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Technical Designs 
This section of the design note details the thinking and approach to the 
construction specification and opportunities presented in delivering the route 
alignment 

Route Alignment 

Borrowell Lane to Swimming Pool 

The outline designs for this section of route originally considered two 
alignment options between the Borrowell Lane access and the rear of the 
swimming pool. 

Option 1 – involves widening the existing 1.2m width to provide a 3m wide 
shared path. The existing hedge was proposed to be retained and the path 
widened into the adjacent green space. This would result in the re-working of 
the existing slope to accommodate the increased path. 

Option 2 – involves the creation of a new 3m wide path within the level 
greenspace area, winding through the existing stand of trees. It would retain, 
but widen, the existing alignment of the current path link from Borrowell Lane 
into the park for approximately 50m before diverging. It would also retain and 
widen, the existing alignment of the current path link on the approach to the 
structure across Finham Brook. It left open to public consultation the option to 
retain or remove the existing path alignment adjacent to the hedge line. 

Historic England: Lengthy discussions were held with Historic England to 
understand the level of flexibility that existed in any route alignment, and their 
preference for a new path away from the hedge / bank was acknowledged. 
This, they felt, retained any existing archaeology relating to the former abbey’s 
fishponds, and an alignment through the level open space followed the line of 
the pond, rather than the edges / banks.  

Public Consultation: The public consultation events run during 2025 by the 
District Council ensured that both a new path alignment and widening the 
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existing path were presented as deliverable options. The outcomes of several 
engagement events determined that a new path alignment was preferable, 
retention of the existing path alignment, with minor remedial works to re-
establish its full width should also be included. 

Agreed Design Alignment: It was agreed that Option 2 and delivering a new 
shared path should be designed to follow the alignment preferred by Historic 
England, and that the existing path should be retained and its original width 
reestablished. 

Bridge Street to Swimming Pool 

The route alignment for this section was determined to follow the existing 
access drive between the swimming pool and the current access barriers and 
would be locally widened as part of the swimming pool construction. This was 
required as part of these works and not as a direct result of the need to 
provide a suitable cycle connection, but there is benefit to the cycle route in 
doing so. 

The alignment between the existing access barriers and Bridge Street has 
been determined to enable a safe connection between the access drive and 
the proposed new crossing on Bridge Street. 

Historic England: The access and connectivity at Bridge Street was also 
included in the discussions and agreed that a small area of land was necessary 
to deliver a connection onto the crossing. 

Swimming Pool 

The area around the swimming pool, and especially that around the duck 
feeding platform, has been recognised as a sensitive area and may bring cycle 
movements and pedestrian movements together in an area of reduced space. 

Delivering a clear alignment and a facility with a width capable of supporting 
pedestrian and cycle movements is constrained by several factors, including: 
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 available space between building line and retained trees, 

 limited scope to expand the external paved areas further in the 
protected landscape, 

 location and access requirements of the retained duck feeding platform, 

 location of the existing bridge structure across Finham Brook, 

 location of connecting paths alongside the existing lake, 

When reviewed together they all introduce areas that need to be resolved 
through a pragmatic design that enables a free flow of pedestrian and 
cycle movements through the area. Within a constrained area such as this 
design alone cannot eliminate the potential for cycle and pedestrian 
movements to occasionally come into conflict. 

Path Construction Specification 

Borrowell Lane to Swimming Pool 

The new path will be dedicated as a walking and cycling shared path, and 
therefore the design will consider the requirements of those needing to use 
mobility scooters, hand operated wheelchairs, recumbent or hand operated 
cycles, parents with buggies as well as those opting to cycle, walk, or use 
scooters. 

The construction specification has been developed following discussions with 
Historic England to minimise the extent to which any buried archaeology is 
impacted. 

A hybrid “No Dig” solution, where the top 50mm layer of soils are removed, 
has been proposed for the new path construction between Borrowell Lane 
and the existing bridge structure over Finham Brook. 
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This solution would allow for a 3m wide path to be constructed using a 
“Cellweb” system – in essence a way of creating a series of pockets that are 
filled with clean inert stone and then overlain with tarmac. Given the sensitivity 
of this location, it is proposed that the final surface of the path is finished with 
a tar and chip surface dressing. This has three impacts: 

 It differentiates this path from all the other paths within Abbeyfields, 
which makes it easier to highlight as being the only available path for 
cyclists to use, 

 It reduces the argument for “over urbanisation” of the park 

 The change of surface from tarmac to include a stone finish slows cycles. 
The subsequent crunch sound from cycles can give an audible warning 
to pedestrians. 

Care will be needed to ensure that the application of the final surface 
dressing is at an appropriate rate of stone. Too high an application rate will 
result in the path becoming a challenge for those who require a smooth 
surface – ie hand powered wheelchairs or cycles, parents with children in 
buggies. Too low a rate will result in the path quickly becoming “another 
tarmac path” within the park. 

Towpaths along the canal network 
operate successfully as cycle 
corridors in urban areas, often at 
reduced widths. The addition of a 
surface dressing finish helps to 
enforce a slower cycle speed, 
makes users more aware of each 
other and ensures a softer visual 
finish 

Walk Wheel Cycle Trust 

The construction works will need to be constrained into a narrow operating 
corridor, 5m wide, to minimise the wider impact of construction works on 
the historic parkland. This approach has been agreed with Historic England 
during earlier discussion. 
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Bridge Street to Swimming Pool 

The construction works for most of this section will be delivered as part of 
the swimming pool construction project, except for the small area of land 
needed to enable the connection between Bridge Street and the existing 
control barriers. 

The construction specification for this smaller area will also be a “No Dig” 
approach to minimise the impact of any archaeology. It is also proposed 
that the final surface is a similar surface dressed path. 

A path width of 2.5m is recommended through a c 30m length between 
the back of footway on Bridge Street and a point just beyond the access 
barriers. The path is set c 6m from the edge of the existing swimming pool 
driveway and this should ensure sufficient offset from the existing mature 
tree. 

Space has also been provided to store 4 No 1100l wheeled bins between 
the new path and the access into the car park area. 

Swimming Pool 

The area around the swimming pool will deliver a 2.5m wide path, using 
the same materials as the proposed external works to this project. Whilst a 
through route will operate, the demarcation of this is expected to be 
minimal. It is possible to re-think the surface treatment of the path, but this 
will impact on the overall aesthetic of the hard landscaping of the new 
swimming pool, and a clearly defined path is more likely to encourage a 
high cycle speed.  

Demarcation for different user groups would also require an element of 
vertical separation, which in turn will generate challenges to the overall 
operation of the swimming pool – ie refuse bin removals. 

An approach using level surface and same materials will intentionally blur 
the lines between the movement of people and cycles through this space, 
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encouraging greater awareness by all parties and ensuring a slower speed 
environment. 

The reduction in the design of path width through this area, from 3.0m to 
2.5m is deliberate and arises from three key areas: 

 As a result of available space in / around the duck feeding platform 
and proposed hard landscaping / stone benches. 

 A narrower route has the effect of squeezing opposing cycle 
movements together and reducing the perception of a wide free 
flowing cycle track, 

 As a result of needing to limit the expansion needed to 
accommodate a path of this width around parts of the swimming pool 
building where there is currently insufficient width designed in. 
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Signing and route legibility 

The safety of all visitors to Abbeyfields is essential if it is to be a welcoming 
place and developing an approach that ensures that users, – whether on foot, 
or on a cycle, remain safe is paramount.  

The consultation process run during 2025 by WDC highlighted that whilst 
there are more people in favour of delivering a cycling route through 
Abbeyfields, there is still nervousness around doing so.  

Installing every possible solution, or implementing every strategy, from the 
outset leaves very little scope for adaption should concerns arise in the future. 
At this stage it is presumed that the route between Borrowell Lane and Bridge 
Street will operate as a continuous cycle route. 

The main areas of contention are likely to be around the swimming pool itself, 
the access drive between Bridge Street and swimming pool, and at points 
where other paths link to or cross, the preferred cycle route.  

The location of cycle parking for the swimming pool is outside the front 
entrance, meaning that users approaching from the Borrowell Lane entrance 
are more likely to cycle through the area to the rear of the swimming pool 
than walk.  

Implementing no cycling around the swimming pool area would be an 
inconvenience and break the “through route” of a cycle track for able bodied 
users, irrespective of whether they are using the pool as a destination or are 
simply passing through, however it should be noted that able bodied users 
driving to use the swimming pool would need to park at the Bridge Street car 
park, or on surrounding roads, meaning that the distances that these users 
need to walk would be considerably more. 

Drivers who have recognised disabilities and qualify for a blue badge scheme 
would be able to drive up to the front entrance, but there is no recognised 
scheme in place that would allow cyclists, for whom this maybe the only viable 
transport mode, who have similar challenges to do the same. As some 
disabilities are hidden, it raises a risk that by implementing a no cycling policy 
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around the swimming pool area certain users with protected characteristics 
are unintentionally singled out and discriminated against. 

Developing a clear and effective message around where cycling is and isn’t 
permitted and an appropriate “Code of Conduct” is essential to enabling 
future success.  The Royal Parks in / around London have established a 
successful Code of Conduct that ensure that pedestrian users remain safe and 
able to enjoy the experience of the parks, whilst co-existing with cycle traffic as 
it moves through these spaces. 

Developing a similar Code of Conduct should be regarded as an essential 
aspect of delivery, and replicating that used by the Royal Parks may provide 
the most robust option. 

Royal Parks Code of Conduct  

https://www.royalparks.org.uk/cycling-royal-parks 

 Respect the park environment  

 Respect all park visitors 

 Control your speed 

 Know the rules 

 Be seen and be heard 
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Level 1 – Directional Signing and “gentle” 
persuasion 

Clear directional signing to highlight the core route at each end – ie at 
Borrowell Lane and Bridge Street entrances. Supplemented by supporting 
“Code of Conduct” signing and potential route mapping information boards 
at Borrowell Lane and Bridge Street. 

Wider campaign across social media, local groups and local press to reinforce 
the messaging. 
 
https://friendsofgreenwichpark.org.uk/News/Cycling-Code-of-Conduct/ 
 
https://www.facebook.com/BushyParkLondon/posts/we-have-launched-a-
new-code-of-conduct-for-cyclists-within-the-royal-parks-
aimed/700221295695052/ 
 
https://www.richmondparkcyclists.org/safer-riding-guide 
 
   
Cycle speeds should be low enough for all users to be comfortable but 
imposing a “speed limit” as such is difficult. Most cyclists have little knowledge 
of how fast they are riding but should be able to identify when they are riding 
with “excessive speed”. 
 
Level 1 interventions, over a sustained period should be sufficient to ensure 
that all user groups understand and respond to the immediate environments. 
 
Signage should be clear and easy to understand. 

 
  
 
Examples of “Code of Conduct” signing 
– Royal Parks (left) and Strawberry Line / 
Somerset Circle route.  
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Level 2 – Increased signing and awareness, 
enhanced social media presence, local 
engagement 
 
It is everyone’s hope that by introducing cycling to a specific route through 
Abbeyfields that, whilst there may be some initial concerns, things will settle 
down and “anti-social” cycling has not materialised. 
 
If issues continually arise and stage 1 has become ineffective, then further 
measures may need to be implemented. 
 
Cycle use on other paths 
 
Whilst signing and further engagement can be proactive, the introduction of 
barriers starts to close off the parks other access points to legitimate users and 
should be regarded as a last resort. 
 
The introduction of carefully placed bollards, complete with No Cycling logo’s, 
at other entrances may be sufficient, but the location of such would need to 
ensure that all paths remain accessible for legitimate users, especially those 
with mobility concerns.  
 
Usable path widths would need to be maintained, without needing to 
implement localised widening (which would then require further consultation 
with Historic England). 
 
Cycle speeds on the definitive cycle path 
 
By specifying an additional surface dressing to the new path, it is intended 
that this is sufficient to reinforce a slower cycle speed from the outset. 
 
The nature of both approaches to the swimming pool is such that the 
alignments are fixed. More practical options such as a meandering path 
alignment to encourage slower speeds through design are hampered by the 
historic parkland environment. 
 
Localised use of brick setts within the cycle path construction on the 
approaches to key path junctions, will visually change the path, and force 
those on “skinny tyres” to slow – but there is a risk that this simply results in 
speeding between sets of setts. 
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Stage 3 – Increased infrastructure change 
 
If engagement, signing, and limited restrictions for cycle access, have failed to 
deliver considerate signing then infrastructure changes may be necessary – 
however these would need to be delivered within the confines of the path 
alignment. 
 
The introduction of “cycle speed humps” would reinforce a slow speed 
environment but are then creating a more awkward movement for those with 
mobility impairments, as cyclists or pedestrians. 
 
Within the context of the historic parkland, it would require additional “edges” 
to frame any sort of level deviation, and this may be more challenging in this 
park.  

 

 
 
Adapting designs to reinforce behaviour may be easy to retrofit but are an added expense. 
Setts can be easily inlaid at key locations where paths meet, (Clapham Common) and cycle 
speed humps require changes to path levels (Silverdale Greenway, Stoke). 
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Stage 4 – Legal and Enforcement Measures 
 

Enforcement and harder hitting measures should be avoided at all costs, but 
persistent disregard for others may need some level of action above and 
beyond design or local engagement. 

The items below are arguably the “Nuclear” options and should be regarded 
as a last resort.  

Updating the existing byelaws may be a necessity to allow the new cycle path 
to exist. 

 

 Public Space Protection Orders (PSPOs): Councils can introduce 
PSPOs to prohibit antisocial behaviour, including dangerous or high-
speed cycling, in specific areas for up to three years. These can stipulate 
that cyclists must ride at "walking pace" or dismount in designated 
crowded areas. 

 Fixed Penalty Notices (FPNs): Breach of a PSPO is a criminal offence 
that can result in a £100 fine, or up to £1,000 if convicted at a 
magistrates' court. 

 Police Section 59 Powers: Police can seize bicycles or e-bikes/e-
scooters used in a careless, inconsiderate, or dangerous manner. 

 Bye-laws: Local authorities can use byelaws to restrict cycling on 
specific footpaths. 

 "Wanton or Furious Driving": In serious cases, cyclists can be 
prosecuted under 19th-century legislation for dangerous riding. 
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