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1. Study Purpose, Aims and Scagfgtructure of the Report

1.1 In 2016after a period of informal investigation by local voluntedrepe Development Trust
secured funding to conduct a feasibility study into the creation of a new cycld#iaieen
Liskeard and Looe in South East Cornwidiis report documents the outcomes of that
work.

1.2 The idea of a cycle trail in the East Looe valley and in South East Cornwall is not new. Early
plans for the National Cycle Network envisaged a route fRdymouth to Looe and onwards
further west. In the late 1990s, a local group called the East Looe Valley Improvement
Society (ELVIS) promoted the possibility of a new trail linked to or possibly superseding the
Liskeard to Looe railway line. In 1999 @araDistrict Council commissioned a study into
the industrial archaeology of the former Liskeard and Looe Union Canal with a view to
securing and promoting its heritage. Unfortunately because of funding constraints at the
time, none of this could be takdrward. But the many of ideas were still good ones, and
this work builds on that backgrounalith due thanks to all those previously involved

1.3 In the light of the increasing interest in Cornwall in developing leisure cycling for both local
residents andvisitors, these ideas were revived. Initial informal investigations led to the
identification of a potentially feasible route from Liskeard to Looe. It also became clear that
a group of cyclists based in and around Looe had scoped a further possitédroom Looe
to Lanhydrock, and were keen tham initial exploration ofhis should be incorporated into
the feasibility study.

1.4 The aim of this project is to test the feasibility of delivering a rudtcycling and walking
route along the East Looe &y between Liskeard aridboe and scope out its possible
impacts, delivery mechanisms and costs.

15 The popularity of such trails in Cornwall is now well established witlsticeess of the
Camel Trail in regenerating parts of Wadebridge Bodmin, and on Munts Bay, Penzance
part of the Cornish Way and S®@¢ast Path, and the further development of cycling hubs at
the National TrustQ Banhydrock estate. The Liskeard Looe trail would:

i Contribute to the local economyy adding a highly appealing tourist adipin an area
which generally lacks things for tourists to do, drawing more tourism footfall to this part
of Cornwall, supporting existing tourism businesses and stimulating the creation of new
route-specific businesses (eg cycle shops, cafes)

U Enhance theviability of Liskeard and Looe town centrdsy increasing visitor footfall,
particularly through proactive routing to direct cyclists through the centre of Liskeard
en-route to and from theailway station and car parks

U Further develop the use of the Lisked ¢ Looe branch lindDevon and Cornwall Rail
Partnership) by visitors and Cornwadbkidents

U Provide a link between the coast and busy tourist resort of Looe and the Caradon area
of the Cornish Mining World Heritage Sitenhancing access to and undenstling of
i KS linbkiStliabh&@ritage and create some specific points of access to and
interpretation of the canal and railway

1| Page Report Prepared by Dr Sue Brownlow
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U Engage the communitincluding schools and young people and artists in the
development, management and use and appeal of tilad,tbuilding community identity,
interest and improving health outcomes by encouraging physical activity

U Support the development of National Cycle Network Route& 2 long distance cycle
route along the south coast of England from Dover to St Austell

1.6 Among these aims hie primary focus of the work was on the potential local economic
impact of a new Trail, as a means of adding value to the local tourism economy.

1.7 In order to control risk, the project wasplit intothree distinct phases: initial feasiity to
test the route concept and develop a high level plan and costing; detailed design of route
sections to give greater cost certainty and secure landowner consents; implementation.
This report covers the initial feasibility stage.

1.8 Because fundingof the feasibility study was limited, there wartially no scope to do more
than take an initial look at the proposed route from Looe to Lanhydrock. Towards the end of
this work additional resources have been secured from Looe Town Council, the Camulvall
Isles of Scilly Local Enterprise Partnership and Cornwall Council to erpbfeeainitial
feasibility study into this west route, which is beginning as this report is costpleThe
same steering grougeam and methodologywill continue into thissecond piece of work,
which will alsdook at the potential route eastwards from Looe to Plymoatid is due to
report by the end of June 2010 that the work can bdeliveredas a single project.

1.9 There is much technical detail in the waatesentedby the studyteam. This is contained in
a series of Annexes, some parts of which are of necessity confidential. This overview report
is written to summarise this work and to signpost the reagand potential future funder of
the implementation phaseto those annexes of particular interest.

1.10 Many people have contributed to this study, as consultees and members of the steering
group. The study would not have been possible without the commitment of Looe
Development Trust who have acted as accountable Bodthe funds and chaired the
steering groupThe team would like to put on record their thanks to all of these for their
generous support and advice.

2| Page Report Prepared by Dr Sue Brownlow
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2. Funding, project steering group and study team

2.1 It was clear from the outset that a multidiscipliyaspproach would be required. As well as
the obvious route desigrhighways anangineering challenges, the trail has clear potential
for heritage interpretation and the ecological aspects of trail desigoneed to be taken
into account. The views tfie local community and local businesses need to be considered,
and the potential business and economic impacts identifi@dnechanism to secure the
long term ownership and maintenance of the Trial is requingthst importantly, landowner
consent isesential for trail construction both from individual private landowners and from
corporate landowners along the route including Network Rail.

2.2 Looe Development Trust were successful in securing grant funding towards the initial
feasibility study from LiskedrTown Council, Liskeard Town Forum and the Cornish Mining
World Heritage Site. On the basis of this, Cornwall Council agreed to provide engineering
and design expertise through their contracts with CORMACSarstians.A successful
application was madto the local LEADER EU funding programme, and other expertise
including project management and administration was put in place through temporary
staffing andmarkettested contracts for advisory services. The full team comprised:

Looe Development Trustaff: project management and administration; landowner,
stakeholder, business and local community consultations; economic impact analysis
CORMAC & Sustran®esign engineering; mapping

Andrew Thompson HeritageHeritage advice

Phil Collins Associate€cological advice

2.3 The overall funding package for this Feasibility Study is shown in the table below:

Cornish Mining WHS £ 1,000.00
Cornwall Council £37,500.00 (in kind)
LEADER EU programme £20,571.38
Liskeard Town Council £ 5,00.00
Liskeard Town Forum £ 300.00
Total funding package £64,371.38

2.4 To oversee the work, Looe Development Trust assembled and chaired a project Steering
Group comprising representatives of the main funding organisations and local elected
Councillos. The group met three times during the course of the study. The work began in
September 2016 andascompletedin March 2017.

3| Page Report Prepared by Dr Sue Brownlow
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3. Methodology

3.1 Our approach to this brief was as follows:

September/ October 2016

T

!l
1
)l

Initial wholeteam visit to route includig West Loo¢o Lanhydrock section

Initial Steering Group meeting

Identification of distinct route sections and longlist optidins each section

Sourcing landowner information from Land Registry and local knowledge and making
contact with every landowneio establish their position

Identification of and contact with other key stakeholders with the potential to influence
the route outcome

Preliminary identification from deskased sources of route issues and constraints
Preliminary identification from deskased sources of ecologi@dportunities,issues

and constraints

Preliminary identification from deskased sources of heritage opportunities, issues and
constraints

Public communications and awareness raising including local media coverage and social
media presence

November / December 2016

1

|l

Refinement of longlist options based on preliminary feedbackparation of indicative
maps to inform public consultation events

Open consultation (2 events) with local community, and with young people and local
tourism and cycleelated businesses

wSaSINOK Ayid2 /2NysgltftQa QOAarl2NI SO2y2vYe
Meetings with keytocalstakeholders and corporate landowners (Network Rail, Duchy of
Cornwall, Forestry Commission, Woodland TrGsirnwall Wildlife Trst, Morval estatg
Individual site visits by team members to follow up points of detail

Team walk of parts of the railway track to investigate conditions in otherwise
inaccessible locations

Indexing of route sections and route options for each sectitging a structured and
weighted scoring mechanism based on ratings of feasibility, quality and economic
impact

Wholeteam workshop to evaluate route options and identify preferred route

Januaryg March 2017

=A =4 =4 =
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Second Steering Group meeting to consider prefermde and remaining workplan
Team detailed analysis of preferred route; refinement

Feedback to landowners and further investigation and dialogue

Consultation withother stakeholders and potentifiture investors (SECTA, Visit
Cornwall, Heritage Lottery Rd, Local Enterprise Partnership; local representatives of
EU funding programmes)

Ly
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1 Report preparation
9 Third Steering Group meeting to consider draft report
1 Report submission and project close

During this period we also secured fundifay a feasibility stug into thelink to lanhydrock.

3.2 Substantiallialogue between team members was essential throughout the study period to
ensurea robust multidisciplinary approach as the route options analysis evolvdds was
achieved through monthly team meetings iretutumn of 2016, and extensive bilateral
communications thereafterThe process was iterative, and inevitably messier in places than
the following report suggests.

5|Page Report Prepared by Dr Sue Brownlow
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4. Route options and preferred option

4.1 At the outset of the study, our route concept wasstiart in Liskearddwn centre, proceed
somehowto Moorswater then follow the valley bottom as closely as possible as far as
Sandplacaising a combination of quiet lanes aotf-road sections At this point we
considered the main road (A387) unacceptafolepotentially large numbers damily
leisure cyclists and had identified tlo&-road alternative of accessing the adjacent Morval
Estatewith their consent and proceeding into Looe above the east side of the road through
woodland believed to belong tthe Diocese of Truro. The aim was to create a reasonably
flat route accessible to family cyclists.

4.2 Our early site investigations and enquiries identified severablpgprtunities andssues
that would have to be addressed to secure a deliverable roptea:

1 In consultation with Network Rail it became clear that their safety and operational
requirements meant that new crossings of the railway line would be very expensive and
should be avoided wherever possibl€his included the need to avoid moreémisive
use of existing farm and footpath crossings and an unprotected level crossing.

1 The most obvious routeut of Liskeard into the valley using the B3254 Lodgends!
not considered safe for the target market, being narrow and a bus route. It wésdd a
mean visitors being routed away from the town centre and Moorswater, both of which
would be important missed opportunities.

1 Moorswater hasmportant heritage assets from its period as the main transport
interchange between the Caradon Hill mining asea the canal / railway. This has the
potential to bea basis for telling the story of the connection between the route and the
industrial and agricultural history of the area, and with imagination provides an
2L NI dzyAde TF2N O2Y Ydayof teinindvaive eryifieering S a2 2 g ¢
represented by the technologies when they were inventedilding on the recent Man
Engine experience

1 Much of the land adjacent to the railway at the bottom of the valley is waterlogged and
prone to floodingbecause its also the route of the East Looe river and former Liskeard
and Looe Union Canahaking construction of a trail more difficult and expensleng
the valley bottom itself.

1 Below Sandplace, the initial route concept down the east side of the valley was mo
challenging than we have anticipated because of the topography of key parts of the
Morval Estatelandowner constraintand a change in landownership of the woodland at
the south. It was also not clear how a safe crossing onto this side of the roadHeo
B3254 at Sandplace could be achieved, or how the final section into Looe could be
navigated without using the A387.

1 Without landowner consent, no newff-road sections could realistically be achieved.

We judged it unlikely that the local authorityowld have an appetite for Compulsory
Purchase for a project of this natyrandit is anyway highly undesirable to proceed in
this way. We therefore sought to create a coalition of the willing.

6| Page Report Prepared by Dr Sue Brownlow
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1 The topography and available options meant that a flat, tgtaif-road trail was
unachievable. It was clear we would have to revise our view of the target market for
this trail from the very easy, young family market (as, for example, the users of the
Camel Trail) and towards more experienced cyclists willinggéoquiet lanes in places
and to tackle some steeper gradients. Research of the cycling market revealed that this
is astronggrowth sector and still left plenty of scope foigh levels oéconomic impact.

4.3 We divided the whole route into 16 discrete sieos, running from north to south. Faach
section, all available options were identified and longlisted. This was in order that we could
document the reasons why certain options were not preferred as well as just establish our
preferred route

4.4 After consultation with all landowners and with the public and local businesses, and initial
investigation of the heritage potential, ecological impact aegign and cost feasibility of
each option, the team identified a preferred option for each section basedeighted
score across a range of criteriull details of the reasons why particular route optiovere
preferred or not are given in Annex A.

4.5 The preferrecbption isshown in Figure 4.1 argescribed in Table 4.2. The total length of
the preferredroute is20.2km of which10.9km isoff-road with the remainder outside of
the two towns on quiet lanes. Apart from the section leaving Liskeard,Gofikm of the
route is on lanesBelow Sandplace, almost all of the preferred routeffsroad.

4.6 Thepreferred option does involve the following steep sections where the amount of climb /
descent is beyond what would be considered reasonable for it to be described as an easy
cycling route:

U Venslooe Hill to the west of Liskeat@n acceptable descent ahe way down buga
moderateclimb in the Looe to Liskeard direction

U Fields and lane above Landlooe Bridgaoderate climiddescentthrough fields with
short butsteepclimb/descenton laneto Landlooe
Path above Plashforgishort steep climb or descemwin trackdepending on direction
Several moderate climbs and descents between Sandplace and West Looe

4.7 Dialogue with landowners has continued after the options review, and we now believe that
even better options may exist at Terras and at the crossing ndr'tWaiergate. There has
not been time to pursue this during this phase of the study but we recommend that it is
taken forward early in the next phase, before detailed design commences.

4.8 We have contacted all relevant landowners ahd whole of the prefered route(noting the
tweaks in paragraph 4.¢puld, we believe, be implemented with the consent and
cooperation of landowners. No legal agreements or heads of terms have yet been
considered.Full details of landowners are given in the confidential An@ex

7| Page Report Prepared by Dr Sue Brownlow
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Figure4.1 Preferred Route
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Table 4.2 Preferred route summary

Section 1 - Liskeard to Moorswater

distance onroad (km)
distance offroad (km)
Section 2 - Moorswater

distance onroad (km)
distance offroad (km)
Section 3 - Moorswater to Coombe Station

distance onroad (km)
distance offroad (km)
Section 4 - Coombe Station to Lodge Crossing

distance onroad (km)
distance offroad (km)
Section 5 - Lodge Crossing to Trussel Bridge

distance onroad (km)
distance offroad (km)
Section 6 - Trussel Bridge to St Keyne Station

distance onroad (km)
distance offroad (km)
Section 7 St Keyne Station to Landlooe

distance onroad (km)
distance offroad (km)
Section 8 Landlooe via Badham to Plashford

distance onroad (km)
distance offroad (km)

9| Page

Option 4

Start in town centre (Cattle
Market or Westbourne), Parade,
Barras Street, Barras Cross,
Venslooe Hill, Lane via Old Par|
Farm and Ladye Park to Old Roi
Old Road under A38

2.83

Option 1

Access at Moorswater to: New
parking, cafe and toilet facilities
Interpretation of key heritage
assets around former canal basi
Innovative interpretation activity
at Brunel Piers to appeal to actiy
cyclist market

Option 2
Old Station Road, Footpath und
viaduct to Coombe Station
0.16
0.45
Option 2
Track through Devon and
Cornwall Wool site, lane to Lod¢
crossing
0.61
0.3
Option 2

New trail on Network Rail and
private land to east side of track
then adjacent to road, under
canal arch at Trussel

0
0.91
Option 1
Lane to east of railway
1.14
0

Option 3

(East side) lane along valley
bottom as far as school, new tra
in fields to footpath crossing, up
footpath onto lane, lane down tc
Landlooe

1.27
0.86
Lane
Lane
1.73
0

Report Prepared by Dr Sue Brownlow
On behalf of Looe Development Trust
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Section 9 Plashford to Tregarlandbridge Option 2

Cross at road bridge over railwa
to east side footpath up to Cante
Track / Coalyard Track, down to

Tregarlandbridge
distance onroad (km) 0.08
distance offroad (km) 0.62
Section 10 Tregarlandbridge to Sandplace Station Option 1

Lane
distance onroad (km) 0.32
distance offroad (km) 0
Section 11 Sandplace Station to Terras Option 4

Lane to Polraen, onto Network
Rail / Morval land between
railway and A387, new bridge
crossings of railway and river or
west side below woods, new
track along bottom of fields to
Terras Crossing (west side)

distance onroad (km) 0.38

distance offroad (km) 1.43

Section 12 Terras to East Looe Option 1

Note: this option is not feasible as a cycling route but it me

be possible to negotiate access for footpaths to create a n(east side) Morval estate new

circular walking route around Looe. Recommended for Lo bridge across Steppes Pond, St

Town Council and Morval Parish Council to further Martin's Wood, Road into East

investigate. Looe

distance onroad (km)

distance offroad (km)

Section 13 Terras to Watergate (east side) Option 1

Terras crossing west side, short

section of foreshore, Trenant

Farm land and wood, Woodland

Trust new plantation, descent ta

Watergate
distance onroad (km) 0
distance offroad (km) 3.35
Section 14 Watergate E to Watergate W Option 2

Note: Option 1 and Option 2 differ only in the crossing poi New track through woodland to
of the West Looe. 1 would be a very acceptable alternativ Springs, new bridge crossing to
should 2 prove problematic on further detailed investigatio land adjacent to restored
Limekiln, lane to Watergate wes
side
distance onroad (km) 0.45
distance offroad (km) 0.32
Section 15 Tregarlandbridge via Treworgey to Watergate Option 1
Not preferred option but could be used as interim step if
delivery of main offroad route needs to be phased for
financial reasons. Number of steep gradients makes it
unattractive for family users

Up steep lane from
Tregarlandbridge to B4354; Lane
to Treworgey and Sowden's
Bridge; Lane to Kilminorth
distance onroad (km)

distance offroad (km)

Section 16 Watergate W to West Looe Option 2

New zigzag path from Watergatt
up to Kilminorth bridleway;
bridleway to Polean

distance onroad (km) 0.3
distance offroad (km) 2.08
10| Page

Option 2
Terras crossing west side, short
section of foreshore, Trenant
Farm land and wood, Woodland
Trust ancient woodland higher
path, descent to Watergate
0
3.92
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5. Design engineering

51 /hwa!/ {2fdziA2yaQ 9yIAAYSSNAY I 5S&A JEsSBNE dzL] 0 ¢
the identified route options, investiga outline engineering solutions fahallenging
sections and develop costings to recommend a preferred route froengmeering
perspective.Specialist support has been provided by Sustrans.

5.2 Assessment of the existing situation indicates that there lack of safe access fyrclists
and pedestrians between Liskeard and Looe. There is no footway along poteuntes
once outside of the town limits. The only cycle provisions in the study areaGéenaile
section of National Cycle Network RoutgvBich leaves West Looe towarddminorth
Woods (Ridgeway) and part of the Caradon Trail which runs thrbisgleard.

5.3 In assessing the design feasibility of the route options, the following factors were
considered:

Engineering Requirements of Route

Desgn Fit With Family Friendly Off Road Aim
Safety

Security (Personal)

Use of the Existing Geometry / Road Corridor
Meeting Design Standards

Impact on Existing Structures

Land Take Requirements

Technological Requirements

Durability / Lifespan

Implementation Tmescale

CDM(¢ Construction Risks

CDM- Maintenance Risks

Buildability

Directness of Route

Highway Status/ Considerations

(e e el et e e et el e e el e e e e e

54 The cost estimation value quoted for each route is the works cost vhittides materials
and labour onlyCost estimations made #tis stage of feasibility are necessarily high level.
The estimations have been calculated based on costs per m fasthened construction
types as experienced on other similar scheraess the UKAN estimate of design fees,
works supervision feesisk and optimism bias is included in the figures and accounts for an
additional 97% of the works cost ie very nearly half of the overall tdtds was a desk
based assessment and no new surveys or investigations have been commissioned.

5.5 Engineering dgign solutions for each route option are discussed in the report at Annex B.

5.6 Thetotal works cost of the overall preferred routeestimated as £4,848,600 broken down
asshown in theTable 5.1 below. Including design and supervision fees, risk andisiptim
bias, the estimated cost of implementing this route is £9,571,442alfernativeroute

11| Page Report Prepared by Dr Sue Brownlow
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based solely on the preferred engineering solution, ignoring other factors, was costed at
£3,779,900 works cost and £7,446,403 overall, but it should be notedhttall sections of

this solution can be implemented due to lack of landowner consent or other constraints, and
in a few sections the preferred overall route chooses more expemgfw®ad sections in

order to improve the overall user experience and @ase the economic impact of the Trail.

Overall

preferred

route
Section option cost
Liskeard to Moorswater 14 £2,60C
Moorswater to Coombe 3.2 £246,10(
Cooombe - Lodge 4.2 £9,20C
Lodge - Trussel 5.2 £379,80(
Trussel - St Keyne 6.1 £900
St Keyne - Landlooe 7.3 £245,40(
Landlooe - Plashford 8.1 £900
Plashford - Tregarlandbridge 9.2 £122,70(
Tregarlandbridge - Sandplace 10.1 £900
Sandplace - Terras 11.4 £1,629,70(
Terras - Watergate 13.1 £1,128,80(
Watergate crossing 14.2 £416,20(
Kilminorth 16.2 £675,40(
Total works cost £4,858,60(
18% design and supervision £874,54¢
35% risk £1,700,51(
44% Optimism Bias £2,137,78¢
Total cost £9,571,44.

5.7 The main drivers of high cost sections in this route are the need to crogy loogteeply
sloping land. rl sections 11 and 14he route requires us tareate new bridges over railway
and river.

5.8 Full details bthe rationale for all the route optiosicostings are given in Annex B along with
illustrations of sections of the route and options for route surface design.

12| Page Report Prepared by Dr Sue Brownlow
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6. Land ownership and consents

6.1 Landowners along all maoff-road route options were contactedsapart of the options
analysis to sound out their willingness to cooperate with the trail going across their land. No
detailed terms were discussed beyond the principle that this could be through a lease or
purchase arrangement based on open market laadigs (ie no premium) and no additional
costs, for example of fencing, insurance or maintenance liabilities, being incurred by the
landowner. Detailed terms and legal agreements will be required at the next stage.

6.2 Options shown as preferred are believiedhave the support of all the required landowners.
In the main, landowners we contacted were supportive of the Trail proposalwilling, and
in some cases positively keen, to play a part in enabling it to be developed. Detailed
discussions about roes were undertaken to achieve routes that would not impact on the
OoWwnSNEQ 2NJ ySAIKO2dzNAY I LINPLISNIASAZ yR gAGK |
implications.

6.3 The main sections where at least one landowner ruled out particular options were in the
upperpart of the valley between Coombe and Sandplacethe east side of Sandplace
Roadand in the areaat Terras crossing aratound Trenant Point Details are given in a
confidential Annex C. We respect the reasons why landowners felt unable to aghesén t
caseswhich were mostly to do with the impact on their property or business interests

6.4 Several institutional landowners have particular constraints which will have to be addressed
in full at the next stage of development. Principal among theséNatevork Rail who have
operational and safety requirements for any land adjacent to the track, and the Woodland
Trust who have to balance woodland conservation and acaeSseenant Point

6.5 Offers of cooperation from some landowners have not been takent tipigstage because
other routes were preferred. Thinformation is included iAnnexCand may be useful at a
later stage should any parts of the preferred route prove infeasible after more detailed
investigation.

13| Page Report Prepared by Dr Sue Brownlow
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7. Summary of community and businessmsultations

7.1 During the course of the feasibility study, consultation was carried out with the local

community through:

i Two wellattended public consultation meetings which attracted more than 100
attendeesincluding potential Trail usersupported by sdal media
A focus group session with young people from Liskeard School and Community College
1-1 business consultations with cycle hire and sale businesses in the area
Consultation through structured questionnaire with a small sample of local tourism
busiresses

U Consultation with tourism sector representative organisations SECTA and Visit Cornwall

7.2 Specific local interest groups in the heritage and ecology fields were also consulted and this
was used to inform the technical reports in these areas.

7.3 The aim®f consultation in this phase of the project were to raise awareness of and support
for the project and to gain useful feedback on potential route options from local residents
and stakeholders who know the area best. Some of our final preferred routerspivere
not on our original plans and were identified only as a result of suggestions from consultees.
This was not a statutory consultation for planning or other purposes, which if required will
have to be conducted at a later stage of the work whendhesen route is finally decided.

7.4 Based on feedback from the consultation events and through social media, we are confident
that the Trail has widespread, although not completely universal, support. The local
community appears to share the ambition tdf@f more in the local area to attract more and
higher spending tourists, and to perceive the Trail as a very good way of achieving this.
There is a high level of enthusiasm among many for increasing the opportunities for safe
cycling for local residentsa consequence, and support for the notion of designing the Trail
for use by local equestrians and walkers as well where possible. A number of consultees
mentioned the positive impacts on health and wellbeing if this could be achieved, valuing
this as hghly as economic gains.

7.5 Local cyclists were, unsurprisingly, highly enthusiastic. They were particularly supportive of
the wider intention to link a Trail in the East Looe valley to Lanhydrock and Plymouth, and
saw this as having a big multiplier effect the impact of just the East Looe Valley section.

7.6 The consultation surfaced many direct offéosbe involved in the future stages of the
development of the Trail projecparticularly from the heritage, environmental and cycling
communitiesand this povides a good platform for the formation of the proposed Friends of
the Trail organisation.

7.7 People voicing concerns about the Trail were very small in number but it is important to

record two main areas of concern expressed:
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U The potential for conflict bigveen trail users and other road users and local residents,
particularly where the route involves quiet lanes. A particular concern was expressed in
respect of the West Looe route if traffic tries to access the route through the village at
Herodsfoot whith we agreecould cause significant congest problems in busy periods.
We believe lis problem can be addressed througgry clear signage.

U The potential impact of the Trail and Trail users on the environment and ecology of the
valleys, and on the enyanent available to local residents from what are currestyne
very quiet rural areasDetails are given in Annex D and are largely concentrated in the
West Looe valley and at Trenant Point. Creation of the Trail will undoubtedly impact
negatively on sme of these areas but, set against this, it will also increase access to the
countryside to many who do not currently visit. The Preliminary Ecological Assessment
sets out these impact® respect of Trenarand recommends steps that can be taken to
mitigate their effects and provide balancing enhancemeniibe issues raised over the
West Looe should be given further consideration in the detailed feasibility study of this
route.

7.8 Young people were consulted particularly to establish their level of awareakthe local
industrial heritage and to test their reaction to the emerging ideas for the heritage hub
location at Moorswater, as well as their general views about the creation of a Trail.
Unsurprisingly, they said that there was poor provisiondiiroad cycling in the area and
they would welcome the Trail as giving them something safe, fun and active to do in their
leisure time particularly if this was accessible from their homes rather than somewhere they
had to be driven to.

7.9 Influencedbythe R 3K LINRPTFAES daly 9y3IAYSE AYAGAFGADBS A
mining heritageamong young people/as high although this tended to be associated with
Bodmin Moor and less with the East Looe valley from Liskeard to the céashg people
were excit@l by the possibility of active, hanas heritageinterpretation at Moorswater,
NE2SOGAY3 dao02NAYy3Ié ARSI aThe Brunkl ravazepRrdz2nd ReNJ 2 y £ Ay
OFylrf 6SNB (K2dzZaK{G (2 Kdctidites T2 ScBoglivaskifveryF 2 NJ & 2 2 ¢
supportive of the idea of the site as a location for Science, Technologyegrgg and
Maths (STEM) visits, and Colleges have shown interest in involving students in survey and
creativeproject workexperience.

7.10 Cycle hire and sale businessew sdear opportunities to grow their business as a result of
the Trail and would consider investing in expansion on the back of the increased market.
Liskeard, Looe and Deerpark (West Looe valley) were identified as key target locations for at
least threenew or expanded cycleelated services to Trail users, with opportunities for
collaboration to solve the constraint of cycle carriage on branch line trains to facilitate one
way trips. Publickpwned cycle hire buildings in Liskeard and Looe could séfgye for
raising revenue to support Trail maintenance in future years.

7.11 The Tourism business questionnaire was not a representative sample but elisgédand
structuredinsight from a small groupoliday cottage owners, guest houses and others
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servidng the tourist industry. Without exception businesses responding felt that their
business would benefit from the Trail and that it would help to create a distinctive identity

for the area in the tourism marketBusinesses in Liskeard were particuladgrk to see the

Trail route encouraging footfall in the town centre so that the town can capture a higher
share of visitor spend the comparison to how the Camel Trail has impacted on the fortunes
of Wadebridge was drawnCare was advised not to createméusinesses that could simply
displace spend from existing operators, particularly with regards to café provision in Liskeard
town centre.

7.12 Tourism representative organisations (SECTA and Visit Cornwall) were highly supportive of
the Trail proposal. Thawgentify lack of a clear brand for the area and lack of tourism
product as key challenges to increasing the visitor economy. They are currently working
together to develop new branding, and the emerging theme of outdoors and active tourism
building on tte strengths of the outstanding environment of the moor and coast in South
East Cornwall fits well with the proposed Trail. They endorsed the view that the longer
route connecting to Lanhydrock and Plymouwtbuld add significant impact to the core
Liskeardo Looe proposal.
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8. Economic Impact

8.1

8.2

8.3

8.4

8.5

8.6

8.7

The economic impact study (Annex E) analyses:

The South East Cornwall economy

U wSOSYyild GNBYRa Ay [ 2NYyglffQa GAaAG2N SO2y2Yye
U The market for and economic impact of cyoétated tourism

U Specific business opportunities anig from the Looe Valley Tralil

c:

and draws conclusions about the potential economic impact of the proposed Looe Valley
Trail.

The local economy in South East Cornwall is weak in terms of leaaiigd incomes, with

no local residents in the Liskeard and e@rea living in the top 40% of neighbourhoods
nationally and almost 1500 residents living in the worst 10% of neighbourhoods for income
deprivation. The contrast between those commuting to befpaid employment in

Plymouth and those working locally tak: average gross weekly wages for those living in
SEC is c. £480 (still low by national standards) but only £376 for those working in the local
area. Women working locally fare particularly badtyterms of earnings

Very small businesses dominaed almost 50% of the local economy is in the agriculture,
retail or hotel and catering sectors.

South East Cornwall attracted almost 494,000 UK visitors and a further 30,000 overseas
staying visitors in 2015. This accounted for around 2.65 milliortshagid £156 million

spend in the same year. Although these figures look substantial, the area attracts fewer
staying visitors than any other Cornwall district with the exception of Kerrier. Visit Cornwall
estimate that in 2015, total visitarelated speml in South East Cornwall was almost £240
million, accounting for more than 4,500 FTE jobs and 18% of all local employment.

Both in respect of staying visitor numbers and day visitors, South East Cornwall performs
worse than most other districts of Cornvahe latter despite its relative accessibility

because of proximity to Plymouth and Devon. By any measure we must conclude that this is
a seriously underdeveloped market. Where tourism businesses or events have invested in
creating in a quality produair brand, there are manindividualexamples of succedsit

this is not yet showing through in impact on perceptions of the whole area as a tourism
destination.

Cornwall has increased its presence in ldmge and growingyclerelated tourism market in
recent years, rising to compete with the best cycling destinations in the UK and now only
just behind market leaders Scotland and Yorkshire in public perception.

Many studies are now published on the impact of cycling on local economies in the UK and
Eurge, and these are reported in detail in Annex E. This includes very recent studies of the
Camel Trail and of a series of trails in Devidre evidence suggests that a Trail such as that
proposedhere ¢ including the wider Lanhydrock and Plymouth link ssw ¢ could
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generate up to 500,000 trips per year with a gross value to the local economy of
£10,000,000. The net economic impact could be between £2,000,000 and £3,000,000 per
year, with most of this additional speimd benefiting the area within a 30 mute travel
distance of the Trail. Realithecking this against the current visitor economy in South East
Cornwall, this would represent a growth in gross visitor spend of £10,000,000 on
£239,300,000 which equates to a growth of just over 4% of thd taterent market. This

does not seem an unrealistic aim.

8.8 It is important to consider this benefit in the context of the cost of creating the Trail project.
Given the estimated cost for the Liskeartiooe section of ¢. £9.5 million, and a much less
reliable estimate of perhaps £5 million to create the Lanhydrock and Plymouth linking
sections (where much less complex construction is expected to be required), the total capital
cost of the project could amount to around £15 milliokssuming based on théave
estimates that the project grows to generate a net additional spend of £2,500,000 after
three years and annually thereafter, and using a discount rate of 4% per year, the total net
additional spend after 10 years is around £17.5 million, generatpasidiveNet Present
Value of around £2.5 million for the project as a whadNo significant additional capital
investment in the Trail would be required until +25 years after initial construction so we
believe this to be a conservative estimate.

8.9 In themedium to long term, the Trail has some potential to contribute to increased private
investor confidence in the area. The experience in Wadebridge shows that, partly on the
back of the Camel Trail, perceptions of the town have changed over time andathischto
additional private investment in unrelated local business and property initiatiVésile
unquantified, this strategic impact could be very significant if the Trail is supported by
effective place marketing.

8.10 We conclude that the wider projecbtcreate a network ofinked Trails across South East
Cornwall would represent a good investment for the public purse generating significant
additional revenues to the local tourism economy and a positive NPV after just a short
period. The impact of del@ping just the Liskeard to Looe section is very hard to estimate;
the Camel Trail between Wadebridge and Padstow performs well in economic terms on a
standalone basis, but there are other examples of shorter unlinked trails that are much less
well used. We stronglyrecommend pursuing the wider project to achieve the most
significant net economic gains.
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9. Preliminary ecological assessment

9.1 Phil Collins Associates was commissioned as part of the Trail feasibility study to carry out a
Preliminary Ecologitdssessment (PE# inform the evaluation of route options. The aim
of this aspect othe study is to identify a deliverable Trail route which will minimise and
mitigate the potential negative environmental impacts and provide enhancement, access
and interpretation opportunities where possibleA more detailed assessment of the
preferred route will be required at the next stage and the PEA suggests the scope of this
work.

9.2 Theaimis to achieve at minimumo net loss of biodiversityandideally apotential
biodiversity gain in line with current Government poli&vidence from other Trails in
Cornwall eg the Clay Trails suggests that biodiversity gains are achievable through careful
project planning and implementation.

9.3 The PEA was conducted throughamsive desk research and a habitat survey of conditions
on the ground along the Trail route. Full details are given in Annex F.

9.4 The majority of the area is designated as an Area of Great Landscape Value. There are no
sites of international importance ithin the study area, and just one SSSI (at Rosenun near
Terras). Much of the valley woodland, floodplain, watercourses and estuary south of
Sandplace are designated as County wildlife sites. Kilminorth Wood is a Local Nature
Reserve. The Woodland Trastns an extensive section of the southern end of the land
between the two rivers, including Trenant ancient woodland. The estuary is a voluntary
Marine Conservation Zone.

9.5 The area supports a range ledibitat of national importance including ancient wdadd,
species rich hedgerows, rivers, ponds and estuarine communities. The most significant and
irreplaceable habitat is the ancient upland oak woodland particularly at Trenant and
Kilminorth. In the estuary there are extensive tidally exposed mudflammportance to
birds.

9.6 The area supports a range of protected and notable species. There is a heronry and egret
nesting site along the north bank of the West Looe river above Trenant, and an unconfirmed
report of great crested newt near Moorswater. Opr@cautionary basis this has been
treated as of County importance. The Looe catchment has high quality salmon and trout
fishery. The valley is of District importance as a habitat for bats, otter and hazel dormice.
The invasive plant species Indian Raiss prevalent in the East Looe valley and it is
important to prevent this spreading to unaffected areas.

9.7 These factors present challenges and constraints to the Trail route but also opportunities for
increased accessterpretation and enhancemenfrom an ecological perspective.
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9.8 Annex F contains full details of the ecological appraisal and the potential impacts of each
route option both before and after mitigation. This assessment formed the ecology input to
the overall team selection of the preferragption. A summary ahe impacts after
mitigation of the preferred roué is shown in Table 9.1

9.9 No internationally or nationally significant sites will be directly impacted by the construction
of the Trail. Therenay bean opportunity to conserve andterpret the Rosenun Lane
Geological SS@®hich is near to but not directly on the Trail route

9.10 The preferred route passes through a number of fstatutory County Wildlife Sites and

Habitats of Principal Importancél here are also some areas where thernd be

unavoidable local or siteevel impactand there may also be opportunities for

enhancement Theonly areas where some adverse impactcounty significancafter

mitigation is unavoidable are:

U A possible impact on protected species (unverifiedhe area between Moorswater
and Coombe

U Saltmarsh in the East Looe estuary below Sandplace, where the exact routing and use of
boardwalks will need to be considered carefully after detailed surveys at the next stage
to minimise the impact. In this seoh, we have chosen a high cost option from an
engineering perspective to reduce the potential ecological impacts as far as possible
Late discussions have identified a further potential enhancement site in this area

U Woodland around Trenant Point, wherseaiof existindnigh levelracks will reduce the
impact and the consideration is about balancgmnedisturbance to wildlife against the
benefits of increased access and amenity.

9.11 The PEA includes detailed recommendations on design to minimise impact:

U Minimise the width of thezone of impact of the Trail

U Use low impact solutionsuch as boardwalkgparticularlywherethe Trailcrosses
wetlands

U Ensure construction techniques and materials are appropriate whemrailis located
in areasliable to floodng and scour in the flood plain

U Locateconstruction compounds on existing hardstanding or areas of grasslands of low
floristic diversity

U Minimise construction disturbance by restricting the construction access corridmmeo
that is as narrow as posshlRestrict construction works to daylight hours.
Useexisting gates, access roads and tracks wherever possible.
Minimise the use of imported materialhsure that materialsthat are importedhave a
neutral impact on e.gwater quality.

U Restrict the usefoany lightingo key access points and uselptow level security
lighting.

These recommendations should be built into the next stage of detailed Trail design.
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9.12 Further surveys of habitats and protected notable species will be required, leading to
Ecolmical and Environmental Impact Assessments as required by planning and other
authorities. We believe based on other recent precedents in Cornwall that the next stage of
survey work will from a planning perspective be able to focus only on areas of pearticu
sensitivity rather than requiring a full EIS for the whole route. This should be tested with the
planning authority by seeking a screening opinion early in the next stage of the work.

9.13 Sustrans advisthat parts of the Goss Moor NNR and China Clag Asae witnessed an
increase in biodiversity as a result of creating new woodland glades and path edge margins,
and the Looe Valley Trail can learn from thpsactices Guidance is given in their
Greenways Guide (www.sustrans.org.upportunities fomitigation and offsite
enhancement are identified in the report. These include:

U Creation of compensatory habitats eg saltmarsh, swamp and woodland creation
adjacent to areas affected, and opportunities for restoration of water bodies and
watercourses.

U New woodland planting and the restoration of other areas of derelict ancient woodland

not affected by the trail route, perhaps involving local conservation volunteers.

Salvaging ancient woodland soil and reusing to connect other fragmented sections

Creationof new habitat and nesting facilities for protected species if required

Avoiding trail construction during the breeding season for nesting birds

A valleywide initiative to control Indian Balsam, perhaps working with Cornwall Wildlife

Trust and in partneship with local landowners and the railway

[ e et i =

Funding for these initiatives will be required.
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Table 9.1 Ecological Impacts of preferred route

Nonec¢ on road

Not assessed primarily new visitor facilities
at Moorswater

Not
significant

Not
significant

On road or existing path

Building works could impact
bats

Mitigation and enhancement
for bats as necessary

Habitat: Not On tow pathg pond v close
Potential hedgerow removal significant May have impact on newts
Crossing and short section along small Manage construction works tg
tributary avoid impacts

Small areas of tree and scrub removal Habitat enhancement and
Hedgerow may need to be removed mitigation

Protected and notable species: Unlikely Great crested newt recordm
Potential impacts on bats and breeding bird significant proximity to thissectiong

using trees and scrub, reptiles, amphibians
inverts using the adjacent remnant canal,
leat and pond

advesecsite

unverified

Possible risk of oigoing low
level mortality and
disturbance to @Ns if their
presence is verified

4-2 None¢ on road Not On road
significant

5-2 Habitat: Not E side along railay then
Wet woodland, scrub and carr significant below road avoiding main
Semiimproved grassland, marshy grassland swamp area
swamp, tributary crossing, minor streams, Avoids ancient woodland CW
ditches and pond. impacts dependent on exact
CWS ancient woodland at S eadjacent routing
route within field preferable
to one on Railtrack land at
north and one back over
Railtrack land avoiding
wood at south
Habitat creation and
managenent of swamp etc
Protected and notable species: Not Appropriate mitigation and
Potential impacts on bats and breeding bird significant enhancement impleranted
using trees and scrub and otter. Wetland
species, amphibians, inverts and fish using
watercourses.
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6-1 None¢ on road Not On road
significant Geological SSSI adjacent

8-1

and breeding birds using trees and scrub

None¢ on road

7-3 Habitat: Not 1 On road to ReedMill then
Improved grassland, seniinproved significant high level to Landlooe
grassland, marshy grassland, hedgerow 1 Mainly through improved

grassland
1 impacts dependent on exac
routing
Protected and notable species: Not 1 Requires very limited
Potential impacts on bats, hazel dormouse significant hedgerow removal

Not
significant

M On road

9-2

Habitat:
CWS Ancient woodland

Not
significant

1 On bridlewayg through
wood

1 Impact dependent on width
of works

1 assumes no tree ebrance
required

1 Woodland management as
mitigation

10-1

Nonec on road

Habitat:

Within CWS; improved grassland and semi
improved grasslandinundation grassland,
reedbed saltmarsh, tall herbs, ancient
woodland, wet woodland, scrub and
hedgerows river and canal crossings

Not
significant

Certain
significant
adverse- site

On road
Part adjacent to CWS

3 river crossings + railway +
canal

300m through saltmarsh or or
towpath and river bak

Across foreshore at south eng

Use boardwalks to minimize
damage

Assumes compensatory
habitat restoration of upper
saltmarsh S of Sandplace, |
of Gilhill Wood
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Protected and notable species:

Potential impacts on bats, dormouse, badgg¢
and breeding bids that use the woodland,
trees and scrub

Potential impacts on riverine estuarine
species including otter, wading birds, heron
egretandfish

Probable
significant
adverse- site

Resdual impact on estuarine
birds alone

15-1

and breeding birds
Bridge has potential disturbance impact on

otter, kingfisher and fish

Habitat:

13-2 Habitat: Not Initial 100m causeway on
Secies poor foreshore for 200nCWS and significant species poor intertidal
VMPA. Assumes section routed
Halls Wood ancient woodland in CWS through Halls Wood on the
Semiimproved, improved grassland, tall existing track
herbs and scrub, recent broadleaved Thenexisting track through
woodland plantation, hedgerows Deerpark and Trenant
Woodland near Watergate anciertCWS Woods

Woodland planting and
grassland management as
mitigation

Protected and notable species: Unlikely Possible residual impact on
Potential impacts on bats, dormouse, badg¢ advers - site estuarine birds due to
and breeding birds section on foreshore
Possible impacts on reptiles

Potential but limited disturbance impacts or|

species associated with species using

foreshore including otter, wading birds,

heron, egretandfish

14-2 Habitat: Not Assumes uses existing track
Both banks CW8&ncient woodland largely on  significant through ancient woodland
existing track, scrub, serimproved Woodland planting and
grassland and hedgerovirall herbs with management and grassland
occasional scrub on both bank&rosses management as mitigation
valley wet woodland and scrub with small On road from limekiln to
areas of swamp Watergate
Protected and notake species: Not Good detail design and
Potential impacts on bats, dormouse, badgq significant mitigation as above

Not

On roadc included as

24| Page

estuarine species at Watergate

Report Prepared by Dr Sue Brownlow
On behalf of Looe Development Trust

Alternative on | Within CWS significant possible interim step if
road route delivery of off road route
from has to be phased
Tregarland to
Watergate

Protected and notable species: Not

Increased disturbance to breeding birds an( significant




Looe Valley Trail Final Report

Looe Valley Trail Feasibility StugyMain Report

March 2017

16-2

Habitat:

Not

Through Kilminorth Wood LN¥

CWSLNR Potential impacts on small areas| significant using existing bridiway.

of ancient woodland ground flora and Includes short length of new

limited numbers of trees track to from Watergate zig
zagging up hillside to
existing bridleway.

Woodland management as

mitigation

Protected and notable species: Not Woodland management as

Potential limited direct and disturbance significant mitigation and

impacts on bats, dormouse and breeding enhancements for

birds that use the woodland trees and scrut protected species such as
dormice

Protected and notable species: Not 1 Potential impacts on bats if

Limited to potential disturbance of breeding significant tree work is undertaken

birds due to increased usagerib tree works
carried out

9 Bat nehancements
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10. Heritage engagement and interpretation plan

10.1 Andrew Thompson Heritage was commissioned as part of the Trail feasibility study to
developa heritage engagement and interpretation plan in view of the significance of the
proposed route as thénk between the Caradon Hill mining area and the port of Lodee
report sets out an initial strategic framework for targeted intervention to conséneeEast

[22S I ffSeQa KSNAGIIAS YR F2NJI RS@GSt2LIAy3a S|

engage both the local community and visitors. It updates the earlier heritage study of the
Looe and Liskeard Canal by assessing the current condition o$skésaand making costed
recommendations for restoration and capital investmeiite full report is at Annex G.

10.2 Considerable work was done around the turn of Malenniumreported on the condition of
heritage assets at Moorswater and along the canal @ocumented the history of the canal
in detail. This work was used as our starting point. Since the condition surveys, some of the
assets have continued to deteriorate.

10.3 The industrial archaeology of the East Looe Valley lies just outside the Worldgdesite
boundary. Itis extremely significant in the contribution it made to the Cornish mining boom
in East Cornwall, centred on the South Caradon Mine from where ores were transported to
the coast at Looe using tHaskeard and.ooe Union Canal and &tthe Liskeard Looe
Railway, with Moorswater as a significant hub for transport interchange. The canal was
originally conceived as an agricultural enterprise and the transformation of the valley from
agriculture to industrial and back again forms apartant part of the overall story of the
valley.

10.4 Although now largely abandoned and derelict, several stretches of the canal can be seen
from the proposed Trail route together with locks and limekilAsseries of bridge arches
carry the railway, canala river under minor road crossings to the north of the proposed
route.

10.5 Moorswater and the area south of it to Coombe contain by far the most significant collection
of extant heritage features in the East Looe valley, revealing centuries of change going b
to the Middle Ages. Much remains whighof great significanceh& most accessible
section of canal is between Moorswater and Coombe. There are two surviving limekilns,
both listed Grade Il, and the Grade II* listed railway viaduct piar&ull review of the
heritage assets is included in the report at Annex G

10.6 One of the opportunities the project offers is the potential to engage with new audiences
who will be attracted by the Trail i.e. cyclists and outdoor enthusiastdivepractical
engagenent with heritage and explanation of the science, engineering and technblagy
the potential toappeal to this audiengehis should be tested during the next stage of
development of the heritage plan
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