockton Brook to
Waterhouses 23km
The Roaches 26km

From Stockton Brook to
Waterhouses 23km
The Roaches 21km

The without scheme route is calculated using the most cycle friendly roads available and the with 
scheme route follows the Caldon Canal to either Leek or Cheddleton and then onwards along the 
signed on-road routes.

Average trip length (km)

0 51.39

Average trip length has been forecast per user as cyclists can join the route at a number of 
locations and is provided for a return journey.  8% of forecast users are estimated to cycle 10-15 
miles, 10% 20-25 miles and 82% 30-40 miles.  This provides an overall average of 31.93 miles or 
51.39 km.

Average cycling speed

0 19.3

19.3kph or 12mph. No local cycle speed data is available so the average speed for beginner 
cyclists is taken from Road-Bike.co.uk.  The Staffordshire Moorlands Link is a predominantly flat 
route.

Number of users (per day)

0 38

Total number of users estimated and for robustness it is assumed that each cyclist will 
use the route once per year.  Data sourced from a number of Peak Park visitor surveys 
and the DfT Walking and Cycling Statistics, England 2010/11.  Methodology and full 
data sources are detailed in the Annex on Modelling Approach for Staffordshire 
Moorlands Link.

Percentage of additional cyclists that would 
have driven a car otherwise. 

N.A. 1797

Forecast users were split into two groups; those that currently cycle in the Park from 
Stoke and Moorlands who will use this route and those who will be attracted to cycling.  
Surveys show that a maximum of 1% of visitors arrive at the Park by bicycle, therefore 
all existing cyclists would have travelled to the Park by car.

Car Traffic vehicle kilometres (per average 
day)

-26803

The Staffordshire Moorlands Link covers a large area of road network.  The proposed on-road 
elements use lightly trafficked roads where no count data is available.  A figure for vehicle 
kilometres saved has therefore been produced using the methodology stated in the Annex on 
Modelling Approach for Staffordshire Moorlands Link.

STAFFORDSHIRE MOORLANDS LINK PRO FORMA

Input data Without Scheme With Scheme Reference to supporting information (e.g. section of Economic Assessment Report).



Annex 14 - B7 Project Plan 
Infrastructure Project Plan 
Key Milestone Timescale Resources Key Dependencies 

Bid approved Early June 2013 DfT DfT 
Appoint project  manager Early June 2013 Councils   
Survey route 16 - 30 June 2013  Councils   
Prepare technical drawings of works 1 June – 1 September 2013 Preparatory costs 

Council and CRT staff 
time 

Sustrans, Canal and River Trust, 
Councils  

Early contractor involvement through established 
framework contract 

30 June – 1 October 2013 Council staff time Contractors  

Prepare detailed costings 30 June – 15 July Council staff time  
Design signage 30 June – 15 July Councils and contractors  
Consult landowners over technical aspects 16 July – 1 August 2013 Councils and contractors  
Tenders for work 16 July – 1 August 2013 Councils and contractors  
Commence works 15 August 2013 - April 2015 DfT funds and local 

contributions 
Contractors  

Consultation 1 September – 1 October 2013 Councils   
Tenders for work 1 April – 16 April 2014 Councils   
Prepare marketing 15 April – 15 September 2014 Councils   
Erect signage 15 September – 1 October 

2014 
Councils  

Completion 30 April 2015 Councils  
 
National Park Cycle Fund 
Key Milestone Timescale Resources Key Dependencies 

Add DfT funding criteria to PDNPA in-house grant 
criteria and develop grant promotional material 

Sept 13 PDNPA DfT 

Promote grant opportunity to target towns and 
villages 

Sept 13 to Sept 14 PDNPA 
Sustrans could support 

Scheme sponsors and tourist 
boards 

Support potential grantees to make successful 
grant applications 

Oct 13 to Dec14 PDNPA  

Closing date for last grant applications Dec 14 PDNPA  
Final grant spending Mar 15 PDNPA  
 
  



Annex 15 – B7 – Land Acquisition Letters 

 



 



 

 



 



 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 




