30t January 2020 Greater Cambridge Partnership Joint Assembly — Public Questions

Questioner Question

1 David Agenda Item No. 6: Recommendations of the Greater Cambridge Citizens’ Assembly
Stoughton
Following the report of the Citizen’s Assembly, I'd like to present the result of our survey
on attitudes to, and effects of, traffic congestion in the CB1 estate and to ask whether
proposed measures will help mitigate the problems being experienced? | ask this
especially in the light of the high levels of respiratory disease the survey reveals and the
increasing number of young children in the area.

The survey results are attached as background information.

2 Mal Schofield | Agenda Item No. 7: Public Transport Improvements and City Access Strategy
Excerpts:

Note: the following excerpts are from DfT’s ‘National Travel Survey: England 2017’ which
is attached as background information.

Changing commuting behaviour is far from easy

"The proportion of households without a car has fallen from 48% in 1971 (based on the
Census) to 24% in 2017 while the proportion of households with more than one car
increased over this period, from 8% to 35%" " Also, household car ownership remains
high and is likely to have contributed to falling bus patronage. 76% of households in
England owned at least one car or van in 2017. In 2017, 56% of households in England in
the lowest real income quintile owned at least one car or van, up from 48% in 2009
(2017 National Travel Survey.) There are 30 million cars registered in the UK. Most new
dwellings have and will continue to provide 1/2 car spaces.”

Car dependency

“The car has become a home extension and the journey to work a complex set of
activities including school runs, shopping, visiting friends/relatives with caring needs and
keeping essential appointments such as doctors/dentists. In marked contrast bus based
public transport commuting requires an incident risk and combination of travel modes
including walking, car driving, cycling and train.”

Modal choice

"Travel to work by bus including Park and Ride and Guided Bus usage based is declining.”
"Surface rail trips per person per year have increased by 56% between 2002 and 2017 to
21 trips . Trips on London buses, that decreased in the years from 2010 onwards were at
the same level in 2017 as 2002. Trips on other local buses decreased by 19% between
2002 and 2017."

Statement

"The GCP has a target of 10 to 15 per cent reduction in city centre traffic flows over 2011
levels, as part of the £500m devolution funding resulting from the City Deal negotiations.
Traffic has grown considerably since 2011, this target now equates to a reduction of
more than 20 per cent over today’s levels or the equivalent of almost one in four cars off
the road. By 2031 employment is forecast to rise by 30 per cent."

Question

Is the above aim practically achievable?

There is a pressing need for alternative attractive commuting choices. Does the
progressive way forward to 2030 depend far more upon the conversion to electric
vehicles/bikes (including e cargo) together with the accelerated provision of dedicated
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and integrated cycleways around and through the city? Also to quadruple the capacity
in Park and Ride/Travel Hubs and encourage car drivers to complete their journey to work
other than with their car. Traffic restrictions in the city may however have to
accommodate more Park and Ride single decker buses.

Assumption
The construction of tunnels and the metro is unlikely before 2025.

Dr Brian
Robertson

Agenda Item 7: Public Transport Improvements and City Access Strategy
Which voting members of the GCP will support a motion to: 'Prioritise Active Travel'?

A supplementary question is Will you please place and vote for a 'Prioritise Active Travel'
motion?

Note: Details of such a motion can be seen in the ClIr Bartington 'Prioritise Active Travel'
motion passed by Oxfordshire CC [attached as background information].

Camcycle

Agenda Item No. 7: Public Transport Improvements and City Access Strategy

Camcycle welcomes the update on the City Access Strategy and thanks those involved for
the amount of research conducted on this project. It's clear that both scientific evidence
and public opinion support the goal of switching a significant number of journeys in and
around Cambridge to walking, cycling and public transport. It's also clear that this must
be done to:

- Support local authorities on their journey to zero carbon.

- Improve local air quality and people's health.

- Address issues of transport inequality in the area.

- Reduce congestion and maintain a thriving economic region, attractive to businesses.
- Make Cambridge a nicer place to live, work and travel.

We strongly support the proposals to improve junctions for those walking and cycling,
trial car-free days, subsidise electric bike hire, develop a lease scheme for e-bikes and
cargo cycles, improve and increase cycle parking and work with schools and businesses
to increase levels of cycling.

We also strongly support the building of increased cycle infrastructure and the piloting of
further road closures, modal filters and community streets; these measures are essential
to the growth of cycling in the area for all ages and abilities. We welcome the
forthcoming publication of the Cambridgeshire LCWIP. We also support additional
demand management measures such as a flexible congestion charge.

However, we are concerned that the timely action required may be compromised by the
lack of a joint approach between the local authorities. We understood from media
reports that the councils would be working to resolve their differences in a workshop this
month.

We would like to ask the Joint Assembly to confirm that this workshop has taken place
and to ask when the essential measures included in this report to improve the health,
wellbeing and success of our city will begin to be implemented?
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Lilian Rundblad,
Chair, Histon
Road Area
Residents'
Association
(HRARA)

Agenda Item No. 7: Public Transport Improvements and City Access Strategy

Clean Air Zones (CAZ), air pollution from emissions and particulates, impact on health and
welfare

The Health and Welfare of the Cambridge residents is at stake when the improved
transport schemes are rolled out to cope with the growth of the city. Not only the
physical health risks ranging from heart-lung disease, to stroke and dementia but also
mental health such as depression and suicide.

55% of roadside traffic pollution is made of non-exhaust particles such as Brake, Tyre,
and Road surface wear. While legislation has driven down exhaust emissions the non-
exhaust particulates emissions have increased. EV, PHEV, and charge hybrids reduce
exhaust emissions but they are still particulate polluters.

Many cities in Europe have already introduced Class 2 Zones with Euro 6 standards on
their major arterial routes into the city centres and expand their CAZ. To introduce Class
2 and Euro 6 on arterial roads such as Histon Road in coordination with the present GCP
construction ending sometime in 2021, Cambridge would expand the CAZ from the
junction with Huntingdon and Victoria Roads reducing exhaust emissions.

To cope with the non-exhaust emissions - particulates, the most effective source is trees
and hedges. Certain species of trees are more effective than others. They should be
planted in the highway boundary by the actual vehicle emissions. This week is the start
of the site clearance, and there will be quite substantial losses of greenery. It leaves little
protection for cyclists and pedestrians as well as front-gardens.

With increased vehicle traffic expected due to expansion from 2 to 3 lanes and the
improved Guided Bus B single decker route to Addenbrookes with more buses per hour
HRARA asks the Joint Assembly to encourage the officers to investigate the inclusion of
Histon Road in the Cambridge CAZ and introduce Class 2 and Euro 6 standards by the end
of the construction in summer 2021.

Camcycle

Agenda Item No. 8: Greenways

Members of Camcycle are happy to see the proposals for the Greenways and the request
for additional funding, and we hope the Joint Assembly will support these plans as the
Greenways cannot arrive a minute too soon.

Q1: In light of the climate emergency, we ask the Joint Assembly to consider what steps
could be taken to speed up delivery of the Greenways sooner than the proposed date of
late 20247

Q2: In another project, the GCP has proposed removing all car parking along Adams
Road. Given that this is a desirable safety feature on its own, may we ask for the removal
of parking and addition of traffic-calming on Adams Road to be included as another
'quick win' project that can be implemented straight away to increase cycling safety on
one of the busiest and most important cycle routes in Cambridge?

Jim Chisholm

Agenda Item No. 8: Greenways

I’'m here, yet again, requesting cycle infrastructure that, in this case, would costs
‘peanuts’ and would benefit many who already cycle, especially to school, but also the
many who would cycle if only they had a safe and pleasant route.
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I’'ve read the reports about Greenways, and was puzzled and disappointed at the lack of
commitment to complete improvements to the 6km route from Sawston through
Stapleford and Shelford to the rapidly expanding Biomedical Campus.

We have already upgraded some 2 kms of route to 3+m wide as part of the ‘quick wins’,
and further 1.5kms of the Genome path which may well need changing as part of the
Cambridge South Station and East-West rail program. BUT we still have 2.5km of short,
linking sections on busy minor roads with limited visibilities on bends, a difficult road
crossing, a section directly adjacent to a busy main road with an ‘effective’ width of as
little as 400mm (between kerb and lamp post), a much used crossing that isn’t a Toucan,
and even a section of footway where cycling appears not to be legal!

The traffic free alternative, included in the original consultations, has 450m of redundant
rail land with agreed permission to the south of Shelford station, and 700m of route on
land adjacent to the new agricultural reservoir with a co-operative owner. All that is
needed for an excellent route to be completed is the remaining 450 metres adjacent to
the rail line. Apart from a possible delay over land issues this should be another quick
win.

Let us get it done for the benefit of all the school children, and before developments on
the Biomedical Campus, the Genome Campus, and the old Spicers site double the cycle
flows here.

Why cannot it be progressed now?

Background Information: Cycles through Stapleford:

Stapleford A1301 adj to bus stop Wedn 22 Jan 07:30-08:40

Time ending N'bound S,Bound Lights Weaves
07:40 3 3 3 2
07:50 10 9 9 9
08:00 12 19 18 8
08:10 13 33 22 14
08:20 20 33 23 14
08:30 16 16 9 12
08:40 16 7 3 12

Totals 90 120 87 71

Lynda Warth on
behalf of the
British Horse

Society

Agenda Item No. 8: Greenways

e Excluding the racing industry, over £90 million pa contributed to the local
economy as a result of the + 25,500 horses in Cambridgeshire

The equestrian industry is UK’s second largest rural employer

e Equestrian national accident records - since November 2010: 42 people have
died, 1085 injured; 315 horses have died, 945 injured.

The East has one of the worst equestrian accident records.

No recorded report of injury to third party, by a horse on a PROW anywhere,
ever.

The GCP claims to include equestrians on the Greenways — always with the caveat
‘where possible’ but equestrians are constantly omitted from GCP statements,
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presentations, response to CamCycle’s question from the last meeting refers only to
walking / cycling project pledges yet many routes are planned on bridleways.

Despite the stated GCP intention and BHS participation in the GCP NMU Working Group,
‘quick win’ projects jeopardise the safety of horses / riders:

1. Roadside shared pedestrian / cycle paths leave horses dangerously sandwiched
between fast moving vehicles and fast moving, two-way cycle traffic.

2. Verge tarmac shared pedestrian / cycle path ‘improvements’ force horses off the
safe grass verge into the traffic flow.

3. NMU access on the first Greenway delivery rescinded following post construction
Road Safety Audit consigning horses to roads deemed unsafe for pedestrians and
cyclists.

4. Rural grassed byway sealed with dangerous, slippery SMA totally unsuitable for
horses.

If the GCP really intends the Greenways to be multiuser, delivery must be by an unbiased
team with equal accountability for all.

Will the GCP please
¢ Include the need for safety of equestrians in all safety audits?
e Preserve the existing amenity for horse riders on Greenway routes?
e Appoint an Active Travel Delivery Team with a multiuser remit?
e Take no action which reduces the safety of equestrians?

Background information: some photos are attached to illustrate the points made.

Matthew
Brown

Agenda Item No. 10: Better Public Transport: Cambourne to Cambridge

Recalling that Cambridge American Cemetery is a Grade | protected Cultural Heritage
Site (#1001573) listed by Historic England, as well as an “approved” American Cultural
Heritage Site listed by the US Commission of Fine Arts; how does the GCP intend to
mitigate (or eliminate) risks of environmental damage, noise pollution, visual pollution,
and emissions pollution to this (and other) cultural heritage sites?

Note: the Historic England overview and CFA listing have been submitted as background
information [attached].

10

Nick Hadley

Agenda Item No. 10: Better Public Transport: Cambourne to Cambridge
Cambridge Innovations Parks Ltd whole-heartedly support the proposed scheme.

We believe our proposals for our site adjacent to the proposed route will complement
the scheme and significantly benefit all parties.

Could GCP please advise on the strategic objectives of the scheme in terms of economic
growth and employment creation along the proposed route corridor?

11

James
Littlewood

Agenda Item No. 10: Better Public Transport: Cambourne to Cambridge

Now that we finally have a preferred route, we can also see what the impact of this
would be. This route would clear-fell mature woodland alongside St Neot’s Road,
grassland habitat at Madingley Mulch would be built over, hedgerows on our land that
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would be severed, orchard trees would be uprooted, a meadow bisected and the scrub
in a city wildlife site destroyed and ponds would be infilled next to the University sports
ground. A large scar on the landscape will be created during construction, which will take
years to recover. Why has this not been detailed in the officers report?

12

James
Littlewood

Agenda Item No. 10: Better Public Transport: Cambourne to Cambridge

If the route of East-West Rail goes via Cambourne, then this would have significant
impacts on the business case for the busway in terms of future passengers, it would also
open up the possibility of an interim solution: In the short-term, an in-bound bus lane
could be provided along the A1303. This could be achieved much more quickly, at
significantly less cost, with much less impact on the environment, green belt and local
communities. This could be in place whilst the new railway was being progressed. The
railway would eventually provide the mass-transport solution for the Cambourne area
with the bus lane continuing to provide access to west Cambridge. Cycle provision could
be achieved via a branch of the Comberton Greenway, a route which would be much
better for cyclists because it would be a more gradual climb and away from traffic.
Therefore, is it not premature for the GCP to be making a decision without first knowing
the outcome of East-West Rail, and if the outcome is via Cambourne, would it not be
sensible to pause and take stock of the alternative options that this might create?

13

Carolyn
Postgate

Agenda Item No. 10: Better Public Transport: Cambourne to Cambridge

| understand that a decision will be made very soon on the proposed route for the East-
West rail project from Bedford to Cambridge, and that a route via Cambourne is the
most likely.

How can the GCP justify pressing forward with a costly off-road busway from Cambourne
to Cambridge if a fast, reliable rail link is going to exist within the next 10 years? With a
station at Cambourne, it's clear that the EWR scheme will provide good connections for
people within a few miles of Cambourne (thus including Bourn Airfield Village) to
Cambridge stations serving the City Centre, Science Park and Biomedical Campus, the
most important employment sites. What “last mile journeys” does GCP envisage will
then be served by the proposed busway and how many people will that benefit?

14

Allan Treacy

Agenda Item No. 10: Better Public Transport: Cambourne to Cambridge

The East-West rail route to be announced shortly will have an impact on the BCR
calculations carried out by Mott MacDonald In respect of the Cambourne to Cambridge
Busway. Will the GCP please confirm that the BCR will be recalculated and published
once the East-West rail route is announced and that benefits accruing to the rail project
will not also be attributed to the busway?

15

Jane Renwick

Agenda Item No. 10: Better Public Transport: Cambourne to Cambridge

The proposed route for the off road busway has now resulted in huge opposition among
the communities from Hardwick right through to Grange Road. Given that this now
means that two thirds of the proposed route is so deeply unpopular, is it not time to
reconsider this misguided and damaging route alignment?

16

Alistair Burford

Agenda Item No. 10: Better Public Transport: Cambourne to Cambridge

Re: Page 116. 5.9 FIGURE 4. Reliability comparison of non-segregated route vs
segregated routes.
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Interestingly this illustration shows that bus lanes perform as well as the guided busway
and furthermore the Cambourne to Madingley Mulch illustration is equally favourable on
the existing road without any kind of bus priority.

This seems to undermine any claims that the off-road busway is required for reliability.

Despite this the Officers continue to insist that the off-road route from Cambourne to
Adams Road is the only feasible option.

They insist it’s the only feasible option because it's CAM compliant, despite the high level
of uncertainty surrounding the nascent CAM scheme and its costings.

They insist it’s the only feasible option even though it exposes the residents of St Neots
Road, Hardwick to 8 lanes of traffic in front of their properties.

They insist it’s the only feasible option even though it will cause permanent damage to
the iconic Coton Corridor.

All this at a cost of £157m!

Figure 4 shows that despite the absence of any kind of bus priority the service from
Cambourne to Madingley Mulch is already as reliable as a segregated route. The problem
is Madingley Hill. The Officers have looked at the feasibility of building a busway down
Madingley Hill and informed the Board that it was not possible. However a number of
technical groups outside of the GCP believe that an on-road bus lane down Madingley
Hill with smart ‘bus prioritised’ signalling at the narrowest point outside the American
Cemetery is possible and could be developed quicker and for a lot less money

Given all of the above coupled with the unacceptable BCR and lack of support from so
many of your constituents, this Assembly should be telling the Board not to support the
inaptly named ‘preferred route’ and asking the Officers to look at ways of making a bus
lane work for the entire route.

17

Terry Spencer

Agenda Item No. 10: Better Public Transport: Cambourne to Cambridge

What are the exact routes being considered between the end of the proposed off-road
busway at Grange Road and the three suggested destinations (City centre/Parker Street,
Cambridge Biomedical Campus, and Cambridge Science Park, before the CAM is
completed?

How can the GCP claim in the agenda pack, Figure 4, page 116, that the reliability of the
preferred off-road option is higher than the on-road options between Madingley Mulch
roundabout and the city centre, when this option is likely to pass along heavily-
congested and narrow streets between the West Cambridge campus and the city centre?
These streets are used by cyclists and pedestrians, and are neither safe nor have the
capacity for more buses.

How can the GCP state that the off-road option will be future-proofed, when this option
will rely on completion of the CAM scheme being considered by the Combined
Authority? Has the GCP taken into account the likelihood that the CAM scheme will not
be constructed using rubber-tyred buses in tunnels, because — according to a recent
report by Cambridge Connect —the CAM scheme in its current form is too high a risk to
attract investment and uses unproven technology?
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18

Dr Gabriel Fox
Questions to be
asked by Dr
Marilyn
Treacy

Agenda Item No. 10: Better Public Transport: Cambourne to Cambridge

Despite GCP’s insistence for the past 5 years that the C2C scheme has to be off-road and
segregated, their proposed route turns out to be 60% on-road with no bus segregation
for services between Cambourne and the Biomedical Campus; and 40% on-road for
services to the City Centre.

On-road stretches include the first mile out of Cambourne towards Bourn Alrfield Village,
25mph roads through the West Cambridge site, Adams Road, Grange Rd, the Backs,
Silver St, Trumpington Rd, Pembroke St, Downing St, plus Regent St and Lensfield Rd on
the way back, as well as 7km of the M11 for the route to CBC. Some of these are among
the most congested streets in the city.

Given this clear admission that off-road is not obligatory, and given the evidence
provided by GCP in Figure 4 of the JA Report that bus lanes are just as reliable as off-road
busways, why has GCP not worked up the best possible route using on-road bus lanes?

Even on the busiest city roads, such as Newmarket Rd, bus lanes can offer just as good
reliability as a busway, if not better. And GCP has accepted in its meetings with the LLF
Technical Group that a bus lane is technically feasible the whole way in-bound between
Madingley Mulch and the West Cambridge site and most of the way outbound too, even
without any significant land acquisition.

Is it not the case that a route including bus lanes along that stretch would be at least as
fast and reliable as GCP’s proposed route and offer a many-fold improvement in BCR,
both the official one and the made-up “local BCR”?

GCP has used excuse after excuse and tactic after tactic to avoid doing a proper
comparative evaluation of a segregated on-road route. Without that we are in danger of
having £200m of taxpayers’ money wasted on a scheme that is inferior to one that could
be implemented in half the time for a quarter of the cost. Will the GCP finally agree to
working up an optimal on-road route with the local community?

19

Dan Strauss

Agenda Item No. 10: Better Public Transport: Cambourne to Cambridge

In February 2018 the GCP’s Summary Report of Consultation Findings of the C2C Better
Bus Journeys Phase 1 stated “the rugby club access was predominantly supported by
respondents that discussed this area of the route. Adams Road was felt to be busy with
pedestrian and cycle traffic which adding a bus route to would make unsafe”.

On the GCP’s INSET Assessment Public Acceptability criteria the Rifle Range scored 5. By
January 2020 that score had fallen to the lowest possible. 1. Why the 80% reduction in
public acceptability?

Because Jesus College wanted access and the Rugby Club wanted occasional access for
“special events only”. Downgraded from 5 to 1.

Adams Road on the other hand is the second busiest cycle route in Cambridge: it’s used
by 5900 cyclists every day. That’s why over 3000 people have signed this petition to stop
220 buses a day being routed along it. It’s public acceptability score is 3.

So Jesus College and the Rugby Club wanting access, downgrades the Rifle Range Public
Acceptability score to 1, but 5900 cyclists a day, no designated cycle lanes, 30 buses an
hour and 2 complex road junctions leaves Adams Road unchanged with a score of 3.
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3000 people versus a College and a Rugby Club.

Can the Joint Assembly inform the Executive Board of this petition of over 3000
signatures that demonstrates the lack of public acceptability of using Adams Road for the
Busway and instead urge them to revert to the Rifle Range route option?

20

Camcycle

Agenda Item No. 10: Better Public Transport: Cambourne to Cambridge

Camcycle supports all forms of sustainable transport. However, we are gravely
concerned about the Adams Road section of the proposals. AlImost 6,000 people per day
cycle there, peaking at over 800 people per hour on busy days. The anticipated
expansion of the West Cambridge site will further increase these numbers by thousands
of people per day. We have been informed that future plans could mean that there
would be 30 buses per hour running on Adams Road, which is just 8m wide between the
kerbs. Past experience with similar situations on a shared section of the Guided Busway
route gives us cause for concern, such as the incident on 21st June 2017 when a bus
driver attempted an unsafe pass of some cyclists and drove the bus into a wall near the
Cambridge Assessment site.

Q1: We ask the Joint Assembly to give careful consideration to the implications of putting
that many buses along Adams Road and whether the project is trying to cut a little bit of
cost by shifting injury risk onto members of the public?

The Adams Road route mixes buses with thousands of people cycling daily, while the
Rifle Range route does not. Yet, according to Mott MacDonald's INSET Assessment
criteria in the third Options Assessment Report, both Adams Road and the Rifle Range
route are scored the same in terms of safety. We find this hard to believe.

Q2: We ask the Joint Assembly to consider this discrepancy in the INSET safety
assessment and whether this is an indication of a rushed proposal that has not been
fully-worked out yet in terms of risks and mitigations?

We ask the Joint Assembly to recommend to the Executive Board that the Adams Road
route option not be pursued because its safety risks have not been adequately explored.

21

Dr Colin M
Harris

Agenda Item No. 10: Better Public Transport: Cambourne to Cambridge

The C2C plan shows the busway extending to Grange Road, following a route via Adams
Road.

The GCP has published plans in support of the CAM scheme, and as such we assume this
is GCP policy. Can the GCP please explain how the Adams Road section of the proposed
western busway is compatible with the proposed CAM tunnel scheme? Will this section
not be redundant when a tunnel is built, and if so, is it not unjustified to use public funds
for a scheme that is likely to be redundant well before the end of lifetime of the busway
scheme?"

Dr Harris is not able to be present at the meeting to ask the question, but has asked if a
response could be made at the meeting (so that the Joint Assembly may benefit from the
GCP response) and also emailed to him.
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Roger
Tomlinson

Agenda Item No. 10: Better Public Transport: Cambourne to Cambridge

Freedom of Information requests revealed that after the Joint Assembly in November
2018, County Transport staff identified that the Natural England and Historic England
reports on the route had been misrepresented in the Mott Macdonald and Transport
Director’s reports, to almost reverse their meaning, with Cambridge Past Present and
Future, the government agencies and the National Trust being aware of this.

However, No changes were made to the report and so the December 2018 Executive
Board was not told about this when it approved further work. James Littlewood of
Cambridge Past Present and Future submitted a question about this which was not
answered in the Board meeting.

We have followed this up with FOIs on the communications between Mott Macdonald
and the Transport Director but these have been refused claiming exemption under the
"the Environmental Information Regulations”. These state that there should be a
"Specific interest in transparency with regard to democratic decision making process
regarding the project”. Under these circumstances information should not be withheld.

The Information Commissioner is about to adjudicate on this matter. Are Joint Assembly
members happy to be making crucial decisions based on erroneous reports?




Question 1 Background Information

Traffic in CB1

Saturday, September 21, 2019
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61

Total Responses

Date Created: Friday, August 23, 2019

Complete Responses: 56 (approximately 15% of permanently occupied properties)
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Q2: Do you or does anyone in your household suffer from breathing
related health problems?
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Q2: Do you or does anyone in your household suffer from breathing
related health problems?

Answered: 61  Skipped: 0

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES
Ves 26.23% 16
No 73.77% 45
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Q3: SECTION 2 TRAFFIC IN YOUR AREA In your view, is the volume of
traffic in your neighbourhood increasing or decreasing?
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Q3: SECTION 2 TRAFFIC IN YOUR AREA In your view, is the volume of
traffic in your neighbourhood increasing or decreasing?
Answered: 61  Skipped: 0

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Increasing 85.25% 52
Decreasing 0.00% 0
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Q4: Does local traffic congestion cause any problems for you as a
resident?

Answered: 61  Skipped: 0
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Q4: Does local traffic congestion cause any problems for you as a
resident?

Answered: 61  Skipped: 0

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES
Yes 88.52% 54
No 11.48% 7
TOTAL 61
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Q5: Select any adverse impact it has on you from the list below:

Answered: 52  Skipped: 9
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Q5: Select any adverse impact it has on you from the list below:
Answered: 52  Skipped: 9

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Longer journey time (indicate type of journey below — car, cycle, walking, bus) 48.08% 25
Less safe journey (indicate type of journey below — car, cycle, walking, bus) 86.54% 43
Less likely to walk around my local area 30.00% 26
Breathing polluted air 88.46% 46
Moise 76.85% 41

Total Respondents: 52
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Q6: How frequently do you experience these adverse impacts?

Answered: 51  Skipped: 10
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Q6: How frequently do you experience these adverse
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Q7: Do you expect traffic congestion in your area to get better or
worse in the future?

Answered: 59  Skipped: 2
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Q7: Do you expect traffic congestion in your area to get better or
worse in the future?

Answered: 59  Skipped: 2

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Better 1.69% 1
About the same 16.95% 10
Worse 81.36% A8
TOTAL 50
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Q8: Do you think provision for cyclists in your area is adequate?

Answered: 59  Skipped: 2

0% 10% 0% 30% 40% 50% 0% TO% 0% 0% 100%

Powered by £*¥b SurveyMonkey



Q8: Do you think provision for cyclists in your area is adequate?

Answered: 59  Skipped: 2

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Yes 18.64% 11
No 81.36% 48
TOTAL
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Q9: Which improvements do you want for cyclists in the
CB1/Tenison Rd area?

Answered: 48 Skipped: 13

Dedicated
cycle paths ...

Safer access
along Gt...

More cycle
racks

Safer cycle
storage

Better signage
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Q9: Which improvements do you want for cyclists in the
CB1/Tenison Rd area?

Answered: 48 Skipped: 13

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Dedicated cycle paths in Station Square 83.33% 40
Safer access along Gt Northern Rd 89.58% 43
Maore cycle racks 25.00% 12
Safer cycle storage 23.00% 12
Better signage 34.17% 26

Total Respondents: 45
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Q10: SECTION 3Are you concerned at present about particulate
pollution

Answered: 58 Skipped: 3
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Q10: SECTION 3Are you concerned at present about particulate
pollution

Answered: 58 Skipped: 3

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES
Yes 86.21% 50
No 13.79% 8
TOTAL 58
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Q11: Do you expect particulate pollution to get better or worse
over the next five years?

Answered: 58 Skipped: 3

Better I
About the same .
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Q11: Do you expect particulate pollution to get better or worse
over the next five years?

Answered: 58 Skipped: 3

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Better 3.45% 2
About the same 12.07% 7
Worse 84.48% 49
TOTAL 58
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Q12: In which of the areas below do you think it will get worse?

Answered: 49  Skipped: 12

Station Rd

Station Place

Gt Morthern Rd

Tenison Rd

Devonshire Road
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Q12: In which of the areas below do you think it will get worse?

Answered: 49  Skipped: 12

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Station Rd B63.27% 31
Station Place 69.39% 34
Gt Morthern Rd 85.71% 42
Tenison Rd 73.47% 36
Devonshire Road 53.06% 26

Total Respondents: 49
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Q13: Are you concerned at present about levels of nitrogen
pollutants (NOx)?

Answered: 56 Skipped: 5
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Q13: Are you concerned at present about levels of nitrogen
pollutants (NOx)?

Answered: 56 Skipped: 5

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES
Ves 87.50% 49
No 12.50% 7
TOTAL 56
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Q14: Do you expect NOx pollution to get better or worse over the
next five years?

Answered: 57 Skipped: 4

Better I
About the same -
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Q14: Do you expect NOx pollution to get better or worse over the
next five years?

Answered: 57 Skipped: 4

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Better 1.75% 1
About the same 14.04% 8
Waorse 84.21% 48
TOTAL a7
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Q15: In which of the areas below do you think it will get worse?

Answered: 47 Skipped: 14

Station Rd

Station Place

Gt Morthern Rd

Tenison Rd

Devonshire Road
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Q15: In which of the areas below do you think it will get worse?

Answered: 47 Skipped: 14

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Station Rd 74.47% 35
Station Place 74.47% 35
Gt Morthern Rd 85.11% A0
Tenison Rd 76.60% 36
Devonshire Road 37.45% 27

Total Respondents: 47
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Q16: From the list below tick the measures you think would help
to reduce pollution?

Answered: 56 Skipped: 5

Frequent,
reliable bus...

Electric bus
and taxi fleet

A clean air
Zone to cove...

More
monitoring...

Congestion
charges

Pollution
charges

More
restrictions...

Extending
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Q16: From the list below tick the measures you think would help
to reduce pollution?

Answered: 56 Skipped: 5

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Frequent, reliable bus services 48.21% 27
Electric bus and taxi flest 89.28% 30
A clean air zone to cover the station/access area 73.00% 42
More monitoring equipment to record NOx and particulate pollution levels 33.36% 3
Congestion charges 38.93% 33
Pollution charges 51.79% 29
More resfrictions on parking 19.64% 11
Extending residents parking zone hours 21.43% 12
A regular shuttle bus from outside the station to the town centre 31.79% 29

Total Respondents: 56
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Statistical Release
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Department
for Transport

About this
release

The National Travel
Survey is a household
survey of personal
travel by residents of
England travelling within
Great Britain, from data
collected via interviews
and a one week travel
diary.

The NTS is part of a
continuous survey that
began in 1988, following
ad-hoc surveys from the
1960s, which enables
analysis of patterns and
trends.

Some key uses of the
data include describing
patterns, for example
how different groups of
people travel, monitoring
trends in travel, including
sustainable modes;
assessing the potential
equality impacts of
transport policies on
different groups; and
contributing to evaluation
of the impact of policies.
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National Travel Survey:

England 2017

Following a trend of steady decreases in trip rates and
miles travelled since the late-1990s, there was an increase
in the average number of trips and the average miles

travelled per person in the two years from 2015 to 2017.

People made 975 trips on average in 2017, around 19 trips per week.
This was a 2% increase on the level in 2016. While trip rates for most
modes of transport remained similar between 2016 and 2017, there was

an increase in the number of short walks recorded.

However, the trip rate in 2017 was 11% lower than the highest recorded
in both 1978/79 and 1996/98 of 1,097; the average of 6,580 miles
travelled in 2017 was 9% lower than the high of 7,211 recorded in 2003.

On average, people spent about an hour a day travelling in 2017,

including 36 minutes by car on average, and 12 minutes walking.

Recent trends in trips and miles travelled: England 2002-2017
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Average trips per person per year Average miles travelled per person per
year
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Introduction to the 2017 publication

The 2017 National Travel Survey (NTS) is the latest in a series of household
surveys designed to provide a consistent source of data on personal travel

behaviour across England.

This annual statistical release has a number of new chapters to help users
understand the data and the overall management and administration of the
NTS.

The additional information includes:

* Further detail on the revision to short walks data in the NTS (as described
in previous documents), and the reasons why the revisions were delayed
until July 2018.

* More information on user engagement undertaken by the NTS team,
including the results of a feedback exercise on removing, changing or

alternating some questions for the 2019 survey.
* More information on uses of the NTS.
* Details of planned improvements to the NTS

We always welcome feedback to help ensure that the survey meets the
needs of users, and any feedback provided will help inform the future design

and development of the survey.

Thank you

The 2017 survey fieldwork, data input, coding and some analysis was carried
out by the National Centre for Social Research. Special thanks are due to the

project team, the coders and to all the interviewers at NatCen.

The help of the members of the public who gave their time to respond is

gratefully acknowledged.
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What travel
is included
in the NTS?

The NTS only
includes personal
travel within

Great Britain, by
residents of private
households in
England, along the
public highway,

by rail or by air.
Travel off-road,

or for commerical
purposes (to
deliver goods or to
convey a vehicle or
passengers) is not
included.

What is a
trip?

The basic unit of
travel in the NTS
is a trip, which

is defined as a
one-way course of
travel with a single
main purpose.

What is a
stage?

Trips consist of one
or more stages.

A new stage is
defined when there
is a change in the
mode of transport.



Presentation of results

For this statistical release, we have acted on user feeedback and undertaken the following:

* We have produced a complete suite of tables, and merged some together to reduce the
number of spreadsheets that users have to navigate on the website. An example of this is table
NTS0303 that now additionally includes data for table NTS0304, NTS0305, NTS0306 and

NTS0307 along with a drop down option to allow users to select metrics they are interested in.

* We have updated the back series of tables to incorporate the revised short walks data. For

more information on the revisions to the data, please see page 35 of this document.

* We have reorganised the layout of the tables on GOV.UK so they are in a more intuitive order
(for example, all of the tables on different modes of transport are now grouped together). This
will hopefully help users find the tables they need more easily. We have not changed the table

identifiers though.

* For tables that are disaggregated by mode of transport, we have used the same categories for
each table as much as possible to provide consistency for users. While this means that there
will be more missing values, users will be able to compare specific modes of transport more

easily between tables.

« Similarly, for tables showing different trip purposes, we have used the same categories for each

table as much as possible to provide consistency for users.

+ Users should note that we often make comparisons with data from 2002. This is the first year

that we have a complete set of data in a format that allows detailed analysis of the NTS.

Accessing micro-level NTS data for analysis

In addition to the published statistics described in this document together with accompanying
statistical tables, the underlying dataset and guidance in analysing it can be accessed from the UK.
Data Service or the Office for National Statistics Secure Research Service for users who wish to

explore the data for themselves.
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http://discover.ukdataservice.ac.uk/series/?sn=2000037
http://discover.ukdataservice.ac.uk/series/?sn=2000037

Uses of the NTS

The NTS is one of DfT’s main sources of data on personal travel patterns. Data from the NTS is

used extensively by DfT to monitor changes in travel behaviours and to inform the development
of policy. The findings and data are also used by a variety of other organisations including:
other government departments, university academics and students; transport consultants; local
authorities and voluntary sector organisations representing a wide range of interests including

motorists, cyclists, public transport passengers, the elderly, rural communities and children.

NTS data has or will be used:
» To help forecast future trends in road traffic as part of the National Transport Model.

+ To monitor the number of cycle stages per person per year for an indicator in the Department’s
Single Departmental Plan.

* As an input into the Cycling and Walking Investment Strategy.

+ To answer Parliamentary Questions and other Ministerial Correspondence.

* As a possible supplement to rail demand forecasting models in DfT.

* In the development of the National Cycling Propensity Tool for DfT.

* For monitoring road accident rates among different road users, especially pedestrians.

+ To assess the take-up of concessionary passes and the impact on bus use and help develop
concessionary travel reimbursement guidance for DfT.

* To understand how people travel to the shops and the impact of home deliveries.
* To understand how travel patterns vary according to area type, e.g. in urban or rural areas.

+ To examine travel among different groups, such as elderly people and people with mobility
difficulties.

* To get information about users of different modes of transport.
+ To produce free annual reports that allow analysis of changes in personal travel over time.
» To study how children travel to school and how this has changed over time.

* By academics and consultants to produce research reports by accessing data via the UK Data
Archive and the ONS Secure Research Service.

» To provide analysis and advice for 350 requests to NTS team each year.
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Future plans

The NTS team, along with NatCen and others are currently embarking on an ambitious programme
of work to develop the NTS over the next few years in order to maintain the reputation of the survey

as a world-leading diary-based travel survey. Some of these developments include:
Digital diaries

* Previous reports published by DfT have shown that it is possible to use a digital solution to
capture travel data. In summer 2018 we are starting a project to develop a digital solution for
the NTS. As we will need to complete the development and carry out full-scale testing, it is likely
to be at least 2 to 3 years before it is rolled out fully as the method of data capture for the NTS.
Depending on the solution, the benefits could be numerous including less respondent burden,
better quality data (more accurate distance measurements, for example), and data captured on
trips not currently collected by the survey (for example, those off the public highway). However,
we will need to work carefully through the technical and data security issues, and also be

mindful of our users desire for a long-term consistent time series.

NTS panel

*  We will be developing a panel from NTS respondents in 2018 in order to carry out short, timely
surveys to get evidence more quickly than would be possible by putting questions on the main
NTS. We are currently developing how the panel would be run in conjunction with NatCen, but
to start with we will move questions from the British Social Attitudes Survey to a panel survey in

summer 2018, with results published in 2019.

Incentive and advance letter experiments

* Through 2018 we are running two experiments in the field. One is an experiment to test a
new version of the advance letter that is sent to respondents, and the second is to test two
new levels of unconditional incentive. The purpose of these experiments is to try and improve
response rates that have been decreasing on the NTS over the last two years. The experiments

will report at the end of 2018 and will inform the incentive and advance letter strategy for 2019.

Interactive online analysis tool

* We are developing an online analysis tool for our users that could allow them to do some

bespoke analysis of NTS data and hopefully bridge the gap between the standard tables that
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we publish online, and the microdata that is published on the UK Data Service and the ONS

Secure Research Service.

Development of the survey

» Through user feedback, either on a bespoke basis, or through more formal consultations,
we are continuing to review and develop the content of the survey to ensure it remains fit for

purpose and the questions asked of respondents are relevant.

Standard errors project and new quality indicators

+ We have commissioned a project to produce new standard errors for the NTS. Related to this,
we will develop a new report that brings together a set of quality indicators in one place, drawing
on the work to update the standard errors, and information in NatCen’s technical report. We will

aim to publish this in Winter 2018.

Publish ad hoc queries

+ Atthe end of 2018, we will develop a process to publish the ad hoc queries that we produce for

external customers in order to increase the information available to other users.

User engagement

The National Travel Survey team carries out user engagement throughout the year with a variety
of internal and external users and we will continue to do so, including on some of the future plans

mentioned above. Our methods of engagement include, but are not limited to:

* Regular discussions with internal policy colleagues to discuss the addition of new questions, or

changes to existing questions.

* Regular discussions with colleagues in external organisations on changes to existing questions

or new questions via email, or through forums like the Transport Statistics User Group.

+ Through more formal consultations or requests for feedback. In recent years, these have
included a user feedback exercise on removing questions from the NTS (a report on the results
of this feedback has been published alongside this statistical bulletin) and a consultation on the

collection of short walk data in the NTS.
« Through engagement by NatCen via their social media and other channels.

+ By reviewing ad hoc requests from internal and external customers.
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Long-term trends in the National Travel Survey

Over the last 45 years, the average distances people have travelled have

increased, but the number of trips and time spent travelling have stayed

broadly the same.

The average number of trips per person and total hours spent travelling have
remained broadly stable since the 1970s. For example the number of trips
have increased by 2% over that time period with a high of 1,097 trips per
person per year in both 1978/79 and 1996/98. The average number of hours
spent travelling has increased by 7% (Chart 1). People spent 377 hours

travelling per person in 2017, or about an hour a day on average.

What has changed over this period is the average miles travelled, which
have grown by 47% over this time period, largely as the result of increased
average trip lengths due to changes in how we travel, in particular increasing

car availability, driving licence holding and use of cars.

Chart 1: Trends in trips, miles travelled and hours spent

travelling: England 1972/73-2017 [NTS0101]
Index 1972/73 = 100
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353 hours
956 trips

1985/86 1995/97 2005 2017

travelled per person
per year on average
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Further
information

The statistical
datasets published
alongside this
release provide

a series of tables
containing further
data. NTS01
presents trends in
travel over time,
and NTS02 covers
driving licence
holding and vehicle
availability. Section
NTS09 provides
further data relating
to household
vehicles mileage

In addition, the NTS
dataset contains

a wide range of
further details
which facilitate
more in-depth
study.

2017 (England)
6,580 miles (+47%)
377 hours (+7%)
975 trips (+2%)


https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/nts01-average-number-of-trips-made-and-distance-travelled
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/nts02-driving-licence-holders
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/nts09-vehicle-mileage-and-occupancy

Household car access

There have been significant long-term increases in the proportion of

households with access to a car or van.

Car availability greatly influences personal travel patterns: people in
households with cars, on average, make more trips, spend more time

travelling and travel much further than those without cars.

The proportion of households without a car has fallen from 48% in 1971
(based on the Census) to 24% in 2017 while the proportion of households

with more than one car increased over this period, from 8% to 35% (Chart 2).

Furthermore, the vehicle licensing statistics show that car ownership

has been increasing. Part of the reason for this growth is an increasing
employment rate and the ability to cover the costs of motoring. A further
reason is the increased number of women and older people with a driving
licence.

Chart 2: % of households with access to a car: England 1971-2017

[NTS0205]
60%

48 One car/van

41

40% |44 More than 35

one car/van

20% No cars/vans

0%

1971 1985/86 1995/97 2005 2017

Over the long term, the cost of purchasing a motor vehicle has decreased,
contributing to increases in car ownership. Estimates from the Consumer
Prices Index show that between 1997 and 2017, the cost of motor vehicle

purchase decreased by 13% in the UK.
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Cars and
vans

The results
presented here
include household
access to a van.
The text refers to
“car” only in some
places simply for
the purpose of
readability.

Related data
sources

Household car
availability is also
collected by the
Census.

http://www.ons.

gov.uk/ons/rel/
census/2011-

census/index.html

The Department
for Transport also
publishes Vehicle
Licensing Statistics:

https://www.gov.
uk/government/
collections/
vehicles-statistics

These statistics
show the number
of licensed road
vehicles and new
vehicle registrations
derived from

data held by the
Driver and Vehicle
Licensing Agency
(DVLA).


http://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/rel/census/2011-census/index.html
http://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/rel/census/2011-census/index.html
http://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/rel/census/2011-census/index.html
http://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/rel/census/2011-census/index.html
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/vehicles-statistics
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/vehicles-statistics
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/vehicles-statistics
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/vehicles-statistics

Driving licence owners

Over the last 40 years, the proportion of people owning
a driving licence has increased, with the increases being

greater for women than men.

Over the time period since 1975/76, there have been significant increases in
the proportion of people with a driving licence (Chart 3). For women, there
was an increase from 29% to 69% over this period. This represented an
increase of 9.6 million women with a driving licence. There have also been
significant increases in the proportion of older people with driving licences.
Between 1975/76 and 2017, the proportion for people aged 70 and over rose
from 15% to 64%.

The proportion of young adults (aged 17-20) with a licence has declined
since a high in the mid-1990s. In recent years, the main reason for not
learning to drive for people aged 17-20 has been the cost of learning. 26%
of 17-20 year olds cited this as the main reason in 2017 (Table NTS0203).
Around 8% of 17-20 year olds said they would “never” be interested in
learning to drive.

100%

Menaged 17+

80% / S =0
69 69

60%

Women aged 17+

40%

Related data
sources

DfT publishes
statistics about
driving tests and
instructors.

DVLA publishes

a breakdown of
licence holders by
age and gender
at http://data.gov.
uk/dataset/driving-
licence-data

Further
reading

A detailed research
report on changes
to young people’s
travel behaviours,
published by DfT
is available at:
https://www.gov.
uk/government/
publications/young-
peoples-travel-
whats-changed-
and-why

Chart 3: % of

29 30 people owning a
o full driving licence:
England 1975/76-
0%
1975/76 1985/86 1995/97 2005 2017 2017 [NTS0201]

Research published by DfT on young people’s travel looked to explain the reasons for a decline

in the proportion of young people with a driving licence. Evidence suggests that a rise in motoring

costs have discouraged young people from learning; the driving test has become more difficult;

and there is some evidence of changes in the values and attitudes of young people - surveys and

interviews have shown that many young people now accept not driving.
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Recent trends in trips, miles and hours

Following a trend of steady decreases in trip rates and miles travelled since
the late-1990s, there was an increase in the average number of trips and the

average miles travelled per person in the two years from 2015 to 2017.

People made 975 trips on average in 2017, around 19 trips per week. This was a 2% increase on
the level in 2016. While trip rates for most modes of transport remained similar between 2016 and

2017, there was an increase in the number of short walks recorded.

However, the trip rate in 2017 was 11% lower than the highest recorded in both 1978/79 and
1996/98 of 1,097; the average of 6,580 miles travelled in 2017 was 9% lower than the high of 7,211
recorded in 2003.

Chart 4: Trends in trips, miles travelled and hours spent travelling: England 2002-2017

[NTS0101]
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On average, people spent about an hour a day travelling in 2017, including

36 minutes by car on average, and 12 minutes walking. Furtr]er
reading

Understanding reasons for these trends is difficult. The averages presented A factsheet on
shopping trends,

here mask different trends for different types of people, modes and types of published by DFT

trip. Some of the many factors might include changing demographic patterns,  is available at:
https://www.gov.
for example an ageing population; changing patterns of trips, for example uk/government/
uploads/system/
uploads/
new technologies influencing the demand for travel, for example the increase attachment_data/
file/604103/why-
people-travel-
shopping (the subject of an NTS factsheet - see box opposite). shopping-2015.pdf

replacing several shopping trips with one visit to a supermarket; the impact of

in online social networking, the capability for home working and online

National Travel Survey: England 2017 - Page 12
e


https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/nts01-average-number-of-trips-made-and-distance-travelled

Journey lengths

Most trips are relatively short. In 2017, 24% of trips were under 1 mile, and 68%

under 5 miles.

Walking was the most frequent mode used for short trips: 81% of trips under one mile were walks.
For all other distance bands, the car was the most frequent mode of travel (Chart 5). Nearly all
walks recorded in the NTS are under 5 miles, compared with 56% of car driver trips and 8% of trips

by surface rail. Including the London Underground, 63% of rail trips were 10 miles and over.

Chart 5: Mode share of trips by main mode for different trip
lengths: England, 2017 [NTS0308]
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For longer trips from 50 to 150 miles, around 80% were by car for the average of the years from
2013 to 2017, and for trips between 150 and 250 miles, 75% were made by car (Chart 6). A
similar proportion of trips were done using rail for each of the distances shown. Only when the trip
distance was 350 miles and over do trips using domestic flights become significant - 27% of these
trips were flown in 2013/2017.

100% Chart 6: Mode

90% 2::1 “ share of trips by
80% main mode for
70%
60% Rail long distance trips:
50% Bus England, average
40% Carlvan of 2013 to 2017
0% [NTS0317]
20%

10%

0%

50 tounder 75 tounder 100 tounder 150 to under 250 to under 350 miles and
75 miles 100 miles 150 miles 250 miles 350 miles over
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Trends in driver and passenger trips and miles

The majority of personal trips made and miles travelled are
by car (see box opposite). In 2017, 61% of trips and 78% of

miles per person were by car, either as a driver or passenger.

Since 2002, most of the fall in total trips has been due to fewer car trips (12%
less in 2017 than 2002). Over this period, the average miles travelled by car
has also fallen (also by 12%); this is explained largely by the fall in trips, with

average trip length by car remaining fairly stable over that period.

However, in the years since 2013, car trips made and car miles travelled per
person per year have been broadly similar, following a downward trend in the
years prior to 2013. (Chart 7).

Chart 7: Trends in car/van trips and car/van miles travelled (as driver
or passenger): England 2002-2017 [NTS0303]
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The NTS asks households about their average yearly mileage for each car
they own (note this section refers to 4-wheeled cars only and excludes vans).
There has been a decrease in household mileage of 15% between 2002 and
2017, from 9,200 miles to 7,800 miles per car per household, a similar trend
to that seen for personal mileage above (Chart 8). Of the decrease of 1,400
miles over that time period, around 800 miles were due to a decrease in
business mileage. This decrease is similar to that seen for the average miles

per person per year for personal business mileage.
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Cars and
vans

The results
presented here and
in other sections
also include trips
made and miles
driven by vans,
unless stated. The
text generally refers
to “car” only simply
for the purpose of
readability.

Further
reading

Aggregate trends
in road traffic are
published in the
Department’s traffic
statistics available
at: https://www.gov.
uk/government/
collections/road-
traffic-statistics

Experimental
statistics derived

from vehicle
odometer readers
taken at annual
MOT tests are also
published by DfT.

Road Use Statistics
is a publication
which draws
together key results
from DfT statistics.

DfT also publishes
road traffic
forecasts.


https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/road-traffic-statistics
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/road-traffic-statistics
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/road-traffic-statistics
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/road-traffic-statistics
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/experimental-statistics-analysis-of-vehicle-odometer-readings-recorded-at-mot-tests
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/experimental-statistics-analysis-of-vehicle-odometer-readings-recorded-at-mot-tests
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/411471/road-traffic-forecasts-2015.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/411471/road-traffic-forecasts-2015.pdf

Miles per person per year Chart 8: Annual
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Understanding the reasons for the reduction in car use is not straightforward as there are many
potential factors, not all of which are well evidenced. Changing demographic factors due to
changing needs at different life stages and cohort effects explain some of the changes in the
decrease in recent years in average car trips made and miles driven. As noted previously, the
demography of the driving population has changed over time. In particular, females and older age

groups are much more likely to hold a licence now than thirty years ago.

Miles per person per year Chart 9:
10,000 | 9290 Average car/
"/? change
since 2002 van driver or
Highest
8,000 7,463 Highes passenger
quintile .
vV 20% miles per
6,000 person per year,
for highest and
4,000 2885 2,896 Lowest lowest income
income
o~ . —®  quintile quintiles:
A <0.05%
2,000 England, 2002-
2017 [NTS0705]
0
2002 2005 2008 2011 2014 2017

There are also different trends in car use between people in households with different incomes.
Since 2002, people in households in the highest income quintile have driven more miles on
average per year than people in the lowest quintile, but this gap has narrowed. In 2002, the gap
was 3 times more; in 2017 it was around 2.5 times more due to people in the highest income
quintile driving 20% less miles (Chart 9). Over the same time period, people in the lowest income

quintile were the only income quintile to have made more trips in a car (a 7% increase).
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Trends in public transport usage

While car trips per person have generally been decreasing,
especially to 2013, there is a mixed picture for different public

transport modes.

Surface rail trips per person per year have increased by 56% between 2002
and 2017 to 21 trips (Chart 10). Trips on London buses, that decreased in the
years from 2010 onwards were at the same level in 2017 as 2002. Trips on
other local buses decreased by 19% between 2002 and 2017.

Chart 10: Trips per person per year by selected public modes:
England, 2002-2017 [NTS0303]
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What are

the public
transport
modes in the
NTS?

Public modes of
transport in the
NTS are local
buses in London,
other local
buses, non-local
buses, surface
rail (that includes
the London
Overground),
London
Underground,
light rail, tram and
domestic air and
ferry.

The NTS also
classes taxis as
a mode of public
transport.

There are a broadly similar set of trends for the distance travelled (Chart 11 over the page). People

travelled an average of 558 miles per person on surface rail in 2017, a 28% increase since 2002.

There was also an increase in the average miles travelled on the London Underground between

2002 and 2017.

After a significant drop in average miles travelled per person on buses in London between 2015

and 2016, this figure rose to 78 miles per person per year in 2017. This was 20% higher than that

for 2002.

Finally, the average distance travelled on local buses outside of London has also decreased since

2002, by 15% to 180 miles per person per year. These trends are broadly consistent with data

collected from other data sources and presented in other DfT statistical releases.
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Chart 11: Miles travelled per person per year by selected public

Related data
modes: England, 2002-2017 [NTS0303]
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600 including:
Annual Bus
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There are many factors that affect the trends in public transport. The Annual ’
London” and
Bus Statistics release outlined some of these factors that explaned the fallsin  “gther local
. . 73
bus numbers on local bus services in recent years. buses”?
The NTS, as
Firstly, it is likely that congestion in urban areas and city centres has affected well as the
) ) Department’s
bus performance leading to a fall in bus patronage. Transport for London Angual Bus

attribute the fall in bus patronage seen in London in the last three consecutive  Statistics
differentiate

years to increased congestion and road works which has affected bus between buses in

performance by reducing average bus speeds. Due to the impacts of London and buses
in England outside

congestion and road works on bus performance in urban areas and city of London.

centres people may also be switching to using other modes of transport such _
Buses in London,

as light rail. through Transport
for London, operate

Also, household car ownership remains high and is likely to have contributed under a different

regulatory
to falling bus patronage. 76% of households in England owned at least one o e (T
car or van in 2017. In 2017, 56% of households in England in the lowest real ~ "estof England.
The size of the bus
income quintile owned at least one car or van, up from 48% in 2009 (Table market in London

and differing trends
in bus use also

NTS0703). This group made 75 trips per person per year on local buses in

2017, compared to the average of 55 (Table NTS0705). makes it sensible
to disaggregate

Finally, any reductions of local authority supported services will likely have these two area
types.

contributed to the decline in bus patronage on local services.
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Trends in cycling trips

The upward trend in the average cycling miles travelled What is a
continued in 2017, although trips remained at a similar level cycling trip
in the NTS?

to previous years.
A cycling trip in the

NTS is one where
cycling is the main
Young children had the highest rates of bicycle access at 82% respectively. mode in terms of

Chart 12: % of people with access to a bicycle, by age group: :;S:?en;?r']c?:zt:nce

England, average of 2015-2017 [NTS0314] cycling stages

100% made as part of any
trip. The number

of respondents
using this mode is
small, so results
(particularly
year-on-year
variability) should
be interpreted with
caution.

In the three years to 2017, 42% of people had access to a bicycle (Chart 12).

80%

60%

40%

20% Due to these small
sample numbers,
sometimes we
5-10 11-16 17-20 21-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60+ average over more
than one year
The average number of miles cycled in 2017 (60 miles per person) was 54% to increase the
reliability of the

0%

higher than in 2002. People did an average of 17 trips per person per year

data.
in 2017, compared to 18 in 2002. The relatively small number of cycle trips
in the sample means that this series can be volatile, but it has remained
between 14 and 18 trips per person per year since 2002 (Chart 13).
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Chart 14: Cycling frequency: England, 2017 [NTS0313]
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Chart 14 shows that around 14% of people cycled at least once a week,
and 66% less than once a year or never, figures that have been broadly

unchanged since 2003.

The previous charts are based on the average number of trips and the
average miles travelled per year that include people who cannot or do not
ride bicycles. If we look at the same measures but for “cyclists” (see box
opposite), that is people who rode a bicycle during the week they filled out
their NTS travel diary, we get a different picture. On average in 2017, cyclists
made 332 trips per year (about 6 trips a week) and travelled around 1,144
miles per year, up from 687 miles on average in 2002 (Chart 15).

Chart 15: Trends in bicycle trips and bicycle miles travelled per
cyclist: England 2002-2017 [NTS0314]
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Definition of
a cyclist

In this section

a ‘cyclist’ is an
individual who
recorded the use
of a bicycle in their
travel diary at least
once.

The travel diary
lends us a window
into what these
mode users are
actually using
bicycles for

and from their
interviews we can
examine their
characteristics.

Further
reading

DfT publishes
statistics on
walking at local
area level as part
of the annual Local_
Area Walking and
Cycling statistics.

While there have been a similar number of cycling trips made per person per year in the general

population since 2002, among cyclists average trips have been increasing since 2005. The NTS

sample is not identifying more cyclists, but those in the sample have generally been making more

cycling trips and travelling further.

National Travel Survey: England 2017 - Page 19


https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/nts03-modal-comparisons
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/walking-and-cycling-statistics
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/walking-and-cycling-statistics
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/walking-and-cycling-statistics

Trends in walking

In 2017, the average number of walking stages and the

average miles travelled per person per year increased, but

there were fewer longer walks than in the years 2002 to 2015.

Chart 16: Trends in walking stages and walking miles travelled:
England 2002-2017 [NTS0303]
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The 343 walking stages that people in 2017 was the highest number since

2006 (Chart 16). However, people did fewer ‘long walks’ (those of more than

a mile). The 71 stages that were long walks in 2017 was similar to 2016, and
14% less than 2002.

Walks in the
NTS

A walking stage

in the NTS is one
where someone
walks as part of

an overall trip. If
the walk stage
constitutes the
longest stage in
the trip by distance,
it is also classed
as walking trip.
Walks under 50
yards and off the
public highway are
excluded. Walks
over 50 yards

but under 1 mile
(“short walks”) were
recorded on 1 of
the travel diary.

Distance figures
include walks made
as part of any trip.

Additionally, the NTS asks a further question in the interview on how often people walk more than

a mile. Since 2002, the proportion saying they walked for a mile or more 3 or more times week has

increased, from 35% in 2002 to 46% in 2017, and the proportion who said they walked for a mile or

more “never” or less than once a year decreased to 19% in 2017 (Chart 17).
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Chart 17: Proportion of

people walking for 20
minutes in one walk:
England, 2002-2017
[NTS0312]
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The results from the interview question (that people are taking long walks more frequently)
appears to contradict the results from the diary (that the average number of longer walks have
been decreasing over time). While we cannot be sure for the reasons for this, one reason might
in the way people answer the interview question. People might not answering the frequency
question accurately. This might be in error, or possibly because of ‘social desirability bias’ - where
a respondent gives the answer he or she thinks the interviewer wants to hear. The respondent
may think the Department for Transport wants more people to walk more, and may increase the

frequency of walks in their interview response because of this.

The NTS is a good source of information on walking trips for education and for going to school.
In 2017, around 20% of walking trips were for education purposes (including escorting people to
education) (Table NTS0409). The NTS also asks what the usual mode of travel to school was for

primary and secondary school children (Chart 18).
Trips to
Chart 18: Proportion of primary and secondary school children school

usually walking to school , 2002-2017 [NTS0615] The mode of travel

to school can be
60% measured in two
51 51 ways in the NTS.

50% | T o~ S ‘\/\/\ Table NTS0613

uses information

Aged 5-10 from the diary and
40% |45 35 Table NTS0615
uses information

30% Aged 11-16 given in the
interview.
20% We would advise

using the data in
Table NTS0615,

10% although the two
sources give
0% broadly comparable
2002 2005 2008 201 2014 2017 results.

The proportion of primary school children walking to school has been broadly

similar since 2002. In fact, the level in 2017 (51%) was the same as in 2002. The proportion of
secondary school children walking to school is lower at 35%, a decrease from 45% in 2002. The
lower rate in part reflects the longer distances secondary school children travel to school: 3.5 miles

compared to 1.6 for primary school children.

Some 97% of primary school children are accompanied to school. This level has also been broadly

similar since 2002.
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Trends in trips and miles travelled by purpose

Between 2002 and 2017, both the average number of trips made per person

per year, and the average miles travelled decreased for many of the main trip

purposes such as commuting and shopping.

The subject of the National Travel Survey is personal travel - trips people make in order to reach a

destination, with each trip having a single main purpose. Therefore the NTS provides a key source

of information on why people travel.

Chart 19: Average number of trips per person per year for selected purposes: England,

2002-2017 [NTS0403]
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Between 2002 and 2017, there were decreases in average trip rates for many
of the main trip purposes. For the purpose of visiting friends at home and

business trips, the decreases was 30% and 24% respectively (Chart 19).

Research by the Department (see box opposite) proposed several reasons

why commuting trips have decreased in recent years:
» workers are commuting to work fewer days per week

* a growth in trip-chaining (where people combine two or more trips for
differing purposes, such as dropping-off children at school on the way to
work) between home and work, and a corresponding decline in traditional

‘Commuting’, directly from a worker’s home to usual workplace
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research into
commuting trends
is available in the
report ‘Commuting
Trends in England,
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used NTS (and
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for decreases in
commuting trips.
The report is
available here:
https://www.gov.
uk/government/
publications/
commuting-trends-
in-england-1988-
to-2015



» growth in the number of workers who do not have a fixed usual workplace
« working from home is growing, both occasionally and on a usual basis

+ fifthly, there has been an increase in the number of people who report that they are employed,

but do not work at home and are not observed to travel to work during their NTS diary week

+ part-time employment and self-employment have also expanded somewhat over time; both of

these statuses are associated with reduced numbers of commuting journeys.

Chart 20: Average miles travelled per person per year for selected purposes: England,

2002-2017 [NTS0403]
Miles per person per year

1.800 % change
since 2002
1,600
1,400
1,400 1,309 commuting
— V7%
1200 |
1,000
800 | 702
600 | 515 510 Business
.\-_/ Vv 27%
Personal
400 493 business
V4%
200
0
2002 2005 2008 2011 2014 2017

There were similar trends for the same purposes for the average miles travelled per person per
year. However, the decreases for commuting (7%) and personal business (4%) were smaller than
that for trips (Chart 20). There was a significant 19% decline in the miles travelled for business
trips between 2016 and 2017. While a large decrease, it is not possible to know if it is a one-off
outlier or part of a longer trend. The decrease in business miles does tie in with a similar trend in

household car mileage.

A potential explanatory factor for the fall in shopping trips is the spread of online shopping and
the increase in delivery of goods at home. More households have goods delivered to their home;
in 2017, 81% of households ordered goods, either by telephone, post or internet, the items

most commonly cited being clothes, books, CDs and travel tickets. The effect on shopping trips,
however, is not straightforward, as there are two competing explanations: while, in some cases,
online purchases may replace a shopping trip, in other cases it may result in a new trip, for
example to collect the item.
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Trends in how and why men and women travel

The modes of transport used, and the reason for travelling, differ between men

and women, and people of different ages.

In 2017, women made 6% more trips than men, Men Women
but men travelled 16% further. This partly reflects 948 trips 1,000 trips
differences in the type of trips made. Women make

more trips for shopping and escort education, which 7,064 miles 6,110 miles

tend to be relatively short, whereas men make more | per person per year | per person per year
commuting trips, which tend to be longer.

Chart 21: % of trips per person per year, by mode, age and gender:
England 2017 [NTS0601]
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Variations in trip mode by age and gender reflect differences in access to cars, as well as different
trip purposes (Chart 21). In 2017, car (as driver or passenger) accounted for more than half of trips
for all age groups except 17-20 year olds. While both men and woman made 61% of their trips by
car in 2017, men made a higher share of trips as a driver than women (44% compared to 37%) and

this difference increased for older age groups.

People aged 17-20 year olds made more trips by bus than other age groups, almost twice as
many than the average. The share of trips by bus is also relatively high for older ages, perhaps
as a consequence of having free concessionary travel. Rail (including surface rail and London
Underground) had its highest share among men aged 21-29 and 30-39, accounting for 7% of total
trips for these two groups. Finally, walking accounted for around a third of trips by children, but a

quarter of trips of adults.
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110 Chart 22: Average

trips and miles per
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sex: England 2017
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Trip rates and distances trends are showing different trends in recent years for men and women
(Chart 22). The average miles women travelled in 2017 were at almost the same level as that in
2002 and had increased by 270 miles per person per year since 2016. This was nearly all due to
an increase in car miles. This was in contrast to the average miles men travelled per person that

continued to decline between 2016 and 2017, mostly as a result of a drop in car driver miles.

Trips by men and women increased between 2016 and 2017, mostly as a result of an increased
number of walks. It is not possible to give definitie reasons for these year on year changes, or

whether these represent an overall change in travel behaviours.
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Chart 23: % change in trips per person per year, by age and sex: England
change between 2002 and 2017 [NTS0601]
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There are also differences in how trip rates have changed over time by different age groups

(Chart 23). For most age groups, trip rates have decreased since 2002, with the 17-20 year old
group showing some of the biggest decreases: 18% for men, and 21% for women. For women
aged 60 and over, though, there has been an increase in trips per person per year over this time
period. As discussed in previous sections, this might reflect the increased prevelance of driving
licence holding among women, and older women in particular. that translates into higher trip rates
because of increased trips by car. In 2002, 28% of trips made by women aged 60-69, and 18% by
women aged 70 and over were as a car driver. In 2017, the figures had increased to 41% and 30%

respectively.
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Chart 24: Average trips per person per year, by purpose, age and
gender: England 2008/2017 average [based on NTS0611]
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The reasons why people travel also differs for men and women, and for men
and women of different ages (Chart 24). At younger age groups, education
accounts for a large proportion of trips - about 40% of trips for children aged

between 5 and 15.

Between ages 15 and 30, trip rates increase for men and women at broadly
the same rate; from age 25 commuting becomes the single most common

reason for travel, especially for men.

Between ages 30 and 50, women make more trips than men, the most
notable difference being for escort education (mostly taking children to

school).

From age 60, shopping trips increase and account for around a third of trips
for older age groups; however overall trip rates are lower. Men make more

trips than women at these ages, on average.
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Purpose of
travel

The purposes of
travel used in this
section can be
summarised as
follows:

Commuting: trips
from home to
usual place of
work or from usual
workplace to home

Business: personal
trips in course of
work

Education: trips to
school or college

Shopping: trips to
the shops or from
shops to home

Personal

business: visits to
services, medical
consultations, etc.

Visit friends: trips to
visit friends, either
at someone’s home
or elsewhere

Other leisure:
mostly
entertainment,
sport, holidays and
day trips

Escort trips are
those made

to accompany
someone else e.g.
taking a child to
school is escort
education.

For more details

on trip purposes,
please see Notes
and definitions.
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Travel patterns in rural and urban areas

People living in rural areas made more trips and travelled further than those
living in urban areas in 2016/17. People in the most rural areas travelled almost

twice as far on average than people in urban conurbations (including London).

The difference in overall trip rates between types of residence is mainly due to differences in levels
of car use. For the average of 2016 and 2017, people living in the most rural areas made fewer
walking trips and more car trips than average. People living in urban conurbations made use in
particular of buses (81 trips per person per year) and rail (56 trips per person per year, including

London Underground) than people living in other types of area.
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Given the main difference in travel patterns between urban and rural areas lies in car use,
households living in rural areas are also more likely to have access to a car or van than urban
residents. Indeed, 33% of households in urban conurbations do not have a car (and 41% in
London), compared to 21% in urban cities and towns, 14% in rural towns, and 6% in the most rural
areas. Conversely, half of households living in the most rural areas have more than one car/van
(Chart 26).

Chart 26: Household car access, by area type: England, 2016/2017 [NTS9902]

70%

Further
Urban Urban city and Rural town and Rural Village, =
60% conurbations town fringe Hamlet and readlng
Isolated
Dwelling The Statistical

50% Digest of Rural

England uses a
lot of NTS data

and includes
various rural/urban
analyses.

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

No car/van One car/van Two or more cars/vans

The same difference by type of residence is observable in the holding of a driving licence. 67%

of residents in urban conurbations held a driving licence, compared with 90% of people living in
the most rural areas. The gap in driving licence holding between men and women is also narrower
in rural areas. The gap was 9 percentage points in rural town and fringe areas, and 5 percentage

points in more rural areas, compared to 14 percentage points in urban conurbations (Chart 27).
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Factsheets

We have produced a series of factsheets to accompany this publication that give some key
statistics in summary form for different modes of transport, and differeny purposes. These are

available here: https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/national-travel-survey-2017.
The topics covered are:

+ How people travel - walking

* How people travel - bicycle

* How people travel - car

* How people travel - bus

* How people travel - surface rail
* How people travel - air

* Why people travel - shopping

*  Why people travel - commuting
* Why people travel - business

*  Why people travel - leisure

*  Why people travel - education
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Notes and background information

This publication presents an overview of results from the 2017 National Travel Survey. This section

provides brief background notes and links to sources of further information.

Other topics covered by the NTS

The National Travel Survey covers a range of topics, including the following, which are covered

by the published NTS data tables at: https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/national-travel-

survey-statistics provides a set of results tables covering the topics presented in this release and

the additional topics above. The full list of table sections is:

« Trends in personal travel (Tables NTS0101 to NTS0108)

» Driving licence holding and vehicle availability (Tables NTS0201 to NTS0208)

* How people travel (Tables NTS0301 to NTS0317)

*  Why people travel (Tables NTS0401 to NTS0412)

*  When people travel (Tables NTS0501 to NTS0506)

» Travel by age and gender (Tables NTS0601 to NTS0625)

» Travel by car availability, income, ethnic group, household type and NS-SEC (Tables NTS0701
to NTS0710)

» Accessibility (Tables NTS0801 to NTS0806)

* Vehicles (Tables NTS9901 to NTS9915)

» Travel by region and Rural-Urban Classification of residence (Tables NTS9901 to NTS9915)

National Travel Survey: England 2017 - Page 31
e


https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/national-travel-survey-statistics
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/national-travel-survey-statistics
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/nts01-average-number-of-trips-made-and-distance-travelled
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/nts02-driving-licence-holders
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/nts03-modal-comparisons
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/nts04-purpose-of-trips
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/nts05-trips
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/nts06-age-gender-and-modal-breakdown
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/nts07-car-ownership-and-access
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/nts07-car-ownership-and-access
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/nts08-availability-and-distance-from-key-local-services
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/nts99-travel-by-region-and-area-type-of-residence
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistical-data-sets/nts99-travel-by-region-and-area-type-of-residence

Related information

Other travel surveys in Great Britain. From January 2013, the coverage of the NTS changed to
sample residents of England only. This change was agreed following a public consultation in 2011.
Details of the consultation outcome can be found at:

https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment data/file/230560/

NTSconsultationSummaryofresponses.pdf

Related surveys carried out in other areas of Great Britain which cover similar topics (though do not

use the same collection methods as NTS) include:

Transport Scotland collect personal travel data for residents of Scotland using a one day travel

diary in their Scottish Household Survey:

http://www.transportscotland.gov.uk/statistics/scottish-household-survey-travel-diary-results-all-

editions

In Northern Ireland data are collected via the Travel Survey for Northern Ireland, based on a similar

methodology to the NTS (interview and 7-day travel diary):

https://www.infrastructure-ni.gov.uk/articles/travel-survey-northern-ireland

The Welsh Government collect information on active travel as part of the National Survey for

Wales, although this does not include a travel diary:

http://gov.wales/statistics-and-research/national-survey/

Within England, Transport for London conduct the London Travel Demand Survey for London
residents which is much bigger than the London sample of the NTS (and uses a different data

collection method):

tfl.gov.uk/corporate/publications-and-reports/london-travel-demand-survey

Other transport statistics. In addition to National Travel Survey statistics presented here, DfT and
others publish a range of statistics related to modes of transport - as signposted throughout this
document. Detailed comparisons between the NTS and other sources are not always possible
because of differences in collection, coverage and measurement. However, where the NTS and
other statistics refer to the same phenomenon, a degree of coherence between different sources

can be observed over time, although year-on-year changes can vary.

The full range of statistics published by DfT can be found at https://www.gov.uk/government/

organisations/department-for-transport/about/statistics
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Methodology notes

Strengths and limitations of the NTS

The NTS is a long-running survey which uses a high-quality methodology to collect a broad range
of information on travel behaviours at the England level. The methodology has been broadly
unchanged over several decades meaning that trends can be monitored. Figures are weighted to
be representative of the population. However, like any statistical source, the NTS has its limitations.
For example, as a sample survey resulting figures are estimates with associated sampling error.

In addition, figures below national level require several years data to be combined, and figures for

geographies below regional level cannot be published.

Survey methodology

Since 2002, the Department for Transport has commissioned the National Centre for Social
Research (NatCen) as the contractor for the NTS. Full guidance on the methods used to conduct
the survey, response rates, weighting methodology and survey materials can be found in the
National Travel Survey Technical Report at:

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-travel-survey-2015

A ‘Notes and definitions’ document which includes background to the NTS, response rates, sample
size and standard error information and a full list of definitions can be found at:

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-travel-survey-2015

Sample sizes

These are included in all the individual web tables. As estimates made from a sample survey
depend upon the particular sample chosen, they generally differ from the true values for the
population. This is not usually a problem when considering large samples but may give misleading

information when considering data from small samples, such as cyclists in a particular age group.

A note explaining the methodology used to calculate the 2009 NTS standard errors and tables of
standard errors for selected key statistics are published at:

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/nts-standard-error-quide

As noted under the future plans section, we are currently in the process of developing a process
to produce standard errors for the NTS, updating those published in 2011 using 2009 data. Until
that time, users are advised to use those published standard errors for other years from 2002 as a
general guideline to the confidence of the estimates shown.
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National Statistics

The NTS results are produced to high professional standards set out in the Code of Practice for
Official Statistics. The National Travel Survey was assessed by the UK Statistics Authority against
the Code of Practice and was confirmed as National Statistics in July 2011. Details of ministers and
officials who receive pre-release access to these statistics up to 24 hours before release can be
found in the pre-release access list at:

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-travel-survey-2015

To hear more about DfT statistics publications as they are released please follow us on Twitter via
our @DfTstats account: http://www.twitter.com/DfTstats. TWITTER, TWEET, RETWEET and the
Twitter logo are trademarks of Twitter, Inc. or its affiliates
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Revising the short walk estimates

Details of short walks (that is walks of more than 50 yards and less than one mile) in the 2017
survey were collected on day 1 of the travel diary. As described in the July 2017 bulletin, data for
2016 were based on an experiment to collect short walks data on day 1 for half of the sample, and
day 7 for the other half of the sample. Short walk data for years prior to 2016 were collected on day

7 of the sample.

We had planned to follow up the July 2017 statistical release with a publication containing
reweighted NTS data for short walks from 2002 to 2015. However, we decided to wait until summer
2018 to complete reweighting. This enabled us to consider the new 2017 data as part of that work

and produce a consistent set of walking data from 2002 to 2017.

We have now revised the back series from 2002 to 2015 and the impact is a revision upwards of

20 to 25 short walk trips per person per year. The data were revised by applying an uplift factor to
the short walk weight that increased the probability of reporting short walks on day 7 to match the
probability of reporting them on day 1.

The table below gives the change between the new and revised figures for 2015 for all trips,
walking trips and short walk trips for illustrative purposes. There have been no revisions to figures

for other modes.

Previous| Revised
2015 2015 Change|% change

All modes (per person per year)

Trips 914 934| +20 trips 2.2%

Miles 6,649 6,657| +8 miles 0.1%

Hours 368 372| +4 hours 1.0%
All walk (per person per year)

Trips 200 219| +20 trips 9.9%

Miles 184 192| +8 miles 4.5%

Hours 61 65| +4 hours 6.2%
Short walks (per person per year)

Trips 132 152| +20 trips 15.0%

Miles 78 86| +8 miles 10.7%

Hours 25 29| +4 hours 15.0%

In 2015, the reweighting produced an increase in the average number of trips per person per year
by 2.2%; a negigible increase in the average distance travelled; and a 1% increase in the average
time spent travelling. There was a 10% increase in total walking trips, and a 15% increase in short

walk trips. The revisions for other years produced similar results.
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Total trips per person per year, pre- and post-short walk reweighting:
England, 2002-2017
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The chart above shows the trend from 2002 to 2017 before and after reweighting. There is now
an increase of 2% in the total number of trips between 2015 and 2016 (with a corresponding 11%
increase for all walks and an 18% increase for short walks).

There were more short walks recorded in 2016 than 2015, even when taking into account the
change in methodology. Comparing unweighted figures on a like-for like basis (that is, comparing
short walks trip rates on day 7 for both years), short walk trip rates per person were 15% higher
in 2016 than in 2015. It is not clear why there was this increase. The short walks were recorded in
diaries, but we cannot conclude whether it is a result of people making more short walks because
of a behaviour change, or whether it was an (unknown) consequence of the 2016 experiment.

If it was a product of the experiment in 2016, then we might expect the 2017 short walk figures to
be lower. However, between 2016 and 2017 there was a further increase of 2% in total trips. And

on a like for like basis (that is comparing short walk trip rates on day 1 for both years) short walk
trip rates were 2% higher in 2017 than 2016.
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Question 3 Background Information

Decision - Motion by Councillor Suzanne Bartington

vi.

Decision details

Motion by Councillor Suzanne Bartington

Find out more about this issue

Decision Maker: County Council

Decision status: Recommendations Approved
Is Key decision?: .No :

Is subject to call in?: No,

Decision:
Order of Business .

RESOLVED: nem con to move Agenda Item 18 to Agenda Item 15.

With the consent of Council, Councillor Bartington moved her motion, amended at the suggestion of
Councillor Paul Buckley as follows:

“This Council recognizes our ambition to achieve economic growth whilst improving the health and
wellbeing of communities in Oxfordshire. Active travel provides an effective mechanism to achieve such
goals, with potential to co-deliver multiple social, environmental and economic benefits. This council kas
recognised recognises in LTP4 the importance of investment in sustainable transport and shares the
Government’s Cycling and Walking Investment Strategy ambition to double cycling by 2025. Accepting
Cegnizant-of Andrew Gilligan’s recent recommendations to the National Infrastructure Commission into and
within Oxford, it now wishes to accelerate progress towards this goal. This Council therefore calls upon the
Cabinet Member for Environment to:

Apply Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plans (LCWIPs) to agree a prioritised and costed Strategic
Active Travel Network (SATN), building on work of the Oxfordshire Cycle Network.

Actively seek capital and revenue funding for SATN delivery through local and national sources.

Assess what co-benefits could be gained by allocating a fraction of local transport funds to active travel
infrastructure (e.g. 5 or 10%) following best practice examples.

influence the Planning authorities use of planning powers more proactively and effectively to achieve
beneficial active travel outcomes.

Establish a framework to oversee quality control of all active travel infrastructure projects in accordance
with the Oxfordshire Cycling Design Standards, from inception through planning to implementation,
ensuring all proposals are audited for safety and encouragement of active travel.

Use innovative data sources and technologies to identify active travel patterns and latent demand, and to
monitor and increase effectiveness of interventions.”

The Motion as amended was carried unanimously (49 votes to 0).

Publication date: 12/11/2018
Date of decision: 06/11/2018

https://mycouncil.oxfordshire.gov.uk/ieDecisionDetails.aspx?1d=7325 27/01/2020
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Question 9 Background Information

AMERICAN MILITARY CEMETERY

Overview

Heritage Category:
Park and Garden

Grade:
|

List Entry Number:
1001573

Date first listed:
03-Jan-2002
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Location

The building or site itself may lie within the boundary of more than one authority.
County:
Cambridgeshire

District:
South Cambridgeshire (District Authority)
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Parish:
Madingley

National Grid Reference:
TL 40507 59632

Details

The only permanent American Second World War cemetery in Britain, designed by Perry, Shaw, Hepburn and Dean, Architects and
Olmsted Brothers, landscape architects and dedicated in 1956.

HISTORIC DEVELOPMENT

The American Cemetery is one of twenty four permanent American Second World War cemeteries erected on foreign soil by the
American Battle Monuments Commission. It was established as a temporary military cemetery in 1943 on land donated in perpetuity
by the University of Cambridge and was later selected as the only permanent American Second World War military cemetery in the
British Isles. Following this decision, the architects Perry, Shaw, Hepburn and Dean of Boston, Massachusetts, were commissioned to
design the built elements of the cemetery, which were set within a landscape laid out by Olmsted Brothers, landscape architects of
Brookline, Massachusetts. The site was dedicated in July 1956 and some forty-two per cent of those temporarily interred in England
and Northern Ireland were reinterred at Cambridge. The cemetery holds many of the American servicemen and women who were
crew members of American aircraft during the Second World War, together with those who died in the invasions of North Africa and
France, the remains of in all 3812 individuals. The site remains (2001) in the ownership and management of the American Battle
Monuments Commission.

DESCRIPTION

LOCATION, AREA, BOUNDARIES, LANDFORM, SETTING The American Cemetery is situated ¢ 8km to the west of Cambridge, on the
north side of the A1303 St Neots Road. The ¢ 12.5ha site is bounded to the north by Cambridge Road, which links the villages of
Coton and Madingley, to the west by a track beside Madingley Wood, to the east by farmland, and to the south by the A1303. The
cemetery occupies a rural position on the north slope of a hill which gives extensive views northwards over the surrounding
countryside and towards Ely cathedral, some 22km away, which can be seen on clear days.

ENTRANCES AND APPROACHES The main entrance to the cemetery lies in the south-west corner, beside the Visitors' Centre which is
set back off the A1303. Beside the main gates, a vehicular access drive leads into the boundary woodland to a parking area. In the
north-west corner of the site stand the lower gates to the cemetery, reached from Cambridge Road. From these gates, steps lead up
to the north end of the West Mall.

PRINCIPAL BUILDING The main building on the site is the tall, rectangular Memorial chapel and museum room (listed grade I1*)
situated towards the south-east corner of the site. It is constructed of Portland stone of extremely high quality and has simple lines.
The tall, teakwood doorway faces west over the reflective pool gardens (also listed grade I1*) and has a gable above with a
commemorative inscription. The north wall has five projecting stone piers the full height of the wall, each inscribed with one of the
years from 1941 to 1945, while the south wall carries an inscription and map of the United Kingdom. The Memorial and its facing
garden were designed by Perry, Shaw, Hepburn and Dean between 1952 and 1954, using Hughes and Bicknell of Cambridge as the
local architects executing the project.

OTHER LAND The main entrance beside the Visitors' Centre in the south-west corner gives onto a wide gravel walk leading to the ¢
30m tall flagpole, surrounded by clipped hedges. The flagpole stands on a raised platform with an inscription around its base and
forms the termination of the Mall and Memorial to the east, and the West Mall to the north. From the platform there are good views
north-east over the field of headstones. The West Mall is a wide tarmac walk connecting the flagpole to a curved viewing bastion in
the north-west corner of the site. It is lined by an avenue of Sophora japonica, the Japanese pagoda tree, and is bordered to the west
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by an oak grove which runs along the western boundary of the cemetery, screening service buildings and offices.

On the main axis to the east of the flagpole lies the Court of Honour. This area is reached by wide steps which descend from the
platform into a garden area enclosed by low Portland stone walls to the north and the high Wall of the Missing to the south, which is
inscribed with the names of those lost while serving in Britain during the Second World War. Between the south side of the Wall and
the south boundary is an oak grove which contains areas for parking. Within the garden itself are three long rectangular reflection
pools, bordered by rose beds, which stretch between the flagpole area and the Memorial at the eastern end; along the low northern
boundary wall is a line of hawthorns. The Memorial chapel looks west and behind it, below its eastern facade, is a small enclosed
garden area.

Between the West Mall and the Memorial chapel are the plots of headstones, which stretch between the two in a wide arc. From the
northern end of the West Mall a gravel path runs east and south-east to the Memorial. It follows the curve of the boundary wall, along
which is planted a deep shrub border. Below the boundary wall, to the north and north-east is a plot of land at a lower level,
currently (2001) laid to grass with some shrub areas, which is used for additional parking. The grave plots are arranged in parallel,
curved lines interspersed by gravel paths lined with box hedges occupying the sector between the two.

REFERENCES

Cambridge American Cemetery and Memorial, Visitors" handbook, (American Battle Monuments Commission nd) N Pevsner, The
Buildings of England: Cambridgeshire (1970), p 437

REASONS FOR DESIGNATION The American Military Cemetery is designated at Grade | for the following principal reasons:

“Aunique example of a Post-War Military Cemetery (mid-1950s) of the highest design quality and social importance. * It
commemorates the lives of all US servicemen who perished in Britain in World War Il and contains the remains of over 3800 war
dead. * The landscape design was by Olmsted Brothers, an internationally renowned landscape firm which created a striking and
moving formal design applied to a commemorative landscape, dominated by monumental architecture including a chapel, wall of
remembrance and flagpole. * The uniformity of the individual headstones and their formal arrangement in a regular pattern across a
large area set on lawn contributes an exceptional character, equalled in England by the military cemetery at Brookwood. * The
cemetery survives in excellent condition with components including a variety of high quality structures and a memorial chapel.

Description written: October 2001 Amended: March 2002 Register Inspector: EMP Edited: September 2002 Upgraded: November 2009

Legacy

The contents of this record have been generated from a legacy data system.
Legacy System number:
5033

Legacy System:
Parks and Gardens

Legal

This garden or other land is registered under the Historic Buildings and Ancient Monuments Act 1953 within the Register of Historic
Parks and Gardens by Historic England for its special historic interest.
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Question 9 Background Information

CAMBRIDGE AMERICAN CEMETERY AND
MEMORIAL, CAMBRIDGE, ENGLAND
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The only World War IlI-era American cemetery in England, dedicated in 1956, was designed by Perry, Shaw,
Hepburn & Dean with landscape design by Edmund Whiting of the Olmsted Brothers. The CFA most recently
reviewed a new visitor center for the cemetery in January 2012. (Image credit: ABMC)

Location:
Madingley Road
Coton, Cambridgeshire, United Kingdom
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