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Introduction

1.1. The council has secured funding to develop a Quality Bus Transit (QBT) corridor, aiming to make
travel quicker and easier for bus passengers in Stockport. This initiative is being developed in
collaboration with Transport for Greater Manchester (TfGM) and is funded by the government's City
Region Sustainable Transport Settlement (CRSTS). This is a national investment fund dedicated to
enhancing local transport networks, with the goal of improving access for local businesses and
organisations, and facilitating residents' access to amenities within their communities.

1.2. The project is part of a major investment spanning the entire 330 bus route connecting Stockport to
Ashton via Hyde and Dukinfield, which will see enhancements to bus stops, junctions, crossings, and
access points.

1.3. These proposals aim to improve access to bus stops and facilitate the safe crossing of this busy
route for pedestrians, cyclists, and wheelchair users.

1.4. A consultation on the current proposals of this scheme was conducted from 26" February 2024 to
24™ March 2024. Local residents and stakeholders were invited to share their opinions through an
online survey. Additionally, a drop-in event was organised at Woodley Civic Hall on 14" March 2024,
where local residents and stakeholders had the opportunity to express their views on the proposals.

1.5. This report outlines the consultation methodology employed by the Council and the feedback
received on the proposals.

1.6. The primary goal of the consultation was to inform the public, local residents, businesses, and
interest groups about the proposed changes and to gather their feedback. A comprehensive and
inclusive consultation has been undertaken which has involved stakeholders including the public,
local businesses, and interest groups.
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Summary of Proposals
2.1. The package of proposals include:

Scheme A:

e A new Puffin traffic light crossing would be provided on Great Portwood Street, just west of its
junction with Marsland Street. This would replace an existing pedestrian refuge island in the same
location. This proposed Puffin crossing would improve access to the nearby bus stops, as well as
The Peel Centre Retail Park. It is also proposed to install a raised table at the junction of Marsland
Street and Richard Street to make it easier for pedestrians to cross the road.

Scheme B:

o |tis proposed that the existing Pelican traffic light crossing on Carrington Road just west of its
junction with Werneth Street be upgraded to a new Puffin traffic light crossing. The proposals would
also see both the bus stops (eastbound and westbound) relocated to be positioned closer to the
crossing point and to improve the spacing of stops on the route.

e The westbound bus stop would be moved approximately 35m to the east (outside J.D. Bodyshop
Motor Body Repairs). The eastbound stop would be moved approximately 120m to the east, to a
position just east of Werneth Street adjacent to an existing grass verge.

e |tis proposed to provide a new cycle link through the footway at the end of Crescent Road on to
Carrington Road.

o The existing guardrail in this location would be replaced with bollards to continue to prevent access
for motor vehicle traffic. We are also proposing to install a raised table at the side road junction of
Werneth Street and Carrington Road to make it easier for pedestrians crossing the road.

Scheme C:

¢ A new Toucan traffic light crossing would be provided on Stockport Road West to replace the
existing Pelican crossing just west of its junction with Osborne Street. A Toucan crossing will allow
both pedestrian and cyclist use and will connect EIm Tree Road to Osborne Street as a new active
travel link. Stockport Council has wider ambitions to create a comprehensive walking and cycling
network across The Borough and this would be a positive step towards achieving that goal.

¢ On Stockport Road West, it is proposed to retain the existing westbound bus stop in its current
position, but the eastbound bus stop would be moved approximately 15m to the west as we are
seeking to install a slightly wider footway in this location (which may accommodate a new bus
shelter) and it will also place the stop a bit closer to the Toucan crossing.

¢ Raised tables would be provided at the side road junctions of Stockport Road West and Osborne
Street as well as Stockport Road West and EIm Tree Road to make it easier for pedestrians crossing
the road. We are also proposing to install a new parking layby on Osborne Street and bollards to
prevent vehicles parking on the footway.

Scheme D:

¢ A new Puffin crossing would be provided on Stockport Road East approximately 25m west of its
junction with James Street, adjacent to the Public Footpath between properties 48 and 50 Stockport
Road East. This crossing location would cater for bus stop access and walking routes in the area,
with a significant amount of bus users utilising the pathway between Stockport Road East and
Bredbury Industrial Estate.

e To create enough space for the crossing to be installed, it would be required to remove
approximately 100m of on street /on pavement parking on Stockport Road East. This would also
support improved pedestrian access on the relatively narrow footway which is currently obstructed by
parked cars.
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o The existing eastbound bus stop in this location would be retained in its current position, however
pavement widening would be provided to accommodate an improved bus stop. The westbound bus
stop, which is currently located opposite John Street, would be relocated approximately 120m to the
west so it would be more conveniently located for the proposed crossing position.

e As part of the works the pedestrian route along James Street could be improved and the route from
St Marks Street to Redhouse Lane could be improved for pedestrians and cyclists.

Scheme E:

¢ Animproved traffic light junction would be provided at the junction of Stockport Road East, George
Lane and Redhouse Lane which would include Toucan crossings on all arms of the junction, allowing
both cyclists and pedestrians to cross the road. The pavements at the junction would be widened to
accommodate cycling and walking and new crossings would be provided on the eastern side of the
junction and outside the entrance to the Church. The proposals would link into the ‘CRSTS Bredbury
to Woodley’ scheme which will close the junction of Mill Street and Hyde Road to motor vehicle traffic
and provide a cycling and walking link through to Bredbury Parkway.

e ltis proposed to provide cycling and walking links across the green space located to the southeast of
this junction. The improved paths will link Stockport Road East, George Lane and Oldham Drive.
The paths will be surfaced and lit. They will be designed to minimise any impact on the existing
trees.

The consulted drawings are included at Appendix A.

Methodology

3.1. Aims and Objectives

The consultation has been undertaken with the purpose of informing stakeholders of the proposals
and capturing their views.

Specifically, the aims were to:

¢ Inform the public, local residents, businesses and interest groups and other stakeholders of the
proposals;

¢ Ensure that those with an interest in or who may be affected by the proposals have an opportunity to
provide their comments and as such input to their development; and

e Ensure that community engagement was fully accessible, informative, and relevant to the
participants.

The consultation has been undertaken during a period when the proposals are at a formative stage
and has presented comprehensive information to allow those consulted to provide intelligent
considerations and an informed response.

Following the consultation, the Council will endeavour to ensure that information is communicated
with regards to the proposals.

It is anticipated that the community will have further opportunity to provide formal comments as part
of the Traffic Regulation Order process.

3.2. Timescales and Audience
The consultation was held between 26™ February and 24" March 2024. This allowed adequate time
for responses to be submitted using a variety of media.

The main consultation audience was:
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e Residents in the local area;

¢ Those who may be affected by or use the proposed infrastructure; and

o Key local stakeholders including statutory consultees, business organisations and special interest

groups.

3.3. Consultation Support

A telephone helpline (0161 217 6043) and email address (walkcycle@stockport.gov.uk) was active
throughout the consultation period to respond to scheme/consultation queries.

3.4. Awareness Raising

This consultation was advertised on the Stockport Council website, letters were delivered to
residents and signage was advertised in the local area directing people to the online consultation. A
drop-in session was also organised on the 14/03/23 at Woodley Civic Hall from 2pm to 8pm.

3.5. Methods of Consultation

The following provides a summary of the main methods of consultation applied:

Letters

Letters (Appendix B) were sent to properties adjacent to the proposals (Appendix C) with
information about the schemes and directing residents and businesses to the consultation
web pages to view the proposals in full.

Web Pages

Consultation web pages were set up at www.stockport.gov.uk/consultations to provide full
details of the proposals, including drawings and text descriptions, and an online response
form.

Response Form

The online response form sought feedback on the extent to which the respondent agreed or
disagreed with specific elements of the proposals and invited general comments.

Drop-Ins

A drop-in session was hosted as below to enable the local community to discuss the
proposals with the project team:

o Thursday 14" March 2-8pm, Woodley Civic Hall, Hyde Road, Woodley, SK6 1QG
Approx. 40 Attendees

Stakeholder Engagement

Engagement with stakeholder groups has been an important method of awareness raising
and gathering feedback on the developing proposals. In particular, the project team has
sought the views of the public, residents, businesses and a variety of interest groups /
forums and other stakeholders in the area.

Emails were sent to key stakeholders to introduce the proposals and direct to the
consultation web pages.

Stakeholders were encouraged to make it known if they were responding on behalf / as a
member of a particular interest group, forum, business, or organisation.
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Approach to Analysis

4.1. A comprehensive log of responses has been collated to record all comments in a single database.

The online response form sought feedback on the extent to which the respondent agreed or
disagreed with each element of the proposals. This has been used to determine the overall level of
support for the specific elements of the scheme referred herein.

A total of 108 total responses were received including 106 online responses and 2 written
responses.

The analysis undertaken also determines respondents’ opinions in relation to where they live.

Given the level of detail of some of the comments received, this report presents an overview of the
feedback. The comments log will be used by the project team to enable consideration of the greater
detail contained therein.

An exercise has been undertaken to check for significant duplication of online response form
completions based on respondents’ IP addresses. All responses have been accepted.

Feedback received after the closing date is not included in this report but will continue to be
considered by the project team in the development of the proposals.
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Further analysis was undertaken in which only respondents within a 200m boundary of any given
scheme were considered. The results of this are presented for each question below.

All results of the data analysis are included at Appendix F.
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Consultation Response
A total of #106 online response forms were completed and as well as a number of emails to the
walkcycle@stockport.gov.uk email address.

5.1. Scheme A

The responses have been plotted by postcode; this is presented at Appendix E.

An analysis of the data has been undertaken to ensure only accurate and relevant data is
considered; this is presented at Appendix F.

Respondents were asked several questions regarding the proposals for Scheme A. A table and
chart can be found below displaying the data for each question.

Q1: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the Scheme A proposals to provide a new Puffin

crossing including associated waiting restrictions on Great Portwood Street?

Row
Labels
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Disagree
Strongly
Disagree
Don’t
Know

Neither
Grand
Total

Results

Sum of

Count

19
25

16

70

Sum of Count

B Strongly Agree
Agree
Disagree
Strongly Disagree
Don’t Know

M Neither

In relation to the proposed Puffin crossing on Great Portwood Street, responses were mostly positive with
44 positive responses and 5 negative responses. (90% Positive to 10% Negative)

Further analysis was then undertaken in which only responses within a 200 metre boundary of Scheme A
were analysed. No responses were received within a 200 metre boundary of Scheme A.

Comments

Respondents were asked to provide reasons for their answer. Key recurring themes included:

¢ 15 respondents commented that they feel the proposals will have a positive impact on pedestrian

safety

o 2 respondent commented that they were concerned the proposals may have a negative impact on
congestion
o 1 respondent commented that they were concerned the proposals may have a negative impact on
pollution



4 STOCKPORT (op

2 respondents commented that the proposals were not ambitious enough

4 respondents commented that the proposals would have no benefit

2 respondents commented that there shouldn’t be segregation for cyclists

1 respondent suggested that all on street parking be removed

1 respondent suggested that the carriageway should be widened

2 respondents commented that they were concerned about disruption caused by the construction of
the proposals

e 2 respondents commented that they feel it would be unfair for them to respond as they are not local
residents to scheme A.

Q2: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the Scheme A proposals to provide a raised table at the
junction of Richard Street and Marsland Street?

Row Sum of

Labels Count Total

Strongly

Agree 15

Agree 15

Disagree 5 m Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Disagree 4 Disagree

Don't Know 6 Strongly Disagree

Neither 25 Don't Know

Grand DRI .

Total 70 6% 7% ® Neither
Results

In relation to the proposed speed table on Richard Street, responses were mostly positive with 30 positive
responses and 9 negative responses. (77% Positive to 23% Negative)

Further analysis was then undertaken in which only responses within a 200 metre boundary of Scheme A
were analysed. No responses were received within a 200 metre boundary of Scheme A.

Comments
Respondents were asked to provide reasons for their answer. Key recurring themes included:

¢ 5respondents commented that they feel the proposals will have a positive impact on pedestrian
safety

e 3 respondents commented that they were concerned the proposals may have a negative impact on

congestion

7 respondents commented that the proposals would have no benefit

1 respondents commented that the proposals were not ambitious enough

1 respondent suggested that the carriageway should be widened

1 respondent suggested a raised table on Marsland Street

1 respondent suggested speed restrictions of 20MPH on Marsland Street

2 respondents commented that they feel it would be unfair for them to respond as they are not local

residents to scheme A.
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5.2. Scheme B

The responses have been plotted by postcode; this is presented at Appendix E.

An analysis of the data has been undertaken to ensure only accurate and relevant data is considered;
this is presented at Appendix F.

Respondents were asked several questions regarding the proposals for Scheme B. A table and chart
can be found below displaying the data for each question.

Q1: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the Scheme B proposals to upgrade the existing Pelican
crossing on Carrington Road to a Puffin crossing?

Row Sum of TOtaI
Labels Count
Strongly
Agree 12
Agree 18 m Strongly Agree
Disagree 2 Agree
Strongly Disagree
Blsa'gt;ree 4 26‘y Strongly Disagree
Kro]gw 6 Don't Know
Neither 26 b=
Grand
Total 68

Results

In relation to the proposals to upgrade the existing Pelican crossing to a Puffin crossing on Carrington
Road, responses were mostly positive with 30 positive responses and 6 negative responses. (83%
Positive to 17% Negative)

Further analysis was then undertaken in which only responses within a 200 metre boundary of Scheme B
were analysed. Responses were all positive with 4 positive responses and 0 negative responses. (100%
Positive to 0% Negative)

Comments
Respondents were asked to provide reasons for their answer. Key recurring themes included:

¢ 8 respondents commented that they feel the proposals will have a positive impact on pedestrian
safety

e 6 respondents commented that the proposals would have no benefit or that the current layout is
adequate

¢ 1 respondent commented that the proposals are not ambitious enough

e 3 respondents commented that they prefer the existing Pelican over a Puffin crossing

e 2 respondents commented that they feel it would be unfair for them to respond as they are not local
residents to scheme B.
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Q2: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the Scheme B proposals to relocate the bus stops on

Carrington Road?

Row
Labels
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Disagree
Strongly
Disagree
Don’t
Know

Neither
Grand
Total

Results

Sum of
Count

11

30

67

Total

W Strongly Agree
Agree
Disagree
Strongly Disagree
Don’t Know

M Neither

In relation to proposals to relocate the bus stops on Carrington Road, responses were mostly positive with
19 positive responses and 9 negative responses. (32% Positive to 68% Negative)

Further analysis was then undertaken in which only responses within a 200 metre boundary of Scheme B
were analysed. Responses were all positive with 4 positive responses and 0 negative responses. (100%

Positive to 0% Negative)

Comments

Respondents were asked to provide reasons for their answer. Key recurring themes included:

¢ 3 respondents commented that they feel the proposals will have a positive impact on traffic flow
e 2 respondents commented that the proposals would have no benefit or that the current layout is
adequate

due to parking

2 respondents commented that they feel the proposals would worsen current issues with congestion
1 respondent suggested a recessed bus stop layby

1 respondent suggested that the bus stop be removed
4 respondents were concerned about the proximity of the proposed bus stop to a junction

1 resident was concerned that their may not be enough space for the bus use the proposed stop

10
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Q3: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the Scheme B proposals to provide a cycle link from

Crescent Road to Carrington Road?

Row
Labels
Strongly
Agree
Agree
Disagree
Strongly
Disagree
Don’'t
Know
Neither
Grand
Total

Results

In relation to proposals to provide a cycle link between Crescent Road and Carrington Road, responses

Sum of
Count

12
15

23

66

0,
1% B o

Total

W Strongly Agree
Agree
Disagree
Strongly Disagree
Don’t Know

1% H Neither
(]

were mostly positive with 27 positive responses and 7 negative responses. (79% Positive to 21%

Negative)

Further analysis was then undertaken in which only responses within a 200 metre boundary of Scheme B
were analysed. Responses were all positive with 4 positive responses and 0 negative responses. (100%

Positive to 0% Negative)

Comments

Respondents were asked to provide reasons for their answer. Key recurring themes included:

¢ 5 respondents commented that they feel the proposals will have a positive impact on cycle safety

4 respondents commented that the proposals would have no benefit or that the current layout is
adequate
¢ 1 respondent commented that they feel the proposals would worsen current issues with congestion
e 2 respondents commented that they feel it would be unfair for them to respond as they are not local
residents to scheme B.
e 4 respondents commented that the proposals are not ambitious enough or that the proposals do not
link up to other cycle infrastructure

11
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Q4: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the Scheme B proposals to provide a raised table at the
junction of Werneth Street and Carrington Road.

Row Sum of Total
Labels Count
Strongly
Agree 11
Agree 12 W Strongly Agree
Disagree 3
Strongly heree
Disagree 4 Disagree
Don't Strongly Disagree
Know 5 Don't Know
Neither 32 Ry
Grand et
Total 67

Results

In relation to proposals to provide a raised table at the junction of Werneth Street and Carrington Road,
responses were mostly positive with 23 positive responses and 7 negative responses. (77% Positive to
23% Negative)

Further analysis was then undertaken in which only responses within a 200 metre boundary of Scheme B
were analysed. Responses were all positive with 4 positive responses and 0 negative responses. (100%
Positive to 0% Negative)

Comments
Respondents were asked to provide reasons for their answer. Key recurring themes included:

e 6 respondents commented that they feel the proposals will have a positive impact on pedestrian
safety

e 6 respondents commented that the proposals would have no benefit or that the current layout is
adequate

¢ 1 respondent commented that they feel the proposals would contribute to increased congestion
1 respondent suggested that the raised tables be installed at a reasonable height
e 1 respondent suggested that a continuous pavement would be better

12
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5.3. Scheme C

The responses have been plotted by postcode; this is presented at Appendix E.

An analysis of the data has been undertaken to ensure only accurate and relevant data is
considered; this is presented at Appendix F.

Respondents were asked several questions regarding the proposals for Scheme C. A table and
chart can be found below displaying the data for each question.

Q1: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the Scheme C proposals to replace the existing Pelican

crossing with a Toucan crossing on Stockport Road West between EIm Tree Road and Osborne Street?

Total
Row Sum of
Labels Count
Strongly
Agree 17
Agree 19 B Strongly Agree
Agree
Disagree 5 Disagree
Strongly
Disagree 9 Strongly Disagree
Don’t 13% Don’t Know
E 27%
Know 7% - o Neither
Neither 16
Grand
Total 70
Results

In relation to proposals to replace existing Pelican crossing with a Toucan crossing on Stockport Road
West between EIm Tree Road and Osborne Street, responses were mostly positive with 36 positive
responses and 14 negative responses. (72% Positive to 28% Negative)

Further analysis was then undertaken in which only responses within a 200 metre boundary of Scheme C
were analysed. Responses were mostly positive with 7 positive responses and 2 negative responses.
(78% Positive to 22% Negative)

Comments
Respondents were asked to provide reasons for their answer. Key recurring themes included:

7 respondents commented that they feel the proposals will have a positive impact on pedestrian
safety

8 respondents commented that the proposals would have no benefit or that the current layout is
adequate

5 respondents commented that there should be segregation provided for cyclists

3 respondents commented that they were concerned about potential disruption caused by the
construction of the proposals

2 respondents commented that they feel the proposals would contribute to increased pollution from
vehicles

13
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2 respondents commented that they feel it would be unfair for them to respond as they are not local
residents to scheme C.

1 respondent commented that traffic signals used by the council are not intelligent enough
3 respondents commented that it is currently dangerous or difficult to exit Osborne Street onto
Stockport Road West

Q2: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the Scheme C proposals to relocate the eastbound bus

stop on Stockport Road West?

Total

Row Sum of
Labels Count
Strongly
Agree 14
Agree 13 m Strongly Agree
Disagree 3 Agree
Strongly Disagree
Bi)sr?,?ree " Strongly Disagree
Know 5 Don’t Know
Neither 22 = Neither
Grand
Total 68

Results

In relation to proposals to relocate existing bus stop on Stockport Road West, responses were mostly
positive with 27 positive responses and 14 negative responses. (66% Positive to 34% Negative)

Further analysis was then undertaken in which only responses within a 200 metre boundary of Scheme C
were analysed. Responses were mostly positive with 6 positive responses and 3 negative responses.
(67% Positive to 33% Negative)

Comments
Respondents were asked to provide reasons for their answer. Key recurring themes included:

5 respondents commented that they feel the proposals will have a positive impact

5 respondents commented that the proposals would have no benefit or that the current layout is
adequate

5 respondents commented that there should be segregation provided for cyclists

2 respondents commented that they were concerned about potential disruption caused by the
construction of the proposals

6 respondents commented that they feel the proposed relocated bus stop location is unsafe due to
its proximity to a major junction

2 respondents suggested that a layby be constructed for the bus stop

1 respondent commented that the current layout is dangerous

1 resident suggested that an engineer visit the site between 8am and 9am

14
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Q3: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the Scheme C proposals to provide a parking layby and

bollards on Osborne Street to prevent vehicles from parking on the footway?

Row
Labels
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Disagree
Strongly
Disagree
Don't
Know

Neither
Grand
Total

Results

Sum of
Count

28
16

69

Total

m Strongly Agree
Agree
Disagree
Strongly Disagree
Don't Know

M Neither

In relation to proposals to provide a parking layby and bollards on Osborne Street, responses were mostly
positive with 44 positive responses and 9 negative responses. (83% Positive to 17% Negative)

Further analysis was then undertaken in which only responses within a 200 metre boundary of Scheme C
were analysed. Responses were mostly positive with 7 positive responses and 1 negative responses.
(87% Positive to 13% Negative)

Comments

Respondents were asked to provide reasons for their answer. Key recurring themes included:

¢ 18 respondents commented that they feel the proposals will have a positive impact on pedestrian
safety mostly in reference to safety around Arden Primary School

e 7 respondents commented that they were concerned about the loss of parking spaces

o 2 respondents commented that they were concerned about the proposed bollards taking up usable
footway space

o 4 respondents commented that they were concerned about potential disruption caused by the
construction of the proposals

e 2 respondents commented that they feel it would be unfair for them to respond as they are not local
residents to scheme C.

15



4 STOCKPORT (op

Q4: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the Scheme C proposals to provide a raised table at the

junction of EIm Tree Road and Carrington Road?

Total
Row Sum of
Labels Count
Strongly
Agree 15
W Strongly Agree

Agree 11 Agree
Disagree 6 Disagree
S’Frongly Strongly Disagree
Disagree 4
Don't Don't Know
Know 5 B Neither
Neither 27
Grand
Total 68

Results

In relation to proposals to provide a raised table at the junction of EIm Tree Road and Carrington Road,
responses were mostly positive with 26 positive responses and 10 negative responses. (72% Positive
to 28% Negative)

Further analysis was then undertaken in which only responses within a 200 metre boundary of Scheme C
were analysed. Responses were mostly positive with 5 positive responses and 2 negative responses.
(71% Positive to 29% Negative)

Comments
Respondents were asked to provide reasons for their answer. Key recurring themes included:

7 respondents commented that they feel the proposals will have a positive impact on safety for all
road users

4 respondents commented that they feel there would be no benefit to the proposals

2 respondents commented that they feel the proposals would be disruptive due to reducing traffic
speeds

1 respondent suggested a continuous footway be installed instead of a raised table

1 respondent suggested that speed restrictions of 20MPH be implemented on EIm Tree Road

2 respondents commented that they were concerned about the disruption caused by the
construction of the proposals

2 respondents commented that they feel it would be unfair for them to respond as they are not local

residents to scheme C.

16
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Q5: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the Scheme C proposals to provide a raised table at the

junction of Osborne Street and Carrington Road?

Row Sum of Total
Labels Count
Strongly
Agree 15
A.gree 10 B Strongly Agree
Disagree 5
Strongly heree
Disagree 6 Disagree
Eon't . Strongly Disagree
now Don't Know

Neither 23 -
Grand M Neither
Total 64

Results

In relation to proposals to provide a raised table at the junction of Osborne Street and Carrington Road,
responses were mostly positive with 25 positive responses and 11 negative responses. (70% Positive
to 30% Negative)

Further analysis was then undertaken in which only responses within a 200 metre boundary of Scheme C
were analysed. Responses were mostly positive with 5 positive responses and 1 negative responses.
(83% Positive to 17% Negative)

Comments
Respondents were asked to provide reasons for their answer. Key recurring themes included:

¢ 8 respondents commented that they feel the proposals will have a positive impact
4 respondents commented that they feel there would be no benefit to the proposals

¢ 1 respondent suggested that the raised table be at the same level as the shared pavement to
benefit cycling

o 2 respondents commented that they were concerned about the disruption caused by the
construction of the proposals

o 2 respondents commented that they feel it would be unfair for them to respond as they are not local

residents to scheme C.

17
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5.4. Scheme D
The responses have been plotted by postcode; this is presented at Appendix E.

An analysis of the data has been undertaken to ensure only accurate and relevant data is
considered; this is presented at Appendix F.

Respondents were asked several questions regarding the proposals for Scheme D. A table and
chart can be found below displaying the data for each question.

Q1: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the Scheme D proposals to provide a new Puffin
crossing and associated waiting restrictions on Stockport Road East?

Row Sum of Total
Labels Count
Strongly
Agree 16
Agree 20 B Strongly Agree
Disagree 8 Agree
Strongly Disagree
Disagree 24 5 Strongly Disagree
, 29% %

Don’'t Know 6 - Don’t Know
Neither 8 H Neither
Grand
Total 82

Results

In relation to proposals to provide a new puffin crossing on Stockport Road East including associated
waiting restrictions, responses were marginally positive with 36 positive responses and 32 negative
responses. (53% Positive to 47% Negative)

Further analysis was then undertaken in which only responses within a 200 metre boundary of Scheme D
were analysed. Responses were mostly negative with 4 positive responses and 12 negative responses.
(25% Positive to 75% Negative)

Comments
Respondents were asked to provide reasons for their answer. Key recurring themes included:

o 14 respondents commented that they were concerned about the potential negative impact caused
by the implementation of waiting restrictions.

e 4 respondents commented that they were concerned about the potential negative impact on
property prices

o 17 respondents commented that they were concerned about the potential negative impact on
congestion

e 4 respondents commented that they were concerned about noise and light pollution produced by
the proposed traffic signals

e 2 respondents commented that the proposals would improve safety for pedestrians
1 respondent suggested a toucan instead of a puffin crossing

¢ 1 respondent suggested that one footway be removed and an extra traffic lane be introduced

18
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1 respondent suggested that a crossing be installed near to Bredbury Recreational Ground instead

1 respondent suggested that all on street parking be removed for the entire length of Stockport
Road East

1 respondent commented that the proposals “do nothing to improve conditions for people cycling”

1 respondent suggested access restriction on path to Bredbury Industrial Estate

2 respondents suggested that the crossing be located outside The Crown Pub instead

2 respondents commented that they were concerned about the disruption caused by the
construction of the proposals

Q2: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the Scheme D proposals to relocate the westbound bus

stop on Stockport Road East?

Row Sum of Total
Labels Count
Strongly
Agree 8
Agree 12 B Strongly Agree
Disagree 8 Agree
15%
[S)’Frongly 20 - Disagree
isagree
10% Strongly Disagree
Don'’t Know 7 - Dot Kno
\
Neither 27 24% .
Grand - M Neither
Total 82
Results

In relation to proposals to relocate the westbound bus stop on Stockport Road East, responses were mostly
negative with 20 positive responses and 28 negative responses. (42% Positive to 58% Negative)

Further analysis was then undertaken in which only responses within a 200 metre boundary of Scheme D
were analysed. Responses were mostly negative with 3 positive responses and 12 negative responses.

(20% Positive to 80% Negative)

Comments

Respondents were asked to provide reasons for their answer. Key recurring themes included:

¢ 8 respondents commented that they were concerned about the potential negative impact on

parking.

¢ 3 respondents commented that they feel the proposals would make it more difficult or unsafe to

access or exit St Marks Street

¢ 1 respondent commented that they were concerned about the potential negative impact on

congestion

¢ 9respondents commented that they feel there would be no benefit or limited benefit to the

proposals

o 2 respondents commented that they were concerned about vandalism at the relocated bus stop
2 respondents commented that they feel the proposals would have a positive impact
o 2 respondents commented that they were concerned about the disruption caused by the

construction of the proposals

19



4 STOCKPORT (op

Q3: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the Scheme D proposals to upgrade the eastbound bus
stop on Stockport Road East?

Total
Row Sum of
Labels Count
Strongly
Agree 12 B Strongly Agree
Agree 16 rgree
Disagree 8 Disagree
Strongly _
i Strongly Disagree

Disagree 12
Don’t Know 8 rpees Do.n t Know
Neither 24 m Neither
Grand
Total 80

Results

In relation to proposals to upgrade the eastbound bus stop on Stockport Road East, responses were mostly
positive with 28 positive responses and 20 negative responses. (58% Positive to 42% Negative)

Further analysis was then undertaken in which only responses within a 200 metre boundary of Scheme D
were analysed. Responses were mostly negative with 7 positive responses and 8 negative responses.
(47% Positive to 53% Negative)

Comments
Respondents were asked to provide reasons for their answer. Key recurring themes included:

e 4 respondents commented that they feel there would be no benefit or limited benefit to the
proposals

o 3 respondents commented that they were concerned about the potential negative impact on
parking.

¢ 3 respondents commented that they were concerned of potential disruption caused by the
construction of the proposals

¢ 1 respondent commented that they were concerned about the potential negative impact on
congestion

¢ 1 respondent suggested the bus stop should be moved closer to George Lane or The Crown Pub

o 1 respondent suggested the bus stop clearway should be recessed into a bus stop layby

o 2 respondents commented that they were concerned about vandalism at the relocated bus stop
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Q4: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the Scheme D proposals to provide an improved
pedestrian and cycle link on St Mark’s Street?

Row Sum of
Labels Count TOtaI
Strongly
Agree 13
Agree 17
.g B Strongly Agree

Disagree 4
Strongly Agree
Disagree 16 Disagree
Don’t Know 6 Strongly Disagree
Neither 26 Don’t Know
Grand MW Neither
Total 82

Results

In relation to proposals to provide an improved pedestrian and cycle link on St Marks Street, responses
were mostly positive with 30 positive responses and 20 negative responses. (60% Positive to 40%
Negative)

Further analysis was then undertaken in which only responses within a 200 metre boundary of Scheme D
were analysed. Responses were mostly negative with 7 positive responses and 9 negative responses.
(44% Positive to 56% Negative)

Comments
Respondents were asked to provide reasons for their answer. Key recurring themes included:

o 5respondent commented that they felt the scheme would provide a positive impact on cycling

safety

4 respondents commented that they were concerned about mopeds or motorbikes using the route

7 respondents commented that there would be no benefit or limited benefit to the proposals

1 respondent commented that the proposals are not ambitious enough

1 respondent suggested “opening up St Marks Street to ease traffic at lights.”

1 respondent suggested waiting restrictions in front of bollards to prevent access to cycle lane being

blocked

o 2 respondents commented that they were concerned about the disruption caused by the
construction of the proposals
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Q5: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the Scheme D proposals to provide an improved
pedestrian link on James Street?

Total
Row Sum of
Labels Count
Strongly
Agree 14 m Strongly Agree
Agree 20 Agree
Disagree 11 Disagree
Strongly Strongly Disagree

. 24%
Disagree 6 -
9 10% Don’t Know
Don’'t Know 8 7% -
13% M Neither

Neither 24

Grand

Total 83
Results

In relation to proposals to providing improved pedestrian link on James Street, responses were mostly
positive with 34 positive responses and 17 negative responses. (67% Positive to 33% Negative)

Further analysis was then undertaken in which only responses within a 200 metre boundary of Scheme D
were analysed. Responses were mostly negative with 7 positive responses and 9 negative responses.
(44% Positive to 56% Negative)

Comments
Respondents were asked to provide reasons for their answer. Key recurring themes included:

3 respondents commented that they were concerned about mopeds or motorbikes using the route
4 respondents commented that they agree with the proposals to remove the chicane barrier

4 respondents commented that they feel the proposals will have no benefit or limited benefit

1 respondent suggested resurfacing on James Street

1 respondent suggested that a link be connected to the path to Bredbury Industrial Estate

1 respondent commented that there are existing issues with drainage

2 respondents commented that they were concerned about the disruption caused by the
construction of the proposals
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5.5. Scheme E
The responses have been plotted by postcode; this is presented at Appendix E.

An analysis of the data has been undertaken to ensure only accurate and relevant data is
considered; this is presented at Appendix F.

Respondents were asked several questions regarding the proposals for Scheme E. A table and
chart can be found below displaying the data for each question.

Q1: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the Scheme E proposals to provide an improved signal
junction at Stockport Road East / George Lane / Redhouse Lane, including the provision of Toucan
(walking and cycling) crossings on all arms of the junction?

Sum of Total
Row Labels Count
Strongly
Agree 23
Agree 24 B Strongly Agree
Disagree 5 Agree
Strongly Disagree
Disagree 11 Strongly Disagree
Don’'t Know 3 L34 Don’t Know
0, 2 00
Neither 19 H Neither
Grand
Total 85
Results

In relation to proposals to provide an improved signal junction at Stockport Road, responses were mostly
positive with 47 positive responses and 16 negative responses. (75% Positive 25% Negative)

Further analysis was then undertaken in which only responses within a 200 metre boundary of Scheme E
were analysed. Responses were mostly positive with 9 positive responses and 6 negative responses.
(60% Positive to 40% Negative)

Comments
Respondents were asked to provide reasons for their answer. Key recurring themes included:

o 2 respondents commented that they feel the proposals will have a positive impact

¢ 1 respondent commented that they feel the proposals would make it easier for pedestrians to cross
the A560

o 4 respondents commented that they were concerned about the potential negative impact on
congestion

¢ 3 respondents commented that they were concerned about the potential negative impact on CO2
emissions caused by queuing traffic

¢ 1 respondent commented that there would be no benefit or limited benefit to the proposals

¢ 1 respondent commented that they were concerned about the reduction of the size of the existing
car park

¢ 9 respondents commented that there should be segregation between pedestrians and cyclists

¢ 3 respondents commented that there should be more priority to traffic coming from the Mill Lane
estate

23



4 STOCKPORT (g

¢ 1 respondent commented that the scheme is not ambitious enough
2 respondents commented that the traffic signals at Travelers Call Pub are not intelligent enough
o 2 respondents commented that they were concerned about the disruption caused by the
construction of the proposals

¢ 3 respondents referenced a previously considered development to provide a through road for Mill
Lane Estate

Q2: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the Scheme E proposals to provide improved pedestrian
and cycling links through the green space to link Hyde Road, George Lane and Oldham Drive?

Total
Row Sum of
Labels Count
Strongly
Agree 21
Agree 21 B Strongly Agree
Disagree 8 heree
Strongly Disagree
Disagree 15 Strongly Disagree
|

Don’t Know 5 Don’t Know
Neither 14 B Neither
Grand
Total 84

Results

In relation to proposals to provide improved pedestrian and cycle links, responses were mostly positive with
42 positive responses and 23 negative responses. (65% Positive to 35% Negative)

Further analysis was then undertaken in which only responses within a 200 metre boundary of Scheme E
were analysed. Responses were even with 7 positive responses and 7 negative responses. (50%
Positive to 50% Negative)

Comments
Respondents were asked to provide reasons for their answer. Key recurring themes included:

o 2 respondents commented that they agree with the proposals as pedestrians and cyclists already
use this route as it is a desire line

¢ 1 respondent commented that they feel the space could be better utilised by providing seating or
green space

o 3 respondents commented that they were concerned about the potential negative impact on
congestion

¢ 4 respondents commented that there would be no benefit or limited benefit to the proposals

e 1 respondent commented that they would like to see a path South West to North East to aid walking
from George Lane to Woodley Precinct
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5.6. General comments

Respondents were asked to provide any general feedback they may have in relation to the project.

The key recurring themes were:

Parking

A number of respondents commented that there is currently not enough allocation or provision for parking
in the area in both residential and commercial areas and that these proposals, specifically Scheme D would
worsen these issues by reducing allocation for parking further noting that this would also have a negative
impact on the surrounding side streets.

Congestion

A number of respondents commented that the scheme proposals could worsen current issues with
congestion or that that the scheme should focus more on reducing congestion rather than improving
pedestrian and cycle provision.
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Summary

6.1

6.2

6.3.

6.4.

6.5.

. A full and inclusive consultation has been undertaken with the specific purpose of informing

stakeholders, the public, local businesses, and interest groups of the new package of proposals and
capturing their comments.

. Given the level of detail of some of the comments received, this report presents an overview of the

feedback. A comprehensive comments log is used by the project team to enable consideration of
the greater detail contained therein.

In response to the public consultation SMBC received a letter from volunteer group Walk Ride
Stockport. The response outlined that the proposals are welcome, and the intention to improve
active travel provision in the area is supported. However Walk Ride Stockport’s response was also
largely critical of the proposals, commenting that “provision for active travel remains unacceptably
poor. Proposed active travel interventions are disconnected and will not enable people to walk,
wheel or cycle between Stockport, Woodley, Hyde and Dukinfield.”

Walk Ride Stockport have provided further comments and recommendations, these have been
reviewed and considered by the Feasibility and Client Team.

Average percentage of Positive to Negative responses per scheme (From all responses):
Scheme A: 83% Positive Responses and 17% Negative Responses
Scheme B: 77% Positive Responses and 23% Negative Responses
Scheme C: 70% Positive Responses and 30% Negative Responses
Scheme D: 52% Positive Responses and 48% Negative Responses
Scheme E: 69% Positive Responses and 31% Negative Responses

In summary, Schemes A, B, C and E received mostly positive responses, Scheme D received a
mixed response with a high number of negative responses to some aspects of the scheme.
Further analysis was undertaken in which responses were considered within a 200m boundary of
the proposals. Following this it was identified that a significant majority of responses within a 200m
boundary of Scheme D were negative. A majority of those that responded negatively were
concerned with the proposals to implement parking restrictions that would be required to facilitate
the proposed crossing, respondents were also concerned about the effect the proposals may have
on congestion in the area. This has been taken into consideration by the Feasibility and Client
Team.
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Highways & Transportation

STO CKPORT Services to Place

Stopford House
A METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL Stockport

SK1 3XE

26" February 2024
Dear Sir / Madam,

A560 & B6104 Corridor Improving Journeys - Have Your Say

The Council and Transport for Greater Manchester (TfGM) want to improve journeys on the route
between Stockport Town Centre and Woodley, delivering benefits for residents by making sure
they are better connected so they can access jobs, education, and training more easily.

The project is part of major investment across the whole 330 bus route between Stockport and
Ashton via Hyde and Dukinfield which will see improvements to bus stops, junctions, crossings,
and access.

These proposals will help improve access to bus stops and help those walking, wheeling and
cycling to cross this busy route.

Improvements are proposed along the route on Great Portwood Street, Carrington Road,
Stockport Road West, Stockport Road East and Hyde Road. Our proposals for this part of the
route include two new and two upgraded crossings, an improved traffic signal junction, bus stop
improvements and raising side road junctions to make crossing them easier.

In addition to these works we are looking at a number of signalised junctions and crossings
which are proposed to have existing signal equipment upgraded to provide priority for late
running buses. This will provide journey time benefits for bus passengers by minimising delays
at traffic signals.

We want to know what you think of our ideas to improve journeys and would appreciate it if you
take the time to look at the details below and give your feedback.

The improvements are being developed by the Council and TfGM using money from the
Government’s City Region Sustainable Transport Settlement (CRSTS).

The proposals have been split into five different schemes to simplify scheme development and
delivery:

e Scheme A - Great Portwood Street Puffin Crossing

e Scheme B — Carrington Road Puffin Crossing

e Scheme C — Stockport Road West Toucan Crossing

e Scheme D — Stockport Road East Puffin Crossing

e Scheme E — Stockport Road East, Redhouse Lane, George Lane Signal Junction

We are asking local residents, businesses and stakeholders to comment on the proposals that
affect them directly, although the online consultation will be open for you to comment on all of the
proposals if you wish to.



You have been sent this letter as your address is in the vicinity of Schemes D and E and a
description of these proposals is provided below:

Scheme D — A new Puffin crossing would be provided on Stockport Road East approximately
25m west of its junction with James Street, directly adjacent to the Public Footpath between
properties 48 and 50 Stockport Road East. This crossing location would cater for bus stop
access and walking routes in the area, with a significant amount of bus users utilising the
pathway between Stockport Road East and Bredbury Industrial Estate. To create enough space
for the crossing to be installed, it would be required to remove approximately 100m of on street /
on pavement parking on Stockport Road East. This would also support improved pedestrian
access on the relatively narrow footway which is currently obstructed by parked cars.

The existing eastbound bus stop in this location would be retained in its current position,
however a pavement widening would be provided to accommodate an improved bus stop. The
westbound bus stop, which is currently located opposite John Street, would be relocated
approximately 120m to the west so it would be more conveniently located for the proposed
crossing position.

As part of the works the pedestrian route along James Street could be improved and the route
from St Marks Street to Redhouse Lane could be improved for pedestrians and cyclists.

Scheme E — An improved traffic light junction would be provided at the junction of Stockport
Road East, George Lane and Redhouse Lane which would include Toucan crossings on all arms
of the junction, allowing both cyclists and pedestrians to cross the road. The pavements at the
junction would be widened to accommodate cycling and walking and new crossings would be
provided on the eastern side of the junction and outside the entrance to the Church. The
proposals would link into the ‘CRSTS Bredbury to Woodley’ scheme which will close the junction
of Mill Street and Hyde Road to motor vehicle traffic and provide a cycling and walking link
through to Bredbury Parkway.

It is proposed to provide cycling and walking links across the green space located to the south
east of this junction. The improved paths will link Stockport Road East, George Lane and
Oldham Drive. The paths will be surfaced and lit. They will be designed to minimise any impact
on the existing trees.

More Information and Have Your Say

We would like to hear your views on the proposals, and specifically to what extent you agree or
disagree with them.

Full details of the proposals (including drawings) can be viewed online. We are inviting
feedback from all residents, businesses, and other stakeholders by 24t March 2024 at
www.stockport.gov.uk/consultations.

We also invite you to join us at our drop-in event to view and discuss the proposals:
. Thursday 14t March, 2-8pm, Woodley Civic Hall (Hyde Road, Woodley, SK6 1QG).

All responses to this engagement will be considered as part of the scheme development process
prior to any implementation. Due to the anticipated volume of responses, please be aware we
will not be able to enter detailed correspondence with individuals about points raised.

Delivery of the scheme is subject to the approval of the business case for the scheme and the
release of funding for delivery being agreed by the Government’s City Regional Sustainable



Transport Settlement (CRSTS) scheme. If approved and awarded funding, we plan to deliver the
scheme in phases from 2025.

For future updates on this scheme and to find out more about active travel across Stockport, visit
www.stockport.gov.uk/topic/cycling-and-walking-in-stockport.

If you would like paper copies of the proposals and/or response forms, or to discuss any of the
above, please contact the team by phone on 0161 217 6043 or email at
walkcycle@stockport.gov.uk.

Yours faithfully,

James Heritage
Highways and Transportation
Stockport Council
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STO CKPORT Services to Place

Stopford House
A METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL Stockport

SK1 3XE
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cycling to cross this busy route.

Improvements are proposed along the route on Great Portwood Street, Carrington Road,
Stockport Road West, Stockport Road East and Hyde Road. Our proposals for this part of the
route include two new and two upgraded crossings, an improved traffic signal junction, bus stop
improvements and raising side road junctions to make crossing them easier.

In addition to these works we are looking at a number of signalised junctions and crossings
which are proposed to have existing signal equipment upgraded to provide priority for late
running buses. This will provide journey time benefits for bus passengers by minimising delays at
traffic signals.

We want to know what you think of our ideas to improve journeys and would appreciate it if you
take the time to look at the details below and give your feedback.

The improvements are being developed by the Council and TfGM using money from the
Government’s City Region Sustainable Transport Settlement (CRSTS).

The proposals have been split into five different schemes to simplify scheme development and
delivery:

e Scheme A — Great Portwood Street Puffin Crossing

e Scheme B — Carrington Road Puffin Crossing

e Scheme C — Stockport Road West Toucan Crossing

e Scheme D — Stockport Road East Puffin Crossing

e Scheme E — Stockport Road East, Redhouse Lane, George Lane Signal Junction

We are asking local residents, businesses and stakeholders to comment on the proposals that
affect them directly, although the online consultation will be open for you to comment on all of the
proposals if you wish to.



You have been sent this letter as your address is in the vicinity of Scheme A and a description of
these proposals is provided below:

Scheme A — A new Puffin traffic light crossing would be provided on Great Portwood Street, just
west of its junction with Marsland Street. This would replace an existing pedestrian refuge island
in the same location. This proposed Puffin crossing would improve access to the nearby bus
stops, as well as The Peel Centre Retail Park. It is also proposed to install a raised table at the
junction of Marsland Street and Richard Street to make it easier for pedestrians to cross the
road.

More Information and Have Your Say

We would like to hear your views on the proposals, and specifically to what extent you agree or
disagree with them.

Full details of the proposals (including drawings) can be viewed online. We are inviting
feedback from all residents, businesses, and other stakeholders by 24" March 2024 at
www.stockport.qgov.uk/consultations.

All responses to this engagement will be considered as part of the scheme development process
prior to any implementation. Due to the anticipated volume of responses, please be aware we
will not be able to enter detailed correspondence with individuals about points raised.

Delivery of the scheme is subject to the approval of the business case for the scheme and the
release of funding for delivery being agreed by the Government’s City Regional Sustainable
Transport Settlement (CRSTS) scheme. If approved and awarded funding, we plan to deliver the
scheme in phases from 2025.

For future updates on this scheme and to find out more about active travel across Stockport, visit
www.stockport.gov.uk/topic/cycling-and-walking-in-stockport.

If you would like paper copies of the proposals and/or response forms, or to discuss any of the
above, please contact the team by phone on 0161 217 6043 or email at
walkcycle@stockport.gov.uk.

Yours faithfully,

James Heritage
Highways and Transportation
Stockport Council
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26" February 2024
Dear Sir / Madam,

A560 & B6104 Corridor Improving Journeys - Have Your Say

The Council and Transport for Greater Manchester (TfGM) want to improve journeys on the route
between Stockport Town Centre and Woodley, delivering benefits for residents by making sure
they are better connected so they can access jobs, education, and training more easily.

The project is part of major investment across the whole 330 bus route between Stockport and
Ashton via Hyde and Dukinfield which will see improvements to bus stops, junctions, crossings,
and access.

These proposals will help improve access to bus stops and help those walking, wheeling and
cycling to cross this busy route.

Improvements are proposed along the route on Great Portwood Street, Carrington Road,
Stockport Road West, Stockport Road East and Hyde Road. Our proposals for this part of the
route include two new and two upgraded crossings, an improved traffic signal junction, bus stop
improvements and raising side road junctions to make crossing them easier.

In addition to these works we are looking at a number of signalised junctions and crossings
which are proposed to have existing signal equipment upgraded to provide priority for late
running buses. This will provide journey time benefits for bus passengers by minimising delays
at traffic signals.

We want to know what you think of our ideas to improve journeys and would appreciate it if you
take the time to look at the details below and give your feedback.

The improvements are being developed by the Council and TfGM using money from the
Government’s City Region Sustainable Transport Settlement (CRSTS).

The proposals have been split into five different schemes to simplify scheme development and
delivery:

e Scheme A - Great Portwood Street Puffin Crossing

e Scheme B — Carrington Road Puffin Crossing

e Scheme C — Stockport Road West Toucan Crossing

e Scheme D — Stockport Road East Puffin Crossing

e Scheme E — Stockport Road East, Redhouse Lane, George Lane Signal Junction

We are asking local residents, businesses and stakeholders to comment on the proposals that
affect them directly, although the online consultation will be open for you to comment on all of the
proposals if you wish to.



You have been sent this letter as your address is in the vicinity of Scheme B and a description of
these proposals is provided below:

Scheme B — The existing Pelican traffic light crossing on Carrington Road just west of its
junction with Werneth Street will be upgraded to a new Puffin traffic light crossing. The proposals
would also see both the bus stops (eastbound and westbound) relocated to be positioned closer
to the crossing point and to improve the spacing of stops on the route. The westbound bus stop
would be moved approximately 35m to the east (outside J.D. Bodyshop Motor Body Repairs).
The eastbound stop would be moved approximately 120m to the east, to a position just east of
Werneth Street adjacent to an existing grass verge.

It is also proposed to provide a new cycle link through the footway at the end of Crescent Road
on to Carrington Road. The existing guardrail in this location would be replaced with bollards to
continue to prevent access for motor vehicle traffic. We are also proposing to install a raised
table at the side road junction of Werneth Street and Carrington Road to make it easier for
pedestrians crossing the road.

More Information and Have Your Say

We would like to hear your views on the proposals, and specifically to what extent you agree or
disagree with them.

Full details of the proposals (including drawings) can be viewed online. We are inviting
feedback from all residents, businesses, and other stakeholders by 24" March 2024 at
www.stockport.qgov.uk/consultations.

All responses to this engagement will be considered as part of the scheme development process
prior to any implementation. Due to the anticipated volume of responses, please be aware we
will not be able to enter detailed correspondence with individuals about points raised.

Delivery of the scheme is subject to the approval of the business case for the scheme and the
release of funding for delivery being agreed by the Government’s City Regional Sustainable
Transport Settlement (CRSTS) scheme. If approved and awarded funding, we plan to deliver the
scheme in phases from 2025.

For future updates on this scheme and to find out more about active travel across Stockport, visit
www.stockport.gov.uk/topic/cycling-and-walking-in-stockport.

If you would like paper copies of the proposals and/or response forms, or to discuss any of the
above, please contact the team by phone on 0161 217 6043 or email at
walkcycle@stockport.gov.uk.

Yours faithfully,

James Heritage
Highways and Transportation
Stockport Council
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26" February 2024
Dear Sir / Madam,

A560 & B6104 Corridor Improving Journeys - Have Your Say

The Council and Transport for Greater Manchester (TfGM) want to improve journeys on the route
between Stockport Town Centre and Woodley, delivering benefits for residents by making sure
they are better connected so they can access jobs, education, and training more easily.

The project is part of major investment across the whole 330 bus route between Stockport and
Ashton via Hyde and Dukinfield which will see improvements to bus stops, junctions, crossings,
and access.

These proposals will help improve access to bus stops and help those walking, wheeling and
cycling to cross this busy route.

Improvements are proposed along the route on Great Portwood Street, Carrington Road,
Stockport Road West, Stockport Road East and Hyde Road. Our proposals for this part of the
route include two new and two upgraded crossings, an improved traffic signal junction, bus stop
improvements and raising side road junctions to make crossing them easier.

In addition to these works we are looking at a number of signalised junctions and crossings
which are proposed to have existing signal equipment upgraded to provide priority for late
running buses. This will provide journey time benefits for bus passengers by minimising delays
at traffic signals.

We want to know what you think of our ideas to improve journeys and would appreciate it if you
take the time to look at the details below and give your feedback.

The improvements are being developed by the Council and TfGM using money from the
Government’s City Region Sustainable Transport Settlement (CRSTS).

The proposals have been split into five different schemes to simplify scheme development and
delivery:

e Scheme A - Great Portwood Street Puffin Crossing

e Scheme B — Carrington Road Puffin Crossing

e Scheme C — Stockport Road West Toucan Crossing

e Scheme D — Stockport Road East Puffin Crossing

e Scheme E — Stockport Road East, Redhouse Lane, George Lane Signal Junction

We are asking local residents, businesses and stakeholders to comment on the proposals that
affect them directly, although the online consultation will be open for you to comment on all of the
proposals if you wish to.



You have been sent this letter as your address is in the vicinity of Scheme C and a description of
these proposals is provided below:

Scheme C — A new Toucan traffic light crossing would be provided on Stockport Road West to
replace the existing Pelican crossing just west of its junction with Osborne Street. A Toucan
crossing will allow both pedestrian and cyclist use and will connect Elm Tree Road to Osborne
Street as a new active travel link. Stockport Council has wider ambitions to create a
comprehensive walking and cycling network across The Borough and this would be a positive
step towards achieving that goal.

On Stockport Road West, it is proposed to retain the existing westbound bus stop in its current
position, but the eastbound bus stop would be moved approximately 15m to the west as we are
seeking to install a slightly wider footway in this location (which may accommodate a new bus
shelter) and it will also place the stop a bit closer to the Toucan crossing.

Raised tables would be provided at the side road junctions of Carrington Road and Osborne
Street as well as Carrington Road and Elm Tree Road to make it easier for pedestrians crossing
the road. We are also proposing to install a new parking layby on Osborne Street and bollards to
prevent vehicles parking on the footway.

More Information and Have Your Say

We would like to hear your views on the proposals, and specifically to what extent you agree or
disagree with them.

Full details of the proposals (including drawings) can be viewed online. We are inviting
feedback from all residents, businesses, and other stakeholders by 24" March 2024 at
www.stockport.gov.uk/consultations.

We also invite you to join us at our drop-in event to view and discuss the proposals:
. Thursday 14t March, 2-8pm, Woodley Civic Hall (Hyde Road, Woodley, SK6 1QG).

All responses to this engagement will be considered as part of the scheme development process
prior to any implementation. Due to the anticipated volume of responses, please be aware we
will not be able to enter detailed correspondence with individuals about points raised.

Delivery of the scheme is subject to the approval of the business case for the scheme and the
release of funding for delivery being agreed by the Government’s City Regional Sustainable
Transport Settlement (CRSTS) scheme. If approved and awarded funding, we plan to deliver the
scheme in phases from 2025.

For future updates on this scheme and to find out more about active travel across Stockport, visit
www.stockport.gov.uk/topic/cycling-and-walking-in-stockport.

If you would like paper copies of the proposals and/or response forms, or to discuss any of the
above, please contact the team by phone on 0161 217 6043 or email at
walkcycle@stockport.gov.uk.

Yours faithfully,

James Heritage
Highways and Transportation
Stockport Council
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A560 & B6104 Corridor Consultation

Walk Ride Stockport response March 2024

Who we are

Walk Ride Stockport are a group of local residents campaigning to make walking,
cycling and wheeling the natural choice for short journeys in our area.

We are part of Walk Ride Greater Manchester, a volunteer-led, not-for-profit organisation
who act as a “Critical Friend” to GM authorities at the regional and local levels.

Walk Ride asks authorities to engage with us as early as possible on all active travel
programmes. Our groups’ detailed local knowledge is invaluable for authorities seeking
opportunities to enable more people to travel by active modes.

Summary

We support the intention to improve access to and the efficiency of the key Stockport to
Ashton Bus route. We also broadly support providing more and better crossings for
active travellers.

Provision for active travel along the corridor, however, remains unacceptably poor.
Proposed active travel interventions are disconnected and will not enable people to
walk, wheel or cycle between Stockport, Woodley, Hyde and Dukinfield.

Some of the crossings have provision for cycling, but the schemes do not meet basic
quality design principles for cycling infrastructure. Also, how the crossings connect with
the existing or future Bee Network is often unclear.

A more ambitious approach is needed to deliver the objectives and outcomes set out in
SMBC's Stockport Walking and Cycling Plan 2019-2029.

We've listed some of those objectives on pages 2-4 and set out some ideas of how we
think they could best be achieved.

On pages 5-6 we've provided detailed feedback on the proposals as currently presented
with specific notes on connections to the wider network.

Walk Ride SK3 Pagel1of6



SMBC objectives and WalkRide suggestions

1 Create & maintain high quality, fully connected walking & cycling networks

The proposed schemes are shown on the maps below, which also shows the extent of
the current and proposed network of active travel routes on the Bee Active Vision Map.

The A560 Great Portwood St and Carrington Road are not envisaged as part of the future
active travel network, which is given an alternative route along Newbridge Lane.
However, there are other parallel strategic roads for cars and lorries to travel between
Stockport and Hyde, so that Great Portwood St and Carrington Rd should be classed as
Connector Streets under GM Streets For All Strategy and should prioritise active travel
and buses over other vehicles. The existing poor quality cycle provision on Great
Portwood St. could be upgraded.

With improvements, crossing Scheme A could provide additional walking and cycling
connectivity between the Peel Centre Shopping area, Tesco and the network route
alongside the MG60. Similarly Scheme B could improve connectivity between the
Newbridge Lane network route and the existing cycle provision on Brinnington Road.

oimap Filtermap: % Completed w Construction w Consultation % Development ¢ Future
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Scheme C is not on the envisaged cycle network map, although the B6104 Stockport
Road West does link to both the future network route along Ashton Road and with the
network higher up Osborne St. When the A560 was rerouted onto Crookilley Way there
was a missed opportunity to prioritise sustainable travel on the B6104. Although away
from traffic, the new NCN 55 network route from Dark Lane to Newbridge Lane does not
offer a direct, year round personally safe alternative.

Walk Ride Stockport Page 2 of 6



Fittermap: 3w Completed 3 Construction ¢ Consultation  w Development ¢ Futurs

The Bee Active Map shows the future network going along Redhouse Lane, Vernon Road
and Broadway rather than the A560. Despite some traffic calming, this is a heavily used
rat run and is currently not a suitable active travel route. Scheme D is not on this route,
but with improvement it does offer an opportunity for a more direct connection across
the A560 from Redhouse Lane to the proposed CRSTS Bredbury Parkway to Woodley
scheme via St Mark's St and James St.

Scheme E should provide an LTN 1/20, GM Streets for All compliant junction crossing for
the network route along Redhouse Lane and Hyde Road, with a connection to Mill Lane
and the CRSTS scheme. The proposed scheme does not perform this basic function.
Instead it has multiple, confusing shared space paths and Toucan crossings with
seemingly unnecessary cycle tracks degrading a green space.

Text version of map ~ Filter map: ¢ Completed ¢ Constroction s Consuitation 3w Development 3¢ Future
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2 Reduce congestion and provide neighbourhood "walking and cycling
friendly" connections

SMBC policy states: “to address congestion there is an underlying need to reduce the
number of journeys made by car”’. National (LTN 1/20) and regional (GM Streets For All
Design Guide) guidance recommends reallocating road space from motor vehicles
where this will create a better walking and cycling network. Prioritising walking and
cycling cannot mean reserving main roads for motorists and pushing cyclists elsewhere.
Unfortunately, this has been the approach used for the Stockport to Woodley corridor.

Given the immediate difficulty reallocating road space for active travel on A560
Stockport Road West near Morrisons, a compromise would prioritise sustainable travel
on B6104 and provide a suitably direct low traffic walking and cycling route along
Osborne St, Kingsway, Vernon Road and Redhouse Lane to Woodley. This route and all
associated side roads in the area should be limited to 20mph to provide a walking and
cycling friendly neighbourhood that connects with Arden Primary school, shops on
Bents Lane and Bredbury Station.

T“A Plan for Walking and Cycling in Stockport 2019-2029” Stockport Metropolitan Borough Council, 2019
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Detailed comments on proposals

Scheme A - Great Portwood Street

This crossing is welcome. Although it retains the existing pedestrian refuge it must be
implemented as a single stage crossing.

Connections:

Pedestrian access to Tesco along Marsland St is poor due to narrow, bollard cluttered
footpaths and hostile traffic conditions. Marsland St should be limited to 20mph and
filtered to prevent through traffic to Tiviot Way.

Scheme B - Carrington Road
The raised table and conversions to vehicle dropped crossings are welcome.
Connections:

It is disappointing that this upgrade does not enable a traffic separated cycling link
between the Newbridge Lane cycle track and Crescent Road leading to Brinnington
Road. Carrington Road is often hostile to cycling. Consequently, the proposed cycle link
at the end of Crescent Road has limited value. Informal access to Crescent Road from the
crossing and footpath will continue.

Scheme C - Stockport Road West

The raised tables are welcome, though more needs to be done to reduce vehicle turning
speeds and reinforce pedestrian priority at these side roads.

Turning right into Osborne St when cycling is difficult and unpleasant for most riders,
due to hostile traffic conditions on Stockport Road West. This scheme enables a safer
turn, though it is rather clunky, with potential conflicts at both raised tables.

Connections: EIm Tree Road links to a small, isolated estate. The BeeActive Map shows
no connection to the existing or proposed wider active travel network here?

Scheme D - Stockport Road East

The new crossing is welcome. Pedestrian access does need to be prioritised over parked
cars.

Connections:

The formalisation of the existing cycle link on St. Mary's St is welcome. This link is most
useful when cycling from Bredbury Industrial Estate to Redhouse Lane to access the
wider cycle network towards Lower Bredbury and beyond. Most riders will use the
shorter footpath route around the Rec to Stockport Rd rather than the longer indirect
route via Mill Lane and Scheme E. The new crossing will improve this unauthorised
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option. It is disappointing that the scheme does not provide a legal cycling connection
along this desire line.

Note: When cycling towards Stockport, Redhouse Lane is an essential alternative to the
diabolical section of Stockport Road East & West near Morrisons and Bents Lane. A
sighalised junction across Lower Bents Lane is badly needed!

Scheme E - Stockport Road East
This is very compromised.

Improved crossings including cycling are welcome, with the usual reservations about
shared space solutions. It is not clear where kerbs are dropped to access the shared
paths to use the crossings.

Closure of the end of Mill St is welcome, though access to the Mill Lane cycle path seems
to involve an excessive amount of tarmac.

The new cycle paths across the green on the corner of George Lane and Hyde Road give
little benefit, due to the location of the crossing. They sever a pleasant green space and
do not follow the existing diagonal pedestrian desire lines. Instead, extending the shared
path along George Lane to Oldham Drive would be a minor detour for cycling and
combined with light touch diagonal footpaths along current desire lines, this would be a
better, more attractive solution.

Providing a raised table across Church St would improve the scheme for active travel.
Connections:

Proposing a new cycle path link, across the green, into Oldham Drive is peculiar, since
this is not part of the wider network. The proposed CRSTS link fromn Copage Drive across
the Hyde Road Toucan into Woodley precinct is a more useful route from the Oldham
Drive estate.

Thank you for your time.
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Scheme A For Against  For(%) Against(%)
Q1 0 0 0% 0%
Q2 0 0 0% 0%
Scheme B For Against  For(%) Against(%)
Q1 4 0 100% 0%
Q2 4 0 100% 0%
Q3 4 0 100% 0%
Q4 4 0 100% 0%
Scheme C For Against  For(%) Against(%)
Q1 7 2 78% 22%
Q2 6 3 67% 33%
Q3 7 1 88% 13%
Q4 5 2 71% 29%
Q5 5 1 83% 17%
Scheme D For Against  For(%) Against(%)
Ql 4 12 25% 75%
Q2 3 12 20% 80%
Q3 7 8 47% 53%
Q4 7 9 44% 56%
Q5 7 9 44% 56%
Scheme E For Against  For(%) Against(%)
Q1 9 6 60% 40%
Q2 7 7 50% 50%




Raw Data |

Outliers Excluded

Scheme A: Q1 Scheme A: Q1
Row Labels Sum of Count Row Labels Sum of Count
Strongly Agree 19 Agree 25
Agree 25 Disagree 1
Disagree 1 Don’t Know 5
Strongly Disagree 4 Neither 16
Don’t Know 5 Strongly Agree 19
Neither 16 Strongly Disagree 4
Grand Total 70 Grand Total 70
44 Agree 5 Disagree 44 Agree 5 Disagree
89.80% 10.20% 89.80% 10.20%
Scheme A: Q2 Scheme A: Q2
Row Labels Sum of Count Row Labels Sum of Count
Strongly Agree 15 Agree 11
Agree 15 Disagree 5
Disagree 5 Don't Know 6
Strongly Disagree 4 Neither 19
Don't Know 6 Strongly Agree 12
Neither 25 Strongly Disagree 2
Grand Total 70 Grand Total 55
30 Agree 9 Disagree 23 Agree 7 Disagree
76.92% 23.08% 76.66% 23.33%




Raw Data | Outliers Excluded

Scheme B: Q1 Scheme B: Q1
Row Labels Sum of Count  Row Labels Sum of Count
Strongly Agree 12 Agree 14
Agree 18 Don't Know 5
Disagree 2 Neither 21
Strongly Disagree 4 Strongly Agree 9
Don't Know 6 Strongly Disagree 3
Neither 26 Grand Total 52
Grand Total 68
30 Agree 6 Disagree 23 Agree 3 Disagree
16.67% 83.33% 88.46% 11.54%
Scheme B: Q2 Scheme B: Q2
Row Labels Sum of Count  Row Labels Sum of Count
Strongly Agree 8 Agree 10
Agree 11 Disagree 3
Disagree 4 Don’t Know 7
Strongly Disagree 5 Neither 24
Don’t Know 9 Strongly Agree 7
Neither 30 Strongly Disagree 2
Grand Total 67 Grand Total 53
19 Agree 9 Disagree 17 Agree 5 Disagree
67.86% 32.14% 77.27% 22.73%
Scheme B: Q3 Scheme B: Q3
Row Labels Sum of Count  Row Labels Sum of Count
Strongly Agree 12 Agree 8
Agree 15 Don’t Know 8
Disagree 1 Neither 20
Strongly Disagree 6 Strongly Agree 10
Don’t Know 9 Strongly Disagree 6
Neither 23 Grand Total 52
Grand Total 66
27 Agree 7 Disagree 15 Agree 6 Disagree
79.41% 20.59% 71.43% 28.57%
Scheme B: Q4 Scheme B: Q4
Row Labels Sum of Count  Row Labels Sum of Count
Strongly Agree 11 Agree 8
Agree 12 Disagree 4
Disagree 3 Don't Know 4
Strongly Disagree 4 Neither 26
Don't Know 5 Strongly Agree 8

Neither 32 Strongly Disagree 3




Grand Total 67 Grand Total 53

23 Agree 7 Disagree 16 Agree 7 Disagree
76.67% 23.33% 69.57% 30.43%




Raw Data | Outliers Excluded

Scheme C: Q1 Scheme C: Q1
Row Labels Sum of Count Row Labels Sum of Count
Strongly Agree 17 Agree 14
Agree 19 Disagree 4
Disagree 5 Don’t Know 4
Strongly Disagree 9 Neither 12
Don’t Know 4 Strongly Agree 13
Neither 16 Strongly Disagree 7
Grand Total 70 Grand Total 54
36 Agree 14 Disagree 27 Agree 11 Disagree
72% 28% 71.05% 28.95%
Scheme C: Q2 Scheme C: Q2
Row Labels Sum of Count Row Labels Sum of Count
Strongly Agree 14 Agree 10
Agree 13 Disagree 3
Disagree 3 Don’t Know 4
Strongly Disagree 11 Neither 18
Don’t Know 5 Strongly Agree 11
Neither 22 Strongly Disagree 8
Grand Total 68 Grand Total 54
27 Agree 14 Disagree 21 Agree 12 Disagree
65.85% 34.15% 63.64% 36.36%
Scheme C: Q3 Scheme C: Q3
Row Labels Sum of Count Row Labels Sum of Count
Strongly Agree 28 Agree 11
Agree 16 Disagree 3
Disagree 5 Don't Know 5
Strongly Disagree 4 Neither 8
Don't Know 5 Strongly Agree 23
Neither 11 Strongly Disagree 4
Grand Total 69 Grand Total 54
43 Agree 9 Disagree 34 Agree 7 Disagree
82.69% 17.31% 82.93% 17.07%
Scheme C: Q4 Scheme C: Q4
Row Labels Sum of Count Row Labels Sum of Count
Strongly Agree 15 Agree 6
Agree 11 Disagree 6
Disagree 6 Don't Know 5
Strongly Disagree 4 Neither 21
Don't Know 5 Strongly Agree 12

Neither 27 Strongly Disagree 3




Grand Total 68 Grand Total 53

26 Agree 10 Disagree 18 Agree 9 Disagree
72.23% 27.77% 66.67% 33.33%
Scheme C: Q5 Scheme C: Q5
Row Labels Sum of Count Row Labels Sum of Count
Strongly Agree 15 Agree 5
Agree 10 Disagree 5
Disagree 5 Don't Know 5
Strongly Disagree 6 Neither 19
Don't Know 5 Strongly Agree 12
Neither 23 Strongly Disagree 4
Grand Total 64 Grand Total 50
25 Agree 11 Disagree 17 Agree 9 Disagree

69.44% 30.56% 65.39% 34.61%




Raw Data | Outliers Excluded

Scheme D: Q1 Scheme D: Q1
Row Labels Sum of Count Row Labels Sum of Count
Strongly Agree 16 Agree 14
Agree 20 Disagree 7
Disagree 8 Don’t Know 5
Strongly Disagree 24 Neither 7
Don’t Know 6 Strongly Agree 11
Neither 8 Strongly Disagree 22
Grand Total 82 Grand Total 66
26 Agree 32 Disagree 25 Agree 29 Disagree
44.83% 55.17% 46.30% 53.70%
Scheme D: Q2 Scheme D: Q2
Row Labels Sum of Count Row Labels Sum of Count
Strongly Agree 8 Agree 10
Agree 12 Disagree 7
Disagree 8 Don’t Know 6
Strongly Disagree 20 Neither 22
Don’t Know 7 Strongly Agree 6
Neither 27 Strongly Disagree 16
Grand Total 82 Grand Total 67
20 Agree 28 Disagree 16 Agree 23 Disagree
41.67% 58.33% 41.03% 58.97%
Scheme D: Q3 Scheme D: Q3
Row Labels Sum of Count Row Labels Sum of Count
Strongly Agree 12 Agree 14
Agree 16 Disagree 8
Disagree 8 Don’t Know 6
Strongly Disagree 12 Neither 19
Don’t Know 8 Strongly Agree 9
Neither 24 Strongly Disagree 9
Grand Total 80 Grand Total 65
28 Agree 20 Disagree 23 Agree 17 Disagree
58.33% 41.67% 57.50% 42.50%
Scheme D: Q4 Scheme D: Q4
Row Labels Sum of Count Row Labels Sum of Count
Strongly Agree 13 Agree 15
Agree 17 Disagree 3
Disagree 4 Don’t Know 6
Strongly Disagree 16 Neither 21
Don’t Know 6 Strongly Agree 8

Neither 26 Strongly Disagree 15




Grand Total 82 Grand Total 68
30 Agree 20 Disagree 23 Agree 18 Disagree
60% 40% 56.10% 43.90%
Scheme D: Q5 Scheme D: Q5
Row Labels Sum of Count Row Labels Sum of Count
Strongly Agree 14 Agree 14
Agree 20 Disagree 10
Disagree 11 Don’t Know 7
Strongly Disagree 6 Neither 19
Don’t Know 8 Strongly Agree 11
Neither 24 Strongly Disagree 7
Grand Total 83 Grand Total 68
34 Agree 17 Disagree 25 Agree 17 Disagree
66.67% 33.33% 59.52% 40.48%




Scheme E: Q1 Scheme E: Q1
Row Labels Sum of Count Row Labels Sum of Count
Strongly Agree 23 Agree 20
Agree 24 Disagree 3
Disagree 5 Don’t Know 3
Strongly Disagree 11 Neither 14
Don’t Know 3 Strongly Agree 18
Neither 19 Strongly Disagree 10
Grand Total 85 Grand Total 68
47 Agree 16 Disagree 38 Agree 13 Disagree
74.60% 25.40% 74.51% 25.49%
Scheme E: Q2 Scheme E: Q2
Row Labels Sum of Count Row Labels Sum of Count
Strongly Agree 21 Agree 16
Agree 21 Disagree 8
Disagree 8 Don’t Know 3
Strongly Disagree 15 Neither 10
Don’t Know 5 Strongly Agree 18
Neither 14 Strongly Disagree 12
Grand Total 84 Grand Total 67
42 Agree 23 Disagree 34 Agree 20 Disagree
64.61% 35.39% 62.96% 37.04%
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