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Introduction
Context
Hampshire County Council and Winchester City Council are looking to improve how
people travel in and around Winchester. As the City grows and evolves, there is a need for
an agreed strategy to ensure that the right travel and transport infrastructure is in place.
This is vital to securing Winchester’s future economic growth and prosperity - and making
the City a healthier place to live, work and visit.
Following initial public consultation and data collection work, an emerging Strategy was
developed which aims to confirm the key priorities for movement across Winchester and to
propose solutions for how these priorities could be addressed.
The Phase Two open consultation took place between 19 November 2018 and 13 January
2019 and provided an opportunity for residents, commuters, visitors, businesses and other
stakeholders to share their views on the emerging Movement Strategy.

Consultation aims
Hampshire County Council and Winchester City Council are committed to listening to the
views of residents and stakeholders before deciding which actions to take.
The Phase Two Winchester Movement Strategy consultation sought to understand:





Whether people felt that the emerging Movement Strategy would meet Winchester’s
future travel and transport needs;
The level of support or opposition to the measures proposed within the emerging
Strategy;
If residents and stakeholders had any other suggestions for alternative approaches;
and
The potential impacts of implementing the proposed Movement Strategy

This report summarises key findings from the online and paper consultation questionnaires
and provides an overview of the main themes arising from unstructured responses.
These consultation findings will be used to refine and finalise the Movement Strategy, and
to guide the two councils as they consider adopting the Strategy in Spring 2019.
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Geographical scope of the consultation
This consultation concerned movement throughout the City of Winchester. The area under
consideration is highlighted in purple in the map below:
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Summary of Key Findings


The consultation revealed a good level of support for nine of the ten measures
proposed within the emerging Strategy with over 70% of respondents in agreement that
the Strategy should aim to:
 ensure a more integrated approach to transport/ land-use planning
 improve management of deliveries to the City Centre
 increase park and ride capacity
 implement bus priority measures on key routes into the City Centre
 reallocate road space to improve pedestrian/ cyclist provision
 introduce measures to help manage traffic demand
 enhance public realm in the City Centre



Around 60% of respondents were in favour of proposals to negotiate a new partnership
with bus operators across the City and enhance strategic road network capacity.



Opinion was split regarding the potential introduction of a charging zone in
Winchester, with 46% agreeing and 41% disagreeing that this should be
considered if other options fail to achieve the required reduction in traffic.



Around two-thirds of individuals who responded felt that, should the emerging
Movement Strategy be adopted, it would have a positive impact on their journeys into /
around Winchester and their quality of life. Many respondents highlighted improved air
quality, reduced congestion, and improved cycling provision as key drivers of this.



Over half of responding groups/ businesses/ organisations felt that the Strategy would
have a positive impact, compared to 13% who felt that the impact would be negative.



Whilst respondents recognised the potential of the emerging Strategy, feedback
suggests further reassurance is needed to enable people to feel confident that the
proposals, once implemented will have the desired impacts and meet Winchester’s
future travel and transport needs.



Some respondents felt that the final Strategy could go further, with 435 additional
options proposed, encompassing improvements to pedestrian and cycling provision,
traffic flow, Park and Ride, local bus services and parking.
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Responses to the consultation
There were 806 responses to the consultation which breaks down as follows:


737 were from individual respondents via the paper or online Response Form



27 were from an organisation, group or business via the paper Response Form or
online questionnaire



In addition, there were 42 ‘unstructured’ responses (email, letter) received by the
consultation deadline: 32 were from residents, 2 were from public transport
operators, 1 from a specialist transport planning consultancy, 3 were from local
groups, 1 from a residential developer, 1 from a National Park Authority and 1 from
the Church Commissioners for England.

Further detailed information is available in data tables in the Appendices, including a
breakdown of responses by key demographics.
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Respondents experiences of moving into/ around Winchester
Over three quarters of those who responded to the consultation travelled into or around
Winchester several times a week or more. The majority of respondents access or move
around the City on a daily basis, implying a good knowledge of the area.
How often do you tend to travel into or around Winchester? (Base: 734)
Daily or more often

58%

Several times a week
Weekly

33%
5%

Fortnightly

1%

Monthly

2%

Every 2-3 months

1%

Every 6-12 months

0%

Less often

0%

Respondents had experience of travelling into and around Winchester in both peak and
off-peak traffic, with week day morning peak the most common time of travel. Week day
lunchtimes (12:00-14:00) were the least travelled period, with less than one in three
respondents having experience of travelling at this time.

When do you usually travel into or around Winchester? (Base: 731, multi-code)

28%
68%

Week day
morning peak

58%

Weekends
anytime

55%

Week day
evening peak
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51%

Week day off
peak

Week day
lunch time

Respondents had various reasons for visiting Winchester, with the majority accessing the
City for social reasons such as using leisure facilities and to go shopping. Over half of
respondents lived in the City and a similar amount worked in the area.

For what reasons do you come into or travel around Winchester? (Base: 732, multi-code)

58%

59%

For leisure/
recreation

To go
shopping

43%

11%

53%

56%

I live in
Winchester

I work in
Winchester

7%

7%
Selected

To access local
services

Not selected

To study or do
the school run

I commute via
Winchester

Other

Nearly three quarters of respondents used a private motor vehicle (e.g. van, car,
motorbike) to make their journeys, although a large proportion also travelled via active
transport to access their destinations. Just over half used public transport.
How do you usually travel into or around Winchester? (Base: 732, multi-code)
71%
57%
37%
25%
15%

Private
motor
vehicle

By foot

Bus

Bike

Train
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4%

3%

1%

Taxi

Commercial
motor
vehicle

Other

What did respondents think of the emerging Strategy?
Proposed options
Nine of the ten proposed options were supported by respondents, with eight out of ten
proposals receiving very little opposition.
Almost nine out of ten respondents agreed that measures should be implemented to better
manage deliveries of goods into the City Centre and a similar amount felt that there
needed to be an integrated approach to transport planning and land-use planning.
The majority of respondents strongly agreed that measures to improve public transport
should be put in place such as; increasing the capacity of park and ride (82%), introducing
bus priority measures (78%) and negotiating a new bus partnership with operators (62%).
Options for encouraging active travel also received strong support from those who
responded, with the majority agreeing with proposals to reallocate road space to improve
pedestrian/ cycle provision, and enhance the public realm.
Although many respondents were supportive of measures to manage traffic demand, the
proposal to introduce a charging zone (if other measures are insufficient) divided those
who responded with 45% in favour and 41% against.
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Views by area of residence
Respondents in Winchester (SO22 and SO23 postcodes) were generally more supportive
of the proposals than those living outside the City.
The further away from the City Centre respondents lived, the less likely they were to
prioritise active transport at the expense of private vehicle usage e.g. reallocation of road
space and introducing traffic demand measures.
Respondents from outside of Winchester showed the strongest support for enhancing
strategic road networks (65%) and were the least in favour of introducing a charging zone
(38%), whilst those living in SO23 and SO22 favoured the latter over the former measure.
To what extent do you agree that the following measures should be implemented? (Base:
c120, c130, c430)

10

Views by transport mode
Respondents level of agreement with the proposed measures varied according to the level
of impact on their usual mode of travel. For example, respondents travelling by bike were
the most supportive of implementing a charging zone as this may result in reduced
exposure to polluted air (64%). In contrast, those using motor vehicles were the least
supportive of this proposal (37%), due to the perceived negative impacts it could have on
their journeys to or through the City Centre.
Not surprisingly, those who usually cycled prioritised reallocating road space for cyclists
and pedestrians (96%) and respondents who travelled by bus were most in favour of the
proposal to negotiate a new bus partnership within the City (70%).
Improvements to Park and Ride in Winchester showed the least variance in support – with
respondents using all modes of transport broadly in favour of a capacity increase.

To what extent do you agree that the following measures should be implemented?
(Base: c510, c180, c260, c110, c410, c50)
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Views by reason for travel
There was a clear consensus of support from all user groups for better management of
deliveries, increasing Park and Ride capacity and integrating transport and land-use
planning.
Respondents who worked in or commuted through Winchester were most likely to vary in
their opinion from other responding user groups. This was most notable with regards to
‘workers’ agreement with proposals to enhance strategic road network capacity, (which
was almost 10% higher than average), to negotiate a new bus partnership (7% lower than
average), and to reallocate road space for pedestrians and cyclists (8% below average).
Those who commuted via Winchester were least likely to agree with the introduction of bus
priority measures (12% below average). Many stated that this could have a negative
impact on their journeys by increasing the duration of travel.
Respondents that travelled into Winchester to access local services were most supportive
of all priorities in the Movement Strategy, except for enhancing the road network capacity.
To what extent do you agree or disagree that the following measures should be
implemented? (Base: c400, c380, c50, c420, c80, c420, c310)
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Charging zone
Introducing a charging zone (if other measures are insufficient) proved to be the least
popular of the proposed options - less than half of respondents agreed with the idea.
Those who felt that a charging zone could prove effective in reducing the amount of traffic
in the City Centre gave their ideas on what type of charging zone would be most
appropriate.
There was no clear consensus on which type of charging zone would be the best option
for Winchester, although the introduction of a congestion charge received the most
support.
One sixth of respondents felt that an ‘other’ charging zone option would be more
appropriate, suggesting a combination of all three zones, or a different charge for residents
and commuters. Some respondents simply felt that they needed more information to reach
a decision.
If needed, what type of charging zone do you feel would be most appropriate for Winchester?
(Base: 334)
37%
27%
21%
15%

Congestion charging

A charging zone A workplace parking
related to air quality
levy
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Something else

What impacts did respondents think the Movement Strategy
would have?
Potential impacts on individuals
The majority of individual respondents felt that the Movement Strategy would have a
positive impact, with two thirds believing that the changes would have a positive effect on
their journeys into or around Winchester.
Over one in six felt that the implementation of the Movement Strategy would have a
positive impact on their quality of life, with many predicting a reduction in stress and
increase in health and wellbeing.
In contrast, less than two in ten respondents felt that the Movement Strategy would have a
negative impact on their journeys into or around the City and only one in ten believed it
could have an adverse effect on their quality of life.
If the emerging Movement Strategy was adopted, what kind of impact do you feel it
would primarily have on...? (Base: 715, 718)
Your journeys into or around Winchester

17%

Your quality of life 11%

A negative impact

66%

16%2%

62%

A positive impact

23% 4%

No impact

Not applicable

Impact by area
The majority of respondents from across all areas felt that the Movement Strategy would
have a positive effect, with the level of impact increasing the closer to the City Centre they
lived.
Positive impact by area of residence (Base: c110, c120, c420)
SO23
81%

70%

SO22

Outside Winchester
78%

56%

Your quality of life

68%

63%

Your journeys into or around Winchester
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Impact by transport mode
The majority of all respondents, irrespective of how they travelled, felt that the Movement
Strategy would have a positive impact. Respondents who travelled by bike, foot and bus
were most likely to perceive a positive impact on their journeys, with the former two also
highlighting quality of life improvements. Respondents who used private motor vehicles
(which made up the majority of respondents) were least likely to see the benefits and may
need reassurance that viable alternatives to the car would be available.
Positive impact by mode of transport (Base: c510, c180, c260, c110, c400, c50)
Private motor vehicle
Bus
By foot
81%
55%

Bike
Train
Commercial motor vehicle/ Taxi

69% 66% 72% 69%

61%

Your quality of life

77% 73%

62%

71% 65%

Your journeys into or around Winchester

Impact by reason for travel
Respondents who lived in Winchester were most likely to recognise the potentially positive
impact on their quality of life. Those who worked in the City or used the City to commute to
work were least likely to perceive that the Movement Strategy would have a positive
impact, although the majority conceded that this would likely be the case.
Positive impact by reason for travel (Base: c390, c380, c50, c420, c80, c420, c310)
I live in Winchester
I commute via Winchester
To study or do the school run
To access local services
72%

55% 58%

I work in Winchester
To go shopping
For leisure/ recreation

66% 68% 68% 70%

68% 69% 69% 67%
67% 64%
60%

Your quality of life

Your journeys into or around Winchester
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Potential impacts - positive verbatim comments
Over 60% of respondents who expanded on the potential impacts arising felt that the
Movement Strategy would have a positive impact.

Positive potential impact - verbatim comments (Base: 253)
Improved air quality

39%

Quicker journey times/ less congestion

35%

Increased quality of life/wellbeing

35%

Cycling provision improvements

32%

Increased safety

22%

Bus service improvements

15%

Increase in visitors/boost economy

12%

Park and Ride improvements
Traffic flow improvements

10%
1%

Other positive impact

14%

A large proportion of these respondents focused on the potential air quality improvement
resulting from reduced pollution. (98 comments)

“

“Cleaner air of course, but also it would
make Winchester more focussed on the
people who live here and travel around
Winchester on a daily basis.”

“The number one impact would be
much improved air quality when
travelling and shopping in the city.”

“If the end result is less traffic it will
lower NOx (nitrogen oxides) and PM
(particulate matter) emissions,
improving the lives of all that walk
around town, but particularly those with
health related illnesses that are
aggravated by poor air quality.”

“Providing a Safe and cleaner
environmental way of travelling to
and from work /home.”
“It will enable us all to move around
the city better and hopefully
considerably increase the air quality.”

“
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Over a third of respondents who felt that the Strategy would have a positive impact
believed that it would improve their journey times to Winchester, with reduced congestion
and easier commutes. (89 comments)

“

“I work in Winchester, travelling into the
city centre by bus from 25 miles away,
so traffic reduction and improved bus
access would have a very positive
impact on my journey.”

“I use the bus pass as often as I can so
faster and reliable public transport
without delays would have an impact.”

“Faster traffic flow resulting in fast
commutes, and more reliable
commuting time.”

“Making it easier to get to and from
work and move around the city at peak
times.”

“Less stressful and quicker journey
time.”

“

A similar amount reported that the Movement Strategy could have a positive impact on
their health and wellbeing, due to increased physical exercise and experiencing less stress
from being stuck in traffic. (88 comments)

“

“My journey time to work would be
shorter and less stressful. I would
not be late for work and would be in
a better frame of mind to do my job
to the best of my ability.”

“I would cycle more around the city if
improvements to cycling infrastructure
were made, which means I'd be fitter and
happier!”
“Recent WHO (World Health Organisation)
figures indicate that the harmful effects of
pollution are much greater than thought
and that pollution inside cars is greater
than outside. Any strategy which reduces
or minimises this harm by enabling greater
use of public transport, cycling and walking
is clearly going to be of benefit both to
individuals and to the economy through a
healthier workforce and a much reduced
burden on the health service.”

“We have to make serious
changes, I believe encouraging
cycling and walking makes sense
on many levels and will only
enhance the city as well as the
health and wellbeing of its citizens.”

“

“Wellbeing is positively impacted by
being more active and by spending
less time in cars.”
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Just under one third of respondents felt that an increase and improvement in the cycling
infrastructure could have a positive impact on them, many reported being likely to cycle
more often and being safer doing so. (82 comments)

“I'd cycle from Dean Lane to Station.
I'd cycle or walk into town (currently
unpleasant/unsafe on Stockbridge
road).”
“Making the access to the city via
cycle easier and safer would mean
that I don't feel as if I am risking my
life each day on congested,
overcrowded roads. I also believe
that this would encourage a greater
take up of cycling from the
surrounding areas for shorter
journeys.”

“Would allow me to cycle from one
side of the city centre to the other,
which is not currently possible due to
one way system and lack of cycle
lanes.”
“Currently I cycle into Winchester from
South Wonston and breathe a sigh of
relief I've made it in one piece as the
cycle path along the Worthy Road is
poor and signage through Riverside
unclear that it is a cycle way - dogs
and children wandering all over the
path. With those improvements and
the suggestions made in the strategy
more people would cycle in from
outside Winchester rather than use
their car.”

“

“

“I have given up cycling as the road
environment is too hostile in
Winchester. I would hope to return
to cycling to the station.”
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Potential impacts – negative verbatim comments
Just over one quarter (26%) of respondents detailed the potential negative impacts that
the Movement Strategy could have on themselves and others.
Negative potential impact – verbatim comments (Base: 107)
Negative increases in time, congestion etc

24%

Deterrent to people accessing Winchester

19%

Negative impacts of charging zone

15%

Concerned about having easy access to car for work

14%

Local residents feel penalised

11%

Less parking available

10%

Elderly/disabled feel penalised

10%

Negative impact on family/home life
Concerned about disruption during implementation
Other negative impacts

4%
1%
18%

Of these respondents, a quarter felt that the proposed measures within the Strategy would
lead to an increase in journey time, additional congestion and/or increased costs to access
the City. (26 comments)

“

“I currently work in Winchester for HCC.
Making it harder to get in and park here
would be a negative thing (more time,
more hassle, more cost) however you
have to look at the big picture not just me!”

“I am unsure that it would improve
anything, and the bus gates would
probably increase the time taken to
access the city (and create pinch
points for congestion).”

“You are likely to load further cost and
time onto my journey into Winchester. The
effect of this will eventually be that major
employers will move out of Winchester as
it will become too difficult to get the people
resources they need as these people
realise it’s too costly and difficult to
commute.”

“I think it will enhance my walking
into/through town but will seriously
slow down any car trip that I need
to make across town as
unfortunately there are few
alternatives to crossing to the other
side of town without going through
the town centre.”

“
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Just under two in ten respondents who felt that the Strategy would have a negative impact
stated that they would be deterred from visiting Winchester, working in the City or even
living in the area if the Movement Strategy was implemented - mainly due to concerns that
accessibility by car would be difficult. (20 comments)

“

“I will not be visiting Winchester any
more if I am forced to pay to drive in,
which would be a shame since I
attended college there and have had
many good experiences in the
attractions Winchester provides.”

“I might have to look for employment
elsewhere if it becomes
difficult/expensive to get into
Winchester. My employer already has
difficulty getting new staff. I believe this
will worsen the situation.”

“Any developments that add more time
to commuter journeys may result on
people seeking employment elsewhere
where accessibility is better, particularly
for parents and carers trying to balance
family responsibilities with work.”

“Without a decent regular bus service, I
cannot access the city centre, if cars
are to be discouraged. I do not go into
Winchester if I can help it. I prefer to
drive to Romsey, which is ridiculous,
considering I am only 1.5 miles from
Winchester centre.”

“If charging was introduced this would
affect me financially on an already very
tight budget.”
“I strongly disagree with the congestion
charge: I will spend all my salary on it in
this case.”
“If you start using congestion charging
then we couldn't afford to use our car
and given that you are cutting the E1
bus, we would find it difficult to get to
Winchester.”
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“

“

“Hopefully it would reduce journey
time and congestion...however if
charging were introduced this would
make it impossible for me to do my
job as I often travel during the day for
my job and therefore park and ride or
public transport is not always an
option and like many other public
sector workers I would struggle to
fund any additional charges. If
charging were introduced emergency
service workers should be exempt.”

“

Around a sixth of those who were concerned about the Strategy’s negative impact
highlighted issues relating to the affordability of the proposed congestion charge and
subsequent financial implications. (16 comments)

Potential impacts on groups, organisations and businesses
Over half of the groups, organisations or businesses that responded to the consultation
questionnaire reported that the Movement Strategy would have a positive impact on them.

If the emerging Movement Strategy was adopted, what kind of impact do you feel it would
primarily have on your group, organisation or business? (Base: 26)

58%

19%

A positive impact

No impact

12%

12%

A negative impact

Not applicable

The impacts that they perceived had very similar themes to those reported by the
responding individuals. Many felt quality of life would improve due to increased air quality
and others believed that additional travel options would increase the attractiveness of the
City. (8 comments)

“

“The quality of life for our Residents
would be improved with regard to better
air quality if the actions mentioned in
Develop the Public Realm Priority 3 were
carried out.”

We hope that actions resulting from
the strategy will bring enhancements
to access and travel options for
businesses, commuters, visitors and
residents and not bring changes
which may harm the local economy or
the success and attractiveness of the
city as a location for business.”
“It will enable WinACC (Winchester
Action on Climate Change) to make
even more positive contributions to
plans to reduce Winchester’s carbon
footprint and pollution levels.”

“If the full pedestrianisation nettle is
grasped, Winchester could become a
more distinctive destination, centred
around its contemporary as well as
historic culture.”
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“

“A northern Park and Ride facility (Barton
Farm) would greatly benefit our
residents, especially commuters to work.”

However, a few of the responding groups, businesses and organisations were concerned
that the Movement Strategy needs to be mindful of the potential impact on local
businesses and the increasing reliance on private motor vehicles for those in outlying
areas. (4 comments)

“Feedback from my customers confirms that they
have become less likely to choose Winchester as
their shopping destination as a direct result of
these measures. Using the "stick" rather than the
"carrot" approach and trying to force people out of
their cars will not work, they will simple go
elsewhere and retail in Winchester that relies on
local rather than visiting customers will suffer!”

“Outlying parishes need access to the City, the measures may make it harder.”
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“

“

“The bus gate at
Southgate Street would
reduce the flow of cars by
75% which would
decimate our business
and the business of the
petrol station next to us
(St Cross Filling Station).”

How confident were respondents that the Movement Strategy
would meet Winchester’s future travel and transport needs?
Whilst respondents recognised the potential of the emerging Strategy and were generally
supportive of the proposed measures, feedback suggests there is a need to provide further
reassurance on how the proposals, once implemented, would help to meet Winchester’s
future travel and transport needs.
Around four in ten respondents felt that the Movement Strategy could meet the City’s
needs; however, just over half were less confident about the proposed approach.
How confident are you that the emerging Movement Strategy will meet Winchester’s
future travel and transport needs? (Base: 755)
3%

39%

36%

Not very confident
Not at all confident
Not sure
Quite confident
Very confident

8%

14%

Confidence by area
Almost half of respondents from Inner Winchester were confident that the Movement
Strategy would meet the City’s future travel and transport needs. Those outside of the
inner area require more reassurance.
How confident are you that the emerging Movement Strategy will meet Winchester’s
future travel and transport needs? (Base: selected very/quite confident: 122, 130, 428)
SO23
48%

SO22

Outside Winchester

39%
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1

39%

Confidence by transport mode
Respondents who travel using active transport showed the most confidence in the plans
proposed. Those who cycled were 9% more confident than those who use a private motor
vehicle.
How confident are you that the emerging Movement Strategy will meet Winchester’s future
travel and transport needs? (Base: selected very/quite confident: 512, 183, 267, 113, 410, 50)
Private motor vehicle
Bus
By foot
37%

46%

Bike
Train
Commercial motor vehicle or Taxi
41%

40%

41%

40%

Confidence by reason for travel
Respondents who travelled into Winchester to access local services or to commute to
work displayed the lowest confidence levels. However, confidence levels only ranged by
5% irrespective of the reason that respondents travelled into or around the City.

How confident are you that the emerging Movement Strategy will meet Winchester’s future travel
and transport needs? (Base: selected very/quite confident: 402, 382, 52, 423, 80, 424, 312)

I live in Winchester
I commute via Winchester
To study or do the school run
To access local services

38%

I work in Winchester
To go shopping
For leisure/ recreation

40%

39%
37%

41%

41%

36%

1

24

Reasons for levels of confidence – high confidence
Many of those who provided reasons for their high level of confidence in the Movement
Strategy felt it was well thought out and evidenced – and had taken account of the Phase
One consultation findings. Others mentioned improvements, benefits and positive impacts
that they felt could result from the implementation of the proposed options.
Please briefly explain why you feel this way - verbatim comments (Base: 92, multi-code)

“

“It appears to address the major
issues and I only hope some of
these measures can be
implemented in the very near future.
The long term goals are admirable,
but it is urgent action now that is
required, particularly on congestion
and air quality. I hope that my
confidence in the City Council will
be justified.”

“The strategy seems well thought out
and encompasses a variety of potential
solutions for Winchester’s future travel
and transport needs.”
“It appears very well thought out and I
agree with most of the proposed
measures, especially increased
provision for cyclists and pedestrians,
increased capacity park and rides and
looking at trade delivery aspects.”

“I feel that there are some really
good proposed ideas. I live on one
side of Winchester City Centre and
work on the other. Living off the
Andover Road, and having to drive
to work as I have to take my child to
school, means I encounter all
aspects of the congested one way
system. The prospect of a North
Park & Ride would be fantastic as I
would much prefer the use of public
transport to commute and it would
mean that I not need to use my
vehicle as much, and there is little
that serves this area.”

“A great deal of effort has gone into the
Strategy Document, with a real effort to
understand the problems of traffic
movement in the area.”
“I'm pleased to read that the Council
has recognised that car travel is not
sustainable and the only option for a
cleaner, healthier Winchester is to
encourage cycling and walking.”
“It should ease congestion and lower
pollution, making it safer and more
pleasant to walk and cycle.”
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“

“There has been prior consultation and canvassing of views with all the
stakeholder groups affecting movement into and around the City, so the
problems are well defined and each issue needs to be addressed.”

Reasons for levels of confidence – low confidence
Respondents who displayed lower levels of confidence generally agreed with the vision
outlined in the Strategy but felt that the measures would be difficult to implement due to
the existing local infrastructure, uncertainties around funding or people’s capacity for
change. Others felt that the Movement Strategy should adopt a ‘bolder’ approach.
Please briefly explain why you feel this way - verbatim comments (Base: 433, multi-code)
Something lacking from the strategy

32%

Constraints from existing infrastructure

31%

Concerns about implementation

20%

Need for behaviour change

13%

Conflicting needs of travellers

12%

Timeliness of proposed interventions

12%

Concerns about funding

7%

Unintended consequences

6%

Conflicts with other proposals

5%

Other concern

8%

A common concern reported by respondents was that the Movement Strategy did not
incorporate everything they felt it should. Many felt that the document needed to be bolder
to achieve its objectives. (139 comments)

“While there are signs of progress in
this for Winchester, there is a lack of
overall vision, clear action plan, sense
of urgency and commitment to
making the changes required. There
is also insufficient detail about how air
pollution in the city will be reduced
dramatically and quickly.”

“The strategy doesn't take enough account
of human nature. Unfortunately, we are all
selfish and want to travel where and when
we want. The strategy targets reduction in
cars which we selfishly cling to. To work
the alternatives must be better than the
car.”
“The emerging movement strategy
document says there is support for a ‘bold’
change, but the document doesn't feel
particularly bold.”

“

“

“I do not believe all variables have
been considered. Neither have the full
impact of electric vehicles been taken
into account.”
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Many respondents felt that the Movement Strategy would be difficult to implement due to
the existing infrastructure constraining the City. Proximity of historic buildings, narrow
roads and the physical geography of Winchester meant they were unable to foresee how
the plans could be implemented. (136 comments)

“

“We are not very confident because Winchester has very narrow streets.”
“The strategy isn't specific enough to
give confidence yet. It also feels
unambitious in many ways, as it is still
trying to use the existing road
infrastructure to accommodate all
users / modes, albeit with some
rebalancing.”

“Limited capacity for change/growth
due to existing historic city structure.
Limited funding to do what's really
needed (e.g. remodel roads
completely and subsidise public
transport properly).”
“Primarily because of the limitation of
the current road structure in
Winchester; no matter what you do
there is precious little room for bus or
cycle lanes. Only a limited number of
roads in and out of Winchester.
Growth in housing e.g. Knights
Quarter, leading to a major increase in
the number of vehicles based in the
City will outstrip the measures
proposed in the Movement Strategy.”

“A larger population inevitably means
a greater number of journeys
whatever the means of transport, so
the problems of congestion and
pollution will only get worse. The
geography of Winchester and the
existing street layout makes it difficult
to provide workable solutions. I think
the authorities should take a brave
stand against further major
developments.”

“

One in five respondents were concerned about implementation, reflecting the context of
other major strategic projects currently under consideration in the area. (84 comments)

“

“It sounds like the proposals are very
reasonable, but they need to be carried
out, even if they are unpopular in the
short term.”

“Many proposals dependent on other
regulatory bodies including central
government, plus funding issues.”

“There have been endless public
consultations, strategies and meetings
on this subject, they have all amounted
too very little.”

“The thinking is good, but I have doubts
about the current City and County
Council’s resolve to implement it
effectively.”

“

“Appears to be considering things in the round - some concerns because it is linked
with key-projects (e.g. Central Winchester Regeneration Strategy) where it's not
clear if/when they'll be delivered.”
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What modifications would respondents make to the Movement
Strategy?
Almost one third of respondents were happy with the Movement Strategy in its current
form, however many respondents would like to modify something about the proposed
plans.

Is there anything that you would
change or modify about our
approach to improving movement
into and around Winchester?
(Base: 753)

No
29%
Yes
71%

435 respondents clarified which aspects of the Strategy they would like to modify. Many
made suggestions to improve further the proposed cycling provision and a similar number
gave ideas on improving traffic flow byways that were not highlighted in the Movement
Strategy.
If yes, what would you change or modify? - verbatim comments (Base: 435)
Cycling provision suggestions

34%

Traffic flow suggestions

33%

Park & Ride modifications

28%

Bus service suggetions

27%

Pedestrian provision suggestions

24%

Parking modifications

16%

Charging zone suggestions

8%

Train provision modifications
Reduce the need to travel into Winchester
Improve street lighting
Other suggestion
28

7%
3%
1%
12%

Suggested modifications – cycling provision
Over half of respondents who would like to amend the proposed cycling provision would
increase the amount of cycle networks within Winchester and the surrounding areas. A
large proportion felt that cycle pathways should be improved and made safer and one in
ten would like to see a bike hire scheme implemented in the City.
Quantification of verbatim comments (Base: 146)
Increase amount of cycle paths

59%

Improve cycle pathways

46%

Implement a City Bike scheme

10%

Improve cycle crossings

3%

Increase amount of cycle crossings

2%

Other

“

28%

“Consider electric bikes to hire around the city (aka Boris Bikes).”

“Ensure all major developments, e.g.
Bar End Leisure Centre, Kings Barton,
have excellent, safe cycle access and
storage.”

“Much greater emphasis on integrated
cycle routes to enable cyclists to
access the city from all directions.”
“There's no cycle route map available,
signage is poor or confusing or
dangerous - e.g. permissive cycle route
on Staples Garden. Most importantly ebikes - which flatten Winchester's hills,
could make a huge difference. You
should be thinking about future
charging points for these, and
encouraging use not removing racks!”

“

“Planning cycle routes holistically, in
terms of planning in terms of routes,
and not just small chunks. e.g. enabling
cyclists and pedestrians to get safely
from North to South, East to West, etc
of the city without risking their lives or
having to get off a walk in order to stay
legal.”
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Suggested modifications – traffic flow
Almost half of respondents who would like to make improvements to the proposed traffic
flow measures advocated imposing a restriction on certain vehicles entering the City
Centre. Almost a quarter would also like to go further with the management of heavy
goods vehicle (HGV) deliveries than proposed in the Movement Strategy by restricting
them to certain times of the day.

Quantification of verbatim comments (Base: 145)
Restrict traffic in the City Centre

42%

Monitor HGV deliveries

24%

Re-route traffic

19%

Increase road network

10%

Traffic lighting modification

Make M3 junction improvements

4%
3%

Other

22%

“

“The proposals for changing the
one-way-system are not radical
enough. Two way traffic needs to be
introduced in Sussex Street and
through traffic should be taken away
from Upper high Street and the other
residential streets in the vicinity.”

“Would not invest in road improvements
at all. Would impose restrictions to
remove polluting 4x4 vehicles.”

“Restore the lights on Romsey Road,
past the RH Hospital towards Kings
School, as it is dangerous without them
for both pedestrians and drivers.”

“Major thrust must be to reduce
traffic in the city centre to a minimum
- preferably buses/ taxis/ cyclists/
pedestrians only.”

“Concentrate on redirecting traffic
around Winchester to available new
parking schemes and reduce the need
for cars to be parked in the central cars
parks. Encourage the central part of the
city to be private car free (except
residents and emergency vehicles etc).”

“Don't allow vehicles to turn right
from Southgate Street into Jewry
Street and modify the junction with
St George's Street so that traffic can
flow more easily.”
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“

Implement a car share scheme

9%

Suggested modifications – Park and Ride
Almost half of respondents would like to make modifications to the Park and Ride
locations, mainly by increasing the amount of car parks and ensuring that all routes into
the City are catered for. Over one in five respondents made suggestions to implement a
Park and Cycle or Park and Walk scheme, noting that the ability to do this at present is
limited.
Quantification of verbatim comments (Base: 120)
Increase/modify locations

48%

Park & Walk/Cycle

21%

Increase service capacity

16%

Reduce cost of service

13%

Increase service (weekends)

12%

Increase service (weekdays)

11%

Increase parking available

3%

Increase bus stop provision

3%

Other

“A Park & Ride and segregated bus
lanes into the city centre is definitely
needed in the North East of
Winchester. In the morning, the traffic
is jammed all the way past Waitrose!”

“Increase park and ride spaces to 15000
- for commuters and tourists/ shoppers.
Enable cycling from park and ride to city
centre. Only charge for the bus journey,
so park and cycling is free.”
“I believe that workers such as myself
who work for Hampshire County Council
and are compelled to commute into
Winchester should be given reduced, if
not free travel on the park and ride
buses. The cost of the season ticket is
prohibitive and does not encourage use
of the park and ride.”

“Park and ride - more bus only lanes and more buses during peak times.”
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“

“

“Would be good if there is another park
and ride for people commuting to
Winchester via Sparsholt/Stockbridge
road or commuters merging from A34.
This could reduce congestion and inturn reduce emission and encourages
people to make use of park and ride
services.”

18%

Unstructured responses
The County Council received 42 responses through channels other than/ in addition to the
consultation questionnaire. Of these 32 were from residents, 2 were from public transport
operators, 1 from a specialist transport planning consultancy, 3 were from local groups, 1
from residential developers, 1 from a National Park Authority and 1 from the Church
Commissioners for England. These responses raised similar views to those highlighted via
the consultation questionnaire. The most frequent themes raised in these responses were:






















Support in general for the Movement Strategy- it’s priorities, objectives and potential
positive impacts (17 comments)
Ideas/suggestions to enhance pedestrian and cycling provision and safety within
the City Centre (17 comments)
Focus on the need to do more/ be bolder to reduce congestion and traffic within
Winchester (15 comments)
Support for/ suggestions on how to encourage modal shift and change travel
behaviour of motorists (15 comments)
Agreement that Park and Ride capacity and provision should be increased to help
reduce traffic levels (13 comments)
Concern that the Movement Strategy does not focus enough on improving air
quality in the City (12 comments)
Comments about how important it is that transport links are considered and
implemented when planning new developments (12 comments)
Concern that the Movement Strategy is based on data that is old or not enough
travel data has been collected to draw conclusions (12 comments)
Comment about the importance of public transport for the area, particularly the lack
of bus provision and the recent bus service reductions (11 comments)
Offering their voice/input into the planning and/or implementation process of the
Movement Strategy (10 comments)
Approval of proposals to ban/restrict certain traffic within the City Centre (9
comments)
Alternative suggestions to better manage the traffic flow in and around Winchester
(9 comments)
A view that prioritising and encouraging active transport modes are important and
shouldn’t be overlooked (9 comments)
Concerns that the Movement Strategy could penalise certain areas or groups of
vulnerable people (7 comments)
Road networks need to be adapted to support those walking and cycling around
Winchester (7 comments)
Concerns about the consultation Response Form lacking space to comment and
the accessibility for those who do not have access to the internet (7 comments)
Importance of railway travel was not addressed by the Movement Strategy (6
comments)
In support of bus priority measures and the impact this will have on reducing bus
journey times (6 comments)
Suggestion that bus fares should be reduced to encourage higher patronage (6
comments)
Disagree with the order of the priorities proposed and suggestions on the sequence
of implementation e.g. priority three should be the first priority (6 comments)
Focus on the need to integrate different public transport forms (5 comments)
32




















Support for restricting parking within the City Centre to discourage motorists and
reduce congestion (5 comments)
Impacted area within the Movement Strategy needs to be increased (5 comments)
Concerns that there is a lack of urgency displayed within the Movement Strategy
and that measures should be implemented quicker (5 comments)
Comments that pavement parking is a problem that has not been identified (4
comments)
Concerns that local authorities may not have adequate funding to implement the
proposals fully and effectively (4 comments)
Focus that a pedestrian crossing needs to be installed on Worthy Road to improve
safety (4 comments)
Alternative parking suggestions e.g. short-term parking only in the City Centre (3
comments)
Importance of improving bus journey times to encourage patronage and behaviour
change (3 comments)
In support of some type of charging zone being implemented within the City Centre
(3 comments)
Agreement regarding restricting the deliveries of goods within the Centre (3
comments)
Suggestion that the Movement Strategy should be amended to include new
suggestions from the Phase Two consultation findings prior to implementation (3
comments)
Opposed to proposed idea of a western bypass (3 comments)
Concern that increasing road capacity will in turn increase traffic and congestion will
not improve (3 comments)
Concern about the proposed changes to Andover Road and the impacts these may
have (3 comments)
Suggestion of increasing the proposed bus priority measures with additional
locations and vehicle exceptions (2 comments)
Concerns about the impact that the Movement Strategy may have on the
surrounding environment and wildlife (2 comments)
Suggestions that the Movement Strategy needs to be a lot ‘bolder’ in the approach
or else may be ineffective (2 comments)
Concern that visitors to the City would reap the benefits but the residents would be
the ones funding the improvements (2 comments)
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Appendix 1 - Research approach
Open consultation
The Phase Two Winchester Movement Strategy Consultation was open from 19
November 2018 to 11:59pm on 13 January 2019 and offered an opportunity for residents,
commuters, visitors, businesses and other stakeholders to provide their views on the
emerging City of Winchester Movement Strategy document.
The consultation was promoted via a range of channels, with interested parties directed
primarily to the County Council’s website where an Information Pack and Response Form
were made available to view, print, and download.
Both Hampshire County Council and Winchester City Council promoted the consultation
widely. The County Council disseminated 1000 leaflets across Winchester and hard copy
booklets were also on display in the Winchester Discovery Centre. Leaflets and posters
were sent to all GP surgeries in Winchester, various pubic houses in the area, Winnall
Social Club, Winnall Community Centre and River Park Leisure Centre. Posters were also
on display at both ticket offices at Winchester Railway Station. The County Council issued
press releases and promoted the consultation using various social media platforms,
reaching over 2,700 people. The consultation was also included in the Parish News, a
regular newsletter sent to 240 parish and town councils in Hampshire. The County Council
also promoted the consultation internally using Hantsnet (Employee Intranet) and on
display screens in EII Court reception.
Winchester City Council made consultation booklets and flyers available from the City
Council reception, Tourist Information Centre, Winchester Guildhall reception and on the
City Council website (internal and external). Flyers were also available on Stagecoach
buses. The City Council also promoted the consultation via newsletters such as: City
Voice, Arts News, Entrepreneur News and Parish Connect. Laminated posters were also
placed on display throughout January at bus stops in Winchester. Winchester BID were
also requested to circulate information and promote the consultation during the ‘live’
period. The City Council held two drop-in sessions; 26 Stakeholders and 42 Parish Clerks
were invited and 9 attended overall.
The consultation received 14 pieces of coverage in the local media, all of which was
positive/ neutral. This included full page reports in the Daily Echo and Hampshire
Chronicle.
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How respondents first heard about the consultation (Base: 750)
Via a website

29%

Word of mouth

20%

Reported in the press

15%

On social media

14%

Via a consultation poster or leaflet in local area
On a bus stop information board

6%
1%

Other

16%

Responses could be submitted through an online questionnaire available at
www.hants.gov.uk/winchestermovementstrategy, via a hard copy Response Form or via
unstructured written response.
To aid participation, paper copies and alternative formats were also made available upon
request.
‘Unstructured’ responses could be sent via email or written letters, and those received by
the consultation’s close date were accepted.

Publication of data
Data provided as part of this consultation will be treated in accordance with the UK Data
Protection Regulations. Personal information will be used for analytical purposes only. The
information collected as part of this consultation will be used by Hampshire County Council
and Winchester City Council for analysis but will not be shared with any other third parties.
All individuals’ responses will be kept confidential. Responses from groups or
organisations may be published in full. All data will be securely retained, and copies of
responses stored for one year after the end of the consultation process, and then deleted
by both councils.
More details on how Hampshire County Council holds personal information can be found
at: www.hants.gov.uk/privacy.
More details on how Winchester City Council holds personal information can be found at:
http://www.winchester.gov.uk/no-listing/privacy-policy
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Appendix 2 - Consultation technical detail
Respondent classification
Respondents were asked to identify whether they were responding as an individual, as a
business or on behalf of an organisation or group. This question, as with all questions in
the consultation questionnaire, was optional.
Where respondents identified themselves as individuals they were asked to provide more
information about their demography, personal situation, and household composition.
Where respondents identified themselves as responding on behalf of others, they were
asked to provide the name and address of the group, organisation or business, the name
and position of the individual providing the response and an estimate of the number of
members / staff represented.
Groups, businesses and organisations who submitted a response to the consultation were:
1. Toscanaccio
2. Office of the Police and Crime Commissioner
3. The Gratton Surgery
4. Live Theatre Winchester Trust
5. Winchester Motor Company Ltd
6. Otterbourne Parish Council
7. Cathedral Streets Residents Association
8. Peter Symonds College
9. City of Winchester Trust
10. Winchester Walking Strategy Group
11. Hampshire County Council Public Health
12. Hampshire Chamber of Commerce
13. Cytronex
14. Winchester BID
15. Forme Ltd
16. Cycle Gosport
17. Compton and Shawford Parish Council
18. Winchester Friends of the Earth
19. South Wonston Parish Council
20. The University of Winchester
21. Highcliffe Community Forum for Action
22. Winchester Green Party
23. Winchester Action on Climate Change (WinACC)
24. Oliver's Battery Parish Council
25. Markides Associates appointed by Carter Jonas
26. Winchester CTC, part of Cycling UK
27. Enterprise CarClub
28. Go South Coast
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29. Network Rail
30. Church Commissioners for England
31. I-Transport
32. Winchester SALT (sport, art and leisure trust)
33. RAPLEYS LLP on behalf of Bovis Homes and Taylor Wimpey Strategic Land
34. South Downs National Park Authority
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Appendix 3 - Consultation Response Form (Standard Format)
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Appendix 4 - Consultation participant profile
Demographic scope
The breakdown of individual respondents by demographic category is shown below.

What was your age on your last birthday?
(Base: 731)
Under 16
16 to 24
25 to 34
35 to 44
45 to 54
55 to 64
65 to 74
75 to 84
85 or over
Prefer not to say

Count

%

1
24
72
147
179
150
97
39
6
16

0%
3%
10%
20%
25%
21%
13%
5%
1%
2%

Is your ability to move around Winchester
limited because of a health problem or
disability which has lasted, or is expected
to last, at least 12 months? (Base: 702)
Yes, a lot
Yes, a little
No
Prefer not to say

Count

%

22
51
611
18

3%
7%
87%
3%
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Geographic scope
Responses were received from all over Hampshire, Southampton and Portsmouth. Some
responses came from as far as Newbury, Guildford and Bournemouth.
(Base: 687)
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The majority of responses came from within the Winchester area. The consultation
received a fairly even spread of responses from respondents in the City.
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Appendix 5 - Data tables (including coded responses to open questions)
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56

57

58

59

60
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Quantification of Q2 verbatim comments (Base: 532)
Positives (supermacro)
Agree with approach
Concerns (supermacro)
Something lacking (macro)
Need to be bolder / go further
Concerns about funding (macro)
Timeliness of proposed interventions (macro)
Existing infrastructure constraints (macro)
Infrastructure constraints: Built environment/ landscape
Infrastructure constraints: Public transport services
Infrastructure constraints: Population
Infrastructure constraints: Active transport
Infrastructure constraints: Parking
Conflict with other proposals (macro)
Conflicting needs of travellers (macro)
Need for behaviour change (macro)
Implementation concerns (macro)
Unintended consequences (macro)
Other (macro)
Not applicable
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Count
174
158
433
139
112
29
51
144
41
52
26
42
19
22
54
58
85
27
34
10

%
33%
30%
81%
26%
21%
6%
10%
27%
8%
10%
5%
8%
4%
4%
10%
11%
16%
5%
6%
2%

Quantification of Q7a verbatim comments (Base: 524)
Comment not applicable (macro)
Improve street lighting (macro)
Reduce the need to travel into Winchester (macro)
Provided issue not alternative (macro)
Provided issue not alternative: increased traffic caused by
housing developments
Provided issue not alternative: increased traffic caused by leisure
facilities
Provided issue not alternative: increased traffic caused by
businesses/employers
Provided issue not alternative: Other
Buses (macro)
Buses: Reduce costs
Buses: Increase service on weekdays
Buses: Increase service on weekends
Buses: Increase amount of bus stops
Buses: Bus lanes cause congestion
Buses: Increase number of bus lanes
Buses: Other
Park & Ride (macro)
Park & Ride: Locations
Park & Ride: Increase service on weekdays
Park & Ride: Increase service on weekends
Park & Ride: Increase capacity
Park & Ride: Reduce costs
Park & Ride: Increase amount of bus stops
Park & Ride: Increase spaces available
Park & Ride: Park & Walk/Cycle
Park & Ride: Other
Cycling Provision (macro)
Cycling Provision: Increase amount of cycle paths
Cycling Provision: Improve cycle paths
Cycling Provision: Improve cycle crossings
Cycling Provision: Increase cycle crossings
Cycling Provision: Implement a City Bike scheme
Cycling Provision: Other
Pedestrian Provision (macro)
Pedestrian Provision: Increase amount of pedestrian paths
Pedestrian Provision: Improve pedestrian paths
Pedestrian Provision: Pedestrianise the City Centre
Pedestrian Provision: Other
Traffic Flow (macro)
Traffic Flow: Monitor HGV loading/unloading
Traffic Flow: Re-route traffic
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Count
41
5
17
53

%
8%
1%
3%
10%

17

3%

5

1%

12
15
126
41
47
43
9
3
8
72
134
61
14
16
19
17
4
4
28
26
153
90
71
5
4
15
41
111
27
46
28
25
156
37
31

2%
3%
24%
8%
9%
8%
2%
1%
2%
14%
26%
12%
3%
3%
4%
3%
1%
1%
5%
5%
29%
17%
14%
1%
1%
3%
8%
21%
5%
9%
5%
5%
30%
7%
6%

Traffic Flow: Re-open roads
Traffic Flow: Traffic lighting modification
Traffic Flow: Make improvements to M3/A34 junction
Traffic Flow: Implement a car share scheme
Traffic Flow: Restrict/ban traffic in City Centre
Traffic Flow: Other
Trains (Macro)
Trains: Increase frequency of provision
Trains: Consult with train providers
Trains: Create a new Railway Station
Trains: Other
Charging Zone (macro)
Charging Zone: Do not introduce charging zone
Charging Zone: Other
Parking (macro)
Parking: Increase amount of parking available
Parking: Implement parking permits
Parking: Reduce parking costs
Parking: Other
Other suggestion (macro)
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17
13
6
7
63
39
33
13
3
5
17
38
18
21
82
22
7
16
46
61

3%
3%
1%
1%
12%
7%
6%
3%
1%
1%
3%
7%
3%
4%
16%
4%
1%
3%
9%
12%

Quantification of Q15 verbatim comments (Base: 414)
Comment not applicable (macro)
Comment regarding bus cuts/reductions
Comment regarding housing/leisure developments
Comment/suggestion not impact
Positive impact (supermacro)
Increased safety (macro)
Improved air quality (macro)
Quicker journey times/ reduction in congestion (macro)
Bus (macro)
Bus: Reduced wait for bus
Bus: Encouraged to use bus
Park and Ride (macro)
Park and Ride: Increase in bus services
Park and Ride: Increase in car parks
Park and Ride: Encouraged to use service
Traffic Flow (macro)
Traffic Flow: Changing one way system into two way system
Cycling provision (macro)
Cycling provision: Easier cycling access
Cycling provision: Encouragement to cycle/ would cycle
Increased quality of life/health/wellbeing (macro)
Increase in visitors/money spent locally (macro)
Other positive impact (macro)
Negative impact (supermacro)
Negative increases (macro)
Negative increases: Increased congestion
Negative increases: Increased journey times
Negative increases: Increased financial costs
Negative increases: Increase in stress/difficulties/unhealthy
lifestyle
Negative impact on family/home life (macro)
Deterrent to people (macro)
Deterrent to people: Would look for a job elsewhere
Deterrent to people: Would go shopping/visit elsewhere
Deterrent to people: Would move elsewhere
Local residents feel penalised/negatively impacted (macro)
Elderly/Less-abled feel penalised/negatively impacted (macro)
Concerns on disruption of implementation (macro)
Less Parking (macro)
Less Parking: Less parking for work purposes
Less Parking: Less parking for social purposes
Concerns for those who need access to their car for work
purposes (macro)
Charging zone (macro)
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Count %
112
27%
7
2%
1
0%
92
22%
253
61%
55
13%
99
24%
91
22%
37
9%
9
2%
19
5%
25
6%
8
2%
5
1%
13
3%
2
1%
2
1%
82
20%
45
11%
46
11%
89
22%
29
7%
35
9%
107
26%
28
7%
26
6%
31
8%
20
5%
21
4
22
10
13
1
13
12
1
11
5
5

5%
1%
5%
2%
3%
0%
3%
3%
0%
3%
1%
1%

16
17

4%
4%

Charging zone: Deter people from entering City
Charging zone: Financial increase
Charging zone: management concerns
Other negative impact (macro)
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4
12
1
21

1%
3%
0%
5%

Data cut by demographics
Confidence by residence area

Confidence by reason for travel

Confidence by mode of travel
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Priority one by residence area
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Priority one by reason for travel
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Priority one by mode of travel
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Priority two by residence area

Priority two by reason for travel
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Priority two by mode of travel

72

Priority three by residence area

73

Priority three by reason for travel
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Priority three by mode of travel

Impact by residence area
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Impact by reason for travel

Impact by mode of travel

76

