
 
 

Eynsham Park & Ride and A40 Bus Lane Consultation 
 
 

Summary 

We welcome the proposed improvements to this strategic section of Oxfordshire’s 
cycle network. Namely: 

● 3m wide links, satisfying the desirable minimum width for a 2-way cycle track 
recommended by Highways England.  1

● Maintaining a 1.5m verge between carriageway and cycle track, meeting the 
absolute minimum horizontal separation at 50mph recommended by HE.  2

(NB If sections of the carriageway retain a 60mph speed limit the verge would need 
to be increased to comply with the most relevant Highways England guidance.) 

We note the arguments presented for not placing the cycle track on the southern side 
of the carriageway, but we question why there is: 

● a lack of figures (costs and timings) supporting these arguments?  ‘Unknowns’ 
are difficult to counter and make it impossible to compare options 4 and 5 
when there has also been... 

● no serious attempt to calculate and quantify the significant reduction in 
Directness of the route for cycling? In addition to the extra existing crossings to 
be made between Eynsham and Oxford, the proposed A40-A44 link road 
junction will introduce a further 2-stage crossing on the northern side.  3

 
We have identified elements that could be improved upon, one of which prevents the 
design forming part of a safe cycle route to school; Eynsham roundabout being the 
weakest point. We make suggestions below to improve the route by addressing the 
design criteria for cycle traffic of Safety, Coherence, Comfort and Attractiveness which 
may in part mitigate for loss of Directness should the case for option 4 be proven.   4

 
We refer to Highways England’s recent IAN 195/16 for Cycle Traffic throughout; it is 
the most relevant design guidance available for the context of this route. 
 
Safe routes to school 

OCC will recall its initiative to make cycle routes to school safe for children (as well as 
for teachers!) and this is a prime opportunity to do so for people living in Cassington. 
This was highlighted recently when parents pointed out how inappropriate the route 
is between Cassington and Bartholomew School in Eynsham for walking and cycling.  5

 
We suggest that safe routes to school are more relevant than ever and should be 
included as part of the criteria for this (and any future) infrastructure project. 

1 IAN 195/16 Cycle Traffic and the Strategic Road Network, Table 2.2.11 
2 IAN 195/16 Cycle Traffic and the Strategic Road Network, Table 2.3.3 
3 Northern Gateway Public Exhibition, Thomas White, Page 11 
4 IAN 195/16 Cycle Traffic and the Strategic Road Network, Section 2.2.1 
5 Criticism over Cassington free Bartholomew School bus cut, BBC News 
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Cycle Bridges 

The internal width of 2m proposed for the two ‘footbridges’ is insufficient for trikes, 
trailers etc, on a 2-way cycle track particularly with the adjacent 1.8m high ‘walls’. 
 
An absolute minimum width of 2.5m+0.5m+0.5m = 3.5m is recommended for these 
proposed sections of 2-way cycle track.  6

 
Glare 

There is considerable concern among commuters to Oxford about glare from 
oncoming headlights in the evening when cycling west on the northern side of the 
carriageway. We note that a greater horizontal separation (increased verge and bus 
lane) would help to reduce this , but we recognise that such a dark, essentially rural 7

section of busy road is prone to this problem. 

Dutch guidance recommends lighting the cycle track to offset the effect of glare on 
the eye  and given that Oxfordshire has many of these dark, inter-urban links we 8

suggest OCC investigate the use of sustainable, solar, motion activated lighting for 
cycle paths with a view to recommending and implementing a solution on this route. 
 

Roundabout junctions 

We note that the relevant section of the Design Manual for Roads and Bridges 
recommends grade separated or signalised crossings for each of these junctions.  9

A40-A44 link road: 
Although not part of this project, we note that a new signalised crossing is 
proposed for the future A40-A44 junction. 

Eynsham P&R: 
There is no detail given for the crossing of the roundabout at the Eynsham 
Park & Ride entrance. What design is proposed here? 

Eynsham Roundabout: 
The proposed crossing at the Eynsham Roundabout is not appropriate for a 
safe route to school. Motor traffic flow is predicted to increase, particularly 
with additional traffic associated with the Garden Village development. There 
would appear to be no simple solution given the present physical constraints. 
 
A 3-armed bridge linking Cassington with the proposed Garden Village and 
Eynsham could be an elegant solution here.  10

6 IAN 195/16 Cycle Traffic and the Strategic Road Network, Tables 2.2.11 and 2.2.11.1 
7 IAN 195/16 Cycle Traffic and the Strategic Road Network, Section 2.3.3 
8 CROW Design manual for bicycle traffic, Section 7.4 
9 TD 16/07 Geometric Design of Roundabouts, Table 6/1 
10 Image of cycle bridge in Bruges, Belgium 
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Side road junctions 

Side road junctions with a 60mph speed limit would require grade separated 
crossings.  We suggest reducing the speed limits of those adjoining minor roads to 11

50mph. 

Cuckoo Lane 
This junction will require some modification in order to implement a bent-out 
crossing with a set back distance of 10m  without significant deviation from 12

the desire line of the route. A possible option is to restrict movements and 
remove the westbound slip (with little loss of amenity if west facing slips are 
introduced at Shores Green, Witney). 
 
Are the western and eastern slips still required, and still appropriate, for 
vehicles leaving and joining the A40 across the bus lane? It would relax the 
space constraints if the junction could be simplified and made perpendicular. 
 
(NB Bent-out crossings ARE suitable for roads with a speed limit greater than 
30mph) 

 
 

 
 
 

11 IAN 195/16 Cycle Traffic and the Strategic Road Network, Table 2.4.2 
12 IAN 195/16 Cycle Traffic and the Strategic Road Network, Section 2.4.11 
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