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A. 	 Policy Context (National, Regional and 
Local Policy) 

NATIONAL POLICY 

A.1 	 The Government’s planning objectives are to deliver sustainable development.  The 
policy objectives, as set out in the ‘Strategy for Sustainable Development in the UK’ 
are to promote: 

a) social progress which recognises the needs of everyone 
b) effective protection of the environment 
c) prudent use of natural resources, and 
d) maintenance of high and stable levels of economic growth and employment 

A.2 	 These objectives are a recurring theme within current Government legislation and 
guidance. Integrated and sustainable policies are developed further within the 
Government’s Planning Policy Guidance (PPG) notes which stress that “Town 
centres are, and should remain, the focus for uses that generate a large number of 
trips”. They should be developed in such a way that they act as hubs for public 
transport networks and make it possible for a one car journey to serve several 
purposes (i.e. linked trips).  Both these outcomes should help to reduce the number 
and length of car journeys. 

A.3 	 Parking management strategies should be designed to support transport and 
development policies.  The PPG notes state that parking management strategies 
should aim to inhibit excessive demand for access by car whilst maintaining the 
attractiveness of town centres to shoppers and tourists.  The provision of parking for 
shoppers will maintain the economic vitality of a town centre.  However A fine 
balance must be achieved since the convenience, attractiveness and 
competitiveness of town centres can be detrimentally affected by congestion, 
pollution and parking problems.  Town centres must remain attractive to people who 
arrive by car. The PPG notes most relevant to this study are: 

♦ PPG1 – General Policy and Principles 
♦ PPG3 – Housing 
♦ PPG6 – Town Centres and Retail Development 
♦ PPG13 – Transport 

A.4 	 PPG6 (Town Centres and Retail Development) advises local authorities to promote 
town centre car parks which are shared between shoppers and others needing short-
term parking rather than providing dedicated parking for individual developments.  . 

A.5 	 The note also advises the adoption of parking policies that encourage more efficient 
use of existing parking space, by giving priority to short-term parking, and 
discouraging long-term parking by commuters.  PPG6 emphasises the importance of 
obtaining consensus at a regional level in order to avoid potentially damaging 
competition between town centres. 
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A.6 	 PPG6 also makes particular reference to disabled motorists.  If these motorists are 
not adequately provided for in terms of parking, they may be disadvantaged and find 
their access to town centres inhibited. 

A.7 	 PPG13 (Transport) aims to secure sustainable development in terms of transport. 
The stated policy aims are to: 

♦	 reduce growth in the length and number of motorised journeys; 
♦	 encourage alternative means of travel which have less environmental impact; 

and hence 
♦	 reduce reliance on the private car 

A.8 	 It also emphasises the importance of providing good walking and cycling links; and 
access to high quality public transport services which can significantly reduce social 
exclusion. The availability of car parking is a major influence on people’s choice of 
transport. Levels of parking provision can sometimes be more significant than levels 
of public transport provision when trip makers determine their mode of travel 
(particularly for the journey to work).  PPG13 places emphasis on the use of 
maximum parking standards and parking charges as control mechanisms.   

A.9 	 In 1998 the Government published a White Paper that proposed to allow local 
councils to introduce workplace parking levies or charge motorists that use 
congested roads.  There are already road user charging schemes in operation and 
many others in development.  Workplace parking levies, although well received have 
suffered uncertainty regarding the legality of Council employees to enter private land 
in order to undertake enforcement activities. Schemes of this nature are therefore 
less well developed in the UK. 

REGIONAL POLICY 

A.10 	 The Government Office for the South East (GOSE) has identified Milton Keynes and 
its surrounding sub-region as an area for potential growth. Reports commissioned to 
test the viability of growth in the Milton Keynes sub-region concluded that between 
now and 2031 an additional 31 000 dwellings could be provided in Aylesbury and a 
further 28 000 within the rest of Aylesbury Vale District.  The provision of these 
homes would support the expansion of Milton Keynes and the further growth of 
Aylesbury Town. 

A.11 	 Regional planning policy applicable to Aylesbury Vale was compiled by the South-
east Regional Planning Authority (SERPLAN) and the (GOSE).  Regional Planning 
Guidance for the South East (RPG9) covering the period until 2016 was adopted in 
March 2001.  The key development principles of RPG9 which are most relevant to 
this study are as follows: 

♦	 Urban areas should become the main focus for development through making 
them more attractive, accessible and better able to attract investment  

♦	 Access to jobs, services, leisure and cultural facilities should be less dependent 
on longer distance movement and there should be increased ability to meet 
normal travel needs through safe walking, cycling and public transport. 

♦	 Transport investment should support the spatial strategy, maintain the existing 
network, and enhance access as part of more concentrated forms of 
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development, overcoming bottlenecks and supporting higher capacity and less 
polluting forms of development. 

A.12 	 RPG9 stresses that parking strategy should be used as a tool to compliment and 
reinforce the spatial strategy of the region.  In relation to Aylesbury Vale the parking 
strategy should be used to concentrate development in areas that are, or can be 
highly accessible using forms of transport other than the car.  Parking strategy can 
also be used to encourage commuters to use sustainable forms of transport.  Parking 
should, however, be managed with care to ensure that the needs of disabled 
motorists are taken into consideration. 

A.13 	 RPG9 recommends that during the development of a parking strategy the 
appropriateness of workplace parking levies or road user charging is assessed.  It 
advises that the car parking strategy should co-ordinate maximum parking standards 
with policies for on/off-street parking provision and enforcement. 

STRATEGIC POLICY 

A.14 	 Strategic policy applicable to Aylesbury Vale is developed by Buckinghamshire 
County Council.  The County Structure Plan was adopted in March 1996.  Since the 
release of RPG9 in March 2001 the county and district councils of Buckinghamshire 
have worked together to produce a replacement structure plan.   

A.15 	 Structure Plans are “broad-brush” planning documents that show how the national 
and regional frameworks can be applied at a strategic level.  County Councils also 
prepare supplementary documents to compliment the Structure Plan. The 
documents that are referenced by this study are as follows: 

♦	 Buckinghamshire County Structure Plan – Deposit Draft (2004) 
♦	 Buckinghamshire Local Transport Plan (July 2000) 
♦	 Buckinghamshire County Walking Policy (October 2001) 
♦	 Buckinghamshire County Cycling Policy (May 2002) 

A.16 	 The County Structure Plan (CSP) contains policies to guide development in the 
County. The main objectives that are relevant to this study are to achieve: 

♦	 a close correlation between new homes, jobs and community facilities  
♦	 a general reduction in trip lengths as a result of the above  
♦	 an integrated approach to transport planning, with an increasing shift towards 

more energy-efficient and environment-friendly modes of transport   
♦	 the implementation of measures that will improve the vitality, viability and 

diversity of town centres 

A.17 	 The Council foresees that car travel will remain the main form of transport to 2016, 
but those improvements to public transport services and better provision for walking 
and cycling will mean that proportionately more people are travelling by these means. 

A.18 	 The CSP adopts many of the principles laid out in national and regional policy.  Of 
particular relevance to this study is Policy 22.  The policy explains that on and off-
street parking controls and maximum parking standards will be applied in unison as 
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part of an integrated transport strategy in order to bring about a reduction in the 
proportion of trips undertaken by car. 

LOCAL POLICY 

A.19 	 Prepared by Aylesbury Vale District Council, the Local Plan contains detailed and 
site-specific policies that show where development will (and will not) happen “on the 
ground” over the next 10 years or so.  They must reflect the broad framework set by 
the Structure Plan. 

A.20 	 The District Council recognises that car traffic in Aylesbury Vale is likely increase by 
more than 30% over the next 10 years and accepts that such growth cannot be 
accommodated.  The Local Plan adopts the National, Regional and County policies 
that aim to reduce road traffic by controlling and managing land-use and transport in 
an integrated manner. 

A.21 	 The District Council’s general policy 20 states that the following key factors will be 
taken into account when assessing the transport implications of development 
proposals: 

a)	 the need to reduce car usage; 
b)	 the need to promote the availability and use of convenient and safe public 

transport, cycling and walking opportunities; 
c)	 the need to reduce car parking associated with new development, and in town 

centres; 
d)	 the need for traffic management measures to improve environmental standards; 

and 
e)	 the need to create better and safer conditions for all road users 
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B. 	Consultation 

INTRODUCTION 

B.1 	 The development of the Parking and Access Strategy for Aylesbury Town Centre 
cannot be undertaken in isolation but is influenced by the overall environmental, 
development and employment objectives of the area.  It is also important that the 
strategy has the support and understanding of those who live and work in Aylesbury. 
For this reason it was important that local people were given the opportunity to 
contribute to the development of the strategy. 

EVENING WORKSHOPS 

B.2 	 The Parking and Accessibility Strategy is seen as essential to the development of 
Aylesbury town centre.  It was therefore considered important to invite as many 
groups and organisations as possible to contribute to the development of the 
strategy. 

B.3 	 A consultation was designed to give those involved the opportunity to contribute their 
ideas, needs and desires for parking and accessibility in Aylesbury.  The consultation 
was also considered important in order to develop an understanding of the key 
stakeholders’ vision for parking and accessibility in relation to future developments 
and the potential “problems / issues” that may arise. 

B.4 	 Evening workshops were chosen as the format for consultation with the local 
community.  The first evening workshop was held on 1 March 2004 in the County 
Council offices in Aylesbury. 

Organisations Represented at the Evening Workshop (1 March 2004) 

B.5 	 Forty-nine key stakeholders representing various organisations were invited to attend 
the workshop (a list is included on page B-15 of this appendix).  The key 
stakeholders were selected to represent a cross section of those who live, work and 
have an interest in Aylesbury and its environs. Those invited included: 

♦	 Members of the County, District and Town Councils 
♦	 Officers from the County and District Councils 
♦	 Representatives of the local business community 
♦	 Public transport operators 
♦	 Thames Valley Police 
♦	 Representatives of walking, cycling, public transport, disability interest and 

resident groups. 

B.6 	 Representatives of both the County and District Councils were chosen for their 
professional or political interest in parking, transportation, sustainability or 
development.  Both Council members and officers were invited.  Representatives 
from local transport interest groups, the business community and resident 
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associations were also invited to attend.  Of the 49 stakeholders invited to the 
evening workshop, 30 consultees were able to attend. 

Format of the Evening Workshop (1 March 2004) 

B.7 	 The evening workshop started with a short presentation explaining the background to 
the study. The presentation informed stakeholders of the principal aim of the study 
and introduced the key areas that the study would be investigating. 

B.8 	 Following the introduction, attendees were spilt into three ‘brainstorming’ (discussion) 
groups. Each group was encouraged to talk about parking and accessibility; to 
discuss the existing problems and issues that may be a problem as new 
developments are completed.  The aim of the discussions was to allow Atkins to 
identify an agreed direction for the study and its recommendations based upon the 
views of those attending the evening workshop.  It was important to identify potential 
solutions that would be acceptable to the stakeholders. 

B.9 	 The comments made during the discussions were recorded by members of the 
Atkins study team and put into one of four categories: 

♦ Parking 
♦ Walking 
♦ Cycling 
♦ Public Transport 

B.10 	 A full list of the comments received during and following the evening workshops is 
included at the end of this appendix. 

Workshop Follow-Up 

B.11 	 As a follow-up, a list of the comments received during the workshop was distributed 
to the stakeholders who contributed during the workshop and to those who were 
unable to attend. A list of the stakeholders who were sent the follow-up forms is 
included at the end of this appendix. 

B.12 	 Stakeholders who received the follow-up forms were invited to rank the comments to 
indicate which issues in each category they felt were most important and most 
needed to be addressed in the parking and accessibility strategy.  Stakeholders were 
also given the opportunity to make additional comments. 

Analysis of Consultation Results 

B.13 	 Eighteen stakeholders responded to the follow-up letter sent out after the 
consultation workshop. The following sections report upon their responses and 
describe the issues that were assigned most priority. 

Numbers of Stakeholders to Respond 

B.14 	 Follow-up letters were posted on 3 March 2004.  The last response to be included 
within this analysis was received by Atkins on 24 March 2004.  Table B.1 shows the 
number and types of stakeholders to respond to the follow-up letters. 
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Table B.1 – No. Of Stakeholders to Respond To Follow-Up Letter 

Stakeholder No. Responses 

Members of the County, District and Town Councils 7 

Officers from the County and District Councils 3 

Representatives of the local business community 2 

Public transport operators 1 

Thames Valley Police 1 

Representatives of walking, cycling, public transport and disability 
interest groups. 

4 

Total 18 

Balance Between Parking and Accessibility 

B.15 	 Parking management is one policy tool available to local authorities to help manage 
travel demand.  Using demand management to alter motorists’ behaviour and modal 
choice is a clearly recognised approach gaining wide acceptance in urban transport 
planning. Changes to the provision of parking spaces (in terms of physical provision, 
pricing strategy or time constraint) is the easiest and one of the most effective 
methods of encouraging motorists to think about the necessity, or mode, of their 
journey. 

B.16 	 It is also necessary to ensure that viable alternatives to travel by car are available if 
parking strategies are to be effective.  It is therefore imperative that accessibility is 
considered when parking supply and demand is assessed. 

B.17 	 One of the aims of the study is to decide upon the correct balance between parking 
and accessibility and to determine how far changes to travel behaviour (i.e. mode 
choice) should be driven by parking restraint or by improved accessibility. 

B.18 	 For this reason stakeholders were asked to indicate whether they considered parking 
or accessibility to be the most significant strand of the strategy.  The question aimed 
to obtain an understanding of the balance between parking and accessibility would 
be acceptable to the inhabitants of Aylesbury. Figure  B.1 is a pie chart showing the 
priority afforded to each by those who responded to the workshop follow-up. 

 5024971 	 B-3 
AppB-Stakeholder-Consultations.doc 



AYLESBURY PARKING & ACCESSIBILITY STUDY 

Appendix B 

Figure B.1 – Priority Afforded To Parking and Accessibility in Aylesbury 
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B.19 	Figure B.1 shows that almost half of the respondents considered accessibility to be 
the most significant strand of a parking and accessibility strategy.  Just over one 
quarter of the respondents considered that parking was the most significant strand of 
the strategy. The remaining quarter felt that both strands were of equal importance. 

B.20 	 The emphasis which is placed upon accessibility may reflect comments made during 
the consultation workshops.  During the discussions many of the attendees stated 
that improvements to accessibility (i.e. improved choice) should be in place before 
parking in the town centre is constrained (i.e. using charges etc).  

B.21 	 For a strategy to be successful it must gain the understanding and support of the 
stakeholders.  It will also reflect the aspirations of the community.  This is why it was 
considered important to obtain an indication of the importance placed upon the 
particular problems and issues relating to parking and accessibility by key 
stakeholders in Aylesbury. 

B.22 	 The following sections report upon the priority placed upon the problems / issues 
raised in the consultation workshops by the Aylesbury Stakeholders.  It is interesting 
to note that none of the workshop groups highlighted traffic congestion on the way to 
Aylesbury as an issue, or problem. 
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Relative Priority Afforded to Various Parking Issues in Aylesbury 

B.23 	Figure B.2 shows the relative weight afforded by the stakeholders to the various 
parking issues in Aylesbury.  The scores are indicated as a proportion of the 
maximum possible score.  This method takes account of both the number of people 
and the magnitude of their scores for each issue. 
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Figure B.2 – Showing Score for Each Parking Issue / Problem as a Proportion 
of the Maximum Available Points 
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80% 

(d) Disabled motorists legally parked on 
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70% 

(h) No provision for coach or lorry parking 

60% 
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20% 
(g) No information telling motorists how 
full each car park is 
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B.24 	 It can bee seen from Figure B.2 that car parking information in Aylesbury Town 
Centre is seen to be inadequate. Lack of information regarding the location of car 
parks (comment e) scored as being the most significant deficiency.  The score 
however was only just higher than that ascribed to lack of car park occupancy 
information (comment g).  Twelve of the 18 respondents indicated that each of these 
issues were significant.  The fourth highest score (comment c) was given to the view 
that some car parks are consistently full while others are never filled.  This issue is 
closely related to both car park comments (e) and (g). 

B.25 	 The comment receiving the third highest score was comment (f), the view that illegal 
parking in the town centre caused a nuisance and safety hazard to other road users. 
Seven respondents indicated that this was a significant problem.   

B.26 	 Between them comments (c), (e), (f) and (g) received 70% of the available points. 
None of the other comments received more than 10% of the maximum available 
points. 

Relative Priority Afforded to Various Walking Issues in Aylesbury 

B.27 	Figure B.3 shows the relative weight afforded by the stakeholders to the various 
walking issues in Aylesbury.  The system used to score the walking, cycling and 
public transport issues is the same as that adopted to analyse the parking results. 
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Figure B.3 – Chart Showing Score for Each Walking Issue / Problem as a 

Proportion of the Maximum Available Points 
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Figure B.3 shows the relative score for each walking issue as a percentage of the 
maximum possible score.  The scores for walking are more distributed than for 
parking. Only four of the parking issues scored more than 10% of the available 
points, for walking five scored more than 10% of the available points.  Between them 
the five issues scored 72.6% of the available points. 

B.29 	 The highest scoring issue was comment (h) (19%) and was related to the provision of 
crossing facilities on the inner ring road.  Those who scored this comment felt that 
the lack of crossing facilities presented a barrier to those wishing to access the town 
centre by foot or on pedal cycle. 

B.30 	 Comments (d) and (i) each scored 14.3% of the available points.  Comment (d) 
stated that shared facilities for pedestrians and cyclists were seen as dangerous for 
both pedestrians and cyclists.  Comment (i) asserted that there was too much 
through traffic in Aylesbury implying that high traffic levels deter pedestrians. 

B.31 	 The fourth highest scoring issue was comment (j) relating to bus services within the 
pedestrianised area of the town centre.  13.1% of the available points supported the 
assertion that having buses in the pedestrianised area was dangerous. 

B.32 	 The only other issue to receive more than 10% of the available points was comment 
(e) in which the standard and condition of the footways is criticised as reducing 
access to the town centre by those with mobility impairments and those with 
wheelchairs. 

Relative Priority Afforded to Various Cycling Issues in Aylesbury 

B.33 	Figure B.4 shows the relative weight afforded by the stakeholders to the various 
cycling issues in Aylesbury. 
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Figure B.4 – Chart Showing Score for Each Cycling Issue / Problem as a 

Proportion of the Maximum Available Points 
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B.34 	 In common with walking, five of the cycling related comments scored more than 10% 
of the maximum available points.  The five issues between them received 75.4% of 
the available points. 

B.35 	 The highest scoring issue was comment (v) which suggested that there was an over-
reliance on shared footway facilities for pedestrians and cyclists.  21.2% of the 
available points were awarded to this comment.  This score corresponds closely with 
the third highest scoring issue (comment d, 14.3%) in the walking category. 

B.36 	 The second highest scoring issue (comment t, 16.5%) was related to the volume of 
traffic in Aylesbury making cycling dangerous.  Again comparisons can be made to 
the scores assigned to walking issues.  The amount of through traffic was also the 
second highest scoring walking issue receiving 14.3% of the available points. 

B.37 	 The third highest scoring problem was comment (o); that the existing cycle routes 
between the town centre and surrounding residential areas are fragmented. 

B.38 	 The two remaining issues that scored more than 10% each received 11.8% of the 
maximum available score.  Comment (q) related to the lack of trip end cycling 
facilities available in the workplace.  Comment (u) related to the speed of traffic in 
Aylesbury making cycling unsafe. 

Relative Priority Afforded to Various Public Transport Issues in Aylesbury 

B.39 	Figure B.5 shows the relative weight afforded by the stakeholders to the various 
public transport issues in Aylesbury. 
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Figure B.5 – Chart Showing Score for Each Public Transport Issue / Problem as 
a % of the Maximum Available Points 
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(bb) School buses are too expensive to 
use 

(w) Insufficient provision of areas for dial-
a-ride customers to be picked up / set 
down 

(ff) Not enough bus priority to make bus 
travel attractive 

(ee) Information about bus services is 
inadequate 

(cc) Buying tickets on buses increases 
bus journey times 

(x) Cost of short bus journeys is too high. 
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(z) Very bad provision of bus services in 
villages surrounding Aylesbury 

NOTE: None of the respondents indicated that existing taxi ranks were poorly located. 
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B.40 	 Only three of the public transport issues scored more than 10% of the maximum 
available points indicating that opinion was much less divided on public transport 
than for the other modes of transport. 

B.41 	 The highest scoring public transport issue was the very bad provision of bus services 
in villages surrounding Aylesbury (comment z). 25.6% of the available points were 
awarded to this comment.  Despite there being more comments to score in the public 
transport category this was the highest proportion of points awarded to any comment 
through all the analysis categories. 

B.42 	 The second highest scoring comment (y) was of a very similar nature to comment (z) 
and referred to the poor provision of bus services to some areas of the town. 
Comment (y) received 16.3% of the available points. 

B.43 	 Comment (aa) (provision of bus services after 7pm is inadequate) was the third 
highest scoring comment.  It received 15.1% of the available points for public 
transport. 

B.44 	 Comments (x) and (cc) each scored 9.3% of the available points.  Comment (x) was 
that the cost of short bus journeys was too high and comment (cc) was that buying 
tickets on buses increases bus journey times. 

Conclusion 

B.45 	 Analysis of the stakeholder response to the follow-up exercise showed that most 
considered accessibility to be the more significant strand of a parking and 
accessibility strategy.  28% of those who responded thought that accessibility was as 
important as parking.  This was supported by the discussions which took place 
between stakeholders during the consultation workshops. 

B.46 	 Definite trends were also revealed following analysis of the problems and issues 
relating to parking, walking, cycling and public transport in Aylesbury.  Comments 
that were considered important by many of the stakeholders were as follows: 

♦	 Car parking information in Aylesbury Town Centre is inadequate 
− there is a lack of information regarding the location of car parks 
− there is a lack of car park occupancy information 
− some car parks are consistently full while others are never filled 

♦	 Illegal parking in the town centre causes a nuisance and / or safety hazard to 
other road users such as pedestrians, cyclists and public transport users 

♦	 The inner ring road acts as a barrier deterring people from walking or cycling into 
the town centre from other parts of Aylesbury 

♦	 High volumes of motorised traffic (seen to be through traffic) deter people from 
walking or cycling into the town centre from other parts of Aylesbury 

♦	 Shared facilities for pedestrians and cyclists are seen as dangerous for both 
pedestrians and cyclists 

♦	 The poor standard and condition of footways makes access to the town centre 
difficult for those with mobility impairments and those with wheelchairs 
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♦	 The fragmented nature of existing cycle routes does not encourage people to 
cycle to the town centre 

♦	 Few employers provide trip end cycling facilities such as changing areas, 
showers and lockers available in the workplace 

♦	 very bad provision of bus services in certain parts of Aylesbury and the 
surrounding villages 

♦	 Evening provision of bus services (after 7pm) is inadequate 

B.47 	 When considering the analysis of the consultation responses it is important to 
remember that although 30 stakeholders attended the evening workshops only 18 
responded to the follow-up exercise and these did not necessarily attend. 
Regardless of the small number of people involved in the consultation, the 
information collected is invaluable for the development of a strategy.  Many of those 
involved in the process represent Council wards, representative organisations, or 
have a professional knowledge of parking, transport and accessibility during their 
working day. 

FUTURE CONSULTATION 

B.48 	 Further workshops are planned at later stages in the strategy development.  A 
workshop is planned following the submission of this report to Council officers.  The 
workshop will present a preliminary draft of the parking and accessibility strategy to 
the stakeholders involved in the first workshop.  Their opinion of the proposed 
strategy will be sought during the workshop.  The aim will be to determine whether 
the study team has correctly interpreted the initial consultation and to assess whether 
the correct balance between parking and accessibility has been found. 
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Table B.2 – Stakeholders Invited to Consultation Meeting 

Name Organisation 

Cllr Andrew Huxley Buckinghamshire County Council 

Cllr Chester Jones Buckinghamshire County Council 

Cllr Freda Roberts MBE JP Buckinghamshire County Council 

Cllr Bill Chapple Buckinghamshire County Council 

Cllr Margaret Aston Buckinghamshire County Council 

Cllr Mary Baldwin Aylesbury Vale District Council 

Cllr Chloe Willetts Aylesbury Vale District Council 

Cllr Carole Peternoster Aylesbury Vale District Council 

Cllr Ashley Bond Aylesbury Vale District Council 

Cllr David Thompson Aylesbury Vale District Council 

Cllr Abdul Khaliq Aylesbury Vale District Council 

Cllr Val Baxter Aylesbury Vale District Council 

Cllr Steven Kennell County / District Council 

Mrs Mary Danby Clerk to Aylesbury Town Council 

Mr Gary Bartlett Buckinghamshire County Council 

Mr John Kemplen Buckinghamshire County Council 

Mr Richard Ward Buckinghamshire County Council 

Mr Steve Orchard Buckinghamshire County Council 

Mrs Anne James Buckinghamshire County Council 

Mr Ian Duncan Buckinghamshire County Council 

Mr Andy Clarke Buckinghamshire County Council 

Mr Gerry Harvey Buckinghamshire County Council 

Mr Norman Skedge Aylesbury Vale District Council 

Mr David Betts Aylesbury Vale District Council 

Mr Phil Burns Aylesbury Vale District Council 

Mr Martin Dalby Aylesbury Vale District Council 

Mr John Byrne Aylesbury Vale District Council 

Mr John Hardwick Aylesbury Chamber of Commerce 

Mr Nick Cox Aylesbury Vale Chamber of Commerce 

Ms Jackie Sienkiewicz Boots the Chemist PLC 

Mr Tony Edwards Buckinghamshire Economic Partnership 
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Name Organisation 

Mr Peter Organ Friars Square Shopping Centre Management 

Mr Lee Boon Marks & Spencer PLC 

Mr Roger Simmons General Manager - The Hale Leys Shopping Centre 

Mr Richard Gill General Manager - James Beattie PLC 

Mr Stuart Yeoman Chiltern Railways 

Mr Tony Tallant Arriva The Shires 

Mr Roger Mott Motts Coaches 

Mr Taj Khan Red Rose Travel 

Mr Manzoor Hussain Hackney Carriage Association 

Mr Ron Sealy Private Hire Association 

Miss Margaret Spencer Aylesbury District - Access for All 

Mr Graham Aylett Aylesbury Old Town Residents' Association 

Mr Roger King Aylesbury Society 

Mr Colin Richardson Aylesbury Vale Transport Users Group 

Mr David Allen Buckinghamshire Disability Services 

Mr Dan Clucas Town Centre Manager 

Superintendent M Doyle Thames Valley Police 

Mr Bruce McArthur Crest Nicholson 
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Consultation Follow-up Letter 

3 March 2004 

Dear 

AYLESBURY TOWN CENTRE PARKING AND ACCESSIBILITY STRATEGY 
FEEDBACK FROM STAKEHOLDER MEETING 1 MARCH 2004 

We are writing to you with regard to the stakeholder meeting held in the county council 
offices on Monday 1 March 2004.  We were very pleased with the attendance and felt that 
the comments we received were extremely helpful.  All the comments made during the 
evening were noted and will be made reference to as the parking and accessibility strategy 
is developed. 

The attached sheets are a list of the comments which were noted during the evening.  These 
have been divided between the two related strands of the study; parking and accessibility. 
We mentioned during the meeting that we should also like to understand the importance that 
you, as a key stakeholder place upon resolving each of the issues listed.  To this end we 
would be grateful if you would take some time to read the attached sheets and indicate to us 
the importance that you place upon resolving each of these issues. 

Enclosed are stamped, addressed envelopes in which you can make your response.  If you 
would prefer to respond by e-mail please send a request to roger.burra@atkinsglobal.com 
and we shall be happy to send you an electronic copy of the problems / issues sheets.  We 
would be grateful to receive your comments before Friday 12 March 2004. 

We are extremely grateful to those who attended the meeting as it is very important that any 
strategy which is developed has the support and understanding of those who live and work 
in Aylesbury. If you were unable to attend we should still be grateful for you comments at 
this stage. 

Yours sincerely 
For and on behalf of 
Atkins highways and transportation 
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Follow-up Questionnaire 
We are interested in determining the relative weight given to the strands of the study by the 
key stakeholders. Could you please indicate whether you consider the parking, or 
accessibility, strand to be the most significant transport issue facing Aylesbury town centre 
by ticking the appropriate box below. 

Parking Accessibility 
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Parking 
The following nine comments were made with regard to parking in aylesbury town centre. 
Please read through the list and rank the problems. 

The ranking system applied will be used to identify the relative importance of the different 
elements raised by the group.  For example, if a particular item obtains a low score this will 
not preclude it from consideration by the study team.  Could you please indicate which of the 
issues you consider to be the most significant to aylesbury.  You can allocate 5 marks. 
These marks can be allocated to 5 different elements, or all 5 marks could be allocated to 
one item (if you consider it to be particularly significant), and any variation between. 

We have left space so that you can add problems / issues not listed which you would like to 
highlight. As we are developing a strategy we will take account of all the issues raised.  This 
exercise is designed to identify the issues that are most important to the people of aylesbury. 

Score 

(a) Short term parking areas within the town centre encourage too much 
traffic which poses a safety hazard / disadvantages pedestrians and 
cyclists 

(b) Uncontrolled parking causes delays to bus services making them less 
attractive 

(c) Some car parks are consistently full whilst others are never filled 

(d) Disabled motorists legally parked on double yellow lines endangers 
pedestrians and cyclists within the town centre 

(e) Signing to car parking places is inadequate 

(f) Illegal parking in the town centre obstructs the footway and the safe 
movement of pedestrians, cyclists and other vulnerable road users 

(g) No information telling motorists how full each car park is 

(h) No provision for coach or lorry parking 

(i) Insufficient disabled parking bays in the town centre 
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Accessibility 
The following 30 comments were made with regard to accessing aylesbury town centre 
using any mode of transport. Please read through the lists and rank the problems. 

The ranking system applied will be used to identify the relative importance of the different 
elements raised by the group.  For example, if a particular item obtains a low score this will 
not preclude it from consideration by the study team.  Could you please indicate which of the 
issues you consider to be the most significant to aylesbury.  You can allocate 5 marks per 
sub-heading list.  These marks can be allocated to 5 different elements, or all 5 marks could 
be allocated to one item (if you consider it to be particularly significant), and any variation 
between. 

We have left space so that you can add problems / issues not listed which you would like to 
highlight. As we are developing a strategy we will take account of all the issues raised.  This 
exercise is designed to identify the issues that are most important to the people of aylesbury. 

Score 

Walking 

(a) Pedestrian access to the town centre is poor from some car parks 

(b) Large number of heavy goods vehicles on roads discourages people from 
walking 

(c) Pedestrian routes into the town centre are poorly lit 

(d) Shared pedestrian  / cycle facilities are dangerous and dissuade both 
cyclists and pedestrians from using them 

(e) Poor standard of footways (gradients in particular) and dropped kerbs 
reduces the accessibility of the town centre by wheelchair users, those 
with mobility impairments or those with push chairs 

(f) Dark coloured street furniture within the centre represents a hazard for 
those with visual impairment 

(g) Inconsistent provision of audible and tactile devices at pedestrian 
crossings 

(h) Limited crossing facilities on the inner ring road represent a barrier to 
pedestrians and cyclists wishing to access the town centre 

(i) Too much through traffic in Aylesbury 

(j) Bus services within the pedestrianised town centre are dangerous 

(k) Limited signing or on-street maps to provide direction for pedestrians to 
key locations throughout the town 
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Score 

Cycling 

(l) Not enough short-stay cycle parking within the town centre 

(m) Not enough commuter cycle parking in town centre / at the workplace (NB 
commuter cycle parking typically needs a higher level of weather and theft 
protection than short stay cycle-parking) 

(n) Location of existing cycle parking should be improved 

(o) Cycle routes between residential areas and town centre are disjointed / 
discontinuous 

(p) Short distance to Aylesbury town centre makes cycling more trouble than 
its worth 

(q) ‘Trip End’ Cycle facilities (i.e. cycle parking / shower / changing facilities) 
are not available in the workplace 

(r) Existing cycle facilities (parking and cycle routes) are not well publicised 

(s) Existing cycle routes are not where they are most needed 

(t) Volume of traffic in town makes cycling unsafe 

(u) Speed of traffic in town makes cycling unsafe 

(v) Over-reliance on pavement cycle routes which are shared with 
pedestrians 
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Public Transport 

(w) Insufficient provision of areas for dial-a-ride customers to be picked up / 
set down 

(x) Cost of short bus journeys is too high. 

(y) Some areas of the town are poorly served by buses 

(z) Very bad provision of bus services in villages surrounding Aylesbury 

(aa) Provision of evening bus services (after 7pm) is inadequate 

(bb) School buses are too expensive to use 

(cc) Buying tickets on buses increases bus journey times 

(dd) Buses do not pick up / set down pedestrians in the central pedestrianised 
area 

(ee) Information about bus services is inadequate 

(ff) Not enough bus priority to make bus travel attractive 

(gg) Not enough taxi ranks in town centre 

(hh) Taxi ranks are not in the best locations 

Other comments 
The comments listed below were also made during the consultation meeting but are not 
necessarily problems or issues.  They will nevertheless be used during the formulation of a 
parking and accessibility strategy for aylesbury town centre. 

The list below contains a mixture of suggestions for improvement; details of the problems / 
issues on pages 2, 3 and 4; and comments specific to a particular area of aylesbury.  You do 
not need to score these comment they are only included for your information. 

•	 Developer funded dedicated bus routes which serves new developments have 
previously been a success. The services could be improved if they were also to 
serve existing areas of aylesbury. 

•	 Travel by bus would be more attractive if prepaid tickets could be used on buses. 
These would not necessarily be travel cards (which are already available and mostly 
used by commuters) but could be carnet style tickets which would be more attractive 
to occasional bus users. 
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•	 It would be easier for the council to publicise cycling in aylesbury if there were some 
continuous routes into the town centre (i.e. Flagship cycle routes) 

•	 The parking spaces in the friars square car park which are reserved for county 
council workers on weekdays are not always available to shoppers on the weekends. 

•	 Friars croft car park is under utilised on weekends.  If the pedestrian environment 
between the car park and the town centre were improved this car park may seem 
more attractive. 

•	 Long stay car parks are underused on weekends 

•	 Disagreement on whether the pedestrian link between the waterside development 
and the existing town centre will be interrupted by the inner ring road. 

•	 Congestion in aylesbury is not as bad as in high wycombe. 

•	 Peak hours in aylesbury are between 8 – 9am and between 5 – 6pm. 

•	 Retailers felt that park and ride would be beneficial as it would allow commuters to 
park on the outside of the town freeing up spaces for shoppers nearer the town 
centre. 

•	 In order for park and ride services to be a success in the current climate, 
complimentary bus priority measures would need to be provided. 

•	 The council operates a taxi voucher scheme in areas where there are no bus 
services. 

•	 Consultation – previously key stakeholders met with the county council periodically 
(3-4 times pa) to discuss mobility issues and any associated proposals. Since county 
reorganisation this link has been lost and as such there is not a good line of regular 
communication regarding walking/cycling/mobility issues. 

•	 Disabled parking – not considered to be sufficient disabled parking provision at the 
top of the high street, particularly as the gradient of the centre presents difficulties for 
wheel or pushchair access from the south. 

•	 Through traffic – was cited as a problem in aylesbury. 
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C. 	Traffic Data 
C.1 	 The County Council undertook traffic counts at six locations (see Figure  C.1) on 

Aylesbury’s radial routes on weekdays during March 2003. 

Figure C.1 – Aylesbury Road Network 

A413 Walton Street 

A41 High Street / 
Tring Road 

A418 Bierton Road 
/ Aylesbury RoadA413 Buckingham Road 

A418 Oxford Road 

A41 Bicester Road 

 5024971 	 C-2 
AppC-Traffic_Analysis.doc 



AYLESBURY PARKING & ACCESS STUDY 

Appendix C 

C.2 	 Atkins undertook further traffic counts on four of the radial routes on Saturday 27th 
March 2004.  The traffic counts recorded inbound traffic flows only. Table C.1 
compares weekday 12 hour and peak flows and five Saturday peak flows for key 
radial routes serving the town centre.  Observations made during the surveys are 
included in Table C.3 

Table C.1 – Twelve Hour and Peak Hour Traffic Flows 

ROAD WEEKDAY SATURDAY 

Inbound Traffic Flow Outbound Traffic Flow Inbound 

AM Peak 
Hour 

12 Hour PM Peak 
Hour 

12 Hour Peak Hour 

A41 Bicester Road 1280 8255 1122 8302 818 

A413 Buckingham 
Road 

1317 7803 1299 7485 No data 

A418 Bierton Road 1087 7808 1049 7776 660 

A41 High Street / 
Tring Road 

583 6095 917 7461 No data 

A413 Walton Street 
(2 Lane Dual) 

1806 13784 1738 13465 1346 

A418 Oxford Road 1146 9908 993 8906 628 

Proportion of Heavy Goods Vehicles (HGVs) 

C.3 	Table C.2 shows the proportion of HGVs on radial routes throughout the day.  The 
maximum HGV content and the time of its occurrence are indicated.  Weekday HGV 
levels are highest on Bicester Road, where 6.6% of the 12 hour flow is classified as 
HGVs. 

Table C.2 – HGV Proportions 

Road AADT 12 hour flow 
(both directions) 

HGV content 
12 hour AADT 

Highest HGV 
proportion 

Bicester Road 16557 1085 (6.6%) 11:00-12:00 (9.8%) 

Buckingham Road 15288 399 (2.6%) 12:00 -13:00 (4.5%) 

Bierton Road 15584 1013 (6.5%) 10:00 –11:00 (12.4%) 

High Street / Tring 
Road 

13556 554 (4.1%) 09:00 -10:00 (6.3%) 

Walton Street  27249 793 (2.9%) 07:00 - 08:00  (7%) 

Oxford Road 18814 821 (4.4%) 10:00 -11:00 (5.8%) 
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C.4 	 The proportions shown in Table C.2 are not significantly high and are typical for 
County roads in the south east.  HGV proportions on trunk roads are frequently 
above 15% and sometimes over 20%. 
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Table C.3 – Traffic Conditions on Radial Routes in Aylesbury 

Road DESCRIPTION AND COMMENT AM Peak 

Towards town 
Centre 

PM Peak 

Away from town 
Centre 

Saturday Peak 
(Towards Town Centre) 

Queue Comments Capacity 
Comments 

A41 

Bicester Road 

In the immediate vicinity of Aylesbury, there 
are several roundabouts and mini-
roundabouts dispersed along the length of 

Hourly (08:00-09:00) 

1280 

Hourly (17:00-18:00) 

1122 

Peak of 818 occurred 
both at 12:30 – 13:30 

and 13:30 – 14:30. 

In the AM peak, no queues or particularly slow moving 
traffic observed on any of the arms approaching the 
roundabout junction with the A4157.  

In the PM peak at 17:00, some slow moving traffic was 
observed at the roundabout junction with Griffin Lane, 
however this was not prolonged. 

Capacity 
approached in 
peak hours only 

Bicester Road.  There is a Toucan crossing 
situated between Griffin Lane and 
Stonehaven Road. 

15 Min (08:15–08:30) 

428 

15 Min (17:00:17:15) 

307 

A413 

Buckingham Road 

Buckingham Road is single lane carriageway 
in each direction but at the roundabout 
junction with Elmhurst Road and Weedon 

Hourly (08:00-09:00) 

1317 

Hourly (17:00-18:00) 

1299. 

N/A In the AM peak, at the mini-roundabout junction with 
Watermead, slow moving traffic queues start 
approximately 1km north of the roundabout 
approximately adjacent to the Weeden Hill Farm Major 
Development Area (MDA).  Slow moving traffic also 
evident on Watermead. 

In the PM peak at the roundabout junction with the 
A4157, there was some queuing from Waddon Chase. 

Capacity 
approached in 
peak hours only 

Road flares into two entry lanes. 15 Min (07:45–08:00) 

382 

15 Min (17:45–18:00) 

322 

A418 

Bierton Road / 
Aylesbury Road 

Bierton Road is single lane carriageway in 
each direction but at the roundabout junction 
with Elmhurst Road and Douglas Road flares 
into two entry lanes.  There is a cycle lane on 

Hourly (08:00-09:00) 

1087 

Hourly (17:00-18:00) 

1049 

Peak of 660      
(13:30 - 14:30) 

Flows of 652 and 614 
vehicles from 11:30 – 

12:30 and 12:30 – 13:30 

On Aylesbury Road, a 200m queue of slow moving traffic 
formed at the roundabout junction with the A4157 

In the PM peak a slow moving queue of 15 vehicles was 
present in the PM peak at 17:50 

Some scope for 
traffic growth 

the north east bound carriageway of 
Aylesbury Road towards Bierton. 15 Min (07:30–07:45) 

313 

15 Min (17:30–17:45) 

349 

A41 

High Street/Tring 
Road 

The carriageway is single lane in each 
direction, but flares into two lanes at the 
junction with Exchange Street.  The outer 
Orbital Road bisects Tring Road at a double 

Hourly (08:00-09:00) 

601 (away from 
centre) 

Hourly (17:00-18:00) 

917 

N/A Some delay in both directions of Tring Road at the 
junction with Oakfield Road at approximately 15:30 as 
traffic competed to turn into Oakfield Road, though this 
was not prolonged.  It was noted that traffic rarely used 
both approach lanes on the approaches to the mini 
roundabout, effectively reducing its operating capacity.  

In the PM peak at the junction with Oakfield Road, traffic 
flows were heavy but generally free flowing westbound.  
Eastbound, queues extended as far as Grecian Street in 
the left hand lane and were approximately 15 long in the 
right hand lane.  Queues caused by high volume of traffic 
from King Edward Avenue to Oakfield Road. 

Some scope for 
traffic growth 

mini roundabout, connecting Oakfield Road 
and King Edward Avenue. 15 Min (08:15–08:30) 

181 

15 Min (16:00–16:15) 

263 

A413 

Walton Street 

Walton Street is a dual lane carriageway in 
each direction, however at the roundabout 
junction with Exchange Street flares into 3 
entry lanes.  

Hourly (08:00-09:00) 

1806 

Hourly (17:00-18:00) 

1738 

Peak of 1356 
(11:30 and 12:30) 

Flows between 1101 and 
1346 vehicles per hour 

over the five hour period 
(11:30–16:30) 

A queue of approximately 15 vehicles was present at 
approximately 17:25, waiting to turn left. 

Some scope for 
traffic growth 

15 Min (08:30–08:45) 

495 

15 Min (16:00–16:15) 

428 
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Road DESCRIPTION AND COMMENT AM Peak 

Towards town 
Centre 

PM Peak 

Away from town 
Centre 

Saturday Peak 
(Towards Town Centre) 

Queue Comments Capacity 
Comments 

A418 

Oxford Road 

Oxford Road is a single lane carriageway in 
each direction, however at the roundabout 
junction with Friarage Road and Gatehouse 
Road flares into two entry lanes.  An inbound 
bus lane extends from the Friarage 
Road/Gatehouse Road junction to Pearsons 
Close.  In addition, there is a signalised 
pedestrian crossing in the vicinity of 
Aylesbury College.  There are also traffic 
signals at the junction with Churchill Avenue 
and Fowler Road. 

Hourly (08:00-09:00) 

1146 

Hourly (17:00-18:00) 

1000 (towards centre) 

Peak of 628      
(13:30-14:30) 

Flows between 555 and 
628 vehicles per hour 

over the four hour period 
(11:30–15:30) 

In the AM peak, queues and slow moving vehicles 
stretch from the mini roundabout junction with Great 
Meadow Way to the vicinity of Churchill Avenue.  In part 
this is due to the provision of an all red stage at the 
junction with Churchill Avenue junction to accommodate 
pedestrian movements. 

Little opportunity 
for traffic Growth 

15 Min (08:15–08:30) 

297 

15 Min (18:45–19:00) 

368 
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D. 	 Bus Priority Proposals for Radial Routes 
D.1 	 The following proposals for each key radial route are detailed in Volume 5 of the 

BCCLTP - Aylesbury Urban Area Strategy: 

A41 High Street / Tring Road 

♦	 An inbound bus lane from New Broughton Lane, from Bedgrove to Regent Road 
and from Limes Avenue to King Edward Avenue. 

♦	 A new signal controlled junction will replace the roundabouts with King Edward 
Avenue and A4157 Oakfield Road. 

♦	 A new signal controlled junction will replace the A41 High Street junction with 
Park Street and Walton Road. 

A418 Bierton Road 

♦	 No bus priority measures are currently proposed as this route should be relieved 
of through traffic by provision of a link from the east of Bierton to the Stocklake 
link. This will allow buses to use the Stocklake bus priority corridor and provide 
access between Bierton Road and the proposed Park and Ride facility at the 
eastern end of the Stocklake link. 

A413 Buckingham Road 

♦	 Inbound bus lanes are proposed from the northern edge of the new development 
at Weedon Road to the Watermead roundabout. 

♦	 An outbound bus lane will be provided between Whaddon Chase and A4157. 
♦	 New traffic signals will replace the roundabout at the junction with Weedon 

Road. 
♦	 New signals are also being considered at the Dunsham Lane junction.    

A41 Bicester Road. 

♦	 An inbound bus lane from the west edge of the proposed development area will 
extend to Stonehaven Road. 

♦	 New traffic signals at Jackson Road/Dickens Way, Rabans Lane, Meadowcroft 
and Griffin Lane to replace the existing roundabouts. 

♦	 Inbound bus lane will be built on the approaches to the Royal Buckinghamshire 
Hospital Junction. 

A413 Walton Street/Wendover Road 

♦	 Inbound bus lanes will be provided from Eastcote Road to Spenser Road and 
from Wendover Way to the A413/B4443 Walton Gyratory. 

♦	 Bus lanes could also be provided on both sides of the dual carriageway section 
of the A413 section of Walton Street. 
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E. 	 Provision for Bus Services in and Around 
Aylesbury 

EXISTING PROVISION OF BUS SERVICES 

E.1 	 Aylesbury is served by a mixture of local and long distance bus services.  The 
majority of services are operated by Arriva, one of the five big bus operators in 
Britain. Other local operators include Star Travel, Motts Travel and Red Rose Travel. 
Arriva operate all of the commercial bus services within Aylesbury, with other 
operators’ services receiving revenue support.  Figure E.1 (on page E-5) shows the 
bus routes that serve the Aylesbury Urban Area. 

E.2 	Table E.1 lists the bus routes in Aylesbury with a weekday (Monday to Saturday) 
frequency of greater than one bus per hour. The table lists eight routes.  The highest 
frequency services are provided on Routes 9 (every 10 – 12 minutes between 
Aylesbury and Stoke Mandeville Hospital) and on the Silver Rider service (every 4 
minutes between Aylesbury and Fairford Leas).  Five of the routes do not operate on 
weekday evenings or on Sundays.  The Silver Rider service does not operate on 
Sundays. Services 2 and 36 also provide more than two buses an hour.  Both routes 
link Aylesbury and Haydon Hill.  Route 2 also serves Bedgrove. 

Table E.1 – High Frequency Bus Services to / from Aylesbury 

MON - SAT 

Service Route Daytime 
(Per hour) 

Evening 
(Per hour) 

Sunday 
(Per hour) 

2 Haydon Hill – Quarrendon – 
Aylesbury – Narbeth Drive – 
Bedgrove 

3 See 
Route 9/61 

See 
Route 9/501 

3 Aylesbury – Southcourt – Ellen Road 
– Churchill Avenue 

2 n/a n/a 

9 Stoke Mandeville Hospital – 
Southcourt – Aylesbury 

5 – 6 1 1 

36 Aylesbury – Elmhurst – Quarrendon 
– Haydon Hill 

2 – 4 See 
Route 9 

See Route 9 

54 Aylesbury – Chiltern Park – Weston 
Turnville – Wendover – Halton Camp   

2 See 
Route 61A 

See 
Route 61A 

280 Aylesbury – Haddenham – Thame – 
Wheatley – Oxford 

2 3-4 
journeys 

1 

500 Aylesbury – Tring – Berkhamstead – 
Hemel Hempstead – Kings Langley – 
Watford 

2 See 
Route 501 

See 
Route 501 
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MON - SAT 

Service Route Daytime 
(Per hour) 

Evening 
(Per hour) 

Sunday 
(Per hour) 

Silver 
Rider 

Aylesbury – Aylesbury Rail Station – 
Fairford Leas 

4 2 – 3 n/a 

E.3 	 Nine bus routes operate an hourly service on Mondays to Saturdays.  These routes 
are listed in Table  E.2. Of these routes, three do not operate in the evenings or on 
Sundays and three operate at a much reduced frequency.  Route 261 does not 
operate in the evenings but does provide three buses on Sundays.  Only route 323 
provides an hourly service every day and in the evenings. 

Table E.2 – Hourly Bus Services to / from Aylesbury 

MON - SAT 

Service Route Daytime 
(Per hour) 

Evening 
(Per hour) 

Sunday 
(Per hour) 

4 The Coppice – Cleveland Park – 
Elmhurst – Aylesbury – Fairford Leys 
– Prebendal Farm 

1 n/a n/a 

16 Aylesbury – Jackson Road – 
Waddenson – Quainton (– Westcott) 

1 1 journey 3 journeys 

61 Aylesbury – Tring – Marsworth – 
Ivinghoe – Dunstable – Luton 

1 See 
Route 61A 

n/a 

66 Aylesbury – Weedon Turn – 
Whitchurch – Winslow – Padbury – 
Buckingham 

1 1 journey Every 2 
hours 

261 Aylesbury- Cuddington – Chearsley – 
Long Crendon – Thame – Chinnor (– 
Worminghall) 

1 n/a 3 journeys 

323 High Wycombe – Naphill – Princes 
Risborough – Butler Cross – 
Aylesbury 

1 1 1 

324 High Wycombe – Naphill – Prince 
Risborough – Little Kimble – 
Aylesbury 

1 See 
Route 323 

See 
Route 323 

X15/65 Aylesbury – Wing – Leighton 
Buzzard – Bletchley – Milton Keynes 

Hourly 
(every 30 
mins Sat) 

1 journey 4 journeys 

E.4 	 Six routes (listed in Table  E.3) are operated as low frequency services on Mondays 
to Saturdays. Many of these routes however are planned to complement the higher 
frequency services listed in Table  E.1 and Table  E.2. For example routes 61, 61A, 
63 and 64 serve the same areas with slightly different routes and frequencies.  Route 
501 provides the evening and Sunday services that are not catered for by Route 500. 
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Table E.3 – Low Frequency Bus Services to / from Aylesbury 

MON - SAT 

Service Route Daytime Evening Sunday 

11 Oakley – Brill – Long Crendon – 
Thame – Haddenham – Aylesbury 

2 – 5 
journeys 

(M-F only) 

n/a n/a 

61A Aylesbury – Tring – Marsworth – 
Ivinghoe 

n/a 1 journey n/a 

63/64 Aylesbury – Weston Turnville – 
Halton – Tring – Cheddington (63) or 
Pitstone (64) then Ivinghoe 

5 – 8 
journeys 

See 
Route 61A 

n/a 

65 (Stoke Mandeville Hospital) – 
Aylesbury – Wingrave – Aston 
Abbots – Leighton Buzzard 

4 – 6 
journeys 

n/a n/a 

260 (Aylesbury –) Thame – Shabbingdon 
– Ickford – Worminghall – Wheatley – 
Headington – Oxford  

6 journeys 1 journey n/a 

501 Aylesbury – Tring – Berkhamstead – 
Hemel Hemstead – Kings Langley – 
Watford 

n/a 2 journeys Hourly 

E.5 	 A number of longer distance services also provide local journeys within Aylesbury. 
This includes hourly services to Luton, Buckingham, and Milton Keynes and a half 
hourly service to High Wycombe1 and Watford. 

1 This is made up of the hourly 323 and hourly 324 services. 
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F. 	 Current Walking Policies & Strategies 

WALKING OBJECTIVES 

F.1 	 Current walking objectives for Aylesbury draw upon the County Strategy, as 
established in October 2001 and are set out in the policy document ‘Encouraging 
Walking in Buckinghamshire’.  The County Walking Strategy has been developed 
through reference to, and a detailed understanding of national objectives (including 
the Urban and Rural White Papers ‘Our Towns and Cities: The Future’ and ‘Our 
Countryside: The Future’, November 2000) and regional responsibilities (through the 
SE Regional Transport Strategy and the Local Government Act 2000).  Local studies 
(including ‘A Quality Pedestrian Network for Aylesbury’, October 1997, and 
‘Aylesbury Walking Audit’ Study, April 2000), commissioned by Aylesbury Vale 
District Council and Bucks County Council provided a greater appreciation of local 
issues, in order to establish a comprehensive framework of targets and objectives to 
achieve a real increase in the number of journeys by foot at regional and local levels.  

F.2 	 The provision of a safe and integrated walking network serving both existing journey 
specific and recreational related pedestrian movements, and encouraging higher 
levels of walking, has been identified as the most fundamental element of the County 
Walking Strategy.  As such, the primary objective is “to provide safe and high quality 
facilities for pedestrians” which sets the context in which to promote increased 
walking but also, in turn, achieve improved levels of general health and wider 
environmental benefit.  

F.3 	 Walking constitutes an element of all trips undertaken, whether it be as the 
predominant travel mode or serving as a link at the start, end or between other 
modes, and in so doing it highlights the need to ensure that pedestrian issues are 
incorporated in the decision making process for all evolving land use, transport, traffic 
management, parking, road safety, public transport and cycle network proposals for 
the town. Wider strategic walking objectives have also therefore been established to 
encourage a consistent and coordinated approach to pedestrian appraisal within all 
other inter-related strategies, namely; 

♦ consideration of the needs of pedestrians in all highway schemes;  
♦ improvement of existing facilities for pedestrians; 
♦ evaluation of the needs of all ages and levels of mobility;   
♦ reduction in the pedestrian casualty rate; and 
♦ promotion of walking journeys.  

RELATED POLICY AREAS 

F.4 	 In addition to the objectives set out in the Walking Strategy there are a number of 
other policy areas which share common sustainable travel objectives including Road 
Safety Strategies, Safer Routes to School Initiatives, Green Travel and School Travel 
Plans. These common goals are drawn together and constitute a number of the 
‘Primary Objectives’ defined in the Local Transport Plan (vol. 1, p32) as follows; 
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♦	 to protect and enhance the built and natural environment; 
♦	 to improve safety for all who travel; 
♦	 to contribute to an efficient economy and to support sustainable growth in 

appropriate locations; 
♦	 to improve accessibility to everyday facilities for all, including those without a car; 
♦	 to promote the integration of all forms of transport and land use planning, leading 

to a better, more efficient transport system; 
♦	 to promote the maintenance and improvement of the transport network for the 

benefit of all; and 
♦	 to raise awareness in the community of the consequence of different travel 

choices. 

WALKING SCHEME DELIVERY 

F.5 	 The Walking Strategy outlines that there is in the region of £240,000 of County 
funding available each year specifically for pedestrian initiatives; in addition to that, 
funding can be indirectly secured through other land use, transport, traffic 
management or safety related schemes.  The Local Transport Plan sets out the 
programme for the prioritised delivery of these schemes and initiatives which, in the 
case of specific actions to achieve strategic walking objectives includes;  

♦	 Priority for pedestrians in all schemes (over cyclists, public transport, and other 
road users) 

♦	 Development of a comprehensive and fully integrated network of walking routes 
which fulfil the IHT five C’s criteria; connectivity, comfort, convenient, convivial 
and conspicuous (IHT ‘Providing for Journeys on Foot’, 2000).  To be provided in 
accordance with Bucks Traffic Management Group best practice guidelines for 
pedestrian provision within all highway schemes. 

♦	 Initial focus on the provision of improved pedestrian facilities within the town 
centre, serving key links between attractors and generators, and radiating 
outwards over time along the main radial and ring roads and other areas of high 
or suppressed pedestrian activity.  

♦	 Application of a standardised ‘Walking Audit’ checklist format to ensure that 
pedestrians are considered in respect of all new transport and land use 
schemes; notably the large scale Waterside Development within the town centre, 
and the MDA schemes on the outskirts.  Pedestrian provision within all new 
development schemes is to be provided in accordance with the DETR Design 
Bulletin 32 ‘Residential Roads and Footpaths’ (1992) and ‘Places, Streets and 
Movement’ (1998), and the County level ‘Residential Road Layout Standards’ 
document. 

♦	 Incorporation of the needs of all ages and levels of mobility (including children, 
the elderly and the mobility, visually and hearing impaired) through a wide range 
of considerations and associated consultation with local stakeholders and 
relevant organisations.  Issues include consistency in footway standards, such 
as minimum footway widths where high pedestrian flows are identified 
(exceeding two-way flow of 300 per hour), provision of tactile paving and 
dropped kerb facilities at crossing points, appropriate footway crossfalls and kerb 
upstands, prevention or removal of footway obstructions and restrictions to 
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sightlines through careful planning of street furniture features and measures 
such as on-street parking, provision of amenities including seating in central 
locations and at bus stop,s and support for initiatives such as Shopmobility, 
which seek to improve accessibility for those with disabilities through a range of 
measures including ensuring that disabled parking is provided near to key 
attractors and generators to minimise walking distances.  

♦	 Provision of measures which reflect consistency and integration with other 
sustainable transport initiatives.  In terms of public transport facilities this will 
include consideration of pedestrian access arrangements at bus/rail 
interchanges, together with the appropriate on-street location of bus stops and 
adequate waiting facilities.  In the case of cyclists there are recognised benefits 
in establishing a similar network of pedestrian and cycle routes, but shared 
facilities on these routes should only be provided where there is no other viable 
alternative, or where there may be an identified need to develop facilities for 
young and/or inexperienced riders, and these should be segregated routes 
wherever possible. 

♦	 Consideration of all requests for the provision of new, or improved, pedestrian 
crossing facilities are to be reviewed on an annual basis.  Standard levels of 
provision are to include the wider use of puffin facilities, the provision of 
minimum pedestrian wait times, intervals of not more than 200m between 
crossing facilities on major roads, provision of dropped kerbs and tactile paving 
at all new crossing points and side road entry treatments, together with defined 
maximum upstands and preferred/maximum footway gradients. 

♦	 Maintenance inspections of footways are to be undertaken in accordance with 
County Policy which sets out monthly intervals for footways in main shopping 
and busy urban areas, three monthly intervals for other urban and busy rural 
footways and six monthly intervals for any other footways, together with repair of 
all reported defects within 24hrs of notification.  Maintenance resources must 
prioritise issues within areas of high pedestrian activity.  

♦	 Provision of a more comprehensive and integrated approach to the delivery of 
sustainable travel initiatives through the development of closer working 
partnerships and consultation with other relevant organisations, including other 
local authority departments (such as health, education, planning, public rights of 
way, transport and road safety), Thames Valley Police, the Health Authority, the 
Tourist Board, the ‘Access for All’ Group, Aylesbury Vale Transport Users Group, 
Aylesbury Old Town Residents Association, pedestrian and cycling associations, 
public transport operators, schools and workplaces. 

♦	 Better publicity of pedestrian provision and promotion of walking for both journey 
specific and recreational trips through provision of improved on-street signage 
and town centre plans and coordination with local media and other organisations 
where appropriate, many of which are detailed above, in support of campaigns 
and initiatives to promote sustainable travel choices such as ‘Health for All’, 
‘Access for All’, ‘Think’ and ‘Walk to School Week’.   

WALKING TARGETS 

F.6 	 The strategic objectives are also supported by quantifiable targets through which it is 
possible to establish any real reduction in car dependency and most specifically in 
terms of the Walking Strategy, progress towards a safer pedestrian environment and 
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identification of any change in the level of journeys made on foot.  Key pedestrian 
targets set out in both the Walking Strategy itself and other inter-related strategies 
include; 

♦	 An increase in the average proportion of residents, in the county as a whole, 
travelling to work on foot, from 9% in 1991 to 15% in 2011.  (To be assessed 
through analysis of 2011 census data, together with the results of an annual 
survey of 1500 households throughout the County, a ‘Travel Choice’ Survey of 
Council employees also undertaken on an annual basis, and the monitoring of 
pedestrian movement at key locations). 

♦	 Best Value Performance Indicator No.165 (BVPI No. 165) - All pedestrian 
crossings to have facilities for people with disabilities by 2001/02. 

♦	 Best Value Performance Indicator No.99 (BVPI No. 99) – A reduction of 40% in 
the pedestrian casualty rate by 2010, (from base line average 1994-98), which 
represents a County target of 7.53 by 2010. 

F.7 	 An increase in the level of walking to school by 10% in the first year and an extra 
7.5% for each of the next four years for each school where a Safer Routes to School 
(SRS) scheme is introduced.  SRS projects also seek to contribute to a reduction in 
the child pedestrian casualty rate by 50% over five years. 
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G. 	 Detailed Review of Walking Network 

EXISTING CONDITIONS FOR WALKING 

G.1 	 Aylesbury is a compact and relatively flat town, which makes it well suited for 
walking. Most shops and services are contained within the 2.5km 2 area bounded by 
the outer ring road, while the inner ring road encircles the very core of the town 
centre, a 0.25km2 area characterised as a ‘quiet route’ zone with some 
pedestrianisation and restricted vehicular access.  

G.2 	 The population densities are highest in the residential areas outside the ring roads. 
Many of these residential areas are relatively self-contained with some local shops, 
services and schools. They are linked by means of local distributor and residential 
spur roads to the key radial routes which provide direct in and outbound connection 
with the town centre. 

G.3 	 Further growth is anticipated beyond these existing residential areas with two 
confirmed MDAs: Weedon Hill (to the north); and Berryfields (to the north-west) 
which, when completed in 2011 will provide a further 3850 homes. 

Attractors and Generators 

G.4 	 The existing key attractors and generators, identified throughout the town of 
Aylesbury, are as follows: 

♦	 Public Transport 

− Railway Station 


− Bus Interchange 


♦	 Parking Areas 

− 11 public car parks identified in the town centre 


♦	 Shopping Areas 

− Friars Square Shopping Centre 

− Hale Leys Shopping Centre 

− Cambridge Street Retail Park 

− Elm Farm Road Shops 

− Jansell Square Shops 

− Parton Road Shops 

− Dunsham Lane Shops 

− Vale Park Retail Park 

− Bicester Road Retail Park 

− Meadowcroft Shops 


− Walton Court Shops 

♦	 Services and Local Community Facilities 


− County Hall
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− Library 


− Stoke Mandeville Hospital 

− Police Station 


− HM Young Offenders Institution 

− Royal Buckinghamshire Hospital 

− Manor House NHS Trust 

− St Marys Church  

− Rabans Lane Industrial Estate  


♦	 Entertainment, Leisure and Local Interest 

− Guttman Sports Centre 

− Alfred Rose Park 

− Victoria Park 


− Vale Park 


− Aqua Vale Leisure Centre 

− The Exchange Cinema Complex 

− County Museum 


− Grand Union Canal 

− Football Ground 

− Edinburgh Sports Ground 


♦	 Schools and Colleges 

− 29 establishments identified, including Aylesbury College 


Hierarchy of Walking Routes 

G.5 	 A hierarchical network of primary and secondary pedestrian routes has been 
determined through identification of the most direct links between the major attractors 
and generators throughout the town and some understanding of the nature and 
levels of pedestrian movement associated with these features.  In the case of 
Aylesbury the radial and ring roads which define the towns existing strategic road 
network, together with the central ‘quiet route’ zone, also serve to provide the most 
direct routes for pedestrian movements and as such represent the primary hierarchy 
of the walking network, whilst the lower trafficked local roads predominantly serving 
the residential areas constitute the secondary ‘feeder’ routes. 

Primary Walking Routes 

i) Town Centre 

G.6 	 The ‘quiet routes’ within the town centre comprise Buckingham Street, Cambridge 
Place, Hale Street, Railway Street, Britannia Street, Bourbon Street, George Street, 
Rickfords Hill, Castle Street, Parsons Fee, Church Street, Temple Street, St Marys 
Square, Ripon Street, Long Lional, Nelson Terrace, Coopers Yard, Market Street, 
Granville Street, Kingsbury  and sections of Walton Street, Cambridge Street and the 
High Street.  The level of priority afforded to vulnerable road users within this zone 
highlights recognition of the importance of the facilitation and promotion of a high 
level of pedestrian activity in the centre.   
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ii) Inner Relief Road 

G.7 	 The Inner Relief Road comprises the A418 New Street (north to east), the A41 
Exchange Street (east to south), the A41 Friarage Road (south to west) and the 
A418 Oxford Road (west to north).  These routes are characterised by high levels of 
vehicular movement and pedestrian activity alike, with conflicting demands for priority 
over limited road space. 

iii) Outer Relief Road 

G.8 	 The Outer Relief Road is essentially only an east-west link, to the north of the town 
centre, between the A41 Tring Road and the A418/A41 western junction of the Inner 
Relief Road, via the A4157 Oakfield Road, Douglas Road, Elmhurst Road and 
Weedon Road, and the A41 Gatehouse Road respectively.  In vehicular terms it is 
not considered a fully circuitous route as King Edward Avenue and Wendover Way, 
which represent the most direct continuation of the ring road to the south-eastern 
side of the town, are only local roads.  However, in reality these are well used by 
vehicular and non-vehicular traffic.  The A413 Walton Street provides the onward 
connection to the southern A41 Friarage Road/Exchange Street junction of the Inner 
Relief Road. The Outer Relief Routes present the same issues for more vulnerable 
road users as the Inner Relief Road in terms of conflicting demands with vehicular 
traffic for existing road space. 

iv) Radial Roads 

G.9 	 There are seven radial routes providing the most direct connectivity between the 
outlying areas, the Outer and Inner Relief Roads and the town centre.  To the north 
of the town the A413 Buckingham Road serves north to south movements, the A418 
Aylesbury Road/Bierton Road/Cambridge Street provides north-east to south-west 
movements and the A41 Bicester Road facilitates north-west to south-east 
movements.  To the south of the town, the A413 Wendover Road/Walton Street and 
the B4443 run side by side, serving south-east to north-west movements.  The A41 
Aston Clinton Road/Tring Road/High Street provides an east-west link to the eastern 
side of the town, whilst the A418 Oxford Road provides a west to south-west link to 
the western side of the town.  In terms of local pedestrian movements, the radial 
routes provide the most direct links between the outlying residential areas and the 
town centre, either for onward journeys on foot or as part of linked travel, at trip origin 
or destination, with local bus services operating along these routes. 

Secondary Walking Routes 

i) Local Distributor/Feeder Routes  

G.10 	 Key local distributor roads which provide the most direct route through the residential 
areas and pockets of development and, in turn, feed into the Primary Walking Route 
Network, can serve both local movements and encourage rat running and, as such, 
are defined as Secondary Walking Routes.  The routes are characterised by more 
varying, but generally lower levels of both motorised and non-motorised activity than 
on the Inner and Outer Relief Road and Radial Routes, which sets the scope for 
evaluation of a differing level and range of pedestrian provision.  Particular routes of 
this nature identified within Aylesbury include roads such as Vale Park 
Drive/Stocklake, Dunsham Lane, Wendover Way/King Edward Avenue, Gatehouse 

 5024971 	 G-4 
AppG-Walking_Network.doc 



AYLESBURY PARKING AND ACCESS STUDY 

Appendix G 

Road, Prebendal Avenue/Stoke Road, Park Street/Walton Road, Camborne 
Avenue/Bedgrove and Meadowcroft. 

ii) Residential Routes 

G.11 	 Unclassified roads which predominantly serve only local movements between 
homes, schools and any other shops and services contained within the residential 
areas and pockets of development are also defined as Secondary Walking Routes. 
These routes are characterised by significantly lower levels of vehicular and non-
vehicular movement than on the Local Distributor and Feeder Routes.  

G.12 	 There are 13 existing defined residential areas throughout Aylesbury.  Manor Park 
and Walton are located within the bounds of the Outer Relief Road but the remainder 
are situated beyond this semi-circuitous route.  Haydon Hill and Quarrendon are 
located to the north-western side of the town; Watermead and Elmhurst are located 
to the north-east; Broughton is situated to the east; Bedgrove is located to the 
southern side of the town, while Fairford Leys, Prebendal Farm, California, 
Southcourt and Walton Court are all situated to the south and south-west.  

G.13 	 Secondary Routes within these areas include Anton Way/Bowler Road, Belgrave 
Road, Argyle Avenue/Coventon Road, Broughton Avenue, Fowler Road and Limes 
Avenue. 

Route Observations 

G.14 	 An assessment has been undertaken of roads within each level of the identified 
walking route hierarchy to gain a general appreciation of route characteristics in 
terms of the volume and proportion of vehicular and non-vehicular movements, 
together with a more detailed understanding of the level, consistency and condition of 
existing pedestrian provision, as well as the identification of any more specific 
walking related road safety or personal security issues.  

Town Centre 

G.15 	 The area bounded by the Inner Relief Road represents the town centre.  It is a 
compact zone, characterised by ‘quiet routes’ where there is limited or no permissible 
vehicular access. The main shopping streets comprise Market Square, Bourbon 
Street, Cambridge Street, High Street, Buckingham Street, Market Street, Britannia 
Street, Kingsbury, Temple Street and George Street, but there are also two covered 
shopping areas (Hale Leys and Friars Square) contained within this central area.  In 
addition to extensive office space and commercial property, other key services and 
facilities located in this vicinity include the bus station, museum, civic centre, cinema, 
and county hall. 

G.16 	 The Market Square appears to provide a focal point for both local pedestrian activity 
and visitors to the area.  Within this area, rising bollards restrict vehicular movements 
to emergency service access, and disabled badge and permit holders only 
throughout the day, and lockable bollards provide full pedestrianisation of the Market 
Square (Figure G.1 and Figure G.2). 
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Figure G.1 – Market Square 

G.17 	 The low level of traffic movement within the centre, together with recent rejuvenation 
of the central streetscape, through measures such as landscaping, extensive block 
paving and the provision of amenities including seating areas and cycle stand 
facilities, enhance the aesthetic appeal of the town centre.  Commonality in the 
colour for all street furniture also presents a sense of consistency and identity within 
the town centre, although the choice of a black livery does present some concern 
regarding conspicuity of features such as low level railings, which present a potential 
trip hazard for those with visual impairments.    

Figure G.2 – Market Square 

G.18 	 In accordance with the direction of the Walking Strategy, pedestrian improvements 
appear to have initially focussed on the regeneration of the Market Square and 
Bourbon Street, which represent the very core of the town centre and, as such, this 
presents a marked contrast with the inconsistency and low standard and level of 
pedestrian provision on neighbouring roads within the immediate vicinity.  Footways 
along the surrounding roads vary in width and general condition, and extreme 
crossfalls (see Figure G.3) and high kerbs, with limited dropped kerb provision within 
close proximity to pedestrian desire lines, present a localised hazard and a restriction 
in accessibility for pushchair and wheelchair users in particular.  
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Figure G.3 – Example of Severe Crossfall at a Crossing Point on Kingsbury 

G.19 	 Where facilities have been provided to assist pedestrian movement, such as the 
zebra crossing in place on Buckingham Road (Figure  G.4), these are in a generally 
poor state of repair.  

Figure G.4 – Zebra Crossing Facility on Buckingham Road 

G.20 	 In addition to the low level of existing facilities and priority for pedestrians beyond the 
central core of the town, another immediately apparent issue is the limited on-street 
information to provide direction between the key attractors and generators throughout 
the centre. There is a large plan on display in the bus station, which provides a 
comprehensive street layout to enable visitors to identify all the main roads and 
facilities, together with crossing facilities, within the centre.  However, in the Market 
Square, which is the most central location and a focal point for pedestrian activity, 
there is no similar provision to assist visitors to the area in orientation around the 
town. There are a few fingerpost signs in place but these provide minimal advice and 
are, in the main, positioned in inconspicuous locations. 
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Figure G.5 – Fingerpost Signing on the Southern and North-Eastern Entries to 

Market Square 


Inner Relief Road 

G.21 	 The Inner Relief Road is characterised by two lane carriageway in both directions, 
throughout the majority of this circuitous route.  All pedestrian access to the shops 
and services within the town centre involves negotiation of this road but physical 
segregation between opposing traffic flows along the dualled links (see Figure G.6) 
also presents a barrier to pedestrian movement, restricting at-grade access to and 
from the centre to existing provision at one of the 11 roundabout controlled junctions 
serving this route. 

Figure G.6 – Upper Hundreds Way & Oxford Road 

Upper Hundreds Way	 Oxford Road 
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G.22 	 New Street, which constitutes part of the north-eastern section of the Inner Relief 
Road, is the only single lane link and, as such there is some at-grade provision for 
pedestrians along this section, which takes the form of two 3m wide refuges 
complete with dropped kerbing and buff tactile paving.  However, low level signing 
means that these facilities are not very conspicuous at distance from the crossing 
points. At the southern end of this street, there is also a staggered pelican crossing 
facility in place at the roundabout controlled junction with Cambridge Street.  This is 
one of only four signal controlled facilities in place throughout the length of the Inner 
Relief Road; the other crossings are located on Upper Hundreds Way (Figure G.7) at 
the southern junction with Vale Park Drive and on Friarage Road (south-western 
section) at the northern junction with Station Way and the southern junction with 
Walton Road. There is dropped kerbing and red tactile paving at each of these 
signal controlled crossings but there is not anti-skid surfacing in place on all 
approaches. 

Figure G.7 - Pedestrian Facilities on New Street and Upper Hundreds Way 

New Street 	 Upper Hundreds Way 

G.23 	 Eight of the roundabouts on the Inner Relief Road provide connection with the Radial 
Routes serving the town and as such represent key routes for pedestrian movement. 
Whilst there are facilities in place to assist pedestrian crossing movements on the 
majority of the arms at these roundabouts, provision is relatively inconsistent and 
affords limited priority to pedestrian movement.  There are, for example, zebra 
crossings, with dropped kerbs and red tactile paving, in place to enable negotiation of 
all arms of the roundabouts at both the northern and southern ends of Oxford Road 
(north-western section) but these triple and dual roundabout linked junctions can 
represent some confusion and necessary deviation from the most direct route for 
pedestrians. 

G.24 	 There is a greater level of pedestrian crossing provision along Friarage Road, which 
constitutes the south-western section of the Inner Relief Road.  In addition to the 
zebra crossing in place at the northern junction with Oxford Road there is a 
staggered pelican crossing facility on the southern arm of the roundabout controlled 
junction with Rickfords Hill. The signal controlled crossing serves a popular 
pedestrian desire line as the western arm of the roundabout constitutes the northern 
end of Station Way, a loop road providing direct access to Aylesbury rail station and 
in turn, also serves additional movements generated by the supermarket, hospital, 
college, schools and surrounding residential areas further to the south of the road 
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and the rail line, but linked by a neighbouring road and the footbridge over the rail 
tracks. 

G.25 	 There is no at-grade provision for pedestrians to cross at the roundabout where the 
southern end of the Station Way loop road meets Friarage Road but there is a 
pedestrian crossing a little further east along the Inner Relief Road, at the junction 
with Walton Street. There are also other facilities in place along the section of the 
Inner Relief Road between the roundabout controlled junctions with Station Way.  An 
enclosed footbridge links the multi-storey car park, occupying the land between 
Friarage Road and Station Way, with Friars Square Shopping Centre, whilst two 
underpasses provide similar connection between the shopping centre and both the 
car park and the rail station.  Whilst underpasses are not generally considered an 
attractive option for pedestrians, in the absence of any at-grade provision at these 
locations, these facilities were generally well used during site observations.  There 
are similar facilities also in place at the northern end of Upper Hundred Way and at 
the north-eastern end of Exchange Street.  

G.26 	 There is no priority for pedestrian movements in the vicinity of the rail station and 
only limited provision to facilitate safe access to and from the underpass providing 
connection between the station and the town centre.  There is a mini-roundabout in 
place immediately outside the station and provision only for pedestrians to cross the 
eastern arm, which constitutes the popular desire line leading towards the Inner 
Relief Road underpass.  The raised table feature (shown in Figure G.8) in place at 
this location, together with both associated carriageway and footway markings is very 
worn. 

Figure G.8 – Raised Table Feature outside the Railway Station 

G.27 	 There are both bus and rail service information boards on display outside the rail 
station but there is no street plan or any other information to provide any means of 
orientation for visitors to Aylesbury. The only signing on immediate exit from the 
station provides direction only to the bus station.  Further fingerpost signing is 
provided at some distance from the station (Figure G.9), where the raised table 
feature facilitates pedestrian access to the underpass leading to the town centre, but 
the number of signs and variety of styles presents a confused and cluttered 
impression.  No other pedestrian signing was observed on the Inner Relief Road 
Network. 
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Figure G.9 – Examples of Pedestrian Signing Outside the Railway Station 

G.28 	 There are zebra crossings in place at the north-eastern and south-western ends of 
Exchange Street, at the roundabout controlled junctions with the High Street and 
Walton Street respectively, and an underpass towards the north-eastern end of the 
road. However, the absence of any at-grade controlled provision to assist pedestrian 
crossing movements on Exchange Street raises particular concerns in view of the 
existing barrier that this presents to safe movement between the town centre and a 
number of major generators located within the immediate vicinity, including Vale Park 
Retail Park and the Aqua Vale Leisure Centre, and in the light of the proposed 
Waterside development site to the southern side of this road. 

Outer Relief Road 

G.29 	 The Outer Relief Road is essentially an urban orbital distributor route, facilitating both 
through flow movement between the Radial Routes located to the north, east and 
west of Aylesbury and also local access to residential areas, together with some local 
shops, services and schools either flanking the route, or accessed by side roads 
along the route.  

G.30 	 The road is wide single lane carriageway in both directions, but is narrowed with 
central hatching through the majority of the length to accommodate both pedestrian 
crossing and right turning facilities, as well as to reduce effective carriageway width 
and encourage lower vehicle speeds.  
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Figure G.10 – Oakfield Road & Elmhurst Road 

Oakfield Road Elmhurst Road 

G.31 	 There is a 40mph speed limit on Oakfield Road (see Figure  G.10) but, other than on 
this short section, the remainder of the route is subject to a 30mph restriction and this 
is advised by means of nearside regulatory signing on Douglas Road (eastern entry), 
to the west of the junction with Haddington Way, and on Weedon Road (western 
entry), to the east of the junction with Bicester Road, and supported with speed 
enforcement cameras in place outside the schools fronting onto Weedon Road, and 
on Elmhurst Road in the vicinity of Dunsham Lane shops. 

There is continuous footway provision on both sides of the road throughout the majority of 
the route and this is segregated from the carriageway by grass verging.  However, the 
combination of the general volume and speed of traffic using this route, together with limited 
crossing provision along the length present similar barriers to safe pedestrian movement as 
those characterised by the Inner Relief Road.  There are only two controlled crossing 
facilities on the Outer Relief Road: a Toucan Crossing facilitating shared crossing of Douglas 
Road at the junction with Aylesbury Road; and a Staggered Pelican Crossing on Elmhurst 
Road (shown in 

G.32 	Figure G.11) serves pedestrian access to and from the local shops at Dunsham 
Lane. Both are relatively new facilities with minimum green man crossing time and 
average waiting times of 30 seconds.  There is red tactile paving, dropped kerbs and 
rotating cone devices in place at both crossings and an audible signal at the Toucan 
Crossing. However, there is only anti-skid surfacing on the approaches to the 
Toucan Crossing. The absence of anti-skid surfacing raises some concern on the 
northbound approach to the Staggered Crossing on account of reduced visibility 
associated with the bend in the road and the downward inclination of the carriageway 
which enables higher speeds on this approach. An enforcement camera (see Figure 
G.11) at this site also serves to highlight an identified safety issue at this location.    
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Figure G.11 – Northbound Approach to Staggered Crossing on Elmhurst Road 

G.33 	 All four junctions with the Radial Routes are roundabout controlled and, with the 
exception of the Toucan Crossing facility as detailed, pedestrian movements across 
the remainder of the arms are served by a combination of dropped kerbs and splitter 
islands. Many of these facilities were observed to be in a generally poor state of 
repair with some examples of inconsistency in the colour of tactile paving provided 
and uneven and worn adjacent footways representing an additional hazard to safe 
pedestrian movements.  Coloured surfacing has also been used to define shared use 
status of the northern and southern footway of Bicester Road, at the junction with 
Weedon Road, but again this was observed to be very cracked and worn and as 
such raises the risk of potential pedestrian/cycle conflicts.  

Figure G.12 – Examples of Inconsistency in Tactile Paving Provision and Worn 
Footway in Vicinity of Crossing Points 

G.34 	 There are a number of refuges in place to provide some assistance to pedestrian 
crossing movements along the Outer Relief Road.  However, inconsistencies (Figure 
G.12) in the provision of dropped kerbing and tactile paving, together with poor 
maintenance, jeopardise the conspicuity of these features and hence the safety of 
pedestrians seeking to cross at these locations. The absence of signal controlled 
crossing provision on Weedon Road where the schools to the north of the 
carriageway access directly onto the Inner Relief Road, and the poor state of repair 
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of the two existing refuges (Figure  G.13) in place at this location raise the most 
particular concern. 

Figure G.13 – Refuge Serving School Movements on Weedon Road 

G.35 	 There is also inconsistency in the provision and standard of facilities to cross the side 
roads along the Outer Relief Road and where facilities are in place these are not 
always supported by dropped kerbing (Figure G.14) or tactile paving on adjacent 
footways. 

Figure G.14 – No Adjacent Dropped Kerb and Tactile Paving on Dunsham Lane 

Radial Roads 

G.36 	 The seven Radial Roads are corridor routes which provide both the principal means 
of access into and out of the town in all directions, as well as accommodating 
additional trips associated with generators located along these roads. The Radial 
Routes serve connections from the wider outlying area and also local movements, as 
these routes provide the most direct link between the 13 existing defined residential 
areas throughout Aylesbury which, with the exception of Manor Park and Walton, are 
all situated beyond the Outer Relief Road.  Aston Clinton (to the east), Buckingham 
Road (to the north), Bicester Road (to the north-west) and Oxford Road (to the south-
west and shown in Figure G.15) are also anticipated to assume increasing 
importance in terms of the likelihood for accommodation of any additional future trips 
associated with the MDAs earmarked for development on land close to these Radial 
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Roads, whether this be local movements on foot, or greater distances by bus, bicycle 
or car. 

G.37 	 The routes are wide, single lane carriageway in both directions throughout the 
majority of each length, with some short lengths of two lane carriageway such as the 
section of Walton Street, leading away from the Inner Relief Road, and where 
carriageway flares to accommodate two and three lane capacity at the roundabout 
controlled junctions with the Outer and Inner Relief Road.   

Figure G.15 – Oxford Road 

G.38 	 The sections of the Radial Routes beyond the Outer Relief Road are largely flanked 
with housing although, further to the north, the land surrounding Buckingham Road is 
predominantly semi-rural in nature. The density of development increases on 
approach to the town centre, with housing also accompanied by other retail and 
commercial land uses. The change in nature of the route on the approach to the 
Outer Relief Road is acknowledged through reductions in speed limit from de-
restricted status at some of the town limits to 40 and 30mph restrictions on approach 
to the town centre. 

G.39 	 The direct nature of the Radial Roads means that these routes also serve as 
important links for pedestrian movements, either through facilitating access to shops 
and services on these routes, or through continued connection to the town centre, 
with walking representing the main mode or just part of a linked trip with bus services 
operating along these routes.  However, the combination of a significant volume of 
traffic throughout the day and the need for negotiation of the roundabout controlled 
junctions with the Outer and Inner Relief Road, collectively serve as barriers for both 
local pedestrian journeys and continued movement towards the town.  

G.40 	 There is continuous footway provision on both sides of the carriageway throughout 
the majority of the length of all Radial Routes, particularly on the sections within the 
bounds of the Outer Relief Road.  As previously detailed, crossing where the Radial 
Routes meet the roundabout controlled junctions with the Inner and Outer Relief 
Roads is in the main accommodated by zebra crossings.  However, where these 
facilities are provided inconsistencies were observed regarding the standard and 
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level of provision, including issues such as steep footway crossfall (Figure  G.16) 
which can present a particular hazard for pushchair and wheelchair users.   

Figure G.16 – Example of Steep Footway Crossfall at a Zebra Crossing Facility 

G.41 	 There are only three signal controlled crossing facilities where the Radial Roads 
meet the Inner and Outer Relief Roads and, as previously detailed, these are Pelican 
crossings at the Inner Relief Road where Walton Street meets Friarage Road (to the 
south-east) and Cambridge Street meets New Street (to the north-east), and the 
Toucan facility at the Outer Relief Road where Aylesbury Road meets Douglas Road 
(to the north-east). 

G.42 	 On some arms there is no provision for pedestrians and crossing requires a 
significant detour from the pedestrian desire line.  One such example, which 
presented some concern, was on the north-eastern arm of the Bicester Road Radial 
Route junction with Weedon Road.  Guard-railing extends back some distance from 
the junction along this arm but a gap in the guard-railing along the northern footway 
(see Figure G.17) provides the opportunity for pedestrians to attempt to cross the 
road closer to the junction. However, there is no adjacent gap so pedestrians were 
observed walking in the carriageway to rejoin the footway. 

Figure G.17 – Guard-Rail on the North-Eastern Arm of the Bicester Road 
Junction with Weedon Road 

 5024971 	 G-16 
AppG-Walking_Network.doc 



AYLESBURY PARKING AND ACCESS STUDY 

Appendix G 

G.43 	 The general level of pedestrian crossing provision along each of the Radial Roads 
varies from route to route. There are no controlled crossing facilities on Bierton Road 
despite the proximity of the HM Offender Institute and the Manor House NHS Trust 
flanking the southern side of this route.  Similarly, there is no controlled crossing 
provision on the section of the High Street extending east from the Inner Relief Road 
and the next signal controlled crossing on this Radial Route is some distance along 
Tring Road, in the vicinity of Parton Road Shops.  The highest levels of controlled 
pedestrian crossing provision are those facilities in place on Walton Street and 
Oxford Road (Figure  G.18), and these are all predominantly facilities intended to 
accommodate shared use and provide onward connection with neighbouring cycle 
route facilities. The triangular junction where Walton Street meets Walton Road and 
Stoke Road forms a complicated gyratory and as such the junction has been signal 
controlled and there is provision for pedestrians to cross all arms.  There are also two 
Toucan Crossings on this Radial Route and these are located close to the junctions 
with Old Brewery Close, to the north of the gyratory, and Wendover Way, further to 
the south. On Oxford Road, a Toucan Crossing close to the junction with Mill Way, 
together with a Puffin, with shared use status, close to the junction with Churchill 
Avenue facilitate high levels of pedestrian activity associated within Aylesbury 
College, Royal Buckinghamshire Hospital and other schools all located within this 
immediate vicinity. 

Figure G.18 – Toucan Crossing on Walton Street and Puffin Crossing with 
Shared Use Facility on Oxford Road 

Walton St Toucan Crossing Oxford Rd Puffin Crossing 

G.44 	 There are a number of refuges in place to assist pedestrians seeking to cross the 
Radial Routes. However, again, inconsistencies in the standard and level of 
provision compromise conspicuity and effectiveness of such facilities to provide a 
safe crossing point for pedestrians. 
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Figure G.19 – No High-Mounted ‘Keep Left’ Sign to Highlight Refuge on 

Buckingham Road 


G.45 	 Provision for pedestrians across side roads flanking the Radial Roads reiterates 
inconsistency in the standard and condition of paving details, and in some instances 
where central refuge has been provided the tactile is not aligned to direct the visually 
impaired safely through the crossing point. 

Figure G.20 - Examples of Non-Prescribed Markings, Mis-Alignment of Tactile 

Paving and Poor Maintenance of Side Road Crossings on Bicester Road and 


Buckingham Road 


Bicester Road 	 Buckingham Road 

Local Distributor/Feeder Routes 

G.46 	 The Local Distributor and Feeder Roads are single lane roads in both directions, 
which serve as key connectors between the Inner and Outer Relief Road and Radial 
Route Network and provide the most direct routes through residential areas and 
localised pockets of development.  Good connectivity and long, straight links make 
many of these popular as through routes for vehicles seeking to reduce journey delay 
by avoiding congestion at other busy junctions or through other sections of the road 
network, which in turn raises issues regarding the safety of pedestrians using these 
routes. As such, many of these routes are characterised with the introduction of 
measures to lower speeds along these roads, including speed cushions in place on 
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Prebendal Avenue and along Wendover Road, in the vicinity of The Grange School, 
and the provision of a speed camera on Bedgrove in the proximity of the local 
schools and Jansell Square shops. Direct, but generally lower trafficked routes also 
tend to serve as popular routes for cyclists and as such a number of these routes 
form part of the Aylesbury Cycle Network.  In terms of protecting the safety of 
pedestrians and cyclists alike, on-street cycle routes are the preferred option. 
However, where there is insufficient carriageway width, high speeds/volumes of 
traffic flow, or where inexperience of potential users might be a cause for concern, 
segregated shared use foot/cycleway is an acceptable alternative.  Well maintained 
examples of this were observed on parts of both the Radial and Local Distributor 
Road Network and are shown in Figure  G.21. 

Figure G.21 - Examples of Segregated Shared Use Provision and Traffic 

Calming Features on Wendover Way and Prebendal Avenue 


Wendover Way	 Prebendal Avenue 

G.47 	 These routes are characterised with continuous footway in place on both sides of the 
carriageway along these routes but crossing facilities appear to be limited to refuges 
or zebra crossings. 

Residential Routes 

The lowest levels of vehicular movement are generally recorded within the residential areas, 
but this too affords some level of risk to pedestrian movement, as low trafficked routes can 
give rise to inappropriate speeds by those using these routes.  Quarrendon is an example of 
one residential area in Aylesbury where traffic calming has taken the form of the introduction 
of a 20mph zone (see 

G.48 	Figure G.22), which encompasses a number of routes, on which speed reducing 
features have also been introduced. Measures include signing on all entries, 
together with width restrictions and speed cushions.  On some routes within the zone 
these measures appear to be in a relatively good state of repair whilst others were 
observed to be in a poor condition (see Figure  G.23). A red surface treatment 
defining the entry to this zone from Holman Street was also observed to be very worn 
(see Figure G.22).  The poor maintenance of these measures can serve to have both 
a detrimental effect on pedestrian road safety and, in turn a perception of a less 
attractive walking environment.    
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Figure G.22 - Examples of Signing and Surface Treatment on Entry to the 
Quarrendon 20mph Zone 

Figure G.23 – Varying Standard of Speed Reducing Measures within 

Quarrendon 20mph Zone 
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H. 	 Cycle Facilities on Radial Routes 
H.1 	 The Aylesbury Cycling Review was carried out in 2002.  The review focused upon 

traffic conditions and provision of infrastructure in Aylesbury. It also assessed 
proposals for new cycle facilities across the town.  A key part of this study is the 
accessibility to the town centre provided by the radial routes. 

H.2 	 The main journey purpose for cycle trips is the journey to work.  Employment is 
usually concentrated in town centres.  It is known that cycle facilities for utility journey 
purposes must be as direct as possible otherwise cycle routes will be avoided in 
favour of the most direct route, regardless of the traffic speeds and flows on the 
direct route.  The Cycling Review findings and recommendations have therefore 
been assessed for each of the seven key radial corridors that serve Aylesbury town 
centre: 

(i) A41 Tring Road (from London) 
(ii) A413 Wendover Road 
(iii) B4443 Mandeville Road 
(iv) A418 Oxford Road (from Stone) 
(v) A41 Bicester Road 
(vi) A413 Buckingham Road 
(vii) A418 Aylesbury Road (from Leighton Buzzard and Bierton) 

A41 TRING ROAD 

H.3 	 There is currently no provision for cyclists along this radial route.  The Aylesbury 
Cycle Map shows proposals for a cycle facility along a short section on the approach 
to the town centre (from Victoria Street).  The Cycling Review proposals are for a 
parallel route along Broughton Avenue and several back streets before joining the 
A41 via Victoria Street. Although Broughton Avenue is relatively direct, the proposed 
section between Oakfield Road and Victoria Street is quite indirect and in danger of 
being ignored by cyclists seeking the fastest route. 

H.4 	 The westbound bus lane which is proposed on the A41 Tring Road would improve 
conditions for inbound cyclists not wishing to divert onto Broughton Avenue.  No bus 
priority is proposed on the A41 between Oakfield Road and Victoria Street. 

A413 WENDOVER ROAD 

H.5 	 There is some existing provision for cyclists on the outskirts of the town close to 
Stoke Mandeville.  The Cycling Review has proposed cycle route provision along the 
whole link with a combination of on-road and off-road facilities. 

H.6 	 The proposed combination of on and off-road cycle facilities is not an ideal design 
solution. The need to cross the road on some sections of the route is likely to be 
unpopular with cyclists who may choose to remain on-carriageway as a result.  The 
proposed inbound bus lanes should also provide priority to cyclists. 
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B4443 Mandeville Road 

H.7 	 There is currently some cycle provision on this road but the Cycling Review has 
recommended that cycle lanes are extended along the entire route.  This proposal 
will improve conditions for cyclists and is likely to encourage more people to choose 
cycling as a means of transport. 

A418 Oxford Road 

H.8 	 Cycle facilities are already provided along most of this approach.  Dedicated cycle-
facilities are all off-road although there is a bus lane (where cycling is permitted) on 
the inbound side of the carriageway from Pearson Close.  A cycle facility is provided 
from as far out as Stone and, closer to the town centre, cyclists are given the choice 
of an off-road shared-use footway or the bus lane.  Of the seven radial routes this 
corridor has the best provision for cyclists in Aylesbury. 

A41 Bicester Road 

H.9 	 There is currently some off-road cycle facility provision towards the middle section of 
this radial route (from Gatehouse Road to Meadowcroft.  The Cycling Review 
recommends an on-carriageway provision (traffic-calming) from the Weedon Road 
junction towards the town centre. 

H.10 	 Current provision and recommendations from the review are in line with best-practice 
whereby cyclists are kept off-carriageway on sections of road with higher speed limits 
and brought on-carriageway when the speed limit comes down to 30mph. 

A413 Buckingham Road 

H.11 	 There are currently no cycle facilities along the A413 corridor.  There is a proposed 
shared-use facility along this route into the town centre from the Weedon Hill MDA. 
This proposal was supported by the 2002 Cycling Review.   

H.12 	 The Cycling Review also recommended converting the Weedon Road roundabout to 
a signalised junction and converting a zebra crossing to a toucan crossing.  The 
proposal to convert the roundabout junction with Weedon Road to a signalised 
junction will, beyond the provision of Toucan crossings, create a safer passage 
across the junction for cyclists choosing to remain on-carriageway 

A418 Bierton / Aylesbury Road 

H.13 	 There is already some provision of cycle facilities on this corridor.  There is a cycle 
lane in the out-of-town direction between Coppice Way and Great Lane in Bierton. 
There is a ‘lay-by’ in the opposite direction which is approximately 2m wide and could 
be used as a cycle route.  There are shared-use facilities on the A418 either side of 
the Elmhurst Road junction. 
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Figure H.1 – Cycle Lane on Aylesbury Road (To Bierton) 

H.14 	 The provision of cycle facilities on the Aylesbury Road corridor is unusual since an 
on-carriageway cycle lane is provided on a section with a 40mph speed limit (see 
Figure H.1), but closer to the town centre, where a 30mph speed limit is in force, off-
carriageway facilities are provided.  It would be useful to gather the views of people 
currently using this cycle lane to see how comfortable they are sharing carriageway 
space with motor vehicles in this (40mph) traffic environment. 

H.15 	 The Council also proposes additional shared use facilities on the Bierton Road 
approach to Park Street.  The Cycling Review endorses the shared use proposals 
and recommends a contra-flow cycle lane on Cambridge Street into the heart of the 
town centre. 
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I. 	Car Parking 

INTRODUCTION 

I.1 	 This section of the report describes the existing situation with regard to parking in 
Aylesbury.  The section will define the types of parking activity in Aylesbury and 
identify a number of issues, namely: 

♦	 where the parking is taking place (locality, on-street, off-street); 
♦	 the type of parking taking place (residential, commercial, off-street, Private Non-

Residential (PNR)); 
♦	 identify any geographical areas with parking pressure; 
♦ identify any sectors (PNR, residential, commercial) with parking pressure. 

I.2 	 On and off-street parking are interrelated and changes to either will impact upon the 
other. 

Categories of Car Parking Supply 

I.3 	 For the purpose of this study, parking supply has been separated into four 
categories. A brief description of each category used is given below: 

♦ Public On-street Parking Spaces 
− Parking on the public highway, usually at the roadside, is defined as public 

on-street parking.  At some locations roadside controls restrict waiting and 
loading. Public on-street parking includes both unrestricted on-street parking 
and parking in designated bays where a charge is in some locations incurred 
by the motorist. 

♦ Publicly Available Off-street Parking Spaces 
− Public off-street parking is the definition used for all off-street car parks.  This 

category incorporates both car parks directly controlled by a local authority 
and those which are privately controlled. Parking charges and time 
restrictions may be applied in either, the main difference is the degree of 
control local authorities have in setting charges and time restrictions.  In this 
study publicly available off-street parking includes visitor parking at leisure 
and retail venues. 

♦ Private Non-Residential Parking Spaces 
− PNR parking is an important aspect to consider when assessing potential 

methods of parking restraint.  PNR parking facilities are often large and will 
significantly contribute to peak hour traffic generation. 

− There is no accepted consensus on what constitutes PNR parking.  It is most 
often described as ‘office parking’, however there are other categories for 
which the term PNR is sometimes used. 

− In this study PNR parking is described as off-street parking which is provided 
to meet the needs of any non-residential development and which is privately 
controlled and not available for public use openly.  This definition therefore 
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does not include staff and visitor parking at leisure and retail venues (e.g. 
where membership or venue use is a condition for parking access. 

♦ Private Residential Parking Spaces 
−	 Private residential parking is always associated with residential developments.  

This type of parking is off-street and includes off-street car parks attached to 
blocks of flats. 

ON-STREET CAR PARKING SPACES 

I.4 	 On-street parking accounts for a significant proportion of the parking supply within a 
town. Usually the kerbside is the only area available for residents to park.  On-street 
parking is also important for businesses so that their customers are able to load 
purchased goods into their cars.  Uncontrolled or poorly enforced parking in 
commercial areas can mean that a parking space is occupied all day by the same 
vehicle thereby reducing the opportunity for other customers to park near to shops. 

I.5 	 In relation to on-street provision a parking strategy will aim to: 

♦	 improve the safety of vulnerable road users; 
♦	 optimise the use of available kerb space; 

− making loading and unloading more easy 
− optimising the turnover of vehicles in parking places close to shopping areas 

♦	 maximise the number of parking spaces available to residents in the areas in 
which they live. 

I.6 	 To assist in the development of such a strategy it is important to understand the: 

♦	 controls that are currently in force; 
♦	 existing usage of on-street parking spaces; and 
♦	 existing level of illegal parking activity. 

I.7 	 Parking controls are in force in every street within Aylesbury town centre (within the 
inner ring road).  Three distinct types of on-street parking controls were identified. 
These were: 

♦	 waiting and loading restrictions (i.e. single and double yellow lines) 
♦	 free designated limited waiting bays (1 hour no return within 30 minutes) 
♦	 resident parking bays. 

I.8 	 These types of control are also present in the areas of Aylesbury between the inner 
and outer ring roads. There are in addition streets in which parking is uncontrolled. 

Town Centre Parking Activity 

I.9 	 Snapshot surveys were undertaken on Wednesday 25 February 2004. The surveys 
recorded the occupancy of the various parking bays; once in the morning and again 
in the afternoon.  Illegal parking activity was also noted. 
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Old Town 

I.10 	 The area to the west of Buckingham Street and to the east of the Inner Ring Road is 
known locally as the ‘old town’. The roads in this part of the town centre are 
generally narrow and many of them incorporate sharp bends.  This is where the 
majority of residential properties in the town centre are located.  There are also small 
businesses such as specialist shops and restaurants.  Aylesbury Museum is located 
in the ‘old town’. Parking in this area is in the form of resident parking bays and 
limited waiting bays. A large disabled parking bay is also provided. 

I.11 	 On the day of the survey a significant number of parking spaces were unoccupied in 
both the morning and afternoon surveys.  Overall the survey recorded that almost a 
third of the residential parking spaces were empty during the day. 

I.12 	 Regardless of the overall situation, high occupancy was recorded in three parking 
bays. The resident parking bays in Nelson Terrace and in the ‘old town’ square at 
the junction between Castle Street and Rickfords Hill were full on both occasions that 
they were surveyed. The resident parking space in Whitehall Street was also at least 
85% full during the morning and afternoon surveys. 

I.13 	 The survey showed that demand for disabled parking spaces exceeds the supply in 
this part of the town centre.  The disabled parking bay on Rickfords Hill was 
consistently full.  On each occasion that it was surveyed there were no empty spaces 
and two to three vehicles displaying blue badges were parked on yellow lines 
adjacent to the disabled bay.   

I.14 	 The resident bays were significantly more congested in the evenings after 18:00, 
when residents have returned from their place of work.  Restaurants also increase 
the demand for parking spaces in the evenings. 

Shopping / Commercial Area 

I.15 	 The remaining area within the ring road is predominantly used for shopping or for 
employment.  A small number of offices are located at the northern end of 
Buckingham Street. The civic centre and County Council offices are located in the 
south eastern sector of the town centre.  Well known high street shops, small 
business and large shopping centres are built on the remaining area, some of which 
is pedestrianised.  In general the buildings, road layout and road width are more 
modern than in the ‘old town’ making conditions more conducive for motorised travel. 

I.16 	 Levels of parking activity were far greater in this area of the town, probably due to the 
higher concentration of shops.  Empty spaces in parking bays were not abundant 
during either the morning or afternoon surveys. 

I.17 	 In common with the ‘old town’, there were a large number of blue badge holders 
parked legally on yellow lines.  Blue badge holders were also observed parked 
illegally at locations where loading restrictions were in force.  However, not all the 
town centre disabled bays were oversubscribed.  The disabled bay in Cambridge 
Place, in which there is room for approximately five cars to park, was empty on the 
morning of the survey. 
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I.18 	 The southern end of Buckingham Street (south of Cambridge Place) is fronted by 
high street shops.  Free, one hour waiting bays are provided along the full length of 
the road. During the morning survey only four empty spaces were observed in the 
limited waiting bays. Four vehicles not displaying a blue badge were observed 
parked on yellow lines. No loading activity was evident. In the afternoon there were 
no spaces available but only one vehicle was seen parked on yellow lines (not 
including blue badge holders). 

I.19 	 Cambridge Street intersects with the southern end of Buckingham Street.  Two 
vehicles were observed illegally parked on double yellow lines.  There appeared to 
be a general disregard for waiting and loading restrictions in both Buckingham Street 
and Cambridge Street.  The various shops and businesses in these streets will 
encourage motorists to park illegally during shopping trips.  In addition the significant 
number of blue badge holders that park legally on yellow lines may also encourage 
non badge holders to park illegally.  In Buckingham Street there were as many as 
five blue badge holders parked on yellow lines at any one time. 

I.20 	 Aylesbury library and the County Council offices are located on Walton Street which 
is to the south of the town centre.  Free, one hour waiting parking bays are provided 
outside the library and Council offices.  These limited waiting bays were fully 
occupied in both the morning and afternoon surveys.  In the afternoon the 10m 
loading bay at the northern end of Walton Street was also fully occupied with cars. 
There was however no evidence of loading activity associated with the parked 
vehicles. 

I.21 	 The disabled parking bays in Walton Street were full when surveyed in the afternoon. 
However, only one of the three cars parked was displaying a blue badge.  There 
were also two cars parked on double yellow lines, neither displaying blue badges. 

Urban Area Surrounding the Town Centre 

I.22 	 Snapshot surveys of the streets surrounding the town centre were undertaken on 
Tuesday 24 February 2004 after 23:00 and on Wednesday 25 February 2004 
between 10:00 and 16:00. The surveys undertaken for this study recorded the 
number of vehicles parked in each street between the Inner Ring Road and the Outer 
Ring Road (A4156). Illegal parking activity was not recorded.  Figure I.1 shows the 
areas that were included within the 2004 survey and how the survey data was broken 
down into manageable zones. 

I.23 	 The data collected was then compared against data collected prior to the introduction 
of the Aylesbury Special Parking Area (SPA). Table  I.1 shows the day and night time 
occupancy for each zone in both 2002, prior to the introduction of the SPA, and in 
2004 after the SPA had been introduced. 
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Table I.1 – Showing Night Time and Day Time Occupancy in Areas Surrounding 

Aylesbury Town Centre In Both 2002 And 2004 


2002 2004 Diff 02 - 04 
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Area 1: 

Bicester Road 

491 25% 23% 22% 19% -3% -4% 

Area 2: 

Buckingham Road & 
Dunsham Lane 

890 27% 27% 22% 23% -5% -4% 

Area 3: 

Cambridge Street & 
Manor Park 

715 30% 28% 24% 19% -6% -9% 

Area 4: 

Oxford Road & 
Gatehouse Road 

433 15% 18% No 
data 

No 
data 

- -

Area 5: 

Park Street & Stocklake 

213 43% 36% 13% 26% -30% -10% 

Area 6: 

Queens Park 

1354 20% 21% 15% 10% -5% -11% 

I.24 	 The number of potential parking spaces varied from area to area (see Table I.1).  
Area 6, Queens Park, had the largest number of parking spaces (1354).  Area 5, 
Park Street and Stocklake, had the smallest number of parking spaces (213). 

I.25 	 In 2002 the maximum occupancy was 43%.  This was at night in Area 5, Park Street 
and Stocklake.  The highest occupancy in 2004 was, again, in Area 5 during the day 
(26%) and was still a reduction from the 2002 daytime occupancy. 

I.26 	 In all areas the occupancy was less in 2004 than in 2002, both during the day and at 
night. Between 3% and 5% more spaces were unoccupied at night in 2004 in every 
Area, except area 5. In area 5 there were 30% more spaces available at night. 

I.27 	 Reduced occupancy was more evident during the daytime surveys.  Areas 1 and 2, 
around the Bicester and Buckingham Roads saw the number of occupied parking 
spaces reduce by 4%.  In the Areas 3, 5 and 6 to the east of the town the number of 
occupied parking spaces decrease by 9%, 10% and 11% respectively during the 
daytime. 
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PUBLICLY AVAILABLE OFF-STREET CAR PARKING SPACES 

I.28 	 Public off-street parking includes both car parks directly controlled by a local authority 
and those which are privately controlled. Parking charges and time restrictions may 
be applied in either. 

Supply of Publicly Available Off-Street Parking Spaces 

I.29 	 There are ten local authority controlled public car parks within the study area.  Table 
I.2 shows the capacity and current designation of each car park.  Figure I.2 is a plan 
showing the location of each car park.  It can be seen from Figure I.2 that local 
authority controlled public car parks are concentrated to the east of the town centre in 
the vicinity of Exchange Street. 

Table I.2 – Car Park Capacity 

Car Park Capacity Stay 

1. Walton Street 205 

Long Stay 

2. Walton Green 14 

3. Canalside (front) 43 

3. Canalside (rear) 216 

4. Exchange Street 118 

5. Friarscroft 588 

6. Civic Centre 421 

Short Stay 

7. Hampden House 364 

8. Hale Street 16 

9. Upper Hundreds 305 

10. Coopers Yard 59 

11. Whitehall Street 38 

A. Friars Square 400 (800 Saturday) Privately Owned Short Stay 

B. Railway Station 234 Privately Owned Long Stay 

I.30 	 Hampden House and Canalside (rear) car parks do not operate 24 hours a day. 
Both close between 20:00 and 07:00 and are closed all day on Sundays and Bank 
Holidays. Friars Croft car park is open everyday including bank holidays but closes 
at night between 20:30 and 06:00. 

I.31 	 Provision for larger vehicles is currently in Canalside (rear) and Walton Street car 
parks. Vans may be left in either car park but HGVs may only be parked in the 
Walton Street car park. 
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Numbers of Parking Places 

I.32 	 Within Aylesbury there are 1184 publicly available long stay parking spaces in local 
authority controlled car parks.  This compares to 1205 parking spaces in short stay 
local authority car parks.  The ratio of long stay spaces to short stay spaces is 
therefore approximately 50:50.  In addition there is a small car park in Anchor Lane 
providing nine dedicated disabled spaces. 

I.33 	 There are six short stay local authority controlled car parks in Aylesbury. In total 
these car parks contain 1205 spaces.  Four of the short stay car parks are to the east 
of the town centre close to the main shopping areas.  These four car parks account 
for 92% of the short stay parking places.  The remaining two car parks are to the 
north of the town centre containing only 97 spaces between them. 

I.34 	 There are five long stay local authority controlled car parks in Aylesbury. In total 
these car parks contain 1184 spaces.  Two of the long stay car parks are to the east 
of the town centre close to the main shopping areas and the cluster of four short stay 
car parks. These two car parks account for 32% of the long stay parking places.   

I.35 	 There are also two long stay car parks accessible from Walton Street.  Walton Street 
and Walton Green car parks account for 18% of long stay parking places in the town 
centre. 

I.36 	 The fifth long stay car park is the largest with a capacity of 588 spaces.  This car park 
alone accounts for 50% of long stay parking spaces (or 25% of all parking spaces). 

I.37 	 There are also two significant privately controlled public car parks within the study 
area. These are marked as ‘A’ and ‘B’ in Figure I.2.  ‘A’ is the Friars Square car park 
which has a total capacity of 800 spaces.  During the week 400 of these spaces are 
leased to the County Council for staff parking.  The car park marked with a ‘B’ in 
Figure I.2 is Aylesbury Railway Station car park which provides approximately 200 
parking spaces. 

Local Authority Car Park Tariffs 

I.38 	 Short stay parking spaces are provided primarily for those using the town centre 
shops.  Parking charges are levied in order to encourage a turnover of vehicles in 
each short stay car park so that the number of people who are able to use their cars 
for shopping is maximised. 
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I.39 Table I.3 shows the parking tariffs for the short stay car parking places. 

Table I.3 – Short Stay Parking Tariffs 

Tariff Maximum Duration of Stay 

£0.70 1 hour 

£1.40 2 hours 

£2.30 3 hours 

£3.40 5 hours 

£6.50 Over 5 hours 

I.40 	 A tariff of two pounds is charged for parking in the long stay car parks.  Vehicles may 
be parked for any period up to 24 hours.  Disabled motorists who display a blue 
badge in their car are permitted to park free of charge in any of the local authority 
controlled car parks. 

Private Car Park Tariffs 

I.41 	 Car parking in Aylesbury railway station car park is not subject to any time restriction. 
It is however cheaper to park after 09:00 or on weekends or bank holidays.  Table I.4 
shows the tariffs payable for parking in the station car park. 

Table I.4 – Aylesbury Railway Station Car Parking Tariffs 

Permit Validity Advertised Tariff 

One Day (parking before 09:00) £4.50 

One Day (parking after 09:00 or on weekends and bank holidays) £2.50 

One Week £16.00 

One Month £64.00 

One Quarter £192.00 

One Year £640.00 

I.42 	 In order to more easily compare charges in this car park, the advertised tariff can be 
converted into the equivalent daily charge that would be payable by commuters.  For 
weekly, monthly or quarterly permits the equivalent daily charge is £3.20.1 This is 
60% higher than the daily charge in the local authority controlled long stay car parks. 
The equivalent daily charge for annual permits is £2.60 which is 30% more than is 
charged for a daily ticket in the local authority controlled long stay car parks. 

I.43 	 Charges to use the Friars Square car park vary depending upon the length of time 
that a vehicle is parked.  Table I.4 shows the tariffs for the Friars Square car park. 

1 Assumes vehicles are parked five days in a week and that there are four weeks in each month. 
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Table I.5 – Friars Square Car Parking Tariffs 

Tariff Maximum Duration of Stay 

£0.60 1 hour 

£1.20 2 hours 

£1.50 3 hours 

£2.00 4 hours 

£3.00 5 hours 

£6.00 Over 5 hours 

I.44 	 Comparison of these tariffs against the local authority short stay parking charges 
(see Table I.3) shows that it is 8% to 14% cheaper to park in Friars Square car park. 
To park a vehicle for between two and three hours, is 35% cheaper to park in the 
Friars Square car park. The comparison also shows that for durations of more than 
five hours it is cheaper to park in the Friars Square car park than in a local authority 
short stay car park. 

Occupancy of Publicly Available Off-Street Parking Spaces 

I.45 	 Snapshot occupancy surveys were undertaken in Aylesbury’s town centre car parks 
on Wednesday 25 February 2004 and on Saturday 28 February 2004. Two snapshot 
surveys were undertaken on both the weekday and weekend survey days.  The first 
snapshot was in the morning between 09:30 and 11:00, the second was in the 
afternoon between 14:30 and 17:00.  Each survey recorded the number of parked 
vehicles and the number of empty spaces in each car park. 

Long Stay Car Parks 

I.46 	 Walton Street, Walton Green, Canalside and Exchange Street car parks were 
observed to be fully occupied both in the morning and afternoon weekday surveys. 
Unoccupied spaces were however observed in the Friarscroft car park during the 
weekday survey. On the day of the survey 9% of parking spaces were recorded as 
being empty in the morning and 20% in the afternoon.  The majority of these 
available spaces were on the higher decks of the car park. 

I.47 	 A substantial number of unoccupied spaces were observed in the local authority 
controlled long stay car parks during the Saturday survey.  Table I.6 shows the 
results of the Saturday occupancy survey for each of the long stay car parks. 
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Table I.6 – Results of Saturday Snapshot Survey for Long Stay Car Parks 

Car Park Capacity AM % Occupancy PM % Occupancy 

Walton Street  205 13% 11% 

Canalside (front) 43 100% 98% 

Canalside (rear) 216 44% 47% 

Exchange Street 118 86% 84% 

Friarscroft 588 18% 19% 

Total 1184 32% 32% 

I.48 	Table I.6 shows that the section of the Canalside car park adjacent to Exchange 
Street was full in both the morning and afternoon of the Saturday survey.  The rear 
section however was less than 50% occupied.  Many of the vehicles parked in the 
Canalside (rear) car park were large vehicles that would have been physically unable 
to park in some of the other car parks.  The Exchange Street car park was 
approximately 85% full on the same day. 

I.49 	 The occupancy of the Walton Street car park was less than 15% on the day of the 
Saturday survey and Friarscroft car park was only 20% full.  The low occupancy of 
these two car parks may be related to the relatively long distance from the car parks 
to the town centre. 

I.50 	 Weekday snapshot surveys in the railway station car park revealed that the car park 
was at capacity throughout the day.  Friars Square car park was not directly surveyed 
but occupancy information was obtained from the variable message sign at the car 
park’s entrance.  The car park was full2 in both the morning and afternoon surveys. 

I.51 	 When contacted the management of Friars Square car park stated that they do not 
record occupancy levels or duration of stay.  They did however provide anecdotal 
evidence that there are spaces available at the beginning and end of each day and 
that the car park only reaches capacity between 11:00 and 14:00 on weekdays.  The 
car park’s management indicated that it is rarely full on Saturdays3 except during the 
Christmas shopping season from mid-October to mid-January.  They stated that 
there was a discernable number of motorists paid the £6 charge to park for more 
than five hours. No data to confirm this is available. 

Short Stay Car Parks 

I.52 	 Only Hale Street and Coopers Yard car parks were consistently full on both the 
weekday and weekend surveys.  There were never more than three available parking 
spaces recorded in either car park.  The high usage of these car parks is likely to be 
because they are both surface car parks within easy reach of the main shopping 
areas. Both car parks are also relatively small. 

I.53 	Table I.7 shows that the total occupancy for short stay car parks is relatively 
consistent, at between 70% and 76% for both the weekday and weekend surveys. 

2 Weekday Capacity at Friars Square car park is 400 vehicles 
3 Weekend capacity in the Friars Square car park is 800 vehicles 
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The total occupancy of short stay car parks is slightly less during the weekday 
morning at only 61%. 

Table I.7 – Results of Snapshot Surveys for Short Stay Car Parks 

WEEKDAY WEEKEND 

Car Park Capacity AM % 
Occupancy 

PM % 
Occupancy 

AM % 
Occupancy 

PM % 
Occupancy 

Civic Centre 421 71% 61% 88% 81% 

Hamden House 364 40% 74% 46% 36% 

Hale Street 18 100% 94% 83% 100% 

Upper Hundreds 305 61% 76% 90% 87% 

Coopers Yard 59 100% 95% 97% 97% 

Whitehall Street 38 71% 87% - -

Total 1205 61% 72% 76% 70% 

I.54 	 Approximately 10% more vehicles were observed parked in the Civic Centre car park 
during the Saturday surveys than during the weekday surveys.  In the Upper 
Hundreds car park, the difference between weekday occupancy and Saturday 
occupancy was more pronounced. Saturday occupancy was 87% to 90%, whereas 
weekday occupancy was 61% to 76%. 

I.55 	 Only Hampden House car park was less utilised on Saturday than during the week. 
Hamden House car park is older than either the Civic Centre or the Upper Hundreds 
car park and manoeuvring a vehicle within it is more challenging.  This may be why 
motorists prefer alternative short stay car parks to Hamden House. 
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J. 	 Parking Supply during Construction of 
Waterside Development 

PARKING SUPPLY 

J.1 	 In the short term Aylesbury must cater for the demands of the Waterside 
development, which is expected to have a significant impact upon the parking and 
traffic demand within the town centre. The Waterside development is programmed to 
increase the overall parking supply within Aylesbury town centre.  

J.2 	 As indicated the Waterside development will replace: 

♦	 the existing derelict land adjacent to the canal (south of Exchange Street) 
including the Canalside (260 spaces) and Exchange Street (120 spaces) long-
stay car parks; and, 

♦	 to the north of Exchange Street the swimming pool, the Civic Centre and the 
Civic Centre car park (420 spaces). 

J.3 	 Once completed Waterside will offer: 

♦	 a new 790 space short-stay car park within the shopping and leisure complex; 
and, 

♦	 a newly decked long-stay car park (some 450 spaces) on the site of the existing 
Walton Street car park (some 200 spaces).  

J.4 	 In order to maintain a parking supply within the town centre, it is important that the 
existing and proposed parking supply is carefully managed, to cause the smallest 
overall fluctuation in supply.  It is suggested that phasing take place during 
construction of the development (programmed to be complete by 2009).  The 
suggested phasing of supply is shown in Table J.1. 
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Table J.1 – Phased Of Off-Street Parking Provision in Aylesbury Town Centre 
during Construction of Waterside Development 

Phase Action Long 
Stay 

Supply 

Short 
Stay 

Supply 

Total 
Change 

Total 
Spaces 

Existing Supply 1170 1200 n/a 2370 

Phase 1 
(2005) 

Close Walton Street car park 

Begin construction of  multi-storey 
car park 

-200 0 -200 

Convert 1 level of Hampden House 
car park to long stay 

+20 -20 0 

End of Phase 1 990 1180 -200 2170 

Phase 2 
(2006) 

Open Walton Street multi-storey car 
park 

+450 0 +450 

Convert one level of Hampden 
House car park back  to short stay 

-120 +120 0 

Close Civic Centre car park for 
development of site 

0 -420 -420 

Convert Canalside and Exchange 
Street car parks to short stay 

-260 +260 0 

End of Phase 2 1160 1040 +30 2200 

Phase 3 
(2007) 

Close Exchange Street car park for 
development of site 

-120 0 -120 

Convert one level of Hampden 
House car park to long stay 

+120 -120 0 

End of Phase 3 1060 1020 -120 2080 

Phase 4 
(2008) 

Close Canalside car parks for 
development of sites 

0 -260 -260 

Convert one level of Hampden 
House CP to long stay 

+120 -120 0 

Open new multi-storey car park 0 +790 +790 

End of Phase 4 1080 1530 +530 2610 

On completion of Waterside Development -90 +330 +240 2610 

J.5 	 This process will increase the overall supply of short-stay provision within the town 
centre, whilst maintaining the existing long-stay parking supply.  There will, of course, 
be an increase in the daytime parking demand following the implementation of the 
retail (food and non-food) operations in the Waterside development.  
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J.6 	 The advent of the proposed Park & Ride facilities in the MDAs will provide an 
additional 900 potential town centre parking places.  Thus it will be possible to further 
reduce the long-stay parking physically located in the town centre, allowing all levels 
of the Hampden House car park to revert to short-stay parking provision. 

PARKING TARIFF 

J.7 	 It is recommended that the parking tariffs in the town centre are geared toward 
supporting or encouraging short-term parking acts in the town centre.  The use of 
targeted parking tariffs would allow motorists the option of choosing to pay to park 
rather than preventing them from parking in the prime shopping locations.  Parking 
tariffs in the town centre can also be geared toward encouraging change in behaviour 
from those motorists with an alternative to travelling into Aylesbury during the 
morning peak period. 

J.8 	 It is understood that the Council has previously operated a differential parking charge 
regime in Aylesbury, which was dependant upon the popularity of the car parks.  The 
differential car park charges have been removed, and it is not recommended that 
different rates operate at different (publicly owned) town centre car parks.  It is 
proposed that the Council maintain a standard charging regime at all town centre car 
parks, but direct the charges at encouraging short, or long stay parking acts at 
particular car parks. 

J.9 	 The proposed parking tariff regime is illustrated in Table J.2. 

Table J.2 – Proposed Parking Tariffs for Aylesbury Town Centre 

Period of Stay Short Stay Car Parks Long Stay Car 
Parks 

Before 9.30am on 
Weekdays 

After 9.30 and on 
Weekends 

1 hour £1.70 £0.70 

£4.00 

2 hours £2.40 £1.40 

3 hours £3.30 £2.30 

4 hours £5.00 £4.00 

5 hours £6.00 £5.00 

5 plus hours £15.00 £10.00 

J.10 	 If a motorist arrives before 9.30 AM in the morning during the week he/she will incur 
a premium hourly parking rate (an additional £1 per stay) and additional premium if 
commuting.  If the motorist arrives after 9.30 AM the premium commuter rate is 
reduced. 

J.11 	 It is also proposed that the daily/casual long-stay parking charge be increased from 
the existing £2.00 to £4.00 to deter some commuters from driving into the town 
centre. These rates are still below the existing railway station charge (£4.50 per day) 
and Friars Square car park (£6.00 a day), but would offer motorists an incentive to 
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consider alternative modes of transport (bus fares to travel within Aylesbury are 
£1.80). 

J.12 	 There would continue to be permits available for long-stay car parks equating to 
reduced daily parking rates. In common with the long term goal of encouraging the 
use of town centre parking for those commuters who have little, or any, alternative 
mode of transport, the permit charges could be different for those applicants living 
within Aylesbury and those living in the outlying villages.  This process will need to be 
refined as alternative modes of transport become accessible to increased numbers of 
commuter (such as, improved bus services from the MDAs, or the P&R facilities at 
the MDAs). 

J.13 	 The long-stay car parks adjacent to the town centre should be available to shoppers 
at the weekend on the same premise as the short-stay car parks.  That is, a casual 
user will pay the same weekend short-stay tariff in any of the town centre car parks 
accessed directly from the Inner Ring Road.  These will include all car parks 
nominally designated as short stay and the following designated as long-stay car 
parks: Friarscroft, Canalside (front), Exchange Street, and all levels of Hampden 
House car parks. 

PARK & RIDE FACILITIES 

J.14 	 The proposed P&R facilities should be implemented in the short term, rather than 
waiting for the MDA to be operational.  This is because it is considered important for 
the motorist to be provided with operational alternatives before such measures are 
required, in order to deter visitors from using less sustainable modes of transport to 
access Aylesbury. 

J.15 	 The P&R facilities will offer motorists, and the Council, an important supply of 
additional town centre parking and may encourage motorists to change, or consider 
changing, their habits.   

J.16 	 The new P&R facilities will also provide Aylesbury with an important element of the 
town centre parking supply.  

J.17 	 P&R could provide accessible lorry and coach parking facilities in Aylesbury. 
Although lorry and coach parking has not been highlighted as a problem within 
Aylesbury by Atkins’ survey work or consultation, the provision of such a facility is 
important. This will become increasingly important as the existing surface car parks 
(at Canalside and Walton Street) are removed from the parking supply.  In addition to 
the need to accommodate market traders’ vehicles and coaches ‘dropping-off’ 
passengers in the town centre, it is possible that an EU directive on mobile workers 
(which reduces driving hours and is due to come into force during 2005) may 
increase the number of lorries on the road and needing to park overnight. 

ON-STREET PARKING CONTROLS 

J.18 	 It is considered appropriate to extend the existing on-street parking controls to cover 
all residential streets within the area roughly bounded by the Outer Ring Road and 
the railway line.  Should the parking tariffs be increased, and free short-stay facilities 
be removed in the town centre, demand for accessible parking is likely to increase 
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and be displaced into convenient residential streets,.  Therefore it is proposed that 
the Council manage or regulate all on-street parking within the town centre, before 
residents experience excess parking pressure. 

J.19 	 It is also considered that parking enforcement within the town core will need to be 
increased to deter motorists from abusing waiting restrictions and correct use of 
disabled parking places. 
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K. 	 Maximum Parking Standards 
K.1 	 Appendix D of PPG13 gives maximum parking standards that should be adopted 

throughout England. PPG13 states that if considered appropriate more rigorous 
parking standards may be adopted by local authorities (subject to the advice in 
PPG13) particularly in town centres and areas well served by public transport.  It 
should not be assumed that where a proposal accords with the relevant maximum 
parking standard it is automatically acceptable in terms of achieving the objectives of 
this guidance.  Applicants for development with significant transport implications 
should show (where appropriate in the Transport Assessment) the measures they 
are taking to minimise the need for parking.  Figure  K.1 shows the maximum parking 
standards that the Government wishes to be adopted throughout England. 

Figure K.1 – Extract from PPG13 
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