REPORT N° 70013473

A6MARR PHASE 1
COMPLEMENTARY AND
MITIGATION MEASURES
CONSULTATION

CONSULTATION REPORT

NOVEMBER 2015




A6MARR PHASE 1
COMPLEMENTARY AND

MITIGATION MEASURES

CONSULTATION

CONSULTATION REPORT
Stockport Council

Project no: Phase 1 Consultation Report
Date: November 2015

WSP | Parsons Brinckerhoff
The Victoria

150-182 The Quays

Salford

Manchester

M30 3SP

Tel: +44 (161) 886 2400
Fax: +44 (161) 886 2401

WWw.wspgroup.com
www.pbworld.com

BWSP

BRINCKERHOFF



TABLE OF CONTENTS

1 INTRODUCTION . ..ottt 1
11 BACKGROUND TO THE CONSULTATION......coiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeceeceeii e 1
1.2 SCHEME SUMMARY ... 1
1.3 STRUCTURE OF THE REPORT ..ottt 2
2 METHODOLOGY ..ottt 4
2.1 CONSULTATION AIMS AND APPROACH ......coiiiiiiieec e 4
2.2 AUDIENCE ..ot 4
2.3 TIMESCALES ... e e 4
2.4 AWARENESS RAISING ... e 4
2.5 METHODS OF CONSULTATION.... ittt 5
2.6 APPROACH TO ANALYSIS ... e 7
3 CONSULTATION RESPONSE .......oootiiiii e 8
3.1 NUMBER OF RESPONSES / EVENT ATTENDANCE ........ccocccviiiiiiiiiieeeen, 8
3.2 EXHIBITION. ... e e 8
3.3 GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENTS........cooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii, 9
3.4 SOCIO-DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS OF RESPONDENTS.............. 9
3.5 PETITIONS ... e e 11
3.6 PRESS COVERAGE ... 12
4 CONSULTATION FEEDBACK: A6 HIGH LANE VILLAGE........ 13
4.1 INTRODUCTION. .. .ottt e e e 13
4.2 COMMENTS RECEIVED ...cooiiiiiiiii e 13
5 CONSULTATION FEEDBACK: A6 BETWEEN HIGH LANE
VILLAGE AND THE NEW A6 DIVERSION AT NORBURY
HOLLOW ...t 16
5.1 INTRODUCTION. .. .ottt e e e 16
5.2 COMMENTS RECEIVED ....cooiiiiiiiiii e 16
6 CONSULTATION FEEDBACK: WINDLEHURST ROAD........... 18
6.1 INTRODUCTION. ...ttt e e e 18
6.2 COMMENTS RECEIVED ....oooiiiiiiiiiici e 18
7 CONSULTATION FEEDBACK: TORKINGTON ROAD AND
THREAPHURST LANE ... 20
7.1 INTRODUCTION. ...ttt e e e e e 20
7.2 COMMENTS RECEIVED ....cooiiiiiiii e 20
ABMARR Phase 1 Complementary and Mitigation Measures Consultation WSP | Parsons Brinckerhoff
Stockport Council Phase 1 Consultation Report

November 2015



8 CONSULTATION FEEDBACK: A6 BUXTON ROAD

BETWEEN NORBURY HOLLOW AND CARLTON PLACE......22
8.1 INTRODUCTION. ..ttt e et e et e e et e e e et e aeeaaaaaes 22
8.2 COMMENTS RECEIVED ....couiiiiii e 22
9 CONSULTATION FEEDBACK: OTHER LOCATIONS. .............. 24
9.1 INTRODUCTION. ..ttt e et e et e e e e e e e et e e eeaaaaaes 24
9.2 COMMENTS RECEIVED ..o 24
10 STAKEHOLDER COMMENTS ....ccooovviierrecieeiseeseeees e, 26
1 SUMMARY .....oovorieieeeeseese s, 28

APPENDICES

APPENDIX A SMBC PLANNING CONDITIONS

APPENDIX B INDICATIVE COMPLEMENTARY AND MITIGATION MEASURES
AREA

APPENDIX C CONSULTATION LETTER DROP AREA

APPENDIX D HIGH LANE RESIDENTS ASSOCIATION REPORT

APPENDIX E WINDLEHURST AREA LIVING STREETS, LOCAL POLICE AND
STOCKPORT COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

APPENDIX F CONSULTATION LETTER

APPENDIX G RESPONSE FORM

APPENDIX H FIGURES

APPENDIX | PRESS ARTICLE (20.07.2015)

APPENDIX J FULL TABLES OF TOPICS RAISED IN COMMENTS RECEIVED

APPENDIX K STAKEHOLDER CORRESPONDENCE

ABMARR Phase 1 Complementary and Mitigation Measures Consultation WSP | Parsons Brinckerhoff

Stockport Council

Phase 1 Consultation Report
November 2015



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

From June 29" to July 31% 2015, Stockport Council consulted on the mitigation measures proposed to
manage predicted changes to traffic flows through High Lane and along Torkington Road and
Threaphurst Lane, Hazel Grove as a result of the A6 to Manchester Airport Relief Road (A6MARR).
This first phase of consultation sought to gain feedback from local residents and stakeholders by way of
response forms and an exhibition to inform the development of the proposals.

Once the package of mitigation measures has been developed, a second phase of consultation will be
undertaken to gain feedback on the detailed proposals.

A number of techniques were used to ensure that residents, businesses and stakeholders who may be
interested in or affected by the proposals were aware of the consultation, and a range of consultation
methods were used to ensure that all individuals with an interest in the proposals had an opportunity to
provide their comments.

A comprehensive log of all verbatim comments made during the consultation has been collated to assist
in responding to comments and developing the designs of the complementary and mitigation measures
by the project team.

This report sets out the level and methods of response during the consultation. It also summarises the
comments made about the following areas via the various response mechanisms:

A6 through High Lane village;

A6 between High Lane Village and the new A6 diversion at Norbury Hollow;

Windlehurst Road;

Torkington Road and Threaphurst Lane; and

2 2 20 2\ Z

A6 between Norbury Hollow and Carlton Place.

The report also summarises the comments made about other issues / locations outside of the original,
indicative complementary and mitigation measures area (as above) and the stakeholder comments
received in response to the consultation.

The comments received have been broadly categorised into the following topics:

- Pedestrian facilities;

- Cycling facilities;

- Managing traffic flow; or

- Public transport.

The specific nature and quantification of comments within the above topics have also been identified for
each area, including:

Traffic calming / road safety;

Suggested speed limit and existing traffic speeds;
Parking;

Congestion;

HGVs; and

Rat-running.

N2 2 2 20 2 2
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1 INTRODUCTION

11 BACKGROUND TO THE CONSULTATION

1.11 The A6 to Manchester Airport Relief Road (A6MARR) is predicted to result in changes to traffic
flows in the local area. To manage these predicted changes in traffic flows, a number of
complementary and mitigation measures were identified. The AGMARR project team agreed that
each local authority would develop appropriate measures in accordance with planning conditions
(Appendix A). The Network Management team in Stockport is leading on this and has
commenced work looking at issues and possible mitigation strategies for the areas identified in
Stockport.

1.1.2 From June 29" to July 31%' 2015, Stockport Council consulted on the mitigation measures
proposed to manage predicted changes to traffic flows through High Lane and along Torkington
Road and Threaphurst Lane, Hazel Grove as a result of the AGMARR. The consultation also
sought views on the proposals for the existing section of the A6 Buxton Road that will be
bypassed by a new re-aligned section of the A6 as part of the AGMARR scheme.

1.1.3 This first phase of consultation sought to gain feedback from local residents and stakeholders by
way of response forms and an exhibition to inform the development of the proposals. Responses
to the consultation were accepted up to 11" August 2015.

1.14 A plan showing the indicative area covered by the mitigation measures can be found at Appendix
B. It should be noted that the area shown on the plan is not definitive and is subject to change
following the outcome of the consultation and further development of the mitigation measures.

1.15 Once the package of mitigation measures has been developed, a second phase of consultation
will be undertaken to gain feedback on the detailed proposals.

1.2 SCHEME SUMMARY
HIGH LANE MITIGATION MEASURES

1.21 Mitigation measures are required in High Lane to manage the increase in traffic as a result of the
ABMARR, in particular to limit the increase in traffic along the A6 through High Lane and Disley to
11-16%.

1.2.2 The Transport Assessment for the ABMARR details proposals to manage the increase in traffic

and improve facilities for pedestrians and cyclists in High Lane, including:

- Better management of traffic flows at the A6 Buxton Road/ Windlehurst Road junction through
a local junction improvement scheme;

— Limiting the attractiveness of the A6 to longer distance traffic which would otherwise switch
from other cross-county routes with the AGMARR in place, through a combination of gateway
treatments and reduced speed limits;

- Cycle lanes on sections of the A6 between Hazel Grove and New Mills Newtown where
practicable;

- A new pedestrian refuge on the A6 Buxton Road at Wellington Road;

- A new traffic signal controlled crossing on the A6 Buxton Road outside the Church/ War
memorial in High Lane;
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- New uncontrolled pedestrian crossings with refuge islands on Windlehurst Road;

- A new pedestrian refuge on the A6 Buxton Road West outside Lyme Park to link bus stops
and the park entrance; and

- A new cycle link between Disley and High Lane/Poynton through Lyme Park.

1.2.3 It should be noted that not all these measures are within Stockport or being delivered by
Stockport Council as Complimentary and Mitigation Measures within Cheshire East and
Derbyshire will be delivered by their respective Councils.

1.24 The above potential measures set out within the Transport Assessment are being considered
along with other potential measures as the project team develops the detail of the proposals.

TORKINGTON ROAD & THREAPHURST LANE MITIGATION MEASURES

1.25 The traffic modelling has identified a potential risk that completion of the A6BMARR scheme could
lead to some traffic re-routing from the A6 between Offerton, Marple and south-east of the new
ABMARR junction to ‘country lanes’ such as the unclassified Torkington Road and Threaphurst
Lane.

1.2.6 In order to mitigate this potential risk, the Transport Assessment recommends that both
Torkington Road and Threaphurst Lane are designated as ‘Quiet Lanes’. Quiet Lanes are minor
rural roads, typically ‘C’ or unclassified routes, which have been designated by the local highway
authority to pay special attention to the needs of walkers, cyclists, horse riders and other
vulnerable road users, and to offer protection from speeding traffic. Cars and other motorised
vehicles are not banned from Quiet Lanes; the use of Quiet Lanes is shared.

1.2.7 Measures such as lower speed limits and discrete road signs aim to encourage drivers to slow
down and be considerate to more vulnerable users who can in turn use and enjoy country lanes in
greater safety, with less threat from speeding traffic. The setting of any lower speed limit may
require the implementation of physical measures to make it self-enforcing.

1.2.8 As with the measures for High Lane, the above potential measures set out within the Transport
Assessment are being considered along with other potential measures as the project team
develops the detail of the proposals.

A6 BUXTON ROAD FROM NORBURY HOLLOW TO CARLTON PLACE

1.2.9 A new realigned section of the A6 (approximately 1km in length) from Norbury Hollow to Carlton
Place (just east of Hazel Grove Police Station) will be introduced as part of the A6 to Manchester
Airport Relief Road. The existing Buxton Road will be on a bridge which the new Relief Road will
pass under. The new bridge will be for pedestrians, cyclists, buses and equestrians only,
therefore, there will be no through traffic on the existing section of Buxton Road in this area;
general traffic will be permitted for access only from either end and not allowed over the bridge.
As a result of the removal of though traffic on this section of Buxton Road, we are looking to
develop proposals that will improve the section of road for local residents, businesses,
pedestrians, cyclists and bus users and equestrians.

1.3 STRUCTURE OF THE REPORT
The structure of this report is as follows:
- In Chapter 2, the methodology undertaken as part of the consultation is presented;

- In Chapter 3, the consultation response is analysed and presented,;

- In Chapters 4 to 8, a summary of the open response feedback comments on the areas
identified above is presented;
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- Chapter 9 presents open response feedback comments on other locations; and

- Chapter 10 summarises the key findings from the consultation.
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2 METHODOLOGY

2.1 CONSULTATION AIMS AND APPROACH
2.1.1 The consultation is being undertaken in two phases. The primary objectives of each stage are to:

- Phase 1: Gain feedback from the local community and key stakeholders to understand
existing issues and resident’s concerns in relation to the potential increase in traffic in High
Lane as a result of the ABMARR, and inform the development of the designs for the mitigation
measures; and

- Phase 2: Gain feedback from the local community and key stakeholders on the designs for

the proposed mitigation measures.
2.1.2 Specifically, this first stage in the consultation is intended to:

- Ensure that individuals with an interest in or who may be affected by the proposals have an
opportunity to provide their input to developing schemes;

-~ Identify design constraints; and

- Gather feedback to inform the development of designs that seek to address the concerns and
meet the needs of the local community and stakeholders.

2.1.3 The feedback received during this first stage of consultation will be considered by Stockport
Council as part of the decision making process when developing the detail of the mitigation
measure designs.

2.2 AUDIENCE
221 Through the consultation, the main groups that have been engaged with are:

- Residents and businesses in the affected area; and

- Key local stakeholders such as business organisations, special interest groups and
politicians, including High Lane Resident’s Association and Windlehurst Area Living Streets.

2.3 TIMESCALES

2.3.1 The consultation was open for a five week period from 29" June to the 31% July. Responses to
the consultation were accepted up to 11" August 2015.

2.3.2 Additional responses received after 11" August 2015 will continue to be considered but are not
reported within this document,

2.4 AWARENESS RAISING

2.4.1 This consultation focussed on capturing feedback from residents, businesses and stakeholders
who may be interested in or affected by the proposals. A number of techniques were used to
ensure that these parties were aware of the consultation, as detailed below.
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2.4.2

2.4.3

244

2.4.5

2.5

251

252

253

254

LETTER DROP

A letter was delivered to a total of 2,763 properties in the High Lane/ Hazel Grove area. The letter
drop area was defined to ensure all of those residents and businesses potentially affected by the
proposals had an opportunity to provide their comments. A plan of the letter drop area is included
at Appendix C.

POSTER IN HIGH LANE VILLAGE HALL

High Lane Village Hall was provided with a poster to place on their notice board to make any
visitors to the hall aware of the consultation and associated public exhibition taking place there.

NOTIFICATION ON SEMMMS AND STOCKPORT COUNCIL WEBSITES

A ‘latest news’ item was placed on the main A6 to Manchester Airport Relief Road website
(www.semmms.info) providing details of the consultation and a link to the consultation web page.
This ensured that individuals following the progress of the scheme via the website were made
aware of the consultation.

A notification was also placed on the ‘Events’ section of Stockport Council’s website to broaden
the audience of the message and raise awareness of the consultation among the wider Stockport
community.

METHODS OF CONSULTATION

A range of consultation methods were used to ensure that all individuals with an interest in the
proposals had an opportunity to provide their comments. The methods used are detailed below.

STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT

Engagement with stakeholder groups has been an important method of gathering feedback on the
scheme proposals. Through written correspondence the project team has sought the views of key
groups including residents, interest groups and local businesses. The stakeholder groups with
which contact has been made included:

- Local Paliticians;

- Public Transport Operators;

- Freight organisations; and

- Interest and Residents’ Groups;

High Lane Residents Association submitted a report setting out its views on the High Lane

mitigation proposals which is being considered as part of the consultation. The report is included
at Appendix D and summarised at Chapter 10.

A meeting took place on 14™ July 2015 which was arranged by councillors and attended by
Windlehurst Area Living Streets, local police and Stockport Council representatives. Minutes of
the meeting are included at Appendix E and the key points discussed are summarised at
Chapter 10.
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LETTER

As detailed in paragraph 2.4.2, a letter was delivered to properties in the area expected to be
affected by the proposals. The letter included:
- Summary background information about the complementary and mitigation measures;

- How to find out more about the proposals, recognising that the letter provided only an
overview;

- Details of the consultation exhibition; and

- Mechanisms to respond to the consultation.

A copy of the letter is provided at Appendix F.

RESPONSE FORM

An online response form was provided via a link on the project website which sought the following
feedback:

- Views on the mitigation measures set out within the Transport Assessment, suggestions for
any changes to the mitigation measures already proposed or alternative mitigation measures
that would benefit High Lane.

- Views on the types of measures that could be introduced to identify Torkington Road and
Threaphurst Lane as ‘Quiet Lanes’ or any other suggestions to mitigate the impact of
increased levels of traffic on these routes.

- Views on suggested improvements for the Norbury Hollow to Carlton Place section of Buxton
Road that could include, for example, changes to on-street parking arrangements or improved
facilities for cyclists, pedestrians and buses.

- Respondent gender, age, disability and postcode information to capture the profile of
respondents.

In addition, paper response forms (containing the same questions as the online response form)
were provided at the exhibition and upon request via the telephone helpline. A FREEPOST
address was set up to receive paper response forms and other written correspondence.

A copy of the response form is included in Appendix G.

WEBSITE

A project information website www.semmms.info/a6/complementarytrafficmeasures/smbc/ was
created to provide:

- further details on the proposals;
- alink to the online response form; and

- information on how people can get involved in the consultation.

The website was a key information source for the consultation and was signposted in all
consultation and promotional material.

Specifically the website provided additional information including:

- Background to the consultation;
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2.5.13

2.6

2.6.1

2.6.2

2.6.3

2.6.4

2.6.5

2.6.6

- A plan showing the indicative area under consideration;

- An extract from the AGMARR Transport Assessment showing how traffic flows are expected
to change in the area with the scheme in place;

- Alink to the A6BMARR Transport Assessment for more detailed information about the
predicted traffic impact of the scheme.

EXHIBITION

An exhibition for was held on 1% July 2015 from 3pm to 7.30pm in High Lane Village Hall. The
purpose of the exhibition was to provide an opportunity for local residents, businesses and
stakeholders to view the proposals, speak with members of the project team and provide their
comments. Attendees were encouraged to use provide their feedback during the exhibition in the
following ways:

- Completing a hard copy response form;
- Making their comments on the plans with ‘post-it notes’; and/or

- Discussions with team members who noted down comments from members of the public of
on feedback forms.

APPROACH TO ANALYSIS

Response forms submitted online were automatically entered into a database to a pre-defined
variable specification for all ‘closed questions’ (i.e. where a list of options was provided for the
respondent to choose the most appropriate answer). The hard copy (paper) response forms
received were subject to a manual data entry exercise, using the same data map as that for the
online responses to assign numerical values to all data contained within the form (e.g. yes=1,
no=2).

All data was double entered to ensure a high level of accuracy. The databases for the hard copy
and online response forms were merged to create one complete data file.

Since responses to the consultation are self-selected, the findings cannot be said to be
representative of the total population within the scope of the study area, and therefore standard
parametric statistical analysis cannot be applied to the data.

ANALYSIS OF VERBATIM COMMENTS

A comprehensive log of all verbatim comments made during the consultation has been collated.
The purpose of the comments log is to record all comments received in a single database to
assist in responding to comments and developing the designs of the complementary and
mitigation measures by the project team.

The comments collated include those provided through all of the response methods used in the
consultation. In order to quantify the type of comments that have been made, the comments log
categories the comments by topic (e.g. cycling, road safety).

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

The report provided by High Lane Residents Association and included at Appendix D will also be
used to enable consideration of the greater detail therein.
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3 CONSULTATION RESPONSE

3.1 NUMBER OF RESPONSES / EVENT ATTENDANCE

3.1.1 This section sets out the level and methods of response and number of attendees at the
consultation event. Table 3.1 below summarises the interaction via the various methods of
consultation.

Table 3.1: Consultation Interaction
NO.OF CONTACTS/

RESPONDENTS

Online Response Forms* 106
Paper Response Forms* 46
Exhibition Comment** 9
Exhibition Post-It** 129
Emails* 17
Telephone calls* 3
Other (email, phone, misc.)* 7
Unique Visitors to the Website*** 1,599
Attendance at exhibition** 254
*to end of 11" August 2015
**High Lane Village Hall, 1* July 2015
=0 24" August 2015

3.1.2 Responses to the consultation included within the analysed dataset consider 317 representations.

Exhibition comments were received by way of response sheets at the event, while miscellaneous
responses were by way of letters, photographs, annotated plans and notes.

3.1.3 It is acknowledged that the dataset may include multiple responses from individuals via the
different response mechanisms.

3.2 EXHIBITION

3.2.1 A public exhibition took place between 1530-1930hrs on 1° July 2015 at High Lane Village Hall. A
total of 254 people signed in at the event.

3.2.2 However, as not all attendees are expected to have signed in, it is estimated that 25% more than
this were in attendance. Therefore, it is considered that approximately 320 people attended the
exhibition.

3.2.3 Figure H.1 at Appendix H presents the home locations of those who signed in at the exhibition.

As shown, it was comprehensively attended by High Lane village residents and residents of
Torkington Lane, Torkington Road and Threaphurst Lane. The exhibition is also shown to have
been attended by a small number of Hawk Green, Marple residents.

3.2.4 A notably high proportion of attendees were Windlehurst Road, High Lane residents, with a high
proportion of attendees also residents of Windermere Road, Bowfell Drive, Dovedale Close,
Meadway / South Meadway to the north of the A6 and Alderdale Drive, Cromley Road and
Chatsworth Road to the south of the A6.
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GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENTS

The online and paper forms requested that respondents provide their home postcode. Not all
respondents that submitted a form provided a postcode, with 129 (85%) out of 152 providing it in
full.

Figure H.2 at Appendix H presents the home post codes of those who provided it in full in their
response form.

As shown by Figure H.2, there is a fairly comprehensive distribution of form responses across
High Lane itself, with a small number of responses from further afield including Hazel Grove,

Marple and Romiley. A notably high proportion of respondents are from Windlehurst Road, High
Lane residents.

SOCIO-DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS OF RESPONDENTS

The online and paper forms also requested that respondents provide their gender. Of the 152
respondents 79 (52%) were from males and 53 (35%) were from females. The remaining 20
(13%) stated they preferred not to or did not answer.

Respondent gender is illustrated in Figure 3.1 below.

Figure 3.1: Respondent Gender

9%

4%

52%

35%

n=152

m Male Female Prefer not to answer m No answer

Furthermore, the online and paper forms requested that respondents provide their age. The
respondent age information is illustrated in Figure 3.2 below, alongside the 2011 Census data for
the age of usual residents of the Super Output Area Middle Layer ‘Stockport 038’ (within which
High Lane lies) for comparison purposes.
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Figure 3.2: Respondent Age
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3.4.4 As shown by Figure 3.2 the 45-54, 55-64 and 65+ age groups were well represented in the
consultation making up 33 (22%), 35 (23%) and 44 (29%) of the 152 form responses respectively.
3.4.5 There is a lower response from younger age groups; 4 (3%) of the 152 responses were from 25-
34 year olds and 13 (9%) were from 35-44 year olds. No respondents were under the age of
25.This is compared to the 22% of the Census data being under 25 years old, 6% 25-34 year olds
and 12% 35-44 year olds. Overall, when comparing the respondent age profile with the 2011
Census it is evident that the respondents are older than the population in the consultation. This is
particularly notable when comparing the proportion of respondents aged under 25 with the
Census data.
3.4.6 The remaining 23 (15%) respondents stated they preferred not to or did not answer.
3.4.7 The online and paper forms received are considered to be reasonably representative of High
Lane with respect to age with the exception of those up to the age of 34.
3.4.8 The online and paper forms requested that respondents indicate whether they have a disability or
long term illness. Of the 152 responses 15 (10%) identified having a disability or long term iliness
and 111 (73%) identified not having a disability or long term illness. The remaining 26 (17%)
stated they preferred not to or did not answer.
3.4.9 This is illustrated in Figure 3.3 below.
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Figure 3.3: Respondent Disability / Long Term lliness information
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3.4.10 Information extracted and analysed through the online and paper forms with regards to
respondents’ relationship to High Lane / Hazel Grove is summarised in Figure 3.4.

Figure 3.4: Respondent Relationship to High Lane / Hazel Grove
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3.4.11 As shown in Figure 3.4 a large proportion of respondents live in High Lane (118 of 152), with a
reasonable amount regularly travelling through High Lane / Hazel Grove (72 / 78 of 152
respectively). It should be noted that respondents were able to provide more than one answer to
this question.

3.4.12 A small amount of respondents live in Hazel Grove (14 of 152) and/or work in High Lane / Hazel
Grove (5/ 2 of 152 respectively) reflecting the residential nature of the area.

3.5 PETITIONS

3.5.1 Two petitions have been received in response to the consultation as detailed below. Stockport
Council’s Demaocratic services were made aware of the petitions.
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3.5.2 A total of 49 cards were received stating the following:

“the proposals for mitigation on Windlehurst Road and the surrounding area are NOT
ENOUGH. Please reconsider”.

3.5.3 A total of 865 signatures, one of which from the Headteacher of Windlehurst Primary School
supported a petition stating the following:

“Threaphurst Lane is situated in Hazel Grove on the border with High Lane village, close
to Middlewood Way. It is a narrow, winding rural lane with no pavements and is regularly
used by cyclists, horse riders and walkers.

We, the residents and recreational users (and our supporters) of Threaphurst Lane,
consider that the current volume, speed and type of vehicular traffic using the lane is
inappropriate and potentially dangerous.

Our aim is to reduce the speed of motor vehicles, discourage excessively large vehicles
and thus promote safer conditions for horse riding, cycling, walking and driving for all
users, and to protect the character and tranquillity of the lane.

Accordingly, we call upon Stockport MBC to make the lane safer for all users by reducing
the current 30mph speed limit to 20mph and limiting it to access only.”

3.6 PRESS COVERAGE

3.6.1 A press article regarding the consultation was published in the Stockport Express and the
Manchester Evening News online on 20" July 2015, with the headline “Airport relief road will
have a devastating effect on High Lane, residents say“. A copy of the article is provided at
Appendix I.
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4 CONSULTATION FEEDBACK: A6 HIGH
LANE VILLAGE

4.1 INTRODUCTION

4.1.1 This section summarises the comments made about the A6 through High Lane village by
members of the public via the consultation response form, exhibition or other response
mechanisms.

4.1.2 A total of 426 comments were made with regards to this area.

4.2 COMMENTS RECEIVED

4.2.1 Topics arising in 10 or more of the comments received regarding the A6 through High Lane
village are summarised in Table 4.1 below. The full table of topics raised is included at Appendix
J.

Table 4.1: Comments Received

TOPIC NO. COMMENTS
Managing traffic flow 133
Pedestrian facilities 89
Public transport facilities 80
Traffic calming / road safety 70
Cycling facilities 61
Public transport stop / station 53
Parking 36
HGVs 36
Suggested speed limit 22
Congestion 22
Existing traffic speed 20
Public transport service 20
Air quality 14
Shared space 12
Rat-running 12
Maintenance (road surface,

. 12
vegetation)
Noise 12
Additional bypasses 12
Road surface 11

4.2.2 It should be noted that some comments have been categorised as raising more than one topic.
4.2.3 As shown by Table 4.1, the management of traffic through the village is evidently a key issue with

a large number of A6 through High Lane village comments made regarding ‘managing traffic flow’
and/or ‘traffic calming / road safety’. ‘Pedestrian facilities’, ‘cycling facilities’ and ‘public transport
facilities’, specifically ‘public transport stop / station’ were also frequently mentioned in the
comments.
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4.2.4 The above analysis has sought to identify the nature and quantify the comments made. Some of
the key issues raised in the comments include:
- Pedestrian Facilities

= Mixed views regarding the provision of pedestrian crossing facilities adjacent to the St
Thomas’ Church and elsewhere. There are calls for additional crossing points to relieve
severance and slow traffic, but there are also many statements suggesting there are
enough crossing points already and traffic should not be slowed any further;

= Support for footway widening at various locations along the A6 including adjacent to The
Red Lion Public House on the south side and all along the north side;

= Support for concept of shared space / improved public realm / residential feel;

= Suggestion for improved pedestrian facilities away from A6 (including to/along Middlewood
Way, the canal and Lyme Park);

= Car parking and street furniture is impeding pedestrian movement; and
= Existing footway condition is poor.
- Cycling Facilities

= Mixed views regarding the accommodation of cyclists on shared footway / cycleways.
There are calls for their implementation, but there are also statements suggesting there is
enough cycle provision already, shared footway / cycleways are dangerous and traffic
should not be slowed any further (through carriageway narrowing);

= Mixed views regarding the provision of (clearly defined) on-carriageway / segregated cycle
lanes. There are calls for their implementation, but there are also statements suggesting
there is enough cycle provision already, cycling along the A6 is inappropriate and traffic
should not be slowed any further (through reducing motor vehicles’ available road space);

= Cycle routes / lanes should be connected / continuous; and
= Concern about unsafe / inappropriate behaviour of cyclists.
- Managing Traffic Flow

= Substantial support for the improvement / alteration of the A6 / Windlehurst Road junction
(with suggestion to use land outside of highway boundary);

= Mixed views regarding the improvement / alteration of various A6 junctions;

= Mixed views regarding the disruption of A6 traffic flow. There are suggestions to create
gaps for side road traffic, but also statements calling for free-flow conditions with minimal
traffic signal control;

= Suggestions to prevent A6 traffic using rat-runs such as Park Road / Hartington Road,
Andrew Lane, Threaphurst Lane and Torkington Road,;

= Speed management and enforcement (with support and objection to reduction of speed
limit through the village to 20mph);

= Parking management and enforcement, including comments suggesting that the existing
restrictions be enforced and footway parking be removed, and/or parking on the A6 be
encouraged to slow the flow of traffic;

= Support for the concept of shared space / improved public realm / residential feel; and

= Support for the concept of introducing vehicle width / weight restrictions along the A6 and
surrounding roads.

- Public Transport

= Substantial support for increased bus services / frequency / stops, including an extension
of the 192 route, an increased frequency / capacity on the 199 route and more services to
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Hazel Grove / Marple / Glossop / New Mills / Hayfield (including a shuttle to the park and
ride);

= Support for real time bus information at bus stops; and

= Substantial support for improved access to Middlewood Railway Station / a new railway
station with improved train services to Stockport and Manchester.

- Other

= Road surface maintenance / materials, including comments about the existing surface
being poor and suggesting the use of alternative materials, such as noise reducing or to
enhance the residential feel of the area;

= Support for additional / extended bypass routes such as High Lane / Disley bypass and
linking to M60 at Bredbury / Stockport;

= Concern about economic impact of traffic increase on High Lane (businesses);

= Suggestions for the area of mitigation-focus, including widening to include rat-runs such as
Park Road / Hartington Road and Andrew Lane;

= Concern about air quality impact; and

= Concern about noise levels.
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CONSULTATION FEEDBACK: A6
BETWEEN HIGH LANE VILLAGE AND THE
NEW A6 DIVERSION AT NORBURY
HOLLOW

51 INTRODUCTION

5.1.1 This section summarises the comments made about the A6 between High Lane Village and the
new A6 diversion at Norbury Hollow by members of the public via the consultation response form,
exhibition or other response mechanisms.

5.1.2 A total of 210 comments were made with regards to this area.

5.2 COMMENTS RECEIVED

5.2.1 Topics arising in 10 or more of the comments received regarding the A6 between High Lane
Village and the new A6 diversion at Norbury Hollow are summarised in Table 5.1 below. The full
table of topics raised is included at Appendix J.

Table 5.1: Comments Received

TOPIC NO. COMMENTS
Managing traffic flow 74
Pedestrian facilities 37
Cycling facilities 37
Public transport facilities 34
Traffic calming / road safety 19
Suggested speed limit 15
Public transport stop / station 13
Parking 11
Congestion 10

5.2.2 It should be noted that some comments have been categorised as raising more than one topic.

5.2.3 As shown by Table 5.1, a large proportion of A6 between High Lane Village and the new A6
diversion at Norbury Hollow comments were regarding ‘managing traffic flow’, ‘traffic calming /
road safety’ and/or ‘suggested speed limit'. Non-car modes of travel are also frequently
mentioned, with a notable number of comments regarding ‘pedestrian facilities’, ‘cycling facilities’
and ‘public transport facilities’, including ‘public transport stop / station’.

5.2.4 The above analysis has sought to identify the nature and quantify the comments made. Many of
the comments reflect those made regarding the A6 through High Lane Village. Some of the key
issues raised in the comments for this section of the A6 include:

- Pedestrian Facilities
= Mixed views regarding the provision of pedestrian crossing facilities along A6, including at
new junction with Newbury Hollow. There are calls for additional crossing points, but there
are also statements suggesting there are enough crossing points already, traffic should not
be slowed any further and pedestrian activity here is minimal;
ABMARR Phase 1 Complementary and Mitigation Measures Consultation WSP | Parsons Brinckerhoff
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= Some support for footway widening along the A6, more so for regular pruning of vegetation
to maintain the existing width;

= Some support for concept of shared space / improved public realm / residential feel; and

= Suggestion for improved pedestrian facilities away from A6 (including to/along Middlewood
Way).

- Cycling Facilities

= Mixed views regarding the accommodation of cyclists on shared footway / cycleways
and/or provision of (clearly defined) on-carriageway / segregated cycle lanes. There are
calls for their implementation, but there are also statements suggesting there is enough
cycle provision already;

= Cycle routes / lanes should be connected / continuous;

= Connection to (and improvement of) Middlewood Way; and

= Concern about unsafe / inappropriate behaviour of cyclists.
- Managing Traffic Flow

= Speed management and enforcement (with some support and several objections to
reduction of speed limit from 40mph to 30mph outside of village); and

= Parking management and enforcement, with suggestion to remove parking from the A6.
- Public Transport

= Support for increased bus services / frequency / stops, including an extension of the 192
route, an increased frequency / capacity on the 199 route and more services to Hazel
Grove / Marple / Glossop / New Mills / Hayfield (including a shuttle to the park and ride);
and

= Substantial support for improved access to Middlewood Railway Station / a new railway
station with improved train services to Stockport and Manchester.

- Other

= Additional / extended bypass routes such as High Lane / Disley bypass and linking to M60
at Bredbury / Stockport;

= Concern about air quality impact; and

= Concern about noise levels.
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6 CONSULTATION FEEDBACK:
WINDLEHURST ROAD

6.1 INTRODUCTION

6.1.1 This section summarises the comments made about Windlehurst Road by members of the public
via the consultation response form, exhibition or other response mechanisms.

6.1.2 A total of 327 comments were made with regards to this area.
6.2 COMMENTS RECEIVED
6.2.1 Topics arising in 10 or more of the comments received regarding Windlehurst Road are

summarised in Table 6.1 below. The full table of topics raised is included at Appendix J.

Table 6.1: Comments Received

TOPIC NO. COMMENTS

Managing traffic flow 132

Traffic calming / road safety 63

Pedestrian facilities 61

Public transport facilities 48

Cycling facilities 40

HGVs 34

Suggested speed limit 30

Existing traffic speed 26

Parking 23
6.2.2 It should be noted that some comments have been categorised as raising more than one topic.
6.2.3 As shown by Table 6.1, the management of traffic along Windlehurst Road is evidently a key

issue with a large number of comments made regarding ‘managing traffic flow' and/or ‘traffic
calming / road safety’ and several comments regarding ‘HGVs’, ‘suggested speed limit’ and/or
‘existing traffic speed’. A number of comments were also made regarding ‘pedestrian facilities’,
‘public transport facilities’ and ‘cycling facilities’.

6.2.4 The above analysis has sought to identify the nature and quantify the comments made. Some of
the key issues raised in the comments include:

- Pedestrian Facilities

= Mixed views regarding the provision of pedestrian crossing facilities along Windlehurst
Road, including adjacent to the park / Windlehurst Methodist Church and Doodfield Stores.
There are calls for additional crossing points, but there are also statements suggesting
there are enough crossing points already, traffic should not be slowed any further and
parking could be obstructed;

= Support for footway widening at various locations along Windlehurst Road, including
adjacent to Doodfield Stores and between Andrew Lane and the A6; and

= Some support for concept of shared space / improved public realm / residential feel.
- Cycling Facilities

= Mixed views regarding the accommodation of cyclists on shared footway / cycleways
and/or provision of on-carriageway / segregated cycle lanes. There are calls for their
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implementation, but there are also statements suggesting there is not room for them and
making room would obstruct motor vehicles;

- Managing Traffic Flow

= As identified in Chapter 4, substantial support for the improvement / alteration of the A6 /
Windlehurst Road junction and shuttle working signals at Windlehurst Road canal bridge;

= Speed management and enforcement (with significant support for reduction of speed limit,
but mixed views on the implementation of speed bumps), with several comments
suggesting an existing speeding issue;

= Parking management and enforcement, with suggestions to remove / restrict on-street /
footway parking;

= Support for the concept of shared space / improved public realm / residential feel; and

= Support for extending / enforcing vehicle width / weight restriction to include between
Andrew Lane and the A6.

- Public Transport

= Generally support for increased bus services / frequency in the area, including an
extension of the 192 route, an increased frequency on the 199 route and more services to
Hazel Grove / Marple / Stockport. However comments are also made suggesting there is
enough / too much public transport provision already, and that Windlehurst Road is
inappropriate for buses.

- Other
= Additional / extended bypass routes such as linking to M60 at Bredbury / Stockport;
= Concern about air quality impact; and
= Concern about noise levels.
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7 CONSULTATION FEEDBACK:
TORKINGTON ROAD AND
THREAPHURST LANE

7.1 INTRODUCTION

7.1.1 This section summarises the comments made about Torkington Road and Threaphurst Lane by
members of the public via the consultation response form, exhibition or other response
mechanisms.

7.1.2 A total of 114 comments were made with regards to Torkington Road and 100 with regards to

Threaphurst Lane.

7.2 COMMENTS RECEIVED

7.2.1 Topics arising in 10 or more of the comments received regarding Torkington Road and
Threaphurst Lane are summarised in Tables 7.1 and 7.2 respectively below. The full table of
topics raised is included at Appendix J. It should be noted that some comments have been
categorised as raising more than one topic.

Table 7.1: Comments Received — Torkington Road

TOPIC NO. COMMENTS
Traffic calming / road safety 39
Managing traffic flow 36
HGVs 36
Suggested speed limit 29
Cycling facilities 20
Existing traffic speed 14
Pedestrian facilities 12
Rat-running 11
7.2.2 As shown in Table 7.1, alarge number of Torkington Road comments were regarding ‘traffic

calming / road safety’, ‘managing traffic flow’, ‘HGVs', ‘suggested speed limit’ and/or ‘existing
traffic speed’. A notable number of comments were also made regarding ‘cycling facilities’,
‘pedestrian facilities’ and/or ‘rat-running’.

Table 7.2: Comments Received — Threaphurst Lane

TOPIC NO. COMMENTS

Managing traffic flow 41

Traffic calming / road safety 30

HGVs 28

Suggested speed limit 21

Pedestrian facilities 16

Existing traffic speed 11

Cycling facilities 10
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7.2.3 As shown by Table 7.2, the greatest number of Torkington Road comments were regarding
‘managing traffic flow'. ‘Traffic calming / road safety’, ‘HGVS’, ‘suggested speed limit’ and/or
‘existing traffic speed’ are all frequently mentioned. Several comments were regarding ‘pedestrian
facilities’ and/or ‘cycling facilities’.

7.2.4 The above analysis has sought to identify the nature and quantify the comments made. Some of
the key issues raised in the comments include:

- Torkington Road

Mixed views regarding the implementation of speed management and enforcement. There
are calls for physical speed restraints and traffic deterrents, but there are also statements
suggesting that these would have a negative impact on residents who use the road to avoid
the A6. There is however general support for reducing the speed limit to 20-40mph, in part
to improve vulnerable road user safety, and providing / improving road markings;

Some support for localised road widening;

Substantial support for extending / enforcing vehicle width / length / weight restrictions, in
part to improve vulnerable road user safety;

Road surface maintenance is required;
Requirement for regular pruning of vegetation; and

Support fot additional / extended bypass routes such as linking to M60 at Bredbury /
Stockport.

- Threaphurst Lane

Generally support for the implementation of speed management and enforcement,
including reducing the speed limit, in part to improve vulnerable road user safety;

Some support for introducing general access / one-way restrictions and/or blocking the
road to motor vehicles at the A6 end, in part to improve vulnerable road user safety;

Some support for localised road widening;

Substantial support for introducing vehicle width / length / weight restrictions, in part to
improve vulnerable road user safety; and

Support for additional / extended bypass routes such as linking to M60 at Bredbury /
Stockport.
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8 CONSULTATION FEEDBACK: A6 BUXTON
ROAD BETWEEN NORBURY HOLLOW
AND CARLTON PLACE

8.1 INTRODUCTION

8.1.1 This section summarises the comments made by members of the public via the consultation
response form, exhibition or other response mechanisms about the A6 between Norbury Hollow
and Carlton Place, which will be bypassed by the new realigned section of the A6 as part of the
ABMARR scheme.

8.1.2 A total of 118 comments were made with regards to this area.
8.2 COMMENTS RECEIVED
8.2.1 Topics arising in 10 or more of the comments received regarding the A6 between Norbury Hollow
and Carlton Place are summarised in Table 8.1 below. The full table of topics raised is included at
Appendix J.
Table 8.1: Comments Received
TOPIC NO. COMMENTS
Cycling facilities 30
Parking 27
Public transport facilities 24
Pedestrian facilities 21
8.2.2 It should be noted that some comments have been categorised as raising more than one topic.
8.2.3 As shown by Table 8.1, several A6 between Norbury Hollow and Carlton Place comments were
regarding ‘cycling facilities’ and/or ‘pedestrian facilities’, ‘parking’ and/or ‘public transport
facilities’.
8.2.4 The above analysis has sought to identify the nature and quantify the comments made. Some of

the key issues raised in the comments include:

- Pedestrian Facilities

= Some support for provision of (uncontrolled) pedestrian crossing facilities, wider footways
and/or shared space but some statements that no additional pedestrian facilities should be
implemented (as will not be required).

- Cycling Facilities

= Some support for the accommodation of cyclists on shared footway / cycleways and/or
provision of on-carriageway / segregated cycle lanes but some statements that no
additional cycling facilities should be implemented (as will not be required).

- On-street parking

= Mixed views regarding whether the formalisation of on-street parking at this location would
be beneficial.
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- Public Transport

= Some support for increased bus services / frequency, including an extension of the 192
route and more services to Hazel Grove; and

= Some statements call for a new railway station.
- Other

= Some statements call for the link to remain open to all non-A6MARR traffic.
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CONSULTATION FEEDBACK: OTHER
LOCATIONS

9.1 INTRODUCTION
9.1.1 This section summarises the comments made by members of the public via the consultation
response form, exhibition or other response mechanisms about other issues / locations outside of
the original, indicative complementary and mitigation measures area.
9.1.2 A total of 84 ‘other’ comments were made.
9.2 COMMENTS RECEIVED
9.2.1 Topics arising in 10 or more of the ‘other’ comments received are summarised in Table 9.1 below.
The full table of topics raised is included at Appendix J.
Table 9.1: Comments Received
TOPIC NO. COMMENTS
Managing traffic flow 57
Traffic calming / road safety 25
Rat-running 14
HGVs 12
Parking 11
9.2.2 It should be noted that some comments have been categorised as raising more than one topic.
9.2.3 As shown by Table 9.1, a large number of ‘other’ comments were regarding ‘managing traffic
flow’ and/or ‘traffic calming / road safety’. Several comments were received regarding ‘rat-
running’, ‘HGVs' and/or ‘parking’.
9.2.4 The above analysis has sought to identify the nature and quantify the comments made. Some of
the key issues raised in the comments include:
- Suggestions to prevent A6 traffic using rat-runs such as Park Road / Hartington Road,
Andrew Lane, Threaphurst Lane and Torkington Road. Also, South Meadway / Meadway,
Carr Brow and Russell Avenue.
- Hartington Road
= Mixed views regarding implementing a one-way restriction or blocking the road at one end.
- Andrew Lane
= Suggestion to introduce pedestrian crossing facilities;
= Several suggestions for improvement / alteration at canal bridge (and junction with Bowfell
Drive), junction with Windlehurst Road and/or junction with A6;
= Suggestions to provide further speed management and enforcement;
= Several suggestions for parking restrictions between canal bridge and Windlehurst Road.
Also suggestions for parking restrictions adjacent to High Lane Primary School; and
= Suggestions to introduce vehicle weight restrictions.
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- Carr Brow
= Suggestion to review speed management and enforcement provision; and
= Existing road surface requires maintenance.
- Russell Avenue
= Suggestion to introduce vehicle weight restrictions.
- Ridge Road
= Suggestion to introduce vehicle weight restrictions.
- Lyme Park

= Suggestion to improve pedestrian and bus stop facilities at/around Lyme Park.
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STAKEHOLDER COMMENTS

10.1.1 A summary of the stakeholder comments received in response to the consultation is provided
below.

10.1.2 It should also be noted that the Headteacher of Windlehurst Primary School supported a petition
by the residents and recreational users (and our supporters) of Threaphurst Lane, as detailed in

Chapter 3.

Centrebus (email received 28" July 2015, included at Appendix K)

- ‘we would very much welcome an improvement in the control of the A6 Buxton
Road/Windlehurst Road junction, maybe with bus priority measures™;

- ‘“‘we would welcome bus friendly measures”;

- ‘if there is going to be an increase in traffic then we could lose the bus layby on Buxton Road,
near Brookside Lane and have the bus stop kerbside, to make entry back into the traffic
easier for the bus. The layby at the Dog and Partridge to be retained for timing point
purposes”;

- “The proposals for pedestrian enhancements through High Lane and at Lyme Park are very
useful, but maybe there could be an improvement in lighting around the bus stop/pavement
area at Lyme Park”; and

- “Any measures taken to maintain or improve bus operation and reliability on the A6 in High
Lane and on Windlehurst Road would be very welcome”.

High Lane Residents Association Report (included at Appendix D)

- “Add ‘Mitigation Traffic Signals’ near the entrance to Lyme Park”;

- “Abandon the 30mph High Lane / Hazel Grove speed reduction proposal”

- “Optimise the A6 / Windlehurst Road junction”

- “Reclassify part of the A6 as a ‘non primary route™

- “Use big data to maximise efficiency: ‘smart transportation™

- “Extend the use of dual-use footpaths (shared cycle / pedestrian paths)”

- “Encourage multi-modal integration™ and

- “High Lane — Disley bypass”.

Windlehurst Area Living Streets, local police and Stockport Council meeting (minutes

included at Appendix E)

- “The local residents explained their concerns regarding traffic and speeding on Windlehurst
Road and the police representative confirmed that they had identified that the hill to the south
of the canal bridge had a potential speeding issue. The police had undertaken some speed
checks there and a number of letters had been sent following these checks to motorists who
had been caught speeding and a number of prosecutions were being considered”;

- “The residents stated they had formed a Living Streets Group on the 21st April to try to
address their concerns about traffic speeds; HGV'S using the road, driver behaviour etc.”;
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- “Potential measures that could be utilised to deter poor driver behaviour including better
signing, community speed watch, electronic speed information signs and traffic calming
schemes”;

- “Three part approach to resolving road safety issues education, engineering and
enforcement. Limited funding available for general road safety issues and individual areas.
The police may be able to support a community speed watch scheme if local residents were
willing to run it”;
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11 SUMMARY

Consultation Response

1111 It is considered that approximately 320 people attended the public exhibition between 1530-
1930hrs on 1* July 2015 at High Lane Village Hall. The exhibition was comprehensively attended
by High Lane village residents and residents of Torkington Lane, Torkington Road and
Threaphurst Lane. It was also attended by a small number of Hawk Green, Marple residents.

11.1.2 There is afairly comprehensive distribution of online and paper form responses across High Lane
itself, with a small number of responses from further afield including Hazel Grove, Marple and
Romiley. A notably high proportion of respondents are from Windlehurst Road, High Lane
residents.

11.1.3 The online and paper forms received are considered to be reasonably representative of High
Lane with respect to age with the exception of those up to the age of 34.

11.1.4 A large proportion of respondents live in High Lane, with a reasonable amount regularly travelling
through High Lane / Hazel Grove. A small amount of respondents live in Hazel Grove and/or work
in High Lane / Hazel Grove reflecting the residential nature of the area.

1115 Two petitions have been received in response to the consultation (of which Stockport Council’s
Democratic services were made aware) while a press article regarding the consultation was
published in the Stockport Express and the Manchester Evening News online on 20™ July 2015.

11.1.6 The development of the proposals will be informed by an email received from Centrebus on 28"
July 2015, a High Lane Residents Association Report and a Windlehurst Area Living Streets, local
police and Stockport Council meeting which took place on 14" July 2015.

Consultation Feedback

11.1.7 The management of traffic through the village has been identified as a key issue with a large
number of A6 through High Lane village comments made regarding ‘managing traffic flow’ and/or
‘traffic calming / road safety’. ‘Pedestrian facilities’, ‘cycling facilities’ and ‘public transport
facilities’, specifically ‘public transport stop / station’ were also frequently mentioned in the
comments.

11.1.8 A large proportion of A6 between High Lane Village and the new A6 diversion at Norbury Hollow
comments were regarding ‘managing traffic flow’, ‘traffic calming / road safety’ and/or ‘suggested
speed limit'. Non-car modes of travel are also frequently mentioned, with a notable number of
comments regarding ‘pedestrian facilities’, ‘cycling facilities’ and ‘public transport facilities’,
including ‘public transport stop / station’.

11.1.9 The management of traffic along Windlehurst Road has been identified as a key issue with a large
number of comments made regarding ‘managing traffic flow' and/or ‘traffic calming / road safety’
and several comments regarding ‘HGVs’, ‘suggested speed limit’ and/or ‘existing traffic speed’.
There is substantial support for the improvement / alteration of the A6 / Windlehurst Road junction
and reduction of speed limit on Windlehurst Road, but mixed views on the implementation of
speed bumps. Several comments suggest an existing speeding issue. A number of comments
were also made regarding ‘pedestrian facilities’, ‘public transport facilities’ and ‘cycling facilities'.
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11.1.10 A large number of Torkington Road comments were regarding ‘traffic calming / road safety’,
‘managing traffic flow', ‘HGVs’, ‘suggested speed limit’ and/or ‘existing traffic speed’. A notable
number of comments were also made regarding ‘cycling facilities’, ‘pedestrian facilities’ and/or
‘rat-running’.

11.1.11 The greatest number of Torkington Road comments were regarding ‘managing traffic flow’.
‘Traffic calming / road safety’, ‘HGVS', ‘suggested speed limit’ and/or ‘existing traffic speed’ are all
frequently mentioned. Several comments were regarding ‘pedestrian facilities’ and/or ‘cycling
facilities'.

11.1.12 Several A6 between Norbury Hollow and Carlton Place comments were regarding ‘cycling
facilities’ and/or ‘pedestrian facilities’, ‘parking’ and/or ‘public transport facilities’.

11.1.13 A large number of ‘other’ comments were regarding ‘managing traffic flow’ and/or ‘traffic calming /
road safety’. Several comments were received regarding ‘rat-running’, ‘HGVs’ and/or ‘parking’.
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Mr Sam Rosillo,

URS Infrastructure & Environment UK Ltd
Bridgewater House, Whitworth Street
Manchester

M1 6LT

Cheshire East
Council %
Development Management
PO Box 606
Municipal Buildings
Earle Street

Crewe
CW19HP

email: planning@cheshireeast.gov. uk

DECISION NOTICE

Application No: 13/4355M

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990 (AS AMENDED)

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING GENERAL REGULATIONS 1992

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT)
REGULATIONS 2011

Particulars of Development

Description of entire relief road: Construction of the A6 to Manchester Relief
Road, incorporating: seven new road junctions; modifications to four existing
road junctions; four new rail bridge crossings; three new public rights of
way/accommodation bridges; five new road bridges; a pedestrian and cycle
route for the whole length of the relief road, including retrofitting it to the 4
kilometre section of the A555; six balancing ponds for drainage purposes; and
associated landscaping, lighting, engineering and infrastructure works.

Description of development for portion of relief road proposed within Cheshire
East -

Construction of the A6 to Manchester Airport Relief Road, incorporating:
modifications to one existing road junction; two new public rights of
way/accommodation bridges; one new road bridge; a pedestrian and cycle
route for the whole length of the relief road, including retrofitting it to the
existing section of the A555, one balancing pond for drainage purposes; and
associated landscaping, lighting, engineering and infrastructure works.

Location

Land to the east of Mill Hill Hollow to Woodford Road, Poynton; the A555 south
of Dairy House Road to the A555 north of Beech Farm; and land to the east of
the A555/B5358 junction to land north of Styal Golf Course.
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for Stockport Metropolitan Borough Council, Cheshire East Borough Co uncil
and Manchester City Council

In pursuance of its powers under the above Act, the Council hereby GRANTS
planning permission for the above development in accordance with the application
and accompanying plans submitted by you subject to compliance with the conditions
specified hereunder, for the reasons indicated:

1. The development hereby approved shall commence within three years of the
date of this permission.

Reason: To comply with the requirements of Section 91 of the Town and
Country Planning Act 1990 as amended by s51 of the Planning and
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004.

2. The development hereby approved shall be carried out in total accordance
with the approved plans and documents listed below:

Location Plan

Planning Application Location Plan (1007/2D/DF7/A6-MA/PALP/270)
Planning Application Location Plan — Local Authority Boundary Locations
(1007/2D/IDF7/A6-MA/PALP/271)

Proposed Block Plans

Planning Application Block Plans - Proposed Sheet 2 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-
MA/PABP/P/024)

Planning Application Block Plans - Proposed Sheet 3 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-
MA/PABP/P/025)

Planning Application Block Plans - Proposed Sheet 4 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-
MA/PABP/P/026)

Planning Application Block Plans - Proposed Sheet 5 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-
MA/PABP/P/027)

Planning Application Block Plans - Proposed Sheet 6 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-
MA/PABP/P/028)

Planning Application Block Plans - Proposed Sheet 8 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-
MA/PABP/P/030)

Planning Application Block Plans - Proposed Sheet 9 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-
MA/PABP/P/045)

Planning Application Block Plans - Proposed Sheet 10 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-
MA/PABP/P/031)

Planning Application Block Plans - Proposed Sheet 11 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-
MA/PABP/P/032)

Planning Application Block Plans - Proposed Sheet 14 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-
MA/PABP/P/035)
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Planning Application Block Plans - Proposed Sheet 16 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-
MA/PABP/P/037)
Planning Application Block Plans - Proposed Sheet 17 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-
MA/PABP/P/038)
Planning Application Block Plans - Proposed Sheet 18 (1007/3D/DF 7/ A6-
MA/PABP/P/039)
Planning Application Block Plans - Proposed Sheet 19 (1007/3D/DF 7/ A6-
MA/PABP/P/040)
Planning Application Block Plans - Proposed Sheet 20 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-
MA/PABP/P/041)
Planning Application Block Plans - Proposed Sheet 21 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-
MA/PABP/P/042)

General Arrangement Plans

Planning Application General Arrangement — Sheet 2 of 9 (1007/3D/DF 7/ A6-
MA/GA/202)

Planning Application General Arrangement — Sheet 3 of 9 (1007/3D/DF 7/ A6-
MA/GA/203)

Planning Application General Arrangement — Sheet 4 of 9 (1007/3D/DF 7/ A6-
MA/GA/204)

Planning Application General Arrangement — Sheet 5 of 9 (1007/3D/DF 7/ A6-
MA/GA/205)

Planning Application General Arrangement — Sheet 6 of 9 (1007/3D/DF 7/ A6-
MA/GA/206)

Planning Application General Arrangement — Sheet 7 of 9 (1007/3D/DF 7/ A6-
MA/GA/207)

Planning Application General Arrangement — Sheet 8 of 9 (1007/3D/DF 7/ A6-
MA/GA/208)

Planning Application General Arrangement — Sheet 9 of 9 (1007/3D/DF 7/ A6-
MA/GA/209)

Cross Sections

Preferred Scheme - Cross Sections Sheet 1 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-MA/XS/258)
Preferred Scheme - Cross Sections Sheet 2 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-MA/XS/259)
Preferred Scheme - Cross Sections Sheet 3 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-MA/XS/260)
Preferred Scheme - Cross Sections Sheet 4 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-MA/XS/261)
Preferred Scheme - Cross Sections Sheet 7 (1007/3D/DF 7/A6-MA/XS/264)
Preferred Scheme - Cross Sections Sheet 8 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-MA/XS/265)
Preferred Scheme - Cross Sections Sheet 9 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-MA/XS/266)
Preferred Scheme - Cross Sections Sheet 10 (1007/3D/DF7/A6 -MA/XS/267)

Proposed Structures General Arrangements
Retaining Wall TR1B General Arrangement (1007/3D/DF7/A6-MA/TR1B/003)
Retaining Wall ROO2A General Arrangement (1007/3D/DF7/A6-
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MA/RO02A/004)

Retaining Wall RO10 General Arrangement (1007/3D/DF7/A6-MA/R010/008)
B0O06 Hill Green Accommodation Bridge General Arrangement (1007-3D-DF7-
A6-MA-B006-706)

BO07 Woodford Road Bridge General Arrangement (1007-3D-DF 7-A6-MA-
BO07-707)

B012 Yew Tree Footbridge General Arrangement (1007-3D- DF 7-A6-MA-
B012-712)

TR1-12 Spath Brook Twin Culvert Extension (1007-3D-DF7-A6-MA-TR1-12-
701)

B004 Mill Lane Footbridge General Arrangement (1007-3D-DF7-A6-MA-
B004-701)

Speed Limit Plans

Existing and Proposed Speed Limits — Sheet 1 of 4 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-
MA/SL/242)

Existing and Proposed Speed Limits — Sheet 2 of 4 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-
MA/SL/243)

Existing and Proposed Speed Limits — Sheet 3 of 4 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-
MA/SL/244)

Existing and Proposed Speed Limits — Sheet 4 of 4 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-
MA/SL/245)

Existing and Proposed Speed Limits — Sheet Location Plan (1007/3D/DF7/A6-
MA/SL/246)

Public Rights of Way Plans

Existing and Proposed Public Rights of Way (1007/3D/DF7/A6 -
MA/PROW/210)

Existing and Proposed Public Rights of Way (1007/3D/DF7/A6 -
MA/PROW/211)

Existing and Proposed Public Rights of Way (1007/3D/DF7/A6 -
MA/PROW /212)

Existing and Proposed Public Rights of Way (1007/3D/DF7/A6 -
MA/PROW/213)

Existing and Proposed Public Rights of Way (1007/3D/DF7/A6 -
MA/PROW /214)

Existing and Proposed Public Rights of Way (1007/3D/DF7/A6 -
MA/PROW /247)

Landscape Mitigation Plans

Landscape Mitigation Proposals — Legend (Figure 5.29.1)
Landscape Mitigation Proposals — Sheet 3 (Figure 5.32.1)
Landscape Mitigation Proposals — Sheet 4 (Figure 5.33.1)
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Landscape Mitigation Proposals — Sheet 5 (Figure 5.34.1)
Landscape Mitigation Proposals — Sheet 6 (Figure 5.35.1)
Landscape Mitigation Proposals — Sheet 7 (Figure 5.36.1)
Landscape Mitigation Proposals — Sheet 8 (Figure 5.37.1)
Landscape Mitigation Proposals — Sheet 10 (Figure 5.39.1)
Landscape Mitigation Proposals — Sheet 11 (Figure 5.40.1)
Landscape Mitigation Proposals — Sheet 12 (Figure 5.41.1)
Landscape Mitigation Proposals — Sheet 13 (Figure 5.42.1)
Landscape Mitigation Proposals — Sheet 14 (Figure 5.43.1)

Landscape Design Plans

Landscape Design Sheet 2 of 12 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-MA/LD/216)
Landscape Design Sheet 3 of 12 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-MA/LD/217)
Landscape Design Sheet 4 of 12 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-MA/LD/218)
Landscape Design Sheet 5 of 12 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-MA/LD/21)
Landscape Design Sheet 6 of 12 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-MA/LD/220)
Landscape Design Sheet 8 of 12 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-MA/LD/222)
Landscape Design Sheet 9 of 12 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-MA/LD/223)
Landscape Design Sheet 10 of 12 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-MA/LD/224)
Landscape Design Sheet 11 of 12 (1007/3D/DF7/A6-MA/LD/225)

Proposed Lighting Plans

Proposed Lighting — Styal Road Junction (60248122 1300 003 Rev E)
Proposed Lighting — Wilmslow Road Junction (60248122 1300 004 Rev D)
Proposed Lighting — SEMMMS A34 junction (60248122 1300 006 Rev E)
Proposed Lighting — Chester Road Junction (60248122 1300 008 Rev E)
Proposed Lighting — Macclesfield Road Junction (60248122 1300 009 Rev
E)

Drainage Plans

Drainage layout Sheet 3 (60212470-HIG-0503 Rev P06)
Drainage layout Sheet 4 (60212470-HIG-0504 Rev P07)
Drainage layout Sheet 5 (60212470-HIG-0505 Rev P05)
Drainage layout Sheet 6 (60212470-HIG-0506 Rev P06)
Drainage layout Sheet 7 (60212470-HIG-0507 Rev P06)
Drainage layout Sheet 10 (60212470-HIG-0510 Rev P05)
Drainage layout Sheet 11 (60212470-HIG-0511 Rev P05)
Drainage layout Sheet 13 (60212470-HIG-0513 Rev P05)
Drainage layout Sheet 14 (60212470-HIG-0514 Rev P05)
Drainage layout Sheet 15 (60212470-HIG-0515 Rev P05)

Approved Documents
Environmental Statement: Volume 1 - Main Text (1007/6.15.2/189)
Environmental Statement. Volume 2 — Figures (1007/6.15.2/190)
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Environmental Statement: Volume 3 - Appendices (1007/6.15.2/191)
Design and Access Statement — Volume 1 (1007/6.15.2/180)
Design and Access Statement — Volume 2 (Structures Reports)
(1007/6.15.2/181)

Transport Assessment - 1007/6.15.2/183

Socio-economic Impacts Report - 1007/6.15.2/173

Flood Risk Assessment - 1007/6.7/061

Tree Survey -1007/6.15.2/185

Street Lighting Design Statement - 1007/10.7/105

Health Impact Assessment - 1007/6.15.2/186

Drainage Strategy Report - 1007/6.7/062

Airport Safeguarding - 1007/11.01/165

Sustainability Statement - 1007/13.5/164

Equalities Impact Assessment - 1007/6.15.2/187

Soft Landscape Specification - 1007/5.7/097

Landscape Management Plan - 1007/5.7/098

Code of Construction Practice - 1007/10.4/134

Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and to specify the plans to which the
permission/consent relates.

. The development hereby permitted shall be undertaken strictly in accordance
with the details contained in the application and in full compliance with the
mitigation measures identified and set out in the supporting Environmental
Statement, unless otherwise agreed in writing with the Local Planning
Authority, or where modified by the conditions attached to this planning
permission or by details subsequently approved pursuantto those conditions.

Reason: To ensure that the development is carried out in accordance with the
details as contained in the application and the principles of the mitigation set
out in the Environmental Statement in order to minimise the environmental
effects of the development.

. No development shall take place until (i) a schedule of all the materials to be
used on the development including retaining walls, lighting columns, bridges
and fences has been submitted to and approved in writing by the local
planning authority and (ii) samples have been made available forinspection
on the site. The new sections of road hereby approved shall not be brought
into use until it has been completed in accordance with the approved
schedule and materials.

Reason: To ensure the appearance of the develompent is acceptable and to
comply with policies BE1 and DC1 of the Macclesfield Borough Local Plan in
relation to design standards for new development.
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5. No development shall take place until full details of all bridges, structures,
underpasses, bridge wing walls, abutments and crossings have been
submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. Such
details shall include information on the colours and treatment of all surfaces,
finishes and textures associated with these elements (e.qg. railings, wing walls,
side walls of underpass) as well as exact clearance heights. The bridges,
structures, underpasses, bridge wing walls, abutments and crossings shall
thereafter be constructed in accordance with the approved details.

Reason: In the interests of public safety and to ensure the appearance of the
development is acceptable having regard to policeis DC1 and BEL1 of the
Macclesfield Borough Local Plan.

6. No development shall commence until full construction details of the proposed
pedestrian and cycleway, footpaths and Bridleway as indicated on the
approved drawings have been submitted to and approved in writing by the
Local Planning Authority. Such details shall include:

. Construction and surfacing details;

. Drainage proposals;

. Lighting (where appropriate);

. Controlled & uncontrolled crossing facilities along the routes and
. Measures to control access and usage.

The pedestrian and cycleway, footpaths and bridleways shall not be brought
into use until the approved details have been implemented in full unless
otherwise agreed in writing with the Local Planning Authority.

Reason: In the interests of public safety and to ensure the appearance of the
development is acceptable having regard to policeis DC1 and BEL1 of the
Macclesfield Borough Local Plan.

7. No newly constructed part of the road shall be opened for traffic until all parts
of the newly constructed road are complete and available for use unless a
phasing programme for completion of the road is submitted and approved in
writing by the Local Planning Authority. Such phasing plan shall include:

. A timetable for the opening of all sections of the road;
. Traffic modelling of the impact of opening phases of the road and
. A layout plan and safety audit for any interim junction arrangements;

Reason: In the interests of highway safety and to safeguard amenity in
accordance with policy DC6 of the Local Plan.

8. Prior to the development hereby approved being brought into use a scheme
detailing a package of mitigation measures (intended to restrain, alleviate and
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manage traffic flow increases at locations identified and to levels indicated
through enhanced mitigation as shown in table 9.3a and figures 9.6 and 9.7 in
the submitted Transport Assessment) has been submitted to and agreed in
writing with the Local Planning Authority. Such scheme shall include details of
and a methodology and timetable for delivery of the measures, a programme
for review, surveys and monitoring of the impact of the measures and if
required reappraisal of an addition to the agreed package of measures. The
new sections of road shall not be brought into use until the measures have
been implemented in accordance with the approved details unless the prior
written consent of the Local Planning Authority has been obtained. (Note: this
includes mitigation measures for, but not limited to, Disley Village Centre, the
A6 corridor, Clifford Road Poynton and B5358 Station Road / Dean Road
Handforth .Where this condition requires approval or consent by the Local
Planning Authority those matters shall be referred to the Council’s Strategic
Planning Board).

Reason: In the interests of highway safety, air quality and to safeguard
amenity. To comply with policies T1 and DC3 of the Macclesfield Borough
Local Plan.

No development shall take place until details of a scheme to assess and
mitigate the impacts of the development on the northbound merge to the A34
from Long Marl Drive have been submitted to and approved by the Local
Planning Authority. Development shall be carried outin accordance with the
approved details.

Reason: In the interests of highway safety and policy DC6 of the Macclesfield
Borough Local Plan.

10.Within 18 months of the new sections of road hereby approved being brought

11.

into use a package of complementary measures shall have been implemented
in accordance with a scheme which has previously bee n submitted to and
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.

Reason: In the interests of highway safety and amenity in accordance with
policies T1 and DC3 of the Macclesfield Borough Local Plan.

No develoment shall take place until a scheme of speed and traffic monitoring
on Clifford Road, Poynton both prior and post development for a minimum of
3 years to monitor the impact of the A6MARR, has been submitted to and
approved by the Local Planning Authority. The scheme shall be implemented
in accordance with the approved details.
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Reason:In the interests of highway safety and amenity in accordance with
policies T1 and DC3 of the Local plan.

No development shall take place until details of a scheme to assess and
mitigate impacts of the development on the Co ppice Way / A34 junction has
been submitted to and approved by the Local Planning Authority. The scheme
shall include a timetable for implementation. Development shall be carried out
in accordance with the approved details.

Reason: in the interests of highway safety and amenity in accordance with
policy T1 of the Local Plan.

No demolition, excavation, remediation or development works shall take place
until a Construction Management Plan (CMP) with detailed method
statements for all works practices of construction has been submitted to and
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The approved CMP shall
be adhered to throughout the full construction period and provide for:-

. details of and position of any proposed cranes to be used on the site;
. a detailed programme of the works and risk assessments;

. the designated route for all construction and delivery vehicles;

. traffic management and control measures;

. the parking of vehicles of site operatives and visitors;

. loading and unloading of plant and materials;

. storage of plant and materials used in constructing the development;
. contractor accommodation/facilities;

. the erection and maintenance of security hoarding and any scaffolding;
. temporary traffic signage;

. measures to prevent the deposit of extraneous matter (mud, debris
etc.) onto public highways by vehicles travelling from the site;

. measures to control the emission of dust and dirt during construction;
. a scheme for recycling/disposing of waste resulting from demolition
and construction works and

. restoration works.

Reason: In the interests of highway safety and to safeguard amenities in
accordance with policies DC6 and DC3 of the Local Plan.

Before the new sections of road hereby approved are brought into use details
of all proposed lighting to be implemented as part of the development
(including street lighting and that associated with the bridges, underpasses
and other circulation areas, etc) shall be submitted to and approved in writing
by the Local Planning Authority. Thereafter the lighting shall be implemented
and carried out in full accordance with the approved details.
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Reason: To ensure the impact of the lighting on the Green Belt and
countryside is minimised and to ensure appropriate safeguarding for
Manchester Airport.

15.No lighting required for the construction of the development shall be installed
at the site except in accordance with details which have been first submitted
to and approved in writing by the local planning authority.

Reason: To ensure the impact of the lighting on the Green Belt and
countryside is minimised and to ensure appropriate safeguarding for
Manchester Airport.

16.No development shall take place until a bird hazard management plan has
been submitted to, and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.
The plan shall include measure to ensure that earthworks during construction
do not attract birds. Once approved the scheme shall be implemented in full
and remain in place during the construction of the site.

Reason: In the interests of airport safeguarding.

17.Details and methodology stating how the landscaping, drainage and
ecological mitigation proposals are designed to minimise risk to aircraft shall
be submitted to, and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The
details shall include justification for the design and location of the proposed
ponds. The locatino of the ponds shuold be as such to reduce the potential for
bird hazard.

Reason: in the interests of airport safeguarding.

18.The development hereby approved shall have foul and surface water drained
in accordance with the principles outlined in the submitted Flood Risk
Assessment which was prepared by AECOM Ltd Ref: 1007/6.7/061 rev 5,
dated 2nd October 2013 and the submitted Drainage Strategy Re port and
associated plans (prepared by AECOM Ltd ref: 60212470/HIG/001, dated
August 2011). For the avoidance of doubt, any foul water must drain
separately to surface water and no surface water will be permitted to
discharge directly or indirectly into the public foul or combined sewer. Any
surface water draining from the site must be restricted to the agreed rates as
set out within the submitted Drainage Strategy.

Reason: To safeguard the development from environmental impacts in
accordance with policy DC17 of the Local Plan.
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Unless otherwise agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority, no
building shall be erected within 3 metres of any existing public sewer and no
development shall occur within 10m of any existing service reservoirs.

Reason:To safeguard those faciities and in the interests of protecing the
environment in accordance with policy DC17 of the Local Plan.

Prior to the development commencing:

(@) Further supplimentary Phase Il investigations shall be carried out and
the results submitted to, and approved in writing by, the Local Planning
Authority (LPA).

(b) If the Phase Il investigations indicate that remediation is necessary,
then a Remediation Strategy shall be submitted to, and approved in writing
by, the LPA. The remediation scheme in the approved Remediation Strategy
shall then be carried out.

(©) If remediation is required, a Site Completion Report detailing the
conclusions and actions taken at each stage of the works, including validation
works, shall be submitted to, and approved in writing by, the LPA prior to the
first use or occupation of any part of the development hereby approved.

Reason: The contaminated land reports submitted with the application
recommends that further Phase Il investigations are required to assess any
actual/potential contamination risks at the site. To ensure the development is
suitable for its end use and the wider environment and does not create undue
risks to site users or neighbours during the course of the development and
having regard to policy DC63 of the Macclesfield Borough Council Local Plan.

No development shall take place until a method statement for the
translocation of ancient woodland soils from the areas of ancient woodland
affected by the proposed development has been submitted to and approved
by the Local Plannning Authority. The translocation shall then take place in full
accordance with the approved details.

Reason: To minimse the nature conservation impacts of the development and
to comply with policies NE11 and NE14 of the Macclesfield Borough Local
Plan.

No development shall take place until a detailed mitigation method state ment
for Barn Owls has been submitted to and approved by the Local Planning
Authority. The requirements of the approved method statement shall be
implemented in accordance with the approved details.

Reason: In the interests of nature conservation an policy NE 11 of the
Macclesfield Borough Local Plan.
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23.Prior to any works taking place that involve the loss of any hedgerow, tree or
shrub between 1st March and 31st August in any year, a detailed survey shall
be undertaken to check for the existence of nesting birds. Where nests are
found, a 4m exclusion zone shall be created around the nest until breeding is
complete. Completion of nesting shall be confirmed by a suitably qualified
person and a report submitted to and approved in writing by the Local
Planning Authority before any works involving the removal of the hedgerow,
tree or shrub take place.

Reason: In the interests of nature conservation in accordance with policy
NE11 of the Macclesfield Borough Local Plan.

24.No development shall take place until a detailed design for the provision of an
artificial kingfisher nesting bank has been submitted to and approved in
writing by the Local Planning Authority. Development shall take place in
accordance with the approved details.

Reason: In the interests of nature conservation and to comply with policy
NE11 of the Macclesfield Borough Local plan.

25.No development shall take place until a method statement detailing the
protection and reinstatement plans for the diverted Norbury Brook has been
submitted to and approved in writing by the LPA. The development shall be
subsequently carried out in accordance with the approved details and
thereafter retained.

Reason: To ensure the environmental quality of the develoment is acceptable
having regard to policy NE11 and BE1 of the Macclesfield Borough Local
Plan.

26.No development shall take place until the detailed design of replacement
ponds have been submitted to and approved by the Local Planning Authority.
The ponds shall be implemented in accordance with the approved details.

Reason: In the interests of nature conservation and airport safeguarding and
to comply with policy NE11 of the Macclesfield Borough Local Plan.

27.No development shall take place until a method statement for the control and
eradication of invasive species such as Japanese knotweed and Himalayan
balsam has been submitted to and approved by the Local Planning Authority.
The submitted method statement shall include location maps for all stands
and method of control, including timings of the work and disposal of any
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contaminated material. The development shall be subsequently carried out in
accordance with the approved details.

Reason: in the interests of enhancing bio-diversity and the natural
environment in accordance with policy NE17 of the Macclesfield Borough
Local Plan.

28.A 10 (ten) year landscape management plan, including long term design
objectives, management responsibilities and maintenance schedules for all
landscape, woodland and ecological mitigation areas, shall be submitted to
and approved by the Local Planning Authority prior to the opening of the new
sections of road hereby approved. The management plan shall be
implemented in accordance with the approved details.

Reason: To ensure appropriate landscaping of the site in accordance with
Policy DC8 of the Macclesfield Borough Local Plan 2004.

29.No development shall take place until a scheme for the landscaping of the site
has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning
Authority. The landscaping scheme shall include details of hard landscaping,
planting plans, written specifications (including cultivation and other
operations associated with tree, shrub, hedge or grass establishment),
schedules of plants noting species, plant sizes, the proposed numbers and
densities and an implementation programme.

Reason: To ensure appropriate landscaping of the site having regard to
Policy DCS8 of the Macclesfield Borough Local Plan 2004.

30.The approved landscaping plan shall be completed in accordance with the
following:-
a) All hard and soft landscaping works shall be completed in full accordance
with the approved scheme, within the first planting season following
completion of the development hereby approved, or in accordance with a
programme agreed with the Local Planning Authority.
b) All trees, shrubs and hedge plants supplied shall comply with the
requirements of British Standard 3936, Specification -for Nursery Stock. All
pre-planting site preparation, planting and post-planting maintenance works
shall be carried out in accordance with the requirements of British Standard
4428(1989) Code of Practice for General Landscape Operations (excluding
hard surfaces).
c) All new tree plantings shall be positioned in accordance with the
requirements of Table A.1 of BS5837:2012 Trees in Relation to Design,
Demolition and Construction (Recommendations) d) Any trees, shrubs or
hedges planted in accordance with this condition which are removed, die,
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become severely damaged or become seriously diseased within five years of
planting shall be replaced within the next planting season by trees, shrubs or
hedging plants of similar size and species to those originally required to be
planted.

Reason: To ensure appropriate landscaping of the site having regard to
Section 197 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 and Policy DC8 of
the Macclesfield Borough Local Plan 2004.

No trees, shrubs or hedges within the site which are shown as being retained
on the approved plans shall be felled, uprooted, wilfully damaged or
destroyed, cut back in any way or removed without the prior written consent of
the Local Planning Authority. Any trees, shrubs or hedges removed without
such consent, or which die or become severely damaged or seriously
diseased within five years from the occupation of any building or the
development hereby permitted being brought into use shall be replaced with
trees, shrubs or hedge plants of similar size and species until the Local
Planning Authority gives written consent to any variation.

Reason: To ensure the continued well being of the trees in the interests of
the amenity of the locality and in accordance with policy DC9 of the
Maccle sfield Borough Local Plan 2004.

(a) Prior to the commencement of development development or other
operations being undertaken on site a scheme for the protection of the
retained trees produced in accordance with BS5837 :2012 Trees in Relation
to Design, Demolition and Construction (Recommendations), which provides
for the retention and protection of trees, shrubs and hedges growing on or
adjacent to the site, including trees which are the subjectofa Tree
Preservation Order currently in force, shall be submitted to and approved in
writing by the Local Planning Authority. No development or other o perations
shall take place except in complete accordance with the approved protection
scheme.

(b) No operations shall be undertaken on site in connection with the
development hereby approved (including demolition works, soil moving,
temporary access construction and / or widening or any operations involving
the use of motorised vehicles or construction machinery) until the protection
works required by the approved protection scheme are in place.

(c) No excavations for services, storage of materials or machinery, parking of
vehicles, deposit or excavation of soil or rubble, lighting of fires or disposal of
liquids shall take place within any area designated as being fenced off or
otherwise protected in the approved protection scheme.

(d) Protective fencing shall be retained intact for the full duration of the
development hereby approved and shall not be removed or repositioned
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without the prior written approval of the Local Planning Authority.

Reason: To ensure the continued well being of the trees in the interests of
the amenity of the locality and in accordance with policy DC9 of the
Maccle sfield Borough Local Plan 2004.

Prior to the commencement of development or other operations being
undertaken on site in connection with the development hereby approved
(including any tree felling, tree pruning, demolition works, soil moving,
temporary access construction and / or widening, or any operations involving
the use of motorised vehicles or construction machinery) a detailed tree felling
/ pruning specification shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the
Local Planning Authority. No development or other operations shall
commence on site until the approved tree felling and pruning works have
been completed. All tree felling and pruning works shall be carried out in full
accordance with the approved specification and the requirements of British
Standard 3998(2010)Tree Works - Recommendations

Reason: To ensure the continued well being of the trees in the interests of
the amenity of the area and in accordance with policy DC9 of the Macclesfield
Borough Local Plan 2004.

No development shall take place until an Environmental Management Plan
has been submitted to and approved by the local planning authority. The plan
shall address the environmental impact in respect of air quality and noise on
existing residents during the demolition and construction phase. In particular
the plan shall show mitigation measures in respect of;

) Noise and disturbance during the construction phase including piling
techniques, vibration and noise limits, monitoring methodology, screening, a
detailed specification of plant and equipment to be used and construction
traffic routes;

i) Waste Management: There shall be no burning of materials on site
during demolition / construction

i) Dust generation caused by construction activities and proposed
mitigation methodology.

iv) Site compounds location and noise mitigation plans
V) Communication plan and strategy

Vi) Contact numbers for Public and direct contact numbers for Local
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The Environmental Management Plan above shall be implemented and in
force during the construction phase of the development.

Reason: To reduce the impacts of dust and noise disturbance from the site on
the local environment in accordance with policy DC3 of the Macclesfield
Borough Local Plan.

No development shall take place until details of the bunds for noise mitigation
and landscaping to be constructed along the boundaries of the development
have been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning
Authority. Such details shall include appropriate cross sections of the bunds
and include details of the location, size and height of the bund as well as
details of the proposed materials and method of construction. Following the
construction of the bunds they shall be landscaped and maintained in
accordance with the details approved pursuant to Condition 29. The bunds
shall be constructed and all works implemented and carried out in full
accordance with the approved details.

Reason: To ensure the visual impact of the development is acceptable and to
enhance noise mitigation where feasible in accordance with policy DC3 of the
Macclesfield Borough Local Plan.

No work (including routine maintenance of vehicles and plant, loading and
unloading of vehicles) shall be carried out at the site and no vehicle
movements shall take place to, from, or within the site (i) before 0700 or after
1800 Monday to Friday (ii) before 0800 or after 1300 Saturday and (ii) at any
time on Sunday or Bank Holidays. In the event that work associated with the
construction of the development is required outside these hours, the app licant
must seek the approval in writing of the Local Planning Authority not less than
28 days in advance of the date in question including dates/times at which the
work in intended to take place, details of the nature of the work and the
machinery/plant required to carry out that work (unless agreed otherwise in
writing by the Local Planning Authority). Work shall only then proceed in
accordance with the approved details.

Reason: in the interests of amenity and to comply with policy DC3 of the
Macclesfield Borough Local Plan.

No development shall take place until the applicant, or their agents or
successotrs in title, has secured the implementation of a programme of
archaeological work in accordance with a written scheme of investigation
which has been submitted by the applicant and approved in writing by the
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local planning authority. The work shall be carried out strictly in accordance
with the approved scheme.

Reason:To comply with guidance in paragraph 141 of the NPPF and Local
Plan policies BE2 and BE21.

38.No development shall take place until a further Water Framework Directive
(WFD) assessment detailing the protection/mitigation of any adverse impacts
to those waterbodies identified in the WFD Screening Assessment has been
submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority. The
scheme shall be carried out as approved and any subsequent variations shall
be agreed in writing by the local planning authority.
The further WFD assessment should include the following elements:
. details of the diversion of watercourses including the lengths of
watercourse to be lost and created (this must ensure no net loss to length of
open water)
. cross section details of the diverted watercourses
. details of any new habitat created on site as part of
mitigation/compensation measures (this must ensure no net loss to habitats
currently extant)
. details of treatment of site boundaries and/or buffers around water
bodies (the aim must be to create a vegetated buffer zone with a minimum
width of 8 metres measured from the top of bank)

. detail extent and type of new planting (all planting to be of native
species)
. details of maintenance regimes

Reasons: To ensure the development is carried out in accordance with the
objectives set out in the Water Framework Directive (WFD).

INFORMATIVES

1. Attention is drawn to the comments of Styal Parish Council regarding the
height of the Styal Rail Bridge. The applicant is requested to examine, with
Network Rail, the potential for a non-compliant structure to reduce the bridge
height, in consultation with Styal Parish Council.

2. Attention is drawn to the aerodrome safeguarding comments of Manchester
Airport dated 23rd December 2013 to the Local Planning Authority.

Cranes, whilst they are temporary, can be a hazard to air safety. Should any
cranes or tall construction equipment be required during the construction
process, a separate assessment of crane operations will be required. The
developer or crane operator must therefore notify Manchester Airport Airfield
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Operations at least one month in advance of intending to erect a crane or tall
construction equipment. The proposed crane operations will then be assessed
to determine whether a Tall Equipment Permit would need to obtained and
whether any regulatory procedures or operating restrictions would need to be
agreed in advance.

. Attention is drawn to the developer's responsibilities in respect of Public
Rights of Way. The developer should be aware of his/her obligations not to
interfere with the public right of way either whilst development is in progress
or once it has been completed; such interference may well constitute a
criminal offence. In particular, the developer must ensure that:

)} there is no diminution in the width of the right of way available for use
by members of the public

i) no building materials are stored on the right of way

ii) no damage or substantial alteration, either temporary or permanent, is
caused to the surface of the right of way

iv) vehicle movements are arranged so as not to unreasonably interfere
with the public’s use of the way

V) no additional barriers (e.g. gates) are placed across the right of way, of
either a temporary or permanent nature

Vi) no wildlife fencing or other ecological protection features associated
with wildlife mitigation measures are placed across the right of way or allowed
to interfere with the right of way

vii)  the safety of members of the public using the right of way is ensured at
all times.

. The applicant’s attention is drawn to the need to obtain permission to divert
and/or extinguish lengths of public right of way and create new footpaths,
cycleways and bridleways. No works should take place on affected routes
until the appropriate legislation has been complies with and relevant order
confirmed. For further information the applicant should contact the Public
Rights of Way unit at Cheshire East Council.

. Should contamination be suspected, found or be caused at any time when
carrying out the development that was not previously identified, the local
planning authority should be notified immediately and development affected or
potentially affected by the contamination should stop and an investigation
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and/or risk assessment and/or remediation carried out to establish the most
appropriate course of action. Failure to stop and notify may render the
Developer/Owner liable for the costs of any investigation and remedial works
under Part llA of the Environmental Protection Act 1990.

Statement under Article 31(1)(cc) of the Town and Country Planning (De velopment
Management Procedure) (England) Order 2010 (as amended):

The Local Planning Authority has worked positively and proactively with the applicant
to identify various solutions during pre-application discussions to ensure that the
proposal comprised sustainable development and would improve the economic,
social and environmental conditions of the area and would accord with the
development plan. These were incorporated into the scheme and/or have been
secured by planning condition. The Local Planning Authority has therefore
implemented the requirement in Paragraphs 186-187 of the NPPF.

Please Note: This decision notice does not convey any approval or consent which
may be required under any enactment, bye-laws, order or regulation other than
Section 57 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990.

This consent is granted subject to conditions and it is the owner(s) and the person(s)
responsible for the implementation of the development who will be fully responsible
for their compliance throughout the development and beyond. A fee is payable to
us for the discharge of conditions. Please see our Website for details. If there
is a condition that requires work to be carried out or details to be approved prior to
the commencement of the development this is called a "condition precedent’. The
following should be noted with regards to conditions precedent:

(a) If a condition precedent is not complied with, the whole of the development will be
unauthorised and you may be liable to enforcement action.

(b) Where a condition precedent is breached and the development is unauthorised,
the only way to rectify the development is the submission of a new application.

Other conditions on this permission must also be complied with. Failure to comply
with any condition may render the owner(s) and the person(s) responsible for the
implementation of the development liable to enforcement action.

This permission is granted in strict accordance with the approved plans. It should be
noted however that:

(@) Any variation from the approved plans following commencement of the
development, irrespective of the degree of variation, will constitute unauthorised
development and may be liable to enforcement action.
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(b) Variation to the approved plans will require the submission of a new planning

application.
e RS

Authorised Officer for
Cheshire East Borough Council

Dated: 25" June 2014




Mr S Roslllo

URS Infrastructure & Environment UK Ltd
Bridpewster House

Whitworth Street

Manchaster
M1 8LT



STOCKPORT

AN 101 'ROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL

STOCKPORT METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
DECISION NOTICE

Town and Country Planning Act 1990

Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment)
Regulation 2011

Town and Country Planning General Regulations 1882

FULL PLANNING PERMISSION NUMBER DC053678

nd land to the east of the Styal railway

F: and between the AS (Biedon Road)
ina, north of Styal Golf Coursa.

Applicant Detalls: Agent Detalls:
Stockport MBC, Cheshire East Councl | Mr S Roslio
& Manchester Clty Council LIRS Infrastructura & Environment UK Lid
Bridgewater Housa
Whitworth Street
Manchester
M1BLT
Location Dagcription of Developmant
) and 1o the soith of Stockport, adjacent | Consiruction of the AS to Manchester Airport

Rellef Road (whole route), incorporating:
Seven naw noad junctions;

Maodification 1o four exdsting road Junctions;
Four new rall bridga crossings;

Three new public rights of
way/accommodation bridges;

Four new road bridges;

A pedestrian & cycle route;

Six balancing ponds; and

Associsted landecaping, lighting and
Infrastructure works.

Within Stockport:

Six new road junctions;

Modification o three exishing road junctions,
Thresa new rall bridga crossings;

One new public right of way/accommodation
bridga;

Three new road bridges;

A padesirian cycle roubs;

Four balancing ponds; and

Assoclated landscaping, lighting,
enginearng and Infrastruciure works.




PARTICULARS OF DECIBION

The Stockport Metropolitan Borough Councll hereby pive notios In pursuanca of the
Town and Country Plunning Act 1990 that FULL PLANNING PERMISSION HAB
BEEN GRANTED for the carrying cut of the developmaent described sbove. The
development must be begun not latar than the eglration of THREE YEARS
beginning with the date of this permisaicn, as required by section 91 of the Town
and Country Planning Act 1990 and amended by Section 51 of the Planning and
Compuleory Purchase Act 2004,

The devalopment must be canted out In eccordance with the application and plans
submitied, and subject to the following terma and conditions:

1. Condiion
This parmisaion relates to the following drawings :-

Location Plsn

* Planning Application Location Plan (1007/2D/DF7/AB-MA/PALP/2T0)

» Planning Application Location Plan — Looal Autherity Boundary
Locations (1007/20/DF7/AS-MA/PALP/2T1)

Eracosed Block Plans

Planning Application Black Plare - Proposed Sheet 2
{1007/ 3DVDF 7/AS-MA/PABP/P/024)

Pianning Appiication Blook Plane - Proposed Sheet 3
(1007/30D/DF 7/AB-MA/PABP/F/026)

Planning Application Blook Plans - Proposed Sheet 5
{1007/3D/DFT/AB-MA/PABP/P/O2T

Planning Appilcation Blook Plane - Propased Sheet 8
{(1007/3D/DF 7/A0-MA/PABP/F028)

Planning Appliostion Block Plane - Proposed Shaet 7
(1007/3D/DF T/AB-MA/PABP/P/020)

Planning Application Block Plans - Propossd Sheet 8
(1007/3D/DFT/AS-MA/PABP/P/030)

Planning Application Black Plane - Proposed Shest 10
{1007/ 3D/DFT/ABS-MA/PABP/P/031)

Planning Application Biock Plans - Propossd Shest 11
(1007/30/DFT/AB-MAPABP/P/022)

Planning Application Block Pians - Proposad Shest 12
{1007/ 3VDF 7/A8-MA/PABP/IPR33)

Planning Application Blook Planes - Proposed Sheet 13
(1007RAD/DFT/AS-MA/PABP/P/0AL)

Flanning Application Block Plans - Proposed Sheet 14
(1007/3D/DF T/AB-MA/PABP/P/036)

Planning Application Blook Plans - Propcsed Shest 18
{1007/30/DF T/AS-MA/PABP/FP/038)

Planning Applksation Blook Plans - Propossd Sheat 18
{1007/ 3D/DF r/AB-MA/PABP/P/OST)

Planning Application Biook Plans - Proposed Shest 17
(1007/3D/DF7/AB-MA/PABP/P/038)

Planning Application Block Plane - Proposad Sheet 18



{1007/ 3D/DF7/AB-MAPABF/P/038]
Planning Application Block Plans - Proposed Sheet 18
(1007 3D/OF7/AB-MAPABP/F040)
Planning Application Block Plans - Proposad Shest 20
{1007/30/DF7/AB-MAPABP/P41)
Planning Appilcstion Block Plans - Proposed Sheet 21
(100 7AD/DF7/AG-MA/PABPIP42)
Planning Appiication Block Plans - Propossd Sheat 22
(1007/2D/DFT/AB-MA/PABP/P/043)
Plarming Application Block Plans - Proposed Sheet 23
(1007 3D/DF T/AS-MAP ABP/P/44)

Beneral Arrangemant Plans

Planning Applisatien General Amangement — Shest 1 of €
(1007/30/DF7/AG-MAIGA/Z01)

Planning Application General Amangemeant — Sheet 2 of &
(1007/3D/DF 7/AB-MAMGA/Z02)

Planning Application General Arrangement — Sheat 3 of 8
(1007/3D/CF7/AB-MA/GA/203)

Flanning Application General Armangement — Sheat 4 579
{1007/ 3D/DF 7/AG-MA/GA/204)

Planning Application Senefal Armangement = Sheet & of B
{1007/30/DFE7/AS-MA/GAS208)

Planning Application Ganeral Amangement — Sheat € of 9
(1007/30/DF 7/AG-MA/GA/208)

Planning Application General Amangement — Sheet 7 of 8
(1007/30/DF7/AG-MA/GAS20T)

Planning Application Genara! Armangement — Sheet & of 8
(1007 3D/DFT/AS-MA/GASZDBR)

Planning Application Genaral Arrangement — Sheat 8 of ©
(1007/3D/DFT/AG-MASGASZ09)

Cress Sections

Preforred Schems - Cross Sections Shest 1
{1007 3D/DF T/ AB-MASXE/258)

Prefarred Scheme - Cross Sections Sheat 3
{1007/3D/DF7/AB-MAMXE/Z60)

Preferred Schemes - Cross Sections Shaet 4
(1007/30/DF 7/A8-MASXE/261)

Frefemed Scheme - Cross Sections Shaset §
(1007/3D/DF 7/AB-MASXS/262)

Freferad Schame - Cross Sadllons Shaot 8
(1007/3D/DF7/A8-MA/XS/263)

Prafesrod Scheme - Cross Sectlons Shest &
(1007/3D/DF 7/AB-MASKS/266)

Prafarred Schams - Cross Sections Sheet
(1007 3D/DFT/AB-MASXS/266)

Prefarred Scheme - Cross Sactions Shesat 10
{10073D/OF 7/AB-MAXS/2ET)

A B e sl Arrangsmen
(1007-3D-DF 7-A8-MA-B001-701-C)



s Hazel Grove/Buxion Raliway Underine Bridgs Qption 1
(1007-3D-DF &-AS-MA-B002-702-3)

« B003 Mill Lane Ascommeodation Bridga General Arangement
(1007-3D-DF 7-A8-MA-B003-701-A)

+ BOO4A Nerbury Bridge Widening
{1007-3D-DF 7-A8-MA-BOO4A-701-A)

+ B004 MIN Lane Foothridpe General Amangement
(1007-3D-DF T-AB-MA-B004-701-A)

« B00S MIll Hill Hotiow Bridge Genaral Arangamant
(1007-3D-DF 7-A8-MA-B00S-708-D)

s  Mil Hill Hollow Footbridge General Amangement
(1007-3D-DF 7-AS-MA-BUDGA-T01-A)

+ B007 Weodford Road Bridge General Arrangement
{1007-3D-DF 7-AB-MA-BOCT-T07-C)

o Ganeral Amangement WCML Bridge
(1007-3D-DF 5-A8-MA-B008-T08)

s BO10 Woodford Roed Bridge — Bramhall Geners) Arrangermnent
(Eheet 1 of 2} (1007-30-DF 7-AS-MA-BO10B-T07a-B)

s B010 Woodford Road Bridge — Bramhal General Arangsment
{Sheet 2 of 2) (1007-30-DF7-A8-MA-BD10B-707D)

« Siyal Ralway Bridge General Arrangament
(1007-3D-DFF8-A8-MA-B013-713-03)

* TR1-11 Daky Houss Lana Culvert
(1007-3D-DF 7-AB-MA-TR1-11-701-A)

« General Arrangement ROOS Retaining Wall
{1007/30/DF 7/A8-MA/RO0S/728/B)

+ Ratalning Wal TR1(5 Genaral Amangement
(1007/8D/DF7/AB-MA/TR1GXDB/A)

WM = Exieting and Propossd Speed Limits -
; mmzn{.?l:nmmum = Existing and Propossd Speed Limite -
1007/30/DF 7/A8-MA/SL/244 - Exleting and Proposad Speed Limits -
?gh.#a?ﬁﬂwm = Existing and Praposed Spaed Limits -
zﬁﬁmmuram - Exdeting and Propcsed Spesd Limits =

%%%hw - Extsting and Proposed Public Righta
?’uggmmmmmwmﬂ - Exiating and Proposed Public Rights
Tﬂg'gnmmmowmz - Exiating and Proposed Public Rights
:fuggnrnmm-mnowma - Existing and Proposed Publks Rights
Tug'gnrnmmpﬂowm 4 - Existing and Froposed Public Rights
%ggnmm-mowmv - Exieting end Proposed Public Rights



of Way

Figure 5.28.1 - Landscapa Mitdgation Proposals - Legend
Figure 5.30.1 - Landecape Mitgation Propcsaly = Shest 1
Figure 5.31.1 - Landscape Mitigetion Proposals - Shest 2
Flgure 8.32.1 - Lancecape Mitigution Praposals - Shest 3
Figure §.33.1 - Landscapes Mitigation Proposnis — Shee! 4
Figure £.34,1 - Lanciacape Mitigation Proposals - Sheet §
Figura 5.35.1 - Landscaps Mitigation Proposals = Sheet 8
Figure 5.28.1 - Landscape Mitigaton Propossls = Shest 7
Figure 5.37.1 - Landscape Mitigaton Propcsals — Sheet B
Figure 8,38.1 - Landscape Mitigation Proposals — Sheet 9
Figure 5.39.1 - Landacape Mitigation Praposals — Shaet 10
Figure 5.40 1 - Landecapa Mitigation Proposala — Shast 11
Flyura 5.42.1 - Landacape Mitigaten Proposals = Sheaet 13
Figurs 5.43.1 - Landsonpe Mitgatien Proposals = Sheet 14

Landecacs Deglan Plane |

1007/30/DF7/ABMALD/245 - Landacaps Deslgn Sheet 1 of 12
1007 AD/DFTABMA/LDZ18 - Landecape Deslgn Shest 2 of 12
1007/A0/DFT/AB-MAJLD/217 - Landecapes Dealgn Shest 3 of 12
1007/3D/DFT/AS-MA/LD/218 - Lancecaps Design Sheet 4 of 12
1007/30/DF7/A8-MAN D/218 - Lancssapa Design Sheet 5 of 12
1007/30/DF 7/AB-MA/LD/220 - Landscaps Dealgm Sheet 8 of 12
100T/ADDFTIAS-NMALD/221 - Landscape Design Sheat 7 of 12
1007/30D/DFTIAS-MAL D222 - Landscape Dealgn Sheet 8 of 12
1007/3DVDFT/AMMALD/223 - Landecaps Design Sheet 8 of 12
1807/ DVOFT/ASMA/LD/224 - Landecape Design Shest 10 of 12
1007/ADYDFT/AS-MALD/225 - Landecaps Deskin Sheet 11 of 12
1007/30/DFT/AB-MA/LD/228 - Landecaps Design Sheet 12 of 12
1007/ D/DFT/ABMA/LD/ 248 - Landscape Design = Sheat Locstion Plan

Propopsd Lkhing Plana

80248122 _1300_001 Rev E - Proposed Lighting - Sheat Layo?

B0248122_1300_002 Rav D - Proposed Lighting = Ringway Rond West

Junction

80248122 _1300_003 Rev E - Proposad Lighting = Styal Read Junction

80248122_1300_004 Rav D - Proposad Lighting — Wiimskow Road

|unetion

80248422 _1300_005 Rev E - Propoasd Lighting ~ Stanley Gresn

Roundabout

80248422_1300_008 Rev E - Propessd Lighting - SEMMMS A4

Junctan

A0248122_1300_007 Rev E - Propoesd Lighting — Woodfora Read

Juncton

30243122_130':_005 Rev E - Propossd Lighting — Cheater Road
unetan

guziﬂjzz_mo_ona Rav E - Proposed Lighting — Maocksfield Road
un

BJ248122_1200_010 Rev E - Preposed Lighting — A8 SEMMMS

Junotion



ERTAlNRoA Plang

802124 70-HIQ-0501 Rav F05 - Dralnage levolt Sheet 1
802124 70-HI3-0802 Rev POS - Drainage layout Sheet 2
80212470-HI3-0803 Rev POG - Drainage (myout Sheet 3
80212470-HIG-0504 Rev PO7 - Drainage layout Shewt 4
80212470-HIG-0506 Rev POS - Dralnage [ayout Shest 6
80212470-HI1G-0508 Rav FO6 - Dralnage layout Sheet &
802124 70-H|3-0507 Rev P08 - Dralnage layout Sheet 7
80212470-H| 20508 Rev POS - Dralnage layout Sheet &
80212470-HIG-0808 Rev P0G - Dranage kayvout Sheet &
80212470-HIG-0610 Rev P05 - Dralnage [ayout Shest 10
8021247C-HIG-08%1 1 Rev P04 - Dralnage |ayout Sheet 41
80212470-HIG-0512 Rev PS8 - Dralnage layout Sheet 12
80212470-HIG-0813 Rev PU5 - Dralnags layout Shest 13
802124 70-HIC-0814 Rev POS - Dralnage layout Shesat 14
8602124 70-HIG-0516 Rev POS - Druinage lgvout Shest 16
80212470-HIG-0816 Rev P08 - Drainage layout Shest 18
80212470-HIQ-0835 Rev PO - Summary of Froposed Dralrsgs
Natworks

Approvad Documents

Environmaental Statement: Volume 1 - Main Texd (1007/8,15.2/188)
Environrmental Statament Volume 2 — Figures (1007/5,15.2/180)
Environmental Strtemant Volume 3 - Appendicss (1007/6,18,2/161)
Design and Accsss Statement - Volurne 1 (1007/8.18.2/180)
Deslgn arsd Access Statemet = Volume 2 (Structurss Reports)
(1007/4.16.21181)

Trarmsport Assesamant - 1007/8,18.2/183

Socio-economis impacts Report - 1007/6.16.2/172

Flood Risk Assesarment - 100748.7081

Tree Survey -1007/8.18.2188

Street Lighting Deaign Statement - 1007/10,7/106

Health impact Assessamant - 1007/8,18.2/188

Drainage Strategy Report - 1007/, 7/082

Alrport Bxfeguarding - 1007/11.01/185

Sustuinability Staement - 1007/13,8/184

Equeiitiss Impect Assessrment - 1007/8.15.2/187

Soft Landscape Spacification - 1007/5.7/0897

Landssape Management Plan - 1007/5,7/088

Code of Consruction Practics - 1007/10,4/134

Reason

For the avoldanos of doubt and to ensure that the development
complies with the fellowing polioles savad Poluies of the adopted
Stookpert Unitary Development Plan Reviesy and Pollcies of the edapted

Stockpert Cora Strategy DFD;

CDH12: Non Residental Develapment In Predominunty Resldental
Areas



£T2.2; Protection for Malor Road Schemes

LCR1.1: Landscape Character Areas

EF1.7: Davelopment and Flood Risk

NE1.1: Sites of Spacial Nature Consarvation Importance
NE1.2: Sites of Nature Conssrvation Importanca
GBA1.1: Extant &f Green Balt

GBA1.2: Control of Deavalopmet In Grean Batt

GBA2.1: Protection of Agricultural Land

L1.8: Strateglc recreation mutes

L1.9; Recreation routes and new development

LCR1.1: Landscape Character Areas

EP1.8; Manchaster Airport Publlc Safety Zone

EP1.9: Safeguarding of Asrcdromes and A Navigation Facilites

Cors Strategy Policies

C81: Overarching Principles: Sustalneble Development - Addressing
Inequalities and Climate Change

C85: Access to Sarvices

C5848: Safeguarding and Improving the Environment

C89: Transpoert and Developmant

C510: An Effecttve and Sustainabls Transport Network

SD1: Creating Sustainabke Communities

SD3; Delivering the Energy Opportunitias Plan - New Development
SD&: Adapting to the Impacts of Climate Change

SIE -1: Quality Places

SIE-3: Protecting, Safeguarding and Enhancing the Emvironment

S|E-5: Aviation facllties, Telecommunications and cther Broadeast

T-1: Transport and Cevelopmer

T-3: Ssfety ard Capacity on the Highway Network

AS-2: Improving Indoor Sports, Community and Education Fadifties and
thalr Accessibility

Ralevant Polickes as contalned within the NPPF.

Condliton

The development hereby parmitted shall be underiaken strictly In
accordance with the detalls containad In the application and In full
compliance with the mitigation measures identifled and set out in the
supporting Environmantal Statement, unlese otherwisa agreed i writing
with the Local Planning Authority, or where modified by the condltions
attached to this planning pemmnission or by detalls subsequanty
approved pursuant to those conditions.

Reason

To ensure that tha davelopmant Is carrled out in accordance with the
detalis as coniained in the application and the principles of the mitigation
sat out in the Environmental Statement In order to minimiees the
anvimnmental affects of the development.



Condition

No development shall take place undil (I} a echedule of afl the materials
to ba used on the development including retaining walls, lighting
columns, bridgea and fencas has been submitted to and approved In
writing by the local planning authority and (1) samples have been made
avallable for Inspaction on the site. The new sections of road hereby
approved shall not ba brought Into use until it has been completed in
accordance with the approved schedula and materials.

Reason

In tha intenasts of visual amenity and to ensura compliance with Policies
SIE-1 "Quallty Places® and SIE-3 "Protecting, Safeguarding and
Enhancing the Environment™ of the adopted Stockport Core Strategy
DPD

Condltan

Bafore the naw ssctions of road heraby approved are brought nto use
detalis of all proposed lighting to be implemented as part of the
develcpment (Including strest lighting and that associated with tha
bridges, underpasses and other circuiation areas, eio) shall be
submitted to and approved In writing by the Local Planning Authority.
Thersafier the fighting shall ba Implemented and carmed out in full
accordanscea with the approved detalle.

RESEON

To ensure that any lighting Is the minimum necessary for its purpose In
accordance with Policy SIE-3 "Protecting, Sefeguarding and Enhancing
the Environment” of the adopted Stockport Core Strategy DFD.

Candition
No lighting required for tha construction of the development shall be

inetalled at the sits sxcept In accordance with detalls which have been
first submitted {o and approvad In writing by the local planning authority.

Reason
To enaure that any lighting [a the minimum necsesary for its purposs In

aocordance with Polioy 8IE-3 "Protecting, Safeguarding and Enhancing
the Environment" of the adopted Stockport Cora Strategy DPD.

Conditian

The development heraby approved shall have foul and surface water
drained in accordance with the principlas outlined In the submitted Flood
Risk Assassment which was prepared by AECOM Lid Ref: 1007/8.7/081



rev B, dated 2= October 2013 and the submitted Drainage Strategy
Report and associaied plars (prepared by AECOM Lid ref:
80212470/HIG01, dated Auguat 2011). For the svokiance of doubt,
any foul weter must drain separately to surface water and no surfacs
waater will be psrmitted to discharpe directy or indiractty into the public
foul or comblned sewer. Any surface water draining from the site must
ba restrictad to the agresd rates as set out within the submitted
Dralnage Strategy.

Reason

In order to cvarcome any acverse sffects of the davelopment in terms of
Poliey SIE-3 "Protecting Sateguarding and Enhancing the Environmant®,
of the adopted Stockpert Core Strategy DPD.

Condtion

No cavelcpmant shall taks place untll detalls of the bunds for nales
mitigation and landscaping to be constructed along the bounderies of
the cevelopmant heve been submitted to and approvad in writing by the
Leoal PFlanning Authority. Such detalis shall Include appropriate cross
sachons of the bunce and Inslude detalla of the kocatlon, sizs and
height of the bund ss wall as detalis of the proposed materiels and
method of constnuction, Following the construction of the bunde they
shal ba landecaped and maintained In accordance with the detale
approved pursusnt to Condition 24, The bunde shall be constucted and
all works Implemented and carmied out m full accordance with the

approved detalls,
Reaacn

In the interests of visual amanity and to snsurs compllance with Policies
SIE-1 *Quality Places" and SIE-3 "Protecting, Safeguarding and
Enhancing the Environment® of the edopted Stockport Core Strategy
oeD.

condition

No development shall take place untll ful detalls of all bridges,
siructuras, underpasses, bridge wing walla, abutments and oroasings
have been submitted to and approved In writing by the Local Planning
Authority. Buch dstalls shall Inalude Informaticn on the colours and
treatment of all surfaces, finishas and textures sssoclaiad with these
slemanta (8.5. rallinge, wing walls, side walls of underpses) se wall ae
sxact claarance haights. The bridges, structures, underpasess, brkige
wing walls, sbutmants and crossings shall thersafler ba constructed In
aooordanoe with the approved details.

Reason

In tha Intereste of highway safaty and to safeguard the amenities of the
locallty pureuant to policles T-1, T-2, T-3 and SIE-1 of the Core Sirategy



10.

Development Fian Document,

condiian

Unleas ciherwise agreed In writing by the Local Pianning Authorty no
development shal take place untll & scheme that Includse the following
components to deal with the reks sssociated with cortaminetion of the
site have bean submitted to and approved, In writing, by the Lacal

Flanning Authority:

1) A preliminary rigk asssgsment which has identifled:
al previous usss
patental oontaminarts ssscdiaiad with those uses
a concepzual madal of the sta indiceting scurces, pathways and
&m:phnrl potenidaly unacoapiabla riaks artaing from contamination st
site.

2) A site Investigetion scheme, based on (1) o provide Information for a
detalled assesamant of the riex i all recaptors that may ba effected,
Inchuding thoss off site.

3) The resuts of the site Invastigadion and detalec rak assesament
referred to In (2) and, bassd on theae, an aptione appraieal and
remediation sirategy giving full detalls of the remediation measurss
required and how they are to be underiaken.

Any changes to thees componants requirs the axpress writter cansent
of the Local Planning Authority, The scheme shall be Implemented as

aApproved,
Reason

To ansure thet any unaccaptabls risks from contamination %o the future
users of the lend and nelghbouring land are minimised, together with
thess 1o comoolied waters, proparty and acologkal systems, and 1o
anaure that the Jevekspment can ba caried out safely without
uneocestable rsks to workers, neihbours and other oFslie receptors in
acoordance with Polloy 8iE-3 "Protecting Safeguarding and Enhancing
the Environmaent®, of the adopted Stockport Cors Strategy DPD.

Condition

The new sections of road shall not ba brought into use und the
approved remediation scheme required to be submittad by Condition &
has been carried out. Within six monthe of completion of remediation
maasures, & validation report assessing the effactiveness of the
remediation carried shall be submitted fo and approved in weiting by the
local planning authority. The repert shall specify any further remedistion
or monltoring measures necessary and indicate how and whan thess
measures will be undertaken. Any further remadiation must ba



11,

12,

Implemarted (n asoordanca with approved report
Reason

To ansure that any unacceatable riaks from contaminetion to the future
usars of the land and neighbouring land are minimised, together wih
thasa i controlled watsrs, property and ecological systems, and to
snsure that the development can be carried out safaly without
unacoaptabls rsks to workars, neighbours and otner offsite recepiors in
accordancs with Pollcy SIE=3 "Protecting Safeguarding and Enhancing
the Ervironment®, of the adopted Steckport Cors Stategy DPD.

Condition

Mo devalopment shall take place until a bird hazard management plan
has been submitted to, and approved in writing by tha Local Planning
Authority. The plan shall include measure to ensure that earthworks
during constructon do not attract birds. Once approvad the scheme
shall ba implamanted In full and remain In place during the construction
of the alte.

Reason

To avold endangiaring the safe operation of alroraft through the
attraction of birds, pursuant to Circular 1/2003 Safeguarding
Aarodromes, Technlcal Sites and Military Explosives Sterage Arsas: the
Town and Country Plarning (Ssfeguardad Aerodromaes, Technical Sites
and Miitary Explosives Storaga Areas) Direction 2002 and savec
policies EP1.8 and EP1.9 of the Stockport Development Plan.

Condithon

Notwithstanding the detalls shown on Landscape Mitigation Proposals
Figure 5.41.1 and 5.42.1, a plan Indicating the |acation of proposed new
ponds In Sectons, 03, 04 and 05 of the scheme and justification for the
location of the ponds shai be submitted to, and approved in writing by
the Local Planning Authority. The location of the ponds showdd be such
ag 1o reduce potential for bird hazard. Oncs approved, the scheme shall
pe themaafter be 'mplemerted prior to the new sections of road being
brought into usa,

Raeason

To aveid andangering the safe speration of aireraft through the
attraction of birds, pursuant to Circular 1/2003 Safeguarding
Aarodromes, Technical SHes and Miktary Explosives Siorage Areas: the
Town and Country Planning (Safeguarded Aerodromes, Technical Skes
and Military Explosives Storage Areas) Diredtion 2002 and saved
policies EP1.8 and EP1.2 of the Stockport Cevelopment Flan.



13.

14,

Condition

No demolition or development ground worke shall take place untl the
applicant or thalr agente or thelr successors In title has aacured the
implemeantation of a programma of archasclogical works In acocrdance
with a Written 8chemae of Investigation (WSI) which has besn submittad

to mnd approved In writing by the lecal planning authority. The W8I shall
oover tha Tollowing:

1. A phaeed programme and maethodology to inciuda:

= #in agreed scope of mitigation for each historio bullding and
archasological site affacted by tha scheme, Including as appropriate the
following siemants

~ archasologional svaluation

- where the abovs identifies significant remains, targeted
archasological excavation

- watching brigf

= palneg-environmental sampling and analysis

= historio bullding survey

2. A programme for poat Investigation asesssmaert to Include:

- analyaia of the site Investigation records and finds

= production of a final raport on the significance of the herltage
intarast repressntad.

3. Provision for archive deposition of the report, fincs and reconds of the
slte Investigation.

4. Dissamination of the results through publioation and othar media,

. Nomination of & compstent paracn or psrsons/organisation to
undertake the works sat out within the approved WSI.

In aocordance with NPPF polioy 12, paragraph 141, “to record and
advanca the understanding of the significance of any haritage assets to
ba loat (wholly or In part) and “to make thie evidance {and any archive

genarsted) publicly accessible®.
Condlition

Nc development shall take place untll a schadula for the undertaking of
4 pre commenocemant survey of bat roost acthvily, otier activity, badger
sativityforaging survrye and great crested newt sctivity (In ponds 34 end
138} has besn submitted 1o and approved In writing by the Local
Planhing. The surveys shall be subsequently undertaken In aocordance
with the approved sohedule.

Reason



5.

18.

To ansurs tha protection of habitat of species that are protacied under
the Wikllifa and Countryside Act 1881 or as subsequenily amended In
order to comply with saved policies NE1.1 and NE1.2 and policy SIE-3
"Protecting, Safeguarding and Enhancing the Environment® of the
adopted Stockport Core Strategy DPD.

Condition

No development shall take place until detailed mitigation/compensation
strategles for the following specles have been submitted to and
approved by the Local Flanning Authority:

Great crested newls (each meta-population)
Badgers

Bats

Breading birds

Brown Hare

Ottar

Bam Ow

The stratagies shall be based on up-to date survey data and where
appropriate the strategles shall include detalls such as: measures to
avold direct impact on individual spacies; timings of works: location and
design of compensatory habltats; messures to avoldireduce disturbance
of individual species or destruction of terrestrial habitat, measures to
reduce road mortality, and a monltoring program {o sssass the
outcomes of these sirategles. The approved sirategies shall be

subsequently Implementad In full within a timescale previously approve
in writing by the Local Planning Authority,

Reason

To ensure the protecion of habitat of species that are protected under
the Widlifa and Countryside Act 1881 or as subsaquently amended in
order to comply with saved policias NE1.1 and NE1.2 and policy SIE-3
"Protecting, Safaguarding and Enhancing the Environment® of the
adopted Stockport Core Strategy DIPD.

Londiten

No deveiopment shali tuke placs untl s method staterrent detalling the
protection and reinstatemant plans for the diverted waler courses
(Norbury Brook, Ox Hey Brook) have bean submitted o and approved in
wiiting by the LRA. The development shall be subsequenty caried out
In accordance with the approved detalls and thereafter retained,

Reason

To ansure the satiefasiory appearance of tha slte In compliance with
Pallcles SIE-1 *Quality Places® and $(E-3 "Protecting, Sateguarding and
Enhmnoing the Emvironment” of the adopted Stockport Core Stratagy



17,

19,

DFD.

Condfton

No slite clearance or vegetstion claarance work should ba undartaken in
the bird nesting season (March — August inclusive) unieas It can be
otherwise demonstrated that na birds sre bresding on the site.

Reason

To snsure the protection of habitat of spacies that are protectad under
the Wiiditfe and Countryside Act 1881 or as subsequently amaendad In
order to comply with saved polioless NE1.1 and NE1.2 and polloy SIE-3
"‘Protecting, Safeguarding and Enhancing the Environment® of the

adopted Stockpori Core Strategy DPD.

Condition

No development shall take place until a method statement for the control
and eradication of Invasive species such as Japanesa knotweed and
Himalayan balsam has been submitied to and approved by tha Local
Planning Authority. Tha submitied method statement shall indude
location mapsa for all stands and method of control, including timings of
the work and dispoesal of any contaminated meterial. The davelopment
shell be subsequently camied out in accondance with the approved
detalls.

Reason

To safeguard and enhance the natural environment and biodivereily of
the Borough In accordance with the requirements of Policy SIE-3
"Protecting, Safeguarding and Enhancing the Environment” of the
adopted Stockport Core Strategy DPD.

Canditon

Ay bulklinge, other bult structures or tress, asesssed as baing more
than fow rigk for bat habitation, which are ne removed prior to Maroh
2016 shall be reasssasad for bet habitation and the Information and any
miltigation reduired shall be submitted to and ba approved by the Local
Planning Authartty.

Reason

To anaure the protection of habitet of spacies tha! are protected under
the YWidiife and Couniryside Act 1881 or ae subsequently amended In
order to camply with saved polcles NE7.1 and NE1.2 and policy SIE-3
“Froteating, Safeguarding and Enhancing the Envirenment® of the
adopted Stockport Core Strategy DPD,



21,

Conditdon

Any ponds within the footprint of the development or that fall Insiie the
sxclusion fencing that have not been removed by March 2018 shall be
reassassed and/or surveyed for great orested nawle habitation and the
infarmation and any mitigation required shall be submitted to and be
approvad by tha Local Planning Authority

Reason

To ensure the protection of habliat of spaciss that ars protectad under
tha Wikilife and Countryside Act 1881 or as subsequantly amended In
order to comply with saved policies NE1.1 and NE1.2 and policy BIE-3
"Prctecting, Safeguarding mnd Enhancing the Environment” of the
adopted Stockport Cars Strategy DPD.

Condition

Prior to the commancemant of the devalopment hereby approved &
Construgtion Envionmantal Managamant Plan {CEMP) must be
submiited to and be approved by the Local Planning Authardty. The
CEMP must Include: a detalied assessment in acoordance with Britieh
Standard 5228 as part of the finalisation of working methods and
informad by the specific plant and machinery which wil be used to show
how the maln conatruction affecia of tha davelopment are to be
minimised; Nolse mitigation, that will Inclucls, as & minimym, all the
points siated [n Section 13.5.29 of the Environmental Statement. Tha
scheme shall alao Include detall of the types and timetable for pling
operstions, damoliton and rock blasting and detall of ground
stmblllsation. The plan shall aleo stats how levels of vibration wil be
monltored by the contrector and what mitigation will ba uaad. The
davelocpmant shall thereafter be constructed In mocordance with

appraved detalls.
Reason

To safeguard the amenities of the cocuplers of nearby residential
accommodation, pursuant to poticies SIE-1 and SIE-3 of the Core
Strategy Developmant Plan Documant.

Condition

No work {Inoluding routine maintenanoes of vehicles and plant, loading
and unicading of vehioles) shall be camied out st the slte and no vehicls
movamants shall take place to, from, or within the site (1) bafora 0700 or
gher 1800 Monday to Friday {I) before 0800 or sfter 1300 Saturday and
{H) at any ims on Sunday cr Bank Holidnys.

In the svent that work associated with the consiruction of the
development la required outside these hours, the applicant must seek
the approval In writing of the Looal Planning Authority not lees than 28



days In advance of the date In quastion inciuding dates/times at which
tha work In Intendad to taks place, datalle of tha nature of the work and
the machinery/plant required to camy aut that work (unises agresd
atherwise In wriling by the Local Flanning Authorlty). Work shall only
then procsed In accordancs with the approved detalle.

Reason

In order to minimise the Impact of the propossd uss upon the amenities

of the residents of nearby properties in socordance with saved Pollcy

£DH1.2, "Non Residential Developmant In Predominantly Residential

gnn'. lgdpgollw SIE-1 "Quallty Plmcos™ of the adopted Stockport Core
tratagy s

Condition

Priar to tha commancamant of devalopment a schama identifying the

layout of the proposaed pltohes st Woodford Recreation Grourd whall be

submitted o snd approved In writing by the Local Plmnning Authority.

The approved acheme shall subssquently be Implemented prior to any

gwolﬁmmt taking place which Impacts on Woodford Recreation
round.

Reason

To ansurs retantion of cammunity faclities In accordance with policy
AS-2 of the Cora Strategy Davelopment Plan Document

Condlition

No devalopment shall take placa untll a schame of landscaping has
besn submitied to mnd mpproved In wilting by the local planning
authority. The scheme shall Indicate the size, spaciss and spacing of
planting, the areas to be grassed and the materials to be used on the
hard surfaced areas.

Reason

To eneure the satisfactory appearance of the site In compliance with
Policlea 8IE-1 "Quality Placas" and S1E-3 "Protecting, Safeguarding and
Egl'gndng the Environment® of the adopted Stockport Core Strategy

Condition

Detalls and methodology stating how the landecaping, drainage and
soologloal mitigation proposals are designed to minimise risk to aroraft
shall be submiited to, and approved In writing by the Local Planning
Authority. The detalls shall include justification for the design and
location of the proposed ponds. The loostion of the pands shoukd be as
sich to reduce the potential for bird hazard.



28,

Reazon: In the Interasts of airpornt safeguarding.

Condition

The approvad landscaping scheme shall be carried out within 8 months
of the apening of the road. Any frees, plants or grasssd areas which
within a period of 6 vaars from the dats of planting diw, are removed or
beccms serlously damagad or dipsmsad shall be replaced In tha next
planting ssason with others of similar size, species and quality unises
the local planning authority gives written approval to any variation.

Reason

To ensure the satisfactory appssrancs of the site In compllance with
Policles SIE-1 "Quality Piaoes” and EIE-3 "Proteciing, Safeguarding and
Eglblndnn the Environment® of the adopted Stockport Core Sirategy

Condition

No existing tree within the site shall be cut down, topped, lopped,
uprogted, wiltfully damaged or wilfully destroyed without the prior written
approval of the local planning authority, with the éxception of those
Indicated otherwise on the approved plan. Any hedgerows, woody plants
or shrubbery removed without such congsnt or dying or being severely
damagad or baing seriously diseased, within 5 years of tha devalopmant
comimenging, shall be replaced within the next planting season with
trees of such slze and species as may ba approved In writing by the
local planning authority.

Reason

In ordar fo protect exdsting irees on the sits in accordance with Polices
SIE-1 "Quality Places" and SIE-3 "Protecting, Safeguarding and
Enhancing tha Environment”, of the adopted Stockport Core Strategy
DPD.

Condliton

No davalopment ghall teks place until ell existing trees on the site except
those ahown 1o be removed on the approved plans, have bean fanced
off In accordance with BS 5837:2005 "Trees [n relation to construction -
Recommendations®. The fencirg shall be retaingd during the period of
construction and no work, excavation, tipping or stacking of matarials
shall take placa within any such fenca during the constructicn period.

Raason

In ordar to protect axisting trese on the site In accordance with Pollces
SIE-1 "Quality Places” and SiE-3 "Protecting, Safeguarding and



a1,

Enhancing the Environment”, of the adopted Stockport Core Strategy
DPD.

Cordition

Uniasa otharwise agread in wilting by tha Local Planning Authority, no
bullding shall be srectad within 3 metres of any exdsting public sewer
and no development shall ocour within 10m of eny exsting servics

raservolrs.

Raseon

In the Interests of protection of public feciiies and areure compllance
with Policles SIE-1 "Qluailty Places" and S8IE-3 "Protecting, Sefeguarding
and Enhancing tha Environment” of the adapted Stockport Core

Strategy DPD
Condition

Pricr to the commencement of devalopment a report of the findings of
the scheme of sita Investigation works a9 recommended in the
submitted Ground Investigation Report shall ba submitted 1o, and
approvad In writing by the Local Planning Authority. In the evant that the
sl Investigation works confirm the nead for remadial works to treet
mine enirles and/or areas of shallow mine workinge a scheme of
mitigation woria shall be submitted to and approved by the Local
Planning Authority. Any mitigation works shall subsequently be carried
out in aocordmnce with the approved mitigation scheme and complated
prior to the new sactions of road being brought Info use.

Reason

To ansure that any unacospiable rieks from contamination to tha future
ussrs of tha land and neighbouring land sre minimised, together with
thase to controlled waters, property mnd ecological systems, and to
aneure that the development can be carriad out safely without
unacosptable risis to workers, neighboure and other offelts receptors In
accordancs with Polloy 8IE-3 "Protacting Sefeguarding and Enhancing
the Environment”, of the adopied Stackport Core Strategy DPD.

Condlition

Prior to the commencamant of development datalls of the temporary
mexasures 1o maintain designated and permissive Rights of Way that are
sifected by the conatruction work shall be submiited to and approved In
writing by the Loosl Planning Authority. The approved schame shall
subsequantly be implamenisd for the duretion of construction works

In the Interests of highway safety and to safeguard the ementtiss of the
locality pursuant to policles T-1, T-2, T-3 ad SIE-1 of the Cors Strategy



Development Plan Document.

Cendition

Prior to the provision of ahtemative ascess routes and/or diversions full
detalls of the proposad route and facilittes shafl be submitted & and
approved In wiiting by the Local Flanning Autharity. The atternative
access routes andfor diversions shall subsequently be provided In
accordanca with the approved detalls, or any subesqguent revisians that
have been submitted to and approvad In writing by the Local Planning
Authority.

Reaason

In the interests of highway safaty and to safeguard the amenities of the
locality pursuant to palicles T-1, T-2, T-3 and SIE-1 of the Core Strategy
Davelopmant Plan Document

Conditicn

Ali vahicies, plant and machinery shal bes malntalned in accordancs with
the manufacturers spacifization &t all imes, and shall be fitted with anc
use effsctive silencars. Any breakdown or mafunction of skencing
equipment or scresning shall be treated as an emergency and shoukd be
dealt with immediately. Yham a repak cannct be undertaken within a
ressonable period, the equipment affected should be taken out of
S&IViCe,

Reascn

(n the interests of residential amanity and to ensure compliance with
Policies SIE-1 "Quality Places” and SIE-3 *Protedting, Safeguarding and

Enhancing the Environment® of the adopted Stockpart Core Strategy
CPD

Candition

No developmant shai take place untll general amangement drawings
{notwithstanding drawings submitted for the Planning Application) at a
scale of 1:500 have basn submitted to and approved In writing by the
Local Planning Authority for all parts of the proposed schame within
Stockport inciuding works to side roads. Such plane shall Include the
foliowing detsils:

s Location of kerbs, foctways, cyclewaya, bridlewsys, footpaths and
camageways,

« Road markings;
« Location of affic signal equipment,

o Visbiltty Splays;



e Private access points to the highway;
s Pedestrian crozsing polnts ang

s Proposed road gredlents

The schema ghall be constructed in accordance with the approved plans
prior to new sections of the mad opaning for traffic unless ctherwise
agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority.

Reason

i the nterests of highway safety and tn safeguard the amenities of the
locality pursuant to polickes T-1, T-2, T-3 and SIE-1 cof the Core Strategy
Covelopment Plan Documant

Condition

No development shal commesnce unti full construstion detalls of the
proposed pedastrian and cycleway, footpaths and Bridleway as
indicated on drawinge 100 7/3D/DF7/A-MAPROW/210,

1007/3D/DF 7/AG-MA/PROW/211, 100T/3D/DF7/AG-MAPROW/212,
10073D/DFT/AS-MA/PROW/213 and 1007/3D/DF7/AB-MAPROW/214
hava bean submitied 1o and approved in writing by the Local Flanning
Authority. Such detalls shall Incdlude:

» Construction and surfacing detalls;

+ Drainape proposais;

« Lighting {where appropriate);

s Conimolled & uncontrofled crossing faclites akong the routes and
+ Msaasures to control scoess and usage.

The pedesinian and cycleway, footpathe and bridlisways shall not be
brought Into usa until the approved detafs have bean implemented in
fulf unless otherwise agreed in writing with the Local Planring Authority.

Raason

In the interasts of highway safety and to safeguard the amenities of the
localty pursuant to palicles T-1, T-2, T-3 and SIE-1 of the Core Stratsgy
Development Plan Document.

Condition

No demolition, axcavation, remediation or development works shall taks
place untll a Construction Managasment Plan (CMP) with detaled
maethod statemaents for all works practioss of construction hae bean
submitiad fo and approved In writing by the Local Planning Authordty,
The approved CMP shall be adhered to thraughout the full conetruction



ar.

periad and provide for:-
. :l;:aila of and position of any proposad cranes to be used on the
s @ detsiled programme of the works and risk assessments;
« the designatad routa for all construction and delivery vehicles;
« treffic management and control measures;
a the parking of vehicies of sita operatives and visitors;
» |oading and unioading of plant and materials;

« storage of plant and matarials used in constructing the
development;

« contractor accommodationTacllties;

s the sraction and maintenance of security hoarding and any
scaffolding;

= temporary traffic signage;

s measures to prevent the deposit of extranaous matter (mud,
dabris etc.} onto public highways by vahiclas travelling from the
site;

» measures to control the emission of dust and dirt during
constuction;

s a scheme for recycling/disposing of waste resuifing from
demolition and consiruction works and

» restoration works.
Reason

In the Interests of highway safsty and to safeguand the amentties of the
locality pursuant to policies T-1, T-2, T-3 and SIE-1 of the Core Strategy
Deveolopment Plan Document.

Condiion

Prior to the devalopmant hareby approved being brought Inte use a
schemae datalling a packags of mitigation messures (intended to
restrain, allaviate and managa traffic flow increasss at locations
dentifed and to levals Indicated through anhanoad mitigation as shown
In Table 9.3a and figures 8.6 and 9.7 in the submitted Transport
Assessment} haa basn submitied o and agreed In writing with the Local
Planning Autharity, Such schamae shall Inolude detals of and a
mathedology end timetable for dalivery of the measures, a programme
far review, surveys and monitaring of the Impact of the massures and If
required reappraleal of and addition to the agreed package of maasures.
The new sactione of read shal not be braught into use untll the



meanirel have been Implementad In accordance with the approved
cetalls uniess the pricr written consent ¢f the Local Planning Authority
nae bean cbialned,

Raason

In the nterssts of highwary sefety and o safeguard the amenities of the
kocality pursusnt to pollles T-1, T-2, T-3 and 81E-1 of the Core Strategy
Cevalopment Plan Document.

Condition

No newly oonstructed part of tha road shall ba cpensd for traffic untll al
parte of the newly constructed road are complats and avalable for uss
uniesa a phasing programma for oompletion of the road s submitted and
.muam by the Local Planning Autharity. Such phasing plan
shall In :

» A timetable for the opening of all sactions of the rosd;

« Traffio modelling of the impact of apening phases of the road and

» A layout plan and safety audit for any Interim junction emangements;
Resson

In the Interasts of highway safely and to safeguard tha amenities of the
locallty pursuant to pollcies T-1, T=2, T-3 and BIE-1 of the Core Strategy
Davelopment Plan Dogument.

Condition

Prior to commancamant of devalopment a further Water Frameawark
Directive (WFD) assessment detalling the protection/mitigation of any
advarsa impacts to those walerbodles Identifled in the WFD Scresning
Assessment shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the local
planning authority. The scheme shall be camied out as appreved and
any subsequent variations shall be agraed in writing by the local

planning authority.
The further WFD assassment should Include the following slements:

« detalls of the divarsion of watercoursas including tha lengths of
watercourse to be lost and created (this must ensure no neat loss
io length of opan water)

« cross section detalls of the diverted watercourses

« delalls of any new habhat croated on site as part of
mitigaton/compansation maasures (this must ensure no net lase
to habitats currendly extant)

+ detalls of treatment of site boundaries and/or buffars around
waler bodies (the aim must be to creale a vegetated buffer zone



with a minimum width of 3 matres measured from the top of bank)

s dotall extent and type of new planting (all planting to be f native
spaclas)

+ detglls of maintsnenos regimas

Reason

To ensure the development ks camed out In accordance with tha
abjecttves sat out In the Water Framewocrk Directive (WFD).

44, Condidon

Within 18 months of the new eections of road heraby approved being
braught into usa a package of compiamantary messures shall have
been Implamantad In accordance with a schama which has previously
besn submitiad to and approved In wiiting by the Looal Planning

Authority.
Reascn

In the Interest of highway safely and suctainabliity and to safeguard the
amenities of the looalty pureuant to policlas T-1, T-2, T-3 and SIE-1 of
the Core Strategy Development Plan Document.

Statement undar Artiole 31(1){cc) of the Town and Country Planning
(Development Managemaent Procedurs) (Engiand) Crder 2010 (as
amended):

The Local Planning Authority worked positively and promotively with the
spplicant to identiy various solutions during pre-application discusalons
to ansure that the proposal comprised sustainable development and
would Improve the sconomio, scolal and environmantal conditions of the
area and would accord with the development plan. Theas were
Incorporated into the schame and/or have been secured by planning
condltfon. The Local Planning Authority has thersfore implemented the
requirement In Paragraphe 188-187 of the NPPF,

Dated: 28/06/2014

On Bahalf of
Emma Curls - Head of Develogment Managsmant
B3c (Hone), MRTPI



"~ ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

1. Should contamination be suspected, found or be causad at any time when
carrying out the development that was not previously identified, the local
planning authority should be notified immediately and development affacted
or potentlally affected by the contamination should stop and an investigation
andfor risk assessment and/or remediation carried out to establlsh the most
appropriate course of aclion. Fallure to stop and notify may render the
Developer/Owner liable for the costs of any investigation and remedlal works
undar Part IlA of the Environmental Prolection Act 1380,

2  The route of the proposed development affects watercourses, some of which
are designated “main river”. In particular, Handforth Brock and Norbury
Brook_

3  Cranes, whilst they are tamporary, can be a harard to air safety. Should any
cranes or tall construction equipment be required during the construction
procese, a separate assessment of crane operations will ba required. The
developer or crane operator must therefore notify Manchester Airport Alrfield
Operations at least one month in advance of Intanding to erect a crane or tall
conetrucion equipment. The proposed crane cperations will then be
assessed to detarmine whether a Tall Equipment Permit would nesd to
obtalned and whether any regulatory procedures or oparating restrictions
would need to be agreed In advance.

4, The applicant's attention Is drawn to the need for the Deslgn Enginear to
obtain 'Departures from DMRB Sfendards' for various elements of junction
design. This shoufd be obtained from the Local Highway Authority as the
COverseeing Authorily in each case.

8. The applicant's atiention is drawn 1o the reed for the read to be constructes
fuly In acoordancs with DMRE and Loeal Authorlty mgresd and apsroved
construation specifications In order to ensure that a roag which wil ba
imm'm-;uw:l and mairtained |n mooordance with current Looal Authority praatice
§ Aomplated.

G  The spplicant's attention is drawn t0 the nesd io obtain parmission to divart
and/or extinguish lengthe of public right of way and creaie new footpaths,
cyclewsys and bridiewsys. No works should take place on affacied routes
untll the appropriata leghlation has besn complied with and relevant order
confrmed. For further information the applicant shoukd contest the Public
Rights of Way Offiosr at Stockport Counoll,



THE FOLLOWING |& STANDARD INFORMATION ONLY

1

The drewings determined by thls notics may be viewed (Usually In
shecironke form) et Fred Perry Houss, Edward 8trest, Stockport, by
appointmant, and are avallabla on line on the Planning & Bullding pages
of the Stockport Council websits,

www glookpart gov ukiplanningdatabgsg Flanning applications database,

This decialon refers only to the keglalation under which the application was
mede and does not Includs any decalon under any other enactment, by law,
order or regrutation,

The applicant's attention s drewn to tha provislen of Saction 83 of the Greater
Manchester Act 1884 which specifiss requirsmants for fire brigade acoess
whaen plans for the arection or sxteraion of a bullding are deposiied with &
District Counal In accordancs with tha Bulkling Regulations,

YWhers your proposal Invalves bullding work, your etterton ls speocifically
drawn 1o the need to check with tha Bulkding Inapactor with regard to the
possltle requiremant for Bulldings Reguletions Conaant,

YWhare applicabie, notes on your rights of appeal against the declsion are sat
out on the sheet attached to this declslan net/ce, Ths Planning
inapactorate’s detalls are llsted below;

The Planning Inspectorate,

Customar Support Unft, Telephone: 0303 444 BODO
Room 3/6, Eaghs Wing, Feoc 0117 372 8181
Templa Guay Houss, emall; enquires@planning-inspactorate.gsl.gov.uk
2, Tha Squars, web ste; www.planning-inspeciorate.gov.uk
Tamphe Quay,

Brmnl,

BS1 8PN



PUBLIC NOTICE
Town and Country Planning Act 1840
Town and Country Planning Genaral Regulations 1992

Town and Country Planning (Evironmental Impact Assessment) Regulations
2011

NOTICE I8 HEREBY GIVEN that the following application has been GRANTED
by the

Stockport Metropolitan Borough Council

Planning Application Number: DCOS3E78
Locatan: Land to the south of Stockport, adjacent to
and between the A8 (Buton Road) and
land in the east of the Styal rakway line,
north of Styal Golf Courss.
Proposad Developmant: Constructicn of tha A8 to Manchester
Almport Relief Road {whole routs),
Incorperating:
» Seven new road unctions:
» Maodification fo four existing road
junctons;
Four new rail bridge orossings;
Three new public rights of
way/accommodation bridges;
Four new roed bridges;
A pedestrian & cydle routs;
Six balancing ponds; and
Associated landscapmyg, lighting and
infrastructure works.

Whhin Stockport

o« Sk new road lunctions:

¢  Modification to three axdeting road

junclions:

+ Thres new rall bridge crossaings;
Cne new public Hght of
way/accommodation bridge;
Three new road bridges:;

A pedestrian cycle mute:
Four balancing ponds; and

Associatad landscaping, kghting,
engineering and infrasructure works,

A copy of the application and ail plane and documents submitted with k may be
epected at Fred Perty House, Edwsrd Streat, Stockport, SK1 3XE o can be
accassad via the Councll webette.



APPEALS TO THE SECRETARY OF STATE
[OTHER THAN IN RELATION TO ADVERTISEMENTS]

If you are aggrieved by the decision of the local planning authority to refuse
permission for the proposed development, or to grant it subject to conditicns, then
you can appeal to the Secretary of State under section 78 of the Town and Country
Planning Act 1980,

If you want to appeal; then you can do so online at www.Planningportal gov.uk/pcs

Alternatively you can uge a form you can get from:

The Planning Inspectorate, Registry! Scanning, Temple Quay Houss, 2, The Squars,
Temple Quay, Bristol, BS1 6PN; Telephone: 0303 444 5000;

email: enquinesglplanning-inspactorate.gsi.gov.uk

Waebsita: www.planning-ingpactorate gov.uk

For most types of application you have six montha to appeal from the date of the
attached Decision Nofice. However if the declsion Involved the refusal of planning
permission for a householder application then you have 12 weeks to appeal from the
date of the Declslon Notice. The Secretary of State can allow a lenger perlod for
giving notice of an appeal, but he wil not normelly be prapared to use this power
uniess thers are special ciroumstancas that excuse the delay In glving the netice of

appeal.

The Secretary of State need not consider an appeal if R seems to him that the local
planning authority could not have granted planning permission for the proposed
developmant, or coukd not have granted it without the conditions they Imposed,
having regard to the statutory requirements, to the provisione of any development
order and to any Directions given under a development order.

In practice, the Sacretary of State does nct refuss to consider appeals solely
becausa the local planning authority based its decision on a Direction given by him.

PURCHASE NOTICES

If either the local authority or the Secretary of Stete refuses Pemmiasion to develop
land, or grants It subject to conditione, the owner may claim helshe can nelther put
the land to a reasonable baneficlal usa in its exisiing state, nor rendar the land
capabie of a reasonably beneficlal use by the camying out of any development that
has baen or would be parmitted.

In theee drcumstances, the owner may sarve a purchasa natice on the Coundll in
whosa area the land Is siiuated. This notice will require the Coundil to purchasa
hisfher interast in the land In accordance with the provizion of Part VI of the Town
and Couniry Planning Act

1960.

COMPENSATION



In centain clroumstances compensation may ba claimad from the local planning
authority If permiesion [s refused or granted subjact to oonditions by the Secretary of
Stats on appeal or on refersnce of the application to him/her.

These circumstanoes are set out In section 114 and related provisions of the Town
and Country Planning Act 1880,

Information relating to appeals Including forma oan be obtained from;
The Flanning inspectorate,

Tampia Quay Houss,

2, The Square, Telephone: 0303 444 5000

Templs Quay, Web site: www.planning-inspectorate.gov.uk
Bristcl BS1 8PN emal: anquiries@planning-inspsactarate.gel.gov.uk

The Planning Portal wabsite: www.planningportal.gov.uk/pes






25 STOCKPORT  fmasers

(% METROPOLITAN BOROLGH COUNCIL gﬂf;& House, Ficoadily, Stuckport

Stockport MBC, Cheshire East Courdll & Our Ref: DC/O53678

Manchaster City Councl Your Raf
Contact: Suzanna Broomhead
Telephone: 0181 218 1882
Fax:
Emall: Planning. DC&Stockport.gov.uk
Web slia: .U
27T106/2014
Dear SirfMadam
Proposal: Construction of the A6 to Manchester Airport Rellef Road (whale route),
Incorporating:

Seven new rcad junclions;

Modification to four existing road junctions:

Four new rall bridge crossings;

Three new public rights of way/accommeadation bridges;
Four new road bridges;

A pedestrian & cycle route;

Six balancing ponds; and

Asscclatex] landscaping, lighting and infrestructure worka.

Within Stockport:

Six new road junctions;

ModHication fo three existing road Junctions;

Threa new ral bridge croseings;

One new publlc right of way/accommodation bridge;

Thres new road bridges;

A pedesirian cycla route;

Four balancing ponds; and

Associated landscaping, lighting, engineering and Infrastructure works.

Location: Land to the south of Stockport, adjacent 0 and batween the AG (Buxton
Foad) and iand o the east of the Styal raliway line, north of Styal Golf Course,

I refer to the planning application submitted by you or on your bahalf relating to the
development delailed above and the recent decision to Grant pianning permiesion.

When planning permission is granted, it Is your responsibility to ensure that the
development Is conetrucied in complete accordance with the approved plans and
details together with the requiremant to ansure that all conditions applied to the
consent are complied with. if any of the conditions require further approval andfor



the submisalon of further detalls befora development starts ar use begins known as
pre-commencement planning conditions, the requirements of the condition must be
satisfled before a start s made. Failure to construct the devalopment in complete
accardance with the approved plans and / or fallure to comply with these types of
condilion may make either the permission null and vold or the development
unauthorisad.

In order to satisfy the requiremeants of a condition, you should write, anclosing the
necessary information, submisslon fee; cumently £97 {£28 for domestic exiensions),
and spacifying the address of the site, planning application number and reference
number of the condition{s) In question. Atemnatively, you may use the application
form avaiable from the above address which also appears on tha Council wabsite.

It Is important, therefore, that you read the Decislon Nofice carefully and ensure that
the development Is being constructed In accordance with the plans and deialled
listed in the decision. If necassary, make contact with the Development Control
officer at Fred Perry House to seek guidance on how to ensure complianca. Please
nota that if you wish to make changaes to the proposal you may nead to submit a
new application. The officer raferred to above dealt with your application and wil be
the first point of contact to assist you In these matters.

In addition | would sek that you give advanced notice to this office on the tear off slip
below, of the date when work Is to commance on the Implementation of the planning
parmission.

Yours sincensly

Emma Curle - Head of Developmant Managsmant

BSa (Hona), MRTPI

T Flosse comipiele and orward (o acdress af
the lop of e ietler,

PLEABE THAT IT I8 PROPOBED TO COMMENCE THE DEVELOPMENT INDICATED

mm . lll"|'|""|'|'|l--l---|-“IIll||ll||-l||lll||--||-|||||||lllllllllIllllllll|ll|r|1||-| -
“insar! contact detals of the parson or orpartestion reaponsible v oarrying ouf the work



‘LOCATION: Land fo the south of Stockport, adgscant o and bebwaen the AS (Exndon Road} and
land io tha east of the Siyel ralwey lina, north of Styal Golf Course.

REFERENCE: DC/OS3878

PROPOSAL Comnstruction of the Al to Manchastar Alrport Rallef Road {whola routs),
incorporating:

Ssvan new road |unctions;

Modification to four sxisting read Junctions;

Four now rall brkigs crossings;

Thres now public rights of waylaccommodation bridges:

Four niew road bridges;

A podestrian & oycle route;

Bix balancing ponds; and

Associated [sndacaping, Hghting and Infrastructurs works.

Within Stockport

Six new road [unctions;

Modification to throe existing road Junctions;

Thres new rall bridgs crossings;

One new public right of way/accommodation bridge;

Threa now robd bridpes;

A podoestrian oyole route;

Four balancing ponds; and

Associsted landscaping, Ughting, snginsaring and Infrastructurs works.









[ Local Authority Boundary

------ Middlewood Way
— ABMARR Route

[ Priority area for Mitigation Measures
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Consultation on Traffic Mitigation Measures
in High Lane and Hazel Grove

[ Local Authority Boundary
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A6MARR Traffic Mitigation Proposals for High Lane

Add “Mitigation Traffic Signals” (MTS) near the Entrance to Lyme Park
A response to the change in traffic flow resulting from the replacement of the Disley traffic
signals (at the Ram’s Head junction) with a shared-space scheme.

Abandon the 30 mph High Lane/Hazel Grove Speed-Reduction Proposal
Ineffective, dangerous and environmentally unsound, this is a measure that is also likely
to adversely affect the character of the village, hastening the spread of urbanisation.

Optimise the A6 / Windlehurst Road Junction
Traffic signal timing optimisation and possible junction improvement.

Reclassify part of the A6 as a “Non-Primary Route”
In April 2012, new guidance from the DfT made this easier for local authorities to do —
encouraging sat nav guided motorists onto other routes.

Use Big Data to Maximise Efficiency: “Smart Transportation”
TfGM is already involved in a number of technology-led initiatives, including predictive and
dynamic network interventions.

Extend the use of Dual-Use Footpaths (Shared Cycle/Pedestrian Paths)
Although not ideal, cyclists sharing paths with pedestrians may be preferable to sharing
with motorists in some circumstances.

Encourage Multi-Modal Integration
Better provision of facilities for cyclists on trains may encourage more motorists to switch
to cycling.

High Lane — Disley Bypass

Probably by far the most effective single mitigation measure for High Lane, unfortunately
this is seen as a long-term project that could not be delivered in time for the opening of
the AGMARR.

Additional proposals from the local community are listed on a separate sheet.

Compiled by Darrell Williams and endorsed by High Lane Residents Association

Page 1 of 23
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18" September 2014



1. Add “Mitigation Traffic Signals” (MTS) near the Entrance to Lyme Park

Background

The Transport Assessment! document of the ABMARR Planning Application indicates that
traffic volumes are predicted to increase by an additional 13% in High Lane in 2017 as a
direct consequence of the ABMARR scheme, assuming Enhanced Mitigation Measures (EMMs)
are applied; without EMMs, it predicts an increase of 28% in 2017, or 35% when compared to
the baseline level in 2009.

One of the proposed EMMs is the introduction of a shared-space scheme!? in Disley. A key
characteristic of such schemes (e.g. the one in Poynton!®) is the replacement of a traffic-light
controlled junction with a roundabout arrangement within a larger “shared space” area in
which motorists, pedestrians and cyclists have equal priority, the area being devoid of such
features as kerbs, so as to minimise the demarcation between vehicle traffic and pedestrians
— a shared space. Proposals for this scheme were too recent to feature in either of the two
phases of AGMARR public consultation in 2012/2013. The shared-space scheme is estimated
to cost £2 million.

However, from the perspective of High Lane, rather than mitigating the effects of increased
traffic levels, the Disley shared-space scheme is likely to exacerbate them. This is because
the traffic lights at the Fountain Place junction in Disley currently regulate the flow of traffic
and pedestrian crossings in a controlled manner that results in the generation of gaps in the
flow of traffic at various intervals. Such gaps benefit residents of High Lane, allowing brief
access to the A6 from residential roads.

With a shared-space scheme founded on a roundabout structure, the traffic flow is likely to be
more continuous, which would be extremely detrimental to residents of High Lane who wish
to join or cross the A6.

Proposal

Install a new set of traffic signals (“Mitigation Traffic Signals” (MTS)) at the junction of Lyme
Park with the A6.

Recall that the original mitigation measures (MMs) in section 9.66 of the Transport
Assessment!®, p.171, included:

“a new pedestrian refuge on the A6 Buxton Road West outside Lyme Park to link bus stops
and the park entrance”

and note that there is already a pedestrian refuge on the A6 Buxton Road West outside Lyme
Park, located just south of the park entrance.!®

The new set of traffic signals could be combined with the existing MM proposal for a new
pedestrian refuge to instead create a signalised pedestrian crossing, thereby providing
benefits for both pedestrians and motorists (option A on the maps below, Figs. 1 & 2).
However, the integration of a pedestrian crossing is not essential to the proposal for a new
set of traffic signals at this location.

Page 2 of 23
Issue 3.0
18" September 2014
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Principle and Aim

The main objective of the Mitigation Traffic Signals (MTS) is to reintroduce gaps into the flow
of north-westbound traffic (towards High Lane) that the Disley shared-space roundabout
scheme will either remove or shorten. The MTS proposal is intended to be a “light touch”
measure that would operate in a similar manner to a pedestrian crossing, in that the lights
would be green for the majority of the time, but would be actuated on demand for a brief
period in response to traffic conditions, sufficient to create a gap in the flow to be of use to
residents of High Lane.

Of the three following types of traffic flow, I envisage the MTS being deployed specifically for
gap generation purposes in response to “Type 1” traffic flow conditions only. However, for
other purposes, e.g. to facilitate access to/from Lyme Park or to help pedestrians cross the
road, these traffic signals could be actuated in response to demand at any time, as required.

e Type 1. Weekday mornings, and maybe during other busy periods. Steady and
continuous flow at speeds close to the speed limit. No natural gaps in the flow of traffic
for prolonged periods.

e Type 2. Peak time of weekday mornings. Queuing traffic that is very slow-moving
over a long distance.

e Type 3. Off-peak. As Type 1, but less congested, with some natural gaps in the flow
of traffic.

With “Type 2” traffic flows, the MTS system is unlikely to be effective because any gaps
created at Lyme Park would soon be removed by traffic catching up with the tail of the queue.
However, under these conditions, it is typically less of a problem to join queuing traffic on the
A6 because at these slow speeds, courtesy normally prevails, allowing vehicles to join the
flow from side roads or driveways, or to cross the flow when turning right from the A6 in the
opposite direction (Disley-bound AB6).

With “Type 3” traffic, the lighter volume of traffic means that gaps will occur naturally,
without the need for any intervention from the MTS system.

Location

The access road that leads to/from Lyme Park is three-quarters of a mile from the Disley
shared-space junction. Unlike an earlier proposal for a similar MTS system located on the A6
in High Lane just before Andrew Lane, the Lyme Park location is:

e further away from any concentration of residential properties, minimising the impact of
air pollution on residents

¢ unlikely to increase traffic on Andrew Lane itself, which was a concern to parents of
children at High Lane Primary School

e not an additional incentive for illegal rat-running through residential roads in High Lane
on the south of the A6, where “Except for Access” signs currently prohibit motorised
traffic during the morning peak

Implementation Details

The scheme would comprise two sets of traffic signals, the north-westbound signals being
located on the A6 just prior to the Lyme Park access road. It may be desirable to
supplement this set with further signals at the exit of Lyme Park (in opposite sighal phase), so
as to provide visitors leaving Lyme Park easier access onto the A6, particularly for right-
turning traffic.
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For the other set of signals (for south-eastbound traffic, towards Buxton), the primary
purposes would be to balance the mitigation traffic signals in the opposite direction, and to
assist pedestrians crossing the A6. Two options are suggested for the location of this set.
The set closest (at location “B”) to the MTS would halt traffic on the A6 to allow Lyme park
traffic to exit. However, most of the time, these A6 signals would be on green. In fact, it
may not be necessary to match these signal indications the whole time with the MTS
indications, i.e. the MTS, when used solely to create downstream gaps on the A6 (rather than
to allow access from/to Lyme Park), could act alone, keeping the south-eastbound signals on
green; the latter signals would only go red (with a green right-filter) in response to traffic
demand from/to Lyme Park.

Alternatively, the south-eastbound signals could be placed further back along the A6 (at
location “A”), providing benefit to the adjoining roads, Light Alders Lane and Coppice Lane, as
well as to pedestrians near the bus stops.

Traffic sensors (e.g. induction loop sensors buried in the road) at the exit of Lyme Park and in
the right-hand turn lane at the entrance would be used to indicate demand to the traffic
signals.

Actuation demand for the primary function of the MTS, namely that of traffic gap generation
in the north-westbound direction, could be controlled in various alternative ways. Whichever
solution is chosen, it is expected that the effect would be minimally intrusive to the flow of
traffic on the A6, acting only when needed.

One of the simplest options would be to control the MTS by using traffic sensors (e.g. buried
induction loops) to measure the time interval between vehicles as they approach the MTS,
such that if the interval falls below a certain value for a certain persistence, the MTS is
triggered to create a brief gap. The duration of the gap needs to be at least eight seconds,
which is judged'” to be the minimum at 30 mph to turn left into the flow of traffic and still
leave a sufficient gap for the following driver, so as not to necessitate an evasive slowdown.
Ideally, the gap should be longer, so as to benefit multiple vehicles downstream and to
provide a margin of safety, which would help in adverse conditions such as wet or slippery
roads or poor visibility.

However, despite its simplicity, one disadvantage of this approach is that gaps would be
created irrespective of whether they are actually used. A better solution, therefore, would be
to use sensors at a number of junctions of the A6 in High Lane to input demand requests to
the MTS. However, this would be more complex, and would require signalling over a longer
distance.

South-Eastbound Traffic (Hazel Grove to Buxton)

Although the Lyme Park MTS scheme would help with the traffic flow in the north-westbound
direction, it does not address heavy flows in the opposite direction. Such flows typically occur
during the afternoon/evening peak. The existing traffic signals at the A6 / Windlehurst Road
would help to create gaps in the flow, together with the puffin crossings in the village, just as
at present, although they may benefit from some fine tuning of the signal timings. The need
for mitigation measures in the south-eastbound direction is less compared to the opposite
direction because of the absence of a shared-space scheme on the A6 to the north west of
High Lane. Nevertheless, it would be desirable to mitigate the impact of any increased traffic
in this direction as a result of the AGMARR. In the short term, it is hoped that any
complementary measures planned for Hazel Grove are not sufficiently strong as to deter
traffic away from Hazel Grove towards High Lane instead. In the longer term, if the A6 to
Bredbury relief road is constructed, it is expected to provide some relief of the AGMARR traffic
away from High Lane, particularly for traffic travelling to/from Marple.
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Potential Problems

Just as the earlier proposal for traffic signals at Andrew Lane had the potential to cause an
increase in “rat-running” through local residential roads, the Lyme Park MTS scheme has the
potential for Jacksons Edge Road to become a similar shortcut if the MTS mitigation is
perceived to be being applied too heavy-handedly. This would need to be monitored, with
traffic calming measures on Jacksons Edge Road being a last-resort countermeasure.

Another potential problem is that of drivers disobeying the MTS traffic lights. The challenge is
to produce a design that is perceived as fair and not worth taking the risk of jumping the
lights. This should not be too difficult to achieve.

Justification and Conclusion

In the context of Enhanced Mitigation Measures, section 9.65 of the Transport Assessment!
already proposes “gateway treatments” to “limit the attractiveness of the A6 to longer
distance traffic’. This would be one such measure. This measure mitigates against the
negative effects of the proposed Disley shared-space scheme on High Lane, namely, the
removal or shortening of gaps in the flow of traffic from Disley to High Lane to the detriment
of traffic from adjoining roads looking for gaps in which to join the AG6.

Such traffic trying to join the A6, having originated from residential parts of High Lane, will be
highly likely to be idling a cold engine while waiting for a suitable gap — an inefficient and
highly polluting condition. With the MTS system in place, the saving in pollution from such
vehicles should more than offset that resulting from the brief interruption in A6 flow due to
the MTS gap generator.

It is only fair that a scheme to improve Disley (the shared-space scheme) should not be at
the expense of High Lane.
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2. Abandon the 30 mph High Lane/Hazel Grove Speed-Reduction Proposal

Background

The Statement of Community Involvement® mentions proposals for enhanced mitigation
measures (EMMs) that include a “speed reduction to 30 mph from 40 mph on 40 mph sections
between Newtown and Hazel Grove”. Although the Transport Assessment® does not mention
these specific speed limit values for the EMMs, it explains that “a combination of gateway
treatments and reduced speed limits” will “[limit] the attractiveness of the A6 to longer
distance traffic which would otherwise switch from other cross-county routes with the
ABMARR in place”.

So for this EMM, a number of sections of the A6 that currently have a 40 mph speed limit
would have that limit reduced to 30 mph. For the purposes of this discussion, | wish to focus
on just one of those sections: the High Lane to Hazel Grove section (in both directions), as
there are several important characteristics that distinguish it from the other sections where a
speed limit reduction is also proposed. In summary, these are:

a. Proximity to the ABMARR. So close as to have negligible influence on traffic
deterrence. (Section 2.1.a)

b. Steep downhill incline from High Lane to Hazel Grove. Fast-moving cyclists could
unexpectedly overtake motor vehicles travelling close to the reduced speed limit.
(Section 2.7.b)

C. Changing the character and attractiveness of the village. The current 40 mph
speed limit serves as an important marker in delineating the urban/rural
boundary, and its removal could hasten the assimilation of our distinct village
into “just another suburb” of Greater Manchester. (Section 2.8)

Objections

2.1. Limited Effectiveness

a. The extent of any significant traffic-deterring effect by reducing the speed limit
on the A6 between High Lane and Hazel Grove, in particular, is questioned. In
the westbound direction (travelling out of High Lane towards Hazel Grove), there
will be no deterrent effect, as the traffic has already chosen to travel through
High Lane, and the 50 mph speed limit of the initial section of the A6MARR awaits
motorists soon after.

However, from further afield to the east, it is possible that the journey delay
caused by the Newtown to High Lane sections having their speed limits reduced
(when not constrained by congestion (when there is absolutely no effect)) may
deter some traffic. Although a speed limit reduction on the High Lane / Hazel
Grove stretch may add to this delay, the effect (O to 21 seconds, ref.
Appendix 1) is surely marginal. Is this extra delay, therefore, really absolutely
necessary? Only the longer-distance traffic could possibly be affected, and it is
unlikely that that adding such small delay could make a sufficiently large
difference to drivers’ choice of route; it is more likely to be influenced by the
much larger combined effect of all the other enhanced mitigation measures.

The scheme designers hope to achieve a delay of up to 3 minutes® by
implementing the package of enhanced mitigation measures — which includes
gateway treatments such as a Poynton-style shared-space scheme in Disley, as
well as the proposed speed limit reductions. The designhers used the analogy of
roadworks to illustrate the principle of traffic deterrence: where a set of
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roadworks causes a significant delay, a commuter (or other frequent user of the
route) will typically aim to avoid the delay, where possible, by choosing an
alternative route. Thus, in theory, less traffic will travel along the “roadworked”
route.

Given the numerous and significant disadvantages associated with a speed limit
reduction on the High Lane / Hazel Grove section, such a small traffic-mitigating
effect on this section seems grossly disproportionate to the negative effects.

b. In the eastbound direction, the only alternative route from the new Relief Road is
to travel westwards towards Hazel Grove, and then north-east towards Marple
along Torkington Road. However, this area has previously been identified in the
CMM Plan during the Consultation Phase as an area requiring complementary
measures, i.e. measures to address the predicted reduction in traffic volumes,
aimed at favouring walking and cycling rather than motorised modes of
transport. So traffic would be intentionally deterred from using this only viable
alternative. (Exiting the Relief road at an earlier point would not seem to be a
viable option, as there are no suitable eastbound routes.)

c. At peak times, a 30mph speed limit on the Hazel Grove / High Lane section of
the A6 would have no effect, as traffic speeds are limited by congestion, such
that it is typically impossible to travel at speeds anywhere close to 30 mph.

d. Local residents will not be deterred, for obvious reasons. Indeed it is local
residents that will suffer the most from this proposal, with lower speeds meaning
longer journey times, increased pollution, increased fuel consumption and
increased costs.

e. The proposed traffic signalling™ listed in the Planning Application for the

junction of the AGMARR with the A6 shows that two of the three stages (Stages 2
and 3) allow traffic from the AGBMARR onto the A6 towards Hazel Grove, whereas
only one stage (Stage 3) allows traffic from the AGMARR onto the A6 towards
High Lane. Therefore there is little point in having a speed limit reduction as a
deterrent towards High Lane from this junction, as the proposed traffic signals
already favour the Hazel Grove direction for traffic leaving the AGMARR.

2.2. Unnecessary

a. The speed limit on the A6 between Hazel Grove and High Lane has already been
subjected to a detailed review relatively recently. The review™! concluded in
March 2010 that the speed limit should not be reduced on this stretch of road.
At the time of the review, the SEMMMS A6MARR scheme was already ongoing
(funding had been allocated during the previous year), so a repeat review is
unjustified.

b. The Police view!*? that was submitted to the review was "the Police would not
support any proposal to reduce the current 40 mph limit". There is no reason to
suppose that this would be any different now.

C. Once a speed limit has been reduced, it is very unlikely to be changed back — I
have not found a single instance of a speed limit being increased by SMBC in the
last three years (the period for which search results are available for Traffic
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Regulation Orders (TROs) on the Decisions!*®! search page of its website); all the
speed limit changes are reductions.

Yet the recent proposals!*! for a High Lane — Disley bypass would render the
mitigation measures unnecessary, were they to be implemented. Of course, the
reason that mitigation measures are being considered now is that they can be
implemented far sooner than the bypass, and in readiness for use with the
AB6MARR when it is opened. The assessment of the A6 Corridor Group Study was
that the bypass was a “longer term measure” (beyond 10 years from now),
despite it having a stronger financial case than for the A6MARR itself, i.e. having
a higher benefit-to-cost ratio (BCR) of 6.2, compared to the AGMARR’s BCR of
5.06.1*%1 This new version of the proposal for the bypass avoids the contentious
part of the route alignment in Derbyshire that ultimately led to the 1988 version
of the bypass failing to gain approval. Thus the latest proposals stand a far
better chance of succeeding.

My point is that although we need mitigation measures in place within the
timescales of the ABMARR scheme, these measures should be subjected to a
strategic review that considers the impact of likely changes in the years ahead.

I would therefore expect such a review to most favour those mitigation measures
that are more likely to endure in the longer term context. Thus mitigation
measures that have doubtful or minimal effectiveness and that have many
disbenefits from the outset, and that are predicted to have even fewer
advantages in the longer term should be given the lowest priority, as these are
the type of measures that clearly have the least merit. If, as suggested earlier,
the speed limit reduction is unlikely to be reversed, residents would have to
endure its negative consequences indefinitely, even though future developments
(such as the bypass) would make the measure pointless; if, on the other hand,
the speed Ilimit were to be reversed, consider the total expenditure of
implementing and then “unimplementing” a measure which, at best, would cause
little gain for a relatively short period of time.

2.3. Higher Levels of Pollution

a. When asked about pollution monitoring measures for High Lane, the SEMMMS
Project Team has stated that it will implement a programme of monitoring for
nitrogen dioxide levels using diffusion tubes prior to the construction of the Relief
Road and thereafter. It stated that levels of other pollutants could be inferred
from these NO, measurements.

The latest government figures!*®! show that NO, pollution is typically lowest at
vehicle speeds above 30 mph. For example, the Euro6 figures show a minimum
at 42 mph.
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Figure 3 Pollution and Speed

Taking a mixture of different vehicle types and ages, minimum pollution levels
are still achieved above 30mph for both petrol and diesel in 2015, and this
remains true for the highest year (2035) listed (for both petrol and diesel).

This view is echoed in Department for Transport guidance (2013) ' that says:

“Based on the derived relationships, NOyx emissions, like CO,, are estimated to
increase where speed is reduced from around 40 mph, and decrease where
higher speeds are reduced towards 40 mph.”

As stated above, oxides of nitrogen are emitted at higher levels at speeds below
40 mph. Oxides of nitrogen are known to be harmful to human health, increasing
the risk of respiratory problems.*®

But, as stated above, these sub-40 mph speeds also lead to higher levels of
carbon dioxide, which although not considered to be a pollutant that is harmful to
human health (leaving aside its asphyxiant qualities at sufficiently high
concentrations), is an important greenhouse gas where its increased
concentration in the atmosphere is seen as a major contributor to global
warming. The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) stated™ in
2013:

“The largest contribution to total radiative forcing is caused by the increase in
the atmospheric concentration of CO, since 1750”

The Department for Transport guidance (2013)*7 says that carbon dioxide
emissions from vehicles are typically between 400 and 1000 times higher than
emissions of oxides of nitrogen.
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2.4.

a.

2.5.

a.

2.6.

Poorer Fuel Economy

It is generally well known that cars have better fuel economy figures at speeds
above 30 mph. Typically the optimum speed lies in the range 35 to 55 mph (and
sometimes higher).l?®  Again, it is local residents, being among the most
frequent users and with no alternative, who would be the hardest hit.

Again, the Department for Transport guidance (2013)!*!! echoes this view as
follows:

“It will be noted from Figures 1 and 2 of WebTAG 3.5.6 that fuel consumption is
at a minimum at around 70 kph (44 mph). It rises very steeply at lower speeds
and less steeply at higher speeds.”

Higher Running Costs

It follows that operating vehicles in a less efficient manner will necessarily
increase vehicle running costs. Not only will the fuel costs be more expensive
(as stated above, through poorer fuel economy), but so, too, will the non-fuel
costs.

Again, the Department for Transport guidance (2013)!? echoes this view as
follows:

“Non-fuel costs always increase as speed decreases. In view of the above, for
speed limits where vehicle speed is reduced from around 40mph, vehicle
operating costs will always increase after the speed limit reduces, hence there
will be a disbenefit.”

Higher running costs for vehicles is an issue that affects everyone, not just
private motorists, as bus companies typically pass on additional costs to
passengers (through increased fares) and/or tax payers (through the receipt of
increased subsidies).

Increased Journey Times

At peak times, a reduced speed limit does not affect the journey times because,
as stated in 2.1.c, the speed is congestion limited. But at quieter times, when
there is little or no traffic on the road, motorists will needlessly be required to
travel more slowly, thereby lengthening journey times.

Stating the obvious, the Department for Transport guidance (2013)®! puts it as
follows:

“Where speed limits reduce speeds there will always be travel time disbenefits.
Conversely, where removal of a speed limit increases speeds there will always be
travel time benefits.”

By deliberately increasing the journey time through reduced speed limits,
residents of High Lane who drive to the rail station at Disley (or more likely, to
Hazel Grove because of the cheaper fares and better availability of parking) will
needlessly have to suffer this additional delay each time they travel. This
reduces the attractiveness of a multi-modal journey, as it will take longer to
travel to the station, yet the single-mode alternative of continuing by car
becomes more attractive for journeys that involve travelling through Hazel
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Grove, as the post-A6MARR traffic congestion is predicted to decrease, according
to the results from the traffic modelling.

This combined effect, therefore, may be to generate a modal shift towards
private transport for some of these journeys — the opposite of the intended
effect, namely “to promote the integration of all forms of transport and land-
use planning, leading to a better, more efficient transport system”,’*1 and to
“Support lower carbon travel” and “Reduce the impact of congestion on local

businesses and communities”.[?°]

2.7. More Dangerous

a. In urban environments, it is generally accepted that a speed limit of 30 mph is
safer and more desirable than a higher limit. Indeed, in some residential areas,
a speed limit of 20 mph may be more appropriate. However, in a rural setting,
such low speeds are often inappropriate, and more prone to non-compliance by
motorists where the limit is thought to be unreasonable. This therefore has the
potential to increase the likelihood of impatient motorists overtaking law-abiding
motorists.

b. On the steeper downhill stretches of the A6 between High Lane and Hazel Grove,
cyclists are likely, at times, to be travelling faster than 30 mph — leading to an
increased danger as motorists and cyclists overtake each other, "leapfrogging"
back and forth. The difference in height on the current 40 mph stretch between
High Lane (492ft*®) and Hazel Grove, just before Simpson’s Corner (377 ftl*"1)
is 115ft.

c. An inappropriately set speed limit on the rural section of the A6 may,
paradoxically, have the effect of leading to an increase in speed in High Lane
village, as drivers from Hazel Grove encountering the 30 mph speed limit sign on
entry to High Lane (even if the sign is not removed) are more likely to discount it
as irrelevant, and may well then maintain a higher speed through High Lane.

d. In a case where a new, lower, speed limit was imposed in a rural part of Suffolk,
there were several fatalities soon after. Regarding the third fatality, the coroner
reported®®, “I think that there is a very high probability indeed that this tragic
fatality has the speed limits as a contributory cause”.

He added, “l don't think there can be any doubt whatsoever that 30 miles an
hour is ridiculously slow to compel drivers to go through those two villages.
Speed limits which are unduly restrictive are harmful for many reasons but of
course I'm only really concerned, and I've only got the right to mention, those
respects in respect of which unnecessary speed limits are detrimental to safety.
Unnecessary speed limits are detrimental to safety for various reasons: they
reduce the opportunity to overtake, thereby making drivers try harder at other
times, they cause traffic to bunch, they cause frayed tempers, [and] they cause
delay which makes drivers try harder at other times to make up time that they
have lost.

Another unfortunate effect that they have is that each unnecessary speed limit
leads drivers to think that speed limits are imposed arbitrarily and therefore
makes drivers less likely to observe speed limits when they ought to.”

The importance of appropriate speed limits was emphasised by Stephen
Hammond MP [who, until the reshuffle of July 2014, was a Parliamentary Under-

Page 12 of 23
Issue 3.0
18" September 2014



2.8.

a.

Secretary of State for Transport] in a Ministerial Foreword to the Department for
Transport guidance (2013)!%°1:

“Setting the right local speed limits is vital for road safety, local growth and local
health outcomes. It is vital that speed limits are suitable for local conditions”

Urbanisation by Stealth

One of the attractive aspects of High Lane’s location is that it enjoys a degree of
rurality that is rare within Greater Manchester. Currently, on leaving Hazel Grove for
High Lane, there is a sense of a change of character — the road has a more "rural
feel" to it. This would be lost, to some extent, if the limit were to be lowered to
30 mph. The Design and Access Statement says[®:

“The area represents an important green buffer between the more settled
landscape to the west with the more nucleated settlement of High Lane that is
representative of the settlement pattern along the Pennine fringe.”

There is concern that a lower speed limit may make it easier for planning
applications to be granted for housing and other developments, as they would front
a 30mph road, rather than a 40 mph one, thereby further accelerating the
de-ruralisation process.

A6 Buxton Road, eastward view towards High Lane. November 2013
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A6 Buxton Road, just east of the proposed junction with the A6 MARR,
eastward view towards High Lane. November 2013

3. Optimise the A6 /7 Windlehurst Road Junction
3.1. Traffic Signal Timing

At the stakeholder meeting on 12" February 2013 in Fred Perry House, Stockport,
attended by residents of High Lane, residents of Disley, local councillors and officers from
SMBC and their contractors, a proposal was submitted for adjusting the timings of the
traffic signals to improve traffic flow at the A6 / Windlehurst Road junction in High Lane.
Although apparently well received, the existing, relatively primitive, control system still
remains.

However, the SEMMMS Project Team, in the context of ABMARR measures, recently
suggested® upgrading the traffic signal control to one based on MOVA2Y, which they feel
would be an improvement.

3.2. A6 / Windlehurst Road Junction Improvement
One of the EMMs listed in the Transport Assessmentl? is:

“better managing traffic flows for local residents at the A6 Buxton Road/ Windlehurst
Road junction through a local junction improvement scheme”

It is understood that this would involve remodelling the junction so as to create a new
left-turning lane for A6 traffic travelling from the Hazel Grove direction turning into
Windlehurst Road. This would mean that Disley-bound traffic could continue onwards
straight ahead without being impeded by left-turning traffic in front.

The extra space for this new lane would be created using land from the opposite side of
the road (near the front of the former Thai restaurant) that is currently owned by the
Highways Agency. Hence the existing alignment of the A6 at this junction would need to
change slightly.
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4. Reclassify Part of the A6 as a “Non-Primary Route”

Background

New guidancel®* 3 jssued by the Department for Transport, and introduced in April 2012,
made it easier for local authorities to reclassify roads.

The guidance followed a consultation, announced™ in February 2011, aimed at using road
(re)classification to influence the route of sat nav-directed traffic. In the announcement,
Norman Baker MP (then a Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Transport) said:

“l believe in giving power to local people. This reform will cut red tape and mean
councils can better control traffic in their area. They can ensure A roads are placed
where they want traffic to run, and can lower the category of road in places they want
traffic to avoid.”

Proposal
Reclassify part of the A6 as a “non-primary route”.

The A6, no longer a trunk road locally since 17" May 2002 is a nevertheless currently a
primary route through High Lane and nearby. However, this is not to say that the A6 is a
primary route along the whole of its length; indeed there are several sections where it is non-
primary, such as at the northern end near Carlisle!®®, or in the centre of Manchester (where it
disappears completely after becoming non-primary underneath the A57(M) Mancunian Way,
before reappearing in Salford) and many others across the country.

From Buxton, the A6 includes the Chapel-en-le-Frith bypass which ends at a roundabout with
the A5004 (for Whaley Bridge). At this point, the Disley and High Lane bypass that was
rejected in the early 1990s was to have continued the A6 towards Hazel Grove as a dual
carriageway. However, in its absence, the current A6 is a narrow and congested route that is
arguably undeserving of its Primary Route status.

Imagine, therefore, arriving at that roundabout from Buxton heading towards Manchester
Airport in 2017 or later. Which is the best route to take: the A6 followed by the AGMARR, or
the A5004 towards Whaley Bridge and then the B5470 up through Kettleshulme to the A523
and thence the AGMARR?

Ultimately, it is a matter of personal taste, but | would suggest that the A6 route is not
necessarily the clear-cut winner. Yet satellite navigation systems will currently typically
favour the A6 route simply because it is a primary route. Remove that status on the section
of the A6 between the Whaley Bridge roundabout and Hazel Grove, and some motorists may
be guided onto a different route, thereby relieving some of the congestion on the A6.

Whilst this measure may seem unlikely to exert much influence on the majority of motorists’
choice of route, consider the SEMMMS Project Team’s proposal to reduce the speed limit to
30 mph as a deterrent to using the A6. Viewed in this way, this road reclassification proposal
may not seem as quite as absurd as it might perhaps, at first, appear.

It is possible that other variations of this proposal may be more effective or more practical;
the above suggestion is merely an example to illustrate the principle.
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5. Use Big Data to Maximise Efficiency: “Smart Transportation™

Background

Big Data is a rapidly growing subject area in which large amounts of data, typically from a
wide variety of sources, are combined and automatically analysed to produce useful results.

The British Standards Institution (BSI) says!7:

“Digital systems provide a mechanism for efficiently matching physical and social resource
demand against availability through integrated real time monitoring and response. The
efficient matching of resource demand against supply availability enables effective city
management and economic activity. The reliable data models from real time demand-supply
matching can additionally be used to inform long term planning of resource availability.”

Proposal

Make use of, in an intelligent way, some of the ever-increasing number of data sources to
help ease traffic congestion.

It is not necessary to implement systems based on truly large and complex data sets; even
modestly sized systems should be capable of providing beneficial results. The BSI's Publicly
Available Specification, PAS 182[%% s a “Smart City” standard that is currently being
developed and is due to be published in September 2014.

An example of a scheme on the A6 that uses real-time data that was granted approval®?! last
year by SMBC (but awaiting implementation) is the Variable Message Sign (VMS) scheme,
one of the first locations for which is near Norbury Parish Church, Hazel Grove. The VMS will
dynamically display current journey times to road users (derived from sensors along the AG6),
as well as reporting incidents and providing signposting for events, enabling the road users to
make an informed decision regarding the choice of an alternative route or mode (e.g. train).

A similar, but wider-ranging system that is being developed by TfGM and is expected to
become operational in March 2015 in Greater Manchester is the Dynamic Road Network
Efficiency and Travel Information System (DRNETIS).[“® *1  As well as providing real-time
journey information to travellers, it also gathers “real-time information from buses, to enable
traffic signal timings to be adjusted to provide late-running bus services with priority through
traffic signals, enabling greater bus service reliability.” A further goal of the system is to build
up a profile of journey times on congested routes to monitor the performance of the road
network “to enable proactive interventions such as traffic signal timing changes to be
undertaken before the scale of congestion escalates.”

“The information collected, processed and transmitted will ensure that people travelling in
Greater Manchester have the most accurate and reliable information possible to ensure that
they can make an informed journey choice.”

It may be possible to make use of such systems and to integrate them to support more
efficient intermodal travel, e.g. by making slight timetabling adjustments, such as holding a
train slightly for a late-running bus, to avoid sending a near-empty train on its way seconds
before the bus arrives, only for the next train to become overcrowded by passengers from the
late-running bus, combined with the passengers arriving for the scheduled departure of that
train.

It may be also be possible to add real-time car parking availability information, guiding
motorists towards available spaces more efficiently to ease congestion.
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6. Extend the use of Dual-Use Footways: (Shared Cycle/Pedestrian Paths)

Background

Many towns and cities in the UK and around the world have dedicated cycle routes that are
segregated from road traffic, and use subways to cross major roads. This segregation affords
a level of safety that is absent from roads that are shared with motorists. The COPECAT
reportt*?! included in the A6MARR Planning Application cites the Netherlands as providing
examples of good design practice for cycle routes.

The A6 between High Lane and Hazel Grove is an example of a busy road that deters many
cyclists because of the close proximity with motor vehicles. Even with a painted white line to
demarcate a cycle lane, many cyclists would still feel vulnerable.

Proposal

In some areas of Greater Manchester[®3, pavements are marked as shared routes® that can
be used by cyclists and pedestrians alike. Whilst this is not ideal, it may nevertheless be
preferable in certain locations (such as that suggested above) where it is not practical to
provide a segregated cycle path.

7. Encourage Multi-Modal Integration

Introduction

Proposals that encourage a greater use of travel by rail have previously been mentioned by
the SEMMMS Project Team and also in the A6 Corridor Study report.!**! Options included
building a new station in High Lane, and improving access to Middlewood rail station.
However, these are generally regarded as being longer-term projects that are beyond the
timescales for A6MARR traffic mitigation measures, and so are not included in the lists of
potential mitigation measures.

One such additional longer-term proposal that | have not previously heard any mention of is
therefore outlined below, for future reference.

Background

Travelling by train in the UK with a bicycle is not as straightforward or as convenient as it
might be. In some parts of the world, some of the train carriages are equipped with
dedicated bicycle racks!*®l, and flip-up passenger seating is provided nearby. Some European
carriages that I've seen provide a mixture of styles of rack within the same carriage to cater
for different needs, e.g. some space-efficient vertical racks and some easy-to-use horizontal
racks.

Some journeys are simply not practical to be undertaken for their entire route by bicycle, and
the ability to travel by train for part of that journey may make the difference between using a
car or not.

Proposal

It is recognised that it is unlikely to be practical within the mitigation timescales to transform
the railway infrastructure in this way to better accommodate cyclists. Nevertheless, it would
be desirable to incentivise train operators to phase-in such provision.

Currently, Northern Rail allows up to two passengers with bicycles per train®*”l, and Virgin
Trains allows a maximum of four.l”] The maximum number of bicycles per train varies
between train operators (typically two cycles, but it can be between one and six)*! and there
is no consistency in the booking system — some operators demand a reservation; others do
not allow reservations, even if requested. The low capacity and the lack of a consistent
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system for passengers with bicycles is a disincentive to passengers considering such multi-
modal journeys.

Better and more consistent provision of facilities for cyclists on trains and stations may
encourage more motorists to switch to rail travel combined with cycling.

8. High Lane — Disley Bypass

Background

As already mentioned in section 4, there is a good case to extend the A6 as a dual
carriageway from the Whaley Bridge roundabout (at the end of the Chapel-en-le-Frith bypass)
to link up with the AGMARR (and its potential future link to the M60 at Bredbury), bypassing
Disley and High Lane. This would immediately solve the problem of increased traffic on the
A6 through High Lane.

In 1988, a public consultation!®® was conducted on three proposed routes for the “Disley and
High Lane Bypass”. However, by 1994 the bypass was deprioritised in a statement!®*"! to the
House of Commons by John MacGregor (the then Secretary of State for Transport).

Subsequent attempts to reinstate the bypass failed, apparently as a result of the opposition of

councillors in Derbyshire.®? The opposition continued, according to the A6 Corridor Study™*,

at the time of the SEMMMS report in 2001.

“Derbyshire County Council did not wish, at the time, to promote a bypass of the A6 between
Disley and the Chapel-en-le-Frith bypass.”

Proposal Options

As already noted, the following options are not compatible with the timescale for mitigation
measures. Nevertheless, a High Lane — Disley bypass remains, in the view of many local
people, a very desirable aim for the longer term, so as to significantly ease congestion on the
current A6 through High Lane and Disley.

8.1. High Lane - Disley Bypass as an Extension of Chapel-en-le-Frith Bypass
Of the two options, this is probably the more challenging, but also potentially the more

rewarding, in terms of the effect on traffic.

Since the most recent rejection, new legislation in the form of the Traffic Management Act
(2004)!%% 34 places a duty on local authorities to facilitate “the expeditious movement of
traffic on road networks for which another authority is the traffic authority”.

Thus there may now be some additional leverage available to neighbouring authorities that
could be applied on local authorities in Derbyshire.

In addition, the most recent Disley Parish Plan®! recommends the reinstatement of the
Disley/High Lane Bypass.

8.2. High Lane - Disley Bypass: East of Disley to AGMARR
This option would appear to be the easier to achieve, as it does not involve land within

Derbyshire. The A6 Corridor Study report!** described it as follows:

“Approximately 6km of single lane carriageway which would connect with a proposed
signalised A6MARR junction to the west and at a new roundabout to the east of Disley. In
terms of highway impact the scheme has a clear positive impact on the A6 through High Lane
and Disley along with a provisional BCR of 6.2.”
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Appendix 1

Estimation of Maximum Delays due to Speed Limit Reductions
Estimates of the maximum delays resulting from a reduction in the speed limits on the certain
sections of the A6 from 40 mph to 30 mph are detailed in this appendix.

Assumptions

a. The delays are created when traffic speed is constrained only by the speed limit. At
times of the day when congestion constrains the traffic speed, it is clearly not the
speed limit that determines the journey time.

b. Traffic obeys the speed limits.

c. Delays caused by other measures are ignored; the aim of this appendix is to focus on
delays caused by speed limit reductions only.

Gating delays (i.e. queuing) caused by unluckily missing the green phase of traffic
signals through later arrival will be ignored since with a given number of traffic
signals, this would on average be balanced by luckily missing the red phase of traffic
signals. Obviously, increasing the number of traffic signals would add to the chances
of delay, as would increasing the relative proportion of red time, but these are not
speed limit measures.

Calculation

Using Google Mapst®® °” ®® jt can be seen that the sections of road where speed limit
reductions are proposed have the following individual lengths:

a. 0.4 miles Newtown / Disley
b. 0.5 miles Disley / High Lane
c. 0.7 miles High Lane / Hazel Grove

resulting in a total distance of 1.6 miles at 40 mph, which under ideal conditions would take
(1.6 x 60) / 40 = 2 minutes 24 seconds. Google Maps estimates 2 minutes 38 seconds when
not congested, the additional time presumably reflecting the reality of such things as road
geometry, pedestrian crossings, junctions and slower [blocking] vehicles, for example.

At 30 mph the journey time on these stretches totals (1.6 x 60) / 30 = 3 minutes 12 seconds.
In other words, the maximum delay added by the three speed limit reductions would total:
3'12” — 2'24” = 48 seconds

Of this, 0.7 x 60 x ((1/ 30) — ( 1/ 40)) = 0.35 minutes = 21 seconds is the maximum delay
added by the High Lane / Hazel Grove speed limit reduction.
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Windlehurst Road Update

14.7.2015 Meeting with Councillors and representatives of Living Streets
Group for Windlehurst Road, High Lane.

Councillors Shan Alexander and Susan Ingham organised a meeting on 14" July
2015 with representatives of the Windlehurst Living Streets Group- Jamie Beecham,
Michael Taylor and Matt Grant and a local police representative PCSO Dave
Warrilow and Stockport Council officers Pete Price and Sue Stevensonto discuss
local residents concerns about speeding on Windlehurst Road.

The local residents explained their concerns regarding traffic and speeding on
Windlehurst Road and the police representative confirmed that they had identified
that the hill to the south of the canal bridge had a potential speeding issue. The
police had undertaken some speed checks there and a number of letters had been
sent following these checks to motorists who had been caught speeding and a
number of prosecutions were being considered.

The residents stated they had formed a Living Streets Group on the 21° April to try
to address their concerns about traffic speeds; HGV'S using the road, driver
behaviour etc.

They believed that Hibbert Lane and Windlehurst had similar issues and were
interlinked as a community.

There was a general discussion about driver behaviour and the potential measures
that could be utilised to deter poor driver behaviour including better signing,
community speed watch, electronic speed information signs and traffic calming
schemes.

The Council officers explained that was a three part approach to resolving road
safety issues education, engineering and enforcement.

The Council officers explained the limited funding available for general road safety
issues and the police explained that they had limited resources they could commit to
individual areas.

The PCSO suggested the police may be able to support a community speed watch
scheme if local residents were willing to run it.

The Council officers explained about the A6 to Manchester Airport Relief Road
Scheme which had some funding identified for complementary and mitigation
measures required to address issues identified in the transport assessment for the



scheme may be a potential source of funding any schemes proposed for Windlehurst
Road.

The officers stated that the consultation for potential measures on the A6 Corridor
had commenced and that they would analyse the results and develop potential
schemes for public consultation in autumn 2015. The final proposed mitigation
schemes would be taken to Area Committee in the spring 2016 and would need to
be implemented before the A6GMARR opened in autumn 2017.

The local residents queried how much funding would be available and were
informed that there was an overall funding allocation for the scheme and that there
was about £1m for the A6 area and about £700k for schemes in this area. The
officers explained these were broad figures and were subject to change as the
various schemes were developed and consulted upon in various areas across
Stockport.

The local residents expressed concern about the impact of the AGMARR on
Windlehurst Road but reiterated their concern about traffic and speeding was an
issue with existing traffic.

The meeting closed with Members requesting that the residents’ concerns were
investigated.

A further meeting with residents and a representative from the police has been

organised for the evening of the 7" September and Mrs Stevenson will be attending
this meeting.

A6MARR Complimentary and Mitigation Measures Consultation — High Lane
Area

A consultation on the proposed mitigation measures on the A6 Corridor in the High
Lane and Norbury Hollow to Hazel Grove area was undertaken from the 29" June to
the 31% July. The response date was extended to the 10" August following request
from local stakeholders and residents. Letters were sent to all local residents in the
area inviting them to a public consultation meeting on 157 July with a link to the
website where people could provide an online response. A telephone line was
available for people to contact with comments or queries or to request paper copies
of the consultation form. The responses are being analysed and a consultation report
will be issued.

FOI REQUEST
Subsequent to the meeting the following response was sent to an FOI request.

The overall budget for traffic mitigation measures in Stockport is £2.4m



The figures mentioned at the recent meeting with residents Hawk Green and High
Lane were high level figures related to the A6 Corridor with approximately £1.2m for
the A6 Corridor including High Lane and Hazel Grove with very approximately £700K
for the area covered in the recent consultation. The officer stated at the meeting
these were approximate figures that could change depending on the final
complementary and mitigation schemes being developed and approved across the
Stockport areain accordance with the planning conditions.

AB6MARR Complimentary and Mitigation Measures Proposals.

Following the consultation process the responses will be analysed and appropriate
additional data will be collected to inform the development of potential schemes.
These schemes will be the subject of further consultation in November 2015 before
the final schemes are included in a report to area committee in spring 2016. Work
will commence on site on some schemes in summer 2016 and will need to be
completed before the AGMARR opens in autumn 2017.

The speed surveys undertaken in August indicate an 85" percentile speed of
35.5mph on Windlehurst Road and 34.5mph Andrew Lane, suggesting that some
form of traffic calming could be appropriate in the area.

The second phase of consultation will be undertaken in November 2015 and will be
web based with letters to local residents and a drop in exhibition for people to view
the proposed plans.

Contact officer; Sue Stevenson,
Investing in Growth Manager
Tel 0161 474 4351

Sue.stevenson@stockport.gov.uk
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THE OCCUPIER
1 ALDERDALE DRIVE
HIGH LANE
STOCKPORT
SK6 8BX
15t June 2015
Our ref: AGMARR CMM Consultation Jun 2015

Dear Sir/Madam,

A6 to Manchester Airport Relief Road: Consultation on Traffic Mitigation
Measures in High Lane and Hazel Grove - June 29t to July 315t 2015

You may be aware as part of the A6 to Manchester Airport Relief Road a number of
complementary and mitigation measures were identified and the project team agreed
that each local authority would develop appropriate measures in accordance with
planning conditions. The Network Management team in Stockport is leading on this and
has commenced work looking at issues and possible mitigation strategies for the areas
identified in Stockport.

From June 29t to July 315t 2015, Stockport Council is consulting on the mitigation
measures proposed to manage predicted changes to traffic flows through High Lane and
along Torkington Road and Threaphurst Lane as a result of the A6 to Manchester
Airport Relief Road (A6MARR). This letter provides further information about the
potential types of mitigation measures and how you can give us your views.

We invite you to attend our exhibition to discuss the mitigation measures with the
Stockport Council team and provide your comments. The exhibition is being held:

Wednesday 1st July 2015
3pmto 7.30pm
High Lane Village Hall, Windlehurst Road, High Lane, Stockport SK6 8AB

Background to the Mitigation Measures

The A6MARR is currently under construction and will provide a new 2-lane dual
carriageway on an east-west route from the A6 near Hazel Grove, via the 4 kilometres of
existing A555 to Manchester Airport and the link road to the M56 Airport Spur. The
construction of the road is expected to be complete in autumn 2017.

The Relief Road will reduce congestion on local roads in the surrounding areas,
however, it is recognised that some areas will see some increases in traffic. In areas
where there are predicted to be increases in traffic flow and junction delay, mitigation



measures will be introduced that will seek to manage the impact of the scheme on local
communities.

Traffic modelling has been undertaken to predict changes to traffic flows on local roads
as a result of the AGMARR which shows that traffic is forecast to increase by more than
5% on the following routes in the High Lane and Hazel Grove areas:

e The A6 through High Lane;

e Windlehurst Road, High Lane;
¢ Torkington Road and Threaphurst Lane.

The Transport Assessment for the A6MARR, which was submitted as part of the
planning application for the scheme in 2013 sets out a series of proposed mitigation
measures to manage the predicted changes to traffic in the above areas. The Transport
Assessment can be viewed online at
abmarr.stockport.gov.uk/planningapplications/04supportingdocuments/

Stockport Council is now developing the design for the mitigation proposals in High
Lane and on Torkington Road and Threaphurst Lane.

We are seeking the views of the local community during this consultation to inform the
development of the designs for the mitigation measures.

High Lane Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are required in High Lane to manage the increase in traffic as a
result of the AGMARR, in particular to limit the increase in traffic along the A6 through
High Lane and Disley to 11-16%.

The Transport Assessment for the AGMARR details proposals to manage the increase in
traffic and improve facilities for pedestrians and cyclists in High Lane, including:
e Better management of traffic flows at the A6 Buxton Road/ Windlehurst Road
junction through alocal junction improvement scheme;
® Limiting the attractiveness of the A6 to longer distance traffic which would
otherwise switch from other cross-county routes with the AGMARR in place,
through a combination of gateway treatments and reduced speed limits;
e (Cycle lanes on sections of the A6 between Hazel Grove and New Mills Newtown
where practicable;
* A new pedestrian refuge on the A6 Buxton Road at Wellington Road;
® A new traffic signal controlled crossing on the A6 Buxton Road outside the
Church/ War memorial in High Lane;
e New uncontrolled pedestrian crossings with refuge islands on Windlehurst
Road;
* A new pedestrian refuge on the A6 Buxton Road West outside Lyme Park to link
bus stops and the park entrance; and
¢ A new cycle link between Disley and High Lane/Poynton through Lyme Park.



It should be noted that not all these measures are within Stockport or being delivered
by Stockport Council as Complimentary and Mitigation Measures within Cheshire East
and Derbyshire will be delivered by their respective Councils.

We would welcome your views on the mitigation measures set out within the Transport
Assessment, suggestions for any changes to the mitigation measures already proposed
or alternative mitigation measures that you think would benefit High Lane.

Torkington Road & Threaphurst Lane Mitigation Measures

The traffic modelling has identified a potential risk that completion of the A6MARR
scheme could lead to some traffic re-routing from the A6 between Offerton and south-
east of the new A6MARR junction to ‘country lanes’ such as the unclassified Torkington
Road and Threaphurst Lane.

In order to mitigate this potential risk, the Transport Assessment recommends that
both Torkington Road and Threaphurst Lane are designated as ‘Quiet Lanes’. Quiet
Lanes are minor rural roads, typically ‘C’ or unclassified routes, which have been
designated by the local highway authority to pay special attention to the needs of
walkers, cyclists, horse riders and other vulnerable road users, and to offer protection
from speeding traffic. Cars and other motorised vehicles are not banned from Quiet
Lanes; the use of Quiet Lanes is shared.

Measures such as lower speed limits and discrete road signs aim to encourage drivers to
slow down and be considerate to more vulnerable users who can in turn use and enjoy
country lanes in greater safety, with less threat from speeding traffic. The setting of any
lower speed limit may require the implementation of physical measures to make it self-
enforcing.

We would like to hear your views on the types of measures that could be introduced to
identify Torkington Road and Threaphurst Lane as ‘Quiet Lanes’.

Give us your views
To find out more about the mitigation measures, discuss your views with members of
the Stockport Council project and provide your comments we invite you to attend the

public exhibition, the details of which are provided on the first page of this letter.

You can also find out more and provide your comments online at
www.semmms.info/a6/complementarytrafficmeasures/smbc

If you are unable to attend the exhibition and do not have internet access, please contact
us by calling 0161 474 2299 to request for a response form to be posted to you.

If you have any questions about the consultation please contact us via the phone
number above or emailing semmms.relief.road@stockport.gov.uk.



Next Steps

This is the first stage in the consultation on the mitigation measures for High Lane,
Torkington Road and Threaphurst Lane. The comments received during this stage of the
consultation will be considered in the development of the mitigation measures
proposals.

Once the package of mitigation measures has been developed we will undertake a
second stage of consultation to gain your views on the detailed proposals.

We will ensure that the local community is kept updated as the mitigation measures are
developed.
Yours faithfully,

Nick Whelan
Network Manager, Stockport Council






A6 to Manchester Airport Relief Road Mitigation Measures in High Lane and Hazel Grove
Phase 1 Consultation Response Form

From June 29" to July 315 2015, Stockport Council is consulting on the mitigation measures proposed to
manage predicted changes to traffic flows through High Lane and along Torkington Road and Threaphurst
Lane, Hazel Grove as a result of the A6 to Manchester Airport Relief Road (A6MARR). We are also
seeking your views on potential improvements to the existing section of the A6 Buxton Road (from Norbury
Hollow to Carlton Place) that will be bypassed by a new re-aligned section of the A6 as part of the
A6MARR scheme.

Please give us your views by completing this response form. If you have any questions about how to
complete the form, please call 0161 474 2299 or email semmms.relief.road@ stockport.gov.uk. The closing

date for responses to the consultation is 31° July 2015.

This response form is split into 4 sections:

Section 1: High Lane (pages 1 to 3)

Section 2: Torkington Road and Threaphurst Lane (page 3)

Section 3: A6 Buxton Road from Norbury Hollow to Hazel Grove Police Station (page 4)
Section 4: About you (page 5)

Section 1: High Lane

The traffic modelling predicts that traffic on the A6 and Windlehurst Road in High Lane will increase as a
result of the introduction of the AGMARR. In this section of the response form, we ask youto provide your
comments on and suggestions for potential measures to mitigate this increase in traffic.

Qla. How do you think we can best manage the increase in traffic on the A6 through High Lane
village as a result of the A6MARR? Please provide your comments on or suggestions for potential types
of mitigation measures in the space below.

Type of Mitigation

Measure Specific location Comment

Pedestrian
facilities

Cycling facilities

Managing traffic
flow

Public transport

Other (please
specify)

% STOCKPORT
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Q1b. How do you think we can best manage the predicted increase in traffic on the A6 between
High Lane Village and the new A6 diversion at Norbury Ho llow as a result of the AGMARR? Please
provide your comments on or suggestions for potential types of traffic mitigation measures in the space

below.

Type of Mitigation

Measure Specific location

Comment

Pedestrian
facilities

Cycling facilities

Managing traffic
flow

Public transport

Other (please
specify)

Qlc. How do you think we can best manage the predicted increase in traffic on Windlehurst Road
as a result of the AGMARR? Please provide your comments on or suggestions for potential types of
traffic mitigation measures in the space below.

Type of Mitigation

Measure Specific location

Comment

Pedestrian
facilities

Cycling facilities

Managing traffic
flow

Continued overleaf...

§44 STOCKPORT
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Continued...

Qlc. How do you think we can best manage the predicted increase in traffic on Windlehurst Road
as aresult of the A6GMARR? Please provide any comments on or suggestions for potential types of
mitigation measures in the space below.

Public transport

Other (please
specify)

Section 2: Quiet Lanes on Torkington Road and Threaphurst Lane

The traffic modelling has identified a potential risk that completion of the AGMARR scheme could lead to
increased traffic on Torkington Road and Threaphurst Lane. In this section of the response form, we ask
you to provide your comments on and suggestions for potential measures to mitigate this increase in traffic.

Q2a. How do you think we can best manage the possible increase in traffic on Torkington Road as
aresult of the AGBMARR? Please provide your comments on or suggestions for potential types of traffic
mitigation measures in the space below.

Q2b. How do you think we can best manage the possible increase in traffic on Threaphurst Lane as
aresult of the AGBMARR? Please provide your comments on or suggestions for potential types of traffic
mitigation measures in the space below.

% STOCKPORT
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Section 3: A6 Buxton Road between Norbury Hollow and Carlton Place

The A6MARR will see the removal of through traffic (with the exception of buses) from the existing Buxton
Road between Norbury Hollow and Carlton Place, as a new (approximately 1km in length) realigned
section of the A6 will be constructed which will bypass this section. As a result of this removal of through
traffic, it will be possible to make changes to this section of the A6 which could include better facilities for
pedestrians, cyclists, buses and on-street parking. On this page, we ask for your suggestions for
improvements to the A6 Buxton Road between Norbury Hollow and Carlton Place.

Q3a. Do you have any suggestions for improvements to the existing Buxton Road between
Norbury Hollow and Carlton Place following the introduction of the A6MARR? Please provide your
comments or suggestions in the space below.

Type of
Improvement

Specific location

Comment

Pedestrian
facilities

Cycling facilities

On-street parking

Public transport

Other (please
specify)

% STOCKPORT
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Section 4: Aboutyou

Q4a. To help us with our analysis, please tell us your home postcode:

e.g SK99 9XX
Q4b. Which of the following statements applies to you? Please tick all which apply.
I live in High Lane O,
I live in Hazel Grove 0O,
I work in High Lane O,
| work in Hazel Grove O,
I regularly travel through High Lane Os
| regularly travel through Hazel Grove Oe
Other — please specify O,
Q4c. What isyour gender?
Please tick ONE box only. male ;| female L1, | prefer not to answer (g
Q4d. Which age bracket are you in? Please tick ONE box only.

Pref t t
Under 25 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+ reter notto
answer
jl jz Dg [4 Ds D6 D7

Q4e. Do you consider yourself to have a disability or alimiting long-term illness? Please tick ONE

box only.

No

Prefer not to
answer

12

I3

Thank you for taking the time to complete this questionnaire. Your views are very important to us.
Please return to the completed response form using the envelope provided.

:::‘: "'EI:' .%_‘E‘%_‘
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Airport relief road will have a devastating effect on High Lane, residents say - Manch... Pagel of 3

Airport relief road will have a devastating
effect on High Lane, residents say

17:48, 20 JULY 2015 ~ BY KATHERINE BAINBRIDGE

Members of High Lane Residents Association say the 'mitigation measures' proposed
by the council are not enough

74 Shares } Share Tweet +1 LinkedIn

Enter your e-mail for our daily newsletter Subscribe

http://www.manchestereveningnews.co.uk/news/airport-relief-road-devastating-effect... 24/08/2015



Airport relief road will have a devastating effect on High Lane, residents say - Manch... Page 2 of 3

Residents in High Lane have expressed their concerns over the effect of the new airport
relief road on the village.

Hundreds turned out to an exhibition held earlier this month at High Lane Village Hall,
laying out the proposals and the expected impact.

Original projections showed the new road could cause an increase in traffic through High
Lane of over 27 per cent in 2017 — or around 32,600 vehicles per day.

The council is now proposing ‘enhanced mitigation measures’ they say will limit the
increase along the A6 through High Lane to between 11 and 16 per cent.

They include improvements to the Buxton Road/Windlehurst Road junction, reduced speed
limits, cycle lanes, and new pedestrian crossings.

However, villagers are still facing a predicted increase in the level of traffic to 29,300
vehicles per day at the busiest points — and say the measures proposed by the council are
not enough.

High Lane Residents Association has been working on the issue for over four years, and
members have submitted a document to the council outlining the alternative proposals
they have come up with as part of the ongoing consultation.

They say the increase in traffic, caused by people from around the country passing through
High Lane to access the new road, will cause problems with pollution, noise, vibrations
caused by heavy goods vehicles and the safety of pedestrians.

Angie Broad from the residents association said: "Surely the word 'relief’ is ironic. The 'relief
road" will not only attract more domestic vehicles, but also more heavy juggernauts
travelling between the airport and the M1, which increases my concern.

"One of our main issues is that no one knows what the council is planning to do if the
mitigation measures don't work — because by then it will be too late for High Lane.”

Association members are urging people to look at the document they have produced,
available online at highlaneresidentsassociation.btck.co.uk, and submit their own ideas and
comments.

"The document is not a manifesto, and we would welcome any input,” Angie said.

For more information on the council proposals visit
semmms.info/a6/complementarytrafficmeasures/smbc/.

Follow| @MENNewsdesk 8+ Follow 50k

http://www.manchestereveningnews.co.uk/news/airport-relief-road-devastating-effect... 24/08/2015
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It should be noted that some comments have been categorised as raising more than one topic.

Comments Received - A6 through High Lane village

TOPIC NO. COMMENTS
Managing traffic flow 133
Pedestrian facilities 89
Public transport facilities 80
Traffic cdming / road safety 70
Cycling facilities 61
Public transport stop / station 53
Parking 36
HGVs 36
Suggested speed limit 22
Congestion 22
Existing traffic speed 20
Public transport service 20
Air quality 14
Shared space 12
Rat-running 12
Maintenance (road surface,

. 12
vegetation)
Noise 12
Additional bypasses 12
Road surface 11

School / children
Personal security
Ecology / landscaping
Wider ABMARR scheme
Severance*

Quiet lanes

Economy

Consultation

RlRRIN|wlwlo|~

*Severence is the separation of residents from facilities and services they use within their community caused by new or
improved roads or by changes in traffic flows.



Comments Received - A6 between High Lane village and the new A6 diversion at Norbury Hollow
TOPIC NO. COMMENTS
Managing traffic flow 74

Pedestrian facilities 37

Cycling facilities 37

Public transport facilities 34

Traffic cdming / road safety 19

Suggested speed limit 15

Public transport stop / station 13

Parking 11

Congestion 10

Air quality

Additional bypasses

Existing traffic speed

HGVs

Shared space

Public transport service

Noise

Wider AGMARR scheme

Rat-running

Maintenance (road surface,
vegetation)

School / children

Road surface

Quiet lanes

Personal security

RPIRPIRPINW & (DO |O(N(N|©O[©

Consultation

Comments Received - Windlehurst Road

TOPIC NO. COMMENTS
Managing traffic flow 132
Traffic cdming / road safety 63
Pedestrian facilities 61
Public transport facilities 48
Cycling facilities 40
HGVs 34
Suggested speed limit 30
Existing traffic speed 26
Parking 23

Public transport stop / station
Public transport service
Shared space

Rat-running

Congestion

School / children

Noise

Additional bypasses
Maintenance (road surface,
vegetation)

Air quality

Road surface

Personal security

Ecology / landscaping
Wider AGBMARR scheme

RPN N [ BOHO| O 00| ©




Comments Received - Torkington Road

TOPIC NO. COMMENTS
Traffic cdming / road safety 39
Managing traffic flow 36
HGVs 36
Suggested speed limit 29
Cycling facilities 20
Existing traffic speed 14
Pedestrian facilities 12
Rat-running 11
School / children 7
Maintenance (road surface, 7
vegetation)

Congestion 2
Road surface 2
Quiet lanes 2
Noise 2
Shared space 1
Personal Security 1
Ecology / Landscaping 1
Air Quality 1
Economy 1
Additional By passes 1
Consultation 1

Comments Received - Threaphurst Lane

TOPIC NO. COMMENTS
Managing traffic flow 41
Traffic cdming / road safety 30
HGVs 28
Suggested speed limit 21
Pedestrian facilities 16
Existing traffic speed 11
Cycling facilities 10
Maintenance (road surface, 7
vegetation)

Rat-running 5
Quiet lanes 4
School / children 4
Road surface 2
Ecology / landscaping 2
Additional bypasses 2
Parking 1
Noise 1
Air quality 1
Wider ABMARR scheme 1
Consultation 1




Comments Received - A6 between Norbury Hollow and Carlton Place
TOPIC NO. COMMENTS
Cycling facilities 30

Parking 27

Public transport facilities 24

Pedestrian facilities 21

Public transport stop / station

Traffic cdming / road safety

Shared space

Maintenance (road surface,
vegetation)

Public transport service

HGVs

Existing traffic speed

Congestion

Quiet lanes

Rat-running

Economy

Additional bypasses

Wider AGMARR scheme

RlIRRrRRRPRRRINW (Mol

Consultation

Comments Received — Other locations

TOPIC NO. COMMENTS
Managing traffic flow 57

Traffic cdming / road safety 25

Rat-running 14

HGVs 12

Parking 11

Wider AGMARR scheme 8

Public transport facilities

Pedestrian facilities

Existing traffic speed

Suggested speed limit

Air quality

Public transport stop / station

School / children

Personal security

Cycling facilities

Congestion

Shared space

Noise

Road surface

Maintenance (road surface,
vegetation)

Ecology / landscaping
Economy

R P RPINNNN MWW WSRO







RE: A6 to Manchester Airport Relief Road: Consultation on Traffic Mitigation Measu... Page 1 of 4

RE: A6 to Manchester Airport Relief Road: Consultation on Traffic
Mitigation Measures in High Lane and Hazel Grove
DHCadis [dhcadis.centrebus@btconnect.com]

Sent: 28 July 2015 23:01
To: SEMMMS Relief.Road
Cc: J. Carrington [jcarrington.highpeak@btconnect.com]

Categories: Emma Hughes (CMS)

Good Evening,

It came as some surprise to read that the AGMARR project would increase traffic in the High Lane area by up
to 16%. However, if this was going to be the case then we would very much welcome an improvement in
the control of the A6 Buxton Road/Windlehurst Road junction, maybe with bus priority measures (for the
Skyline 199, transpeak and the 394 service).

The Gateway measures on the A, | guess refer to the Bus Bridge near Simpsons Corner. If there are any
others we would welcome bus friendly measures. Where would the reduced speed limits on the A6 be?-any
reduction might possibly impact on our service timetabling .

We feel that if there is going to be an increase in traffic then we could lose the bus layby on Buxton Road,
near Brookside Lane and have the bus stop kerbside, to make entry back into the traffic easier for the bus.
The layby at the Dog and Partridge to be retained for timing point purposes.

The proposals for pedestrian enhancements through High Lane and at Lyme Park are very useful, but maybe
there could be an improvement in lighting around the bus stop/pavement area at Lyme Park?

Any measures taken to maintain or improve bus operation and reliability on the A6 in High Lane and on
Windlehurst Road would be very welcome.

Kind Regards,

George Crook.

From: SEMMMS Relief.Road [mailto:SEMMMS.Relief.Road@stockport.gov.uk]

Sent: 30 June 2015 08:17

To: Undisclosed recipients:

Subject: A6 to Manchester Airport Relief Road: Consultation on Traffic Mitigation Measures in High Lane and
Hazel Grove

Dear Sir/ Madam,

A6 to Manchester Airport Relief Road: Consultation on Traffic Mitigation Measures in High Lane
and Hazel Grove

You may be aware as part of the A6 to Manchester Airport Relief Road a number of complementary
and mitigation measures were identified and the project team agreed that each local authority
would develop appropriate measures in accordance with planning conditions. The Network
Management team in Stockport Council is leading on this and has commenced work looking at
issues and possible mitigation strategies for the areas identified in Stockport.

Stockport Council is now consulting on the mitigation measures proposed to manage predicted

changes to traffic flows through High Lane and along Torkington Road and Threaphurst Lane as a
result of the A6 to Manchester Airport Relief Road (A6MARR). | write to you as a stakeholder to

https://scnowal.stockport.gov.uk/owa/SEMMMS .Relief.Road@stockport.gov.uk/?ae...  08/09/2015



RE: A6 to Manchester Airport Relief Road: Consultation on Traffic Mitigation Measu... Page 2 of 4

invite your comments as part of this first stage in the consultation on the package of mitigation
measures. The closing date for responses to the consultation is Friday 31st July 2015.

The A6MARR is currently under construction and will provide a new 2-lane dual carriageway on an
east-west route from the A6 near Hazel Grove, via the 4 kilometres of existing A555 to Manchester
Airport and the link road to the M56 Airport Spur. The construction of the road is expected to be
complete in autumn 2017.

The Relief Road will reduce congestion on local roads in the surrounding areas, however, it is
recognised that some areas will see some increases in traffic. In areas where there are predicted to
be increases in traffic flow and junction delay, mitigation measures will be introduced that will seek
to manage the impact of the scheme on local communities.

Traffic modelling has been undertaken to predict changes to traffic flows on local roads as a result
of the A6MARR which shows that traffic is forecast to increase by more than 5% on the following
routes in the High Lane and Hazel Grove areas:

* The A6 through High Lane;

*  Windlehurst Road, High Lane;

» Torkington Road and Threaphurst Lane.

The Transport Assessment for the AGMARR, which was submitted as part of the planning
application for the scheme in 2013 sets out a series of proposed mitigation measures to manage
the predicted changes to traffic in the above areas. The Transport Assessment can be viewed online
at abmarr.stockport.gov.uk/planningapplications/04supportingdocuments/

Stockport Council is now developing the design for the mitigation proposals in High Lane and on
Torkington Road and Threaphurst Lane.

We are seeking the views of the local community during this consultation to inform the
development of the designs for the mitigation measures.

High Lane Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are required in High Lane to manage the increase in traffic as a result of the
ABMARR, in particular to limit the increase in traffic along the A6 through High Lane and Disley to
11-16%.

The Transport Assessment for the AGMARR details proposals to manage the increase in traffic and
improve facilities for pedestrians and cyclists in High Lane, including:

+ Better management of traffic flows at the A6 Buxton Road/ Windlehurst Road junction through
a local junction improvement scheme;

+ Limiting the attractiveness of the A6 to longer distance traffic which would otherwise switch
from other cross-county routes with the AGMARR in place, through a combination of gateway
treatments and reduced speed limits;

» Cycle lanes on sections of the A6 between Hazel Grove and New Mills Newtown where
practicable;

* Anew pedestrian refuge on the A6 Buxton Road at Wellington Road;

» A new traffic signal controlled crossing on the A6 Buxton Road outside the Church/ War
memorial in High Lane;

* New uncontrolled pedestrian crossings with refuge islands on Windlehurst Road;

https://scnowal.stockport.gov.uk/owa/SEMMMS .Relief.Road@stockport.gov.uk/?ae...  08/09/2015



RE: A6 to Manchester Airport Relief Road: Consultation on Traffic Mitigation Measu... Page 3 of 4

* Anew pedestrian refuge on the A6 Buxton Road West outside Lyme Park to link bus stops and
the park entrance; and
* Anew cycle link between Disley and High Lane/Poynton through Lyme Park.

It should be noted that not all these measures are within Stockport or being delivered by Stockport
Council as Complimentary and Mitigation Measures within Cheshire East and Derbyshire will be
delivered by their respective Councils.

We would welcome your views on the mitigation measures set out within the Transport
Assessment, suggestions for any changes to the mitigation measures already proposed or
alternative mitigation measures that you think would benefit High Lane.

Torkington Road & Threaphurst Lane Mitigation Measures

The traffic modelling has identified a potential risk that completion of the AGMARR scheme could
lead to some traffic re-routing from the A6 between Offerton and south-east of the new AGMARR
junction to ‘country lanes’ such as the unclassified Torkington Road and Threaphurst Lane.

In order to mitigate this potential risk, the Transport Assessment recommends that both Torkington
Road and Threaphurst Lane are designated as ‘Quiet Lanes’. Quiet Lanes are minor rural roads,
typically 'C" or unclassified routes, which have been designated by the local highway authority to
pay special attention to the needs of walkers, cyclists, horse riders and other vulnerable road users,
and to offer protection

from speeding traffic. Cars and other motorised vehicles are not banned from Quiet Lanes; the use
of Quiet Lanes is shared.

Measures such as lower speed limits and discrete road signs aim to encourage drivers to slow down
and be considerate to more vulnerable users who can in turn use and enjoy country lanes in greater
safety, with less threat from speeding traffic. The setting of any lower speed limit may require the
implementation of physical measures to make it self-enforcing.

We would like to hear your views on the types of measures that could be introduced to identify
Torkington Road and Threaphurst Lane as 'Quiet Lanes’ or any other suggestions you may have to
mitigate the impact of increased levels of traffic on these routes.

Give us your views
You can find out more online at www.semmms.info/a6/complementarytrafficmeasures/smbc .

Please provide your views either by reply to this email or by completing the online response form
which can be found on the website.

If you have any questions about the consultation please contact us by calling 0161 474 2299 or
emailing semmms.relief.road@stockport.gov.uk.

Next Steps
This is the first stage in the consultation on the mitigation measures for High Lane, Torkington Road

and Threaphurst Lane. The comments received during this stage of the consultation will be
considered in the development of the mitigation measures proposals.
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Once the package of mitigation measures has been developed we will undertake a second stage of
consultation to gain your views on the detailed proposals.

We will ensure that the local community and stakeholders kept updated as the mitigation measures
are developed.

Kind regards,
Nick Whelan
Network Manager, Stockport Council

Confidentiality:- This email, its contents and any attachments are intended only for the above named. As the
email may contain confidential or legally privileged information, if you are not, or suspect that you are not, the
above named or the person responsible for delivery of the message to the above named, please delete or
destroy the email and any attachments immediately and inform the sender of the error.
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