Bridgewater Canal Corridor Detailed Designs Consultation Report

Introduction

Bridgewater Canal Masterplan

In September 2009 an aspirational masterplan for the future of the Bridgewater Canal was commissioned, which aims to restore the Bridgewater Canal back to its former glory. The Vision for the future of the Bridgewater Canal is to: 
‘To create a living canal connecting communities with a unique industrial and natural heritage enjoyed by all’

Our aim is to make the canal corridor a place which local people and visitors can enjoy as a recreational and leisure destination. It will be an important educational resource in the North West and beyond. It will also provide new opportunities for employment, a healthy business environment and a quality neighbourhood.

We want to:

• improve the environment of the canal

• make more of its star attractions – Worsley Delph and Barton Aqueduct

• re-tell the story of the canal through interpretation

• increase waterside and waterborne activity

• provide visitor infrastructure

• provide gateways to the canal linked to parking and public transport

• improve links to the surrounding communities

• encourage development which interacts with the canal
This masterplan underwent significant community consultation between December 2009 and March 2010. Residents and key stakeholders were consulted through a number of drop in sessions and community committee meetings. In all over 300 people attended events and 154 returned questionnaires. 
Results of the Masterplan consultation questionnaire showed that there was significant support for access and environmental improvements along the canal corridor and headlines include:

· 92.2% of respondents expressed support for access and towpath improvements;

· 88.2% supported the proposal to create a vibrant and outdoor park for all in Monton- showing a desire for increased access to Greenspace;

· 81.2% of people in Barton supported the proposal to remodel the pocket park, showing a demand for open and accessible greenspace;

· 84.4% agreed that interpretation should be used to tell the story.
Bridgewater Canal Detailed Designs

In order to take this to the next stage the city council appointed Urban Vision and TEP to undertake detailed designs for a number of key sites along the Canal Corridor: 

· Worsley Delph

· Bridgewater Park and northern towpath, Boothstown

· Duke’s Drive Park, Monton

· Barton Towpath and Aqueduct Pocket Park

Worsley Delph

In March 2010 TEP were commissioned to manage the development of detailed designs for Worsley Delph. The designs were subject to considerable community consultation and engagement. A project steering group was established which consisted of 19 members, including:  local residents, councillors and partners from statutory authorities, including the Environment Agency, Coal Authority and the Bridgewater Canal Company. The Group met on a quarterly basis to discuss the plans for the area and approved the options for consultation. They also approved the final option before submission for planning approval in April 2011.
Methodology

The site options for Worsley Delph were subject to community consultation in May- June 2010, the methodology was as follows:
· Special meeting of Worsley and Boothstown Community Committee and Destination Worsley

· Open day at Worsley Court House on 31/5/2010 with 115 attendees
· Display of maps showing the options for development at Worsley Court House from 1-11th June

Summary of results

 Consultation headlines were: 
· 48.7% preferred option C  for pedestrian access to the Delph. This option included a new towpath along the eastern side of the Delph at Worsley Road bridge with access to the workshop area and creation of a viewing platform. Boat and pedestrian access will be controlled by a swing bridge.
· 49.1% preferred option B for the basin layout. This option included retaining the overall extent of water in the disused basin and creating a larger wildlife area on the Western side of Basin. 

· 49.1% preferred option B for the viewing platform. This option involved the creation of an enlarged viewing platform. 
· 71.2% preferred option B for the workshop. This option included a refurbished workshop with interpretative installations and managed visitor access. 

· 46.4% preferred option C, to retain and refurbish the Alphabet Bridge. 

· 72.2% agreed that silt from the basin should be used to extend and raise the level of the car park on Barton Lane. 

The finalised option was then exhibited at Worsley Court House Sunday 6th February where 43 attended. 
Bridgewater Canal Corridor
In September 2010 Urban Vision were commissioned to develop the detailed designs for the rest of the Bridgewater Canal Corridor. Key sites included:

· Bridgewater Park and the northern towpath in Boothstown

· Duke’s Drive Park in Monton
· Barton Aqueduct Pocket Park and towpath.

Project Steering Group

Similar to Worsley Delph, Community engagement was at the heart of the development of the plans. Area based steering groups were set up at Boothstown, Monton and Barton made up of members of the community, local councillors and local businesses.  A steering group was set up to oversee the completion of the plans, made up of partners from statutory authorities and local landowners. 
At the start of the project participants were invited on a walkabout of their local area to identify issues and opportunities on the key sites. The results of the walkabouts formed the basis of the first designs. In total 4 meetings were held to discuss the development of the designs and approve the options for consultation and approve the final designs. 

Methodology

Drop in Sessions
Nine drop in sessions were held at locations close to the key sites.  In total 238 participants attended.  
At each session A1 boards detailing the design options for each site were available to view.  2 officers were present at each session to answer any questions and provide guidance. Attendees were asked to fill in a questionnaire, specific to the site. The questionnaires asked respondents a series of ranking or agree/disagree questions.  
Community Committees
Eccles 
A presentation was given to the Eccles Community Committee on 25th January 2011 with 39 attendees. The presentation focused on the detailed designs for the Dukes Drive, Patricroft- Barton Towpath and Barton Pocket Park, with a question and answer session at the end. 

Worsley and Boothstown
A presentation was given to the Worsley and Boothstown Community Committee on 23rd February 2011 with 40 attendees. At this meeting participants were split into groups and participated in a facilitated discussion about each site. The discussion focused on suggestions for improvements, any issues and concerns and the preferred option for each site.  
Website

The designs for each area, including the site specific questionnaires were available to download from the Salford City Council Bridgewater Canal Corridor page during the consultation period; the freepost address was available on the website. 
Publicity

There was a significant amount of publicity about the consultation sessions. Flyers, detailing the times and locations of the consultation were delivered to over 7900 households across the canal corridor. The flyer drops focussed on households in Boothstown, surrounding the Marina, Worsley Village, Monton village and around Dukes Drive, Westwood Park and the area surrounding the canal in Barton.  Flyers were also left in Boothstown Library, Worsley Library and Eccles Gateway Centre.  Consultation flyers were sent out to all members of the Steering Groups and distributed through Community Committee mailing lists. 
Strong links were made with the corporate web-team, who promoted the consultation via social media. The Consultation was the ‘status’ on the council’s Facebook page and Twitter was also used with information about the consultation tweeted on the 1st, 5th, 10th, 15th, and 20th of February. 
	Date
	Location
	Dukes Drive
	Patricroft & Barton Towpath
	Barton Pocket Park
	Worsley Delph
	Boothstown footpath &

Bridgewater Park 
	Old Warke Dam
	Attendees

	25/1/11
	Eccles Community Committee
	
	
	
	
	
	
	39

	29/1/2011
	The Rainbow Rooms, patricroft
	
	
	
	
	
	
	13

	1/2/2011
	Alder Brook Primary Partnership Centre, Winton
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0

	3/2/2011
	Barton Village Community centre, Barton
	
	
	
	
	
	
	6

	5/2/2011
	Waterside bar and restaurant, Monton
	
	
	
	
	
	
	21

	6/2/2011
	Worsley Court House, Worsley
	
	
	
	
	
	
	43

	7/2/2011
	Westwood Park Community centre, Winton
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1


	12/2/2011
	The Moorings Pub, Boothstown
	
	
	
	
	
	
	51

	15/2/2011
	Worsley Court House, Worsley
	
	
	
	
	
	
	14

	16/2/2011
	Worsley Court House
	
	
	
	
	
	
	10

	23/2/2011
	Worsley and Boothstown Community Committee
	
	
	
	
	
	
	40

	Total
	
	238


Table one- Location of consultation sessions

Consultation results by area
This section sets out the results of the questionnaire that. In total 68 questionnaires were returned and 1 resident chose to write a letter. This section also details the profile of the attendees at each consultation event. 
Boothstown – Bridgewater Park and northern footpath
Profile of attendees
The group which had the largest attendance at the Boothstown event were females aged 46-60, with the next biggest group females aged 61-75 and males aged 61-75. The breakdown of attendees was as follows:
	
	Male 
	Female

	0-15 years
	2%
	2%

	16-30 years
	2%
	2%

	31-45 years
	10%
	6%

	46-60 years
	14%
	24%

	61-75 years
	17%
	17%

	76+
	4%
	0


Table 2- attendance profile, Boothstown. (Based on attendance at the Moorings pub event)
Consultation results
a) Question 1 Footpath on the North bank of the canal. 

Question 1 gave 3 options for development of the footpath on the north bank of the canal. Respondents were asked to rank the options in order of preference, with 1 being the preferred option and 3 being the least preferred.  The first choice was awarded 3 points, 2nd choice, 2 points and the 3rd choice 1 point.  In all options a woodland management plan to remove some trees and vegetation, eradicate evasive weed species and provide new planting to improve biodiversity was recommended. 
Option A
· Open up views to the canal 

· Sections of footpath to be patch repaired

· Sections of footpath to be replaced where needed
Option B
· Open up views to the canal
· Existing 2M footpath to be repaired and narrow area to be widened
· New 2M footpath to be constructed where none existing
· Footpath diverted to edge of the canal to create viewing areas
Option C
· Open up views to the canal

· Existing footpath to be abandoned and grassed over

· New 2M wide footpath located adjacent to the canal.

The results were as follows: 

	
	1st choice
	2nd choice
	3rd choice
	Total score

	A
	7
	6
	10
	43 (31%)

	B
	9
	8
	3
	46 (34%)

	C
	10
	6
	6
	48 (35%)


Table 3, question 1 results
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Figure 1- preferred option Boothstown Footpath
· The majority of residents (35%) preferred Option C, rebuilding a 2m wide footpath next to the canal
· Option B, widening the existing path to 2m, with diverting sections of it to the canal edge was a close second with 34%

· While Option A, retaining the existing path and undertaking patch repairs was the least popular with 31%
Comments included:
· ‘An improved but not wider canalside footpath… I would like it preserved as countryside’
· ‘I would like to have a footpath from the canal footpath to Worsley Hall Garden Centre’
· ‘I can’t see any problems with the plans in general but would not like to see widespread clearance of existing trees’
Option to be taken forward
Option B will be the final option. Although this was not the preferred option in the consultation at 34% compared to 35% for option C, Option B is more cost effective and will have less of an impact on the local environment. It will provide a 2m wide footpath in the area and have sections which loop out to the canal side. 
b) Question 2  Access to Bridgewater Park
Question 2 asked consultees to state how they felt about access to Bridgewater Park. This was measured by asking respondents to say whether they strongly agreed, agreed, had no opinion, disagreed or strongly disagreed with 3 statements. Each answer received 1 point.  All options included creating views into the park from the canal and from  Boothshall Way. 
Statement A- I would like to see an improved and wider canalside footpath

Statement B- I would like to see an improved network of footpaths within the park

Statement C- I would like to see an improved and re-instated bridleway. 
	
	Strongly agree
	Agree
	No opinion
	Disagree
	Strongly disagree

	a. I would like to see an improved and wider canalside footpath
	19 (67.9%)
	4 (14.2%)
	1 (3.6%)
	1 (3.6%)
	3 (10.7%)

	b. I would like to see an improved network of footpaths
	10 (37.0%)
	12 (44.4%)
	3 (11.1%)
	2 (7.5%)
	0 (0.0%)

	c. I would like to see an improved bridleway
	1 (4.0%)
	4 (16.0%)
	12 (48.0%)
	5 (20.0%)
	3 (12.0%)


Table 4, Question 2 results
· The majority of residents (67.9%) strongly agreed with option A, an improved and wider canal side footpath in the park, 14.2% agreed,  3.6% had no opinion and 3.6% disagreed while 10.7% of respondents strongly disagreed.
· 37.% strongly agreed with option B, an improved network of footpaths. 44.4% agreed,  11.1% had no opinion while 7.5% disagreed. 

· While the overall level of agreement for option A and option B was close, the % of respondents who strongly agreed for option A, was much higher at 67.9%, compared to 37% for option B.

· Only 20% of respondents agreed with the proposals to improve the Bridleway, 48% had no opinion while 32% either disagreed or strongly disagreed. 
Comments included:

· ‘I would like to see ponies restricted to one side of the canal only’
Option to be taken forward
A combination of both statement A and statement B will be delivered. Paths that lead to dead ends will be replaced with ones that improve linkages to the Bridgewater Canal. 
c) Question 3- Size of car park
Question 3 asked consultees to rank 3 statements in order of preference, with 1 being the preferred option and 3 the least preferred. All the car-park options included a clear view through the car-park to the canal, views into the car-park and park from Boothshall Way and a ‘welcome to Bridgewater Park’ entrance feature. 
Options: 

a) I would like 20 car parking spaces. 
b) I would like 24 car parking spaces

c) I would like 30 car parking spaces

	
	1st choice
	2nd choice
	3rd choice
	Total score

	A
	13
	5
	5
	54 (41%)

	B
	5
	15
	1
	46 (35%)

	C
	5
	0
	16
	31 (24%)


Table 5 Question 3 results
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Figure 2 preferred option car parking
· The majority of respondents (41%) preferred option A, 20 car parking spaces
· 35% preferred option B, 24 spaces

· 24% preferred a larger car park with 30 car parking spaces

Comments included: 

· ‘Small car parks are not a problem’
· ‘We have enough car parks already’
· ‘The car park needs to be locked at night’
Option to be taken forward:

The option to be delivered is Option  A, the provision of 20 car parking spaces.
d) Question4- Location of coach drop off points

Question 4 asked respondents to rank the following statements in order of preference with 1 being the preferred option and 2 being the least preferred option. 

	
	1st choice
	2nd choice
	Total score

	A
	17
	7
	41 (58%)

	B
	9
	12
	 30 (42%)


Table 6 Question 4 results
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Figure 3 preferred option coach drop off
· The majority of respondents (58%) preferred the coach drop off point to be located next to the proposed car park

· 42% of respondents felt that the coach drop off should be placed adjacent to the entrance to Boothstown Drive
Option to be delivered

Option A will be delivered. The provision of the coach park next to the car park. 

e) Question 5- Footpaths in Bridgewater Park

Question 5 gave 3 statements for the improvement of the footpath network in Bridgewater Park. Respondents were asked to rank a series of statements in order of preference with 1 being the preferred option and 3 being the least preferred.  The first choice was awarded 3 points, 2nd choice, 2 points and the 3rd choice 1 point.  
Statement A- I would like to see modest enhancements to the existing footpath network. This option included repairing and reconstructing existing footpaths where needed, repairing the existing timber decking.
Statement B-I would like to enhance the existing footpath routes but remove some of the poorly used routes. This option included abandoning sections of the footpath and bridleway in the centre of the park, and towards the northern end. Other sections of the footpath to be repaired where needed. 
Statement C- I would like to enhance the existing footpath routes but remove some of the poorly used routes and introduce new routes. This option included the areas that were being abandoned and repaired in option A and B, but introduced the construction of new 2m wide footpaths throughout the park. 

	
	1st choice
	2nd choice
	3rd choice
	Total score

	A
	5
	4
	12
	35 (26%)

	B
	9
	11
	3
	52 (38%)

	C
	13
	3
	3
	48 (36%)


Table 7 question 5 results

[image: image4.emf]Network of Footpaths

35, 26%

52, 38%

48, 36%

A B C


Figure 4 preferred option question 5. 
· The results showed the B was the preferred option with 38% of respondents agreeing 
· This was closely followed by C at 36%
· A was the least preferred option with only 26% of respondents ranking it 1st. 
Comments included: 

· ‘I would like to modest, lasting enhancements to the existing footpath network’
· ‘All horses must be banned from the park, they do not mix with pedestrians and dog walkers’
Option to be taken forward:

A combination of Statement B and C will be taken forward; some areas of path will be widened to 2m. This is considered to be the most cost effective way to deliver the improvements. 

f) Question 6- Environmental improvements
Question 6 asked respondents to rank a series of statements, in order of preference, about environmental improvements to the park. The first choice was awarded 3 points, the 2nd choice 2 points and the last choice 1 point. All options included a 5 year woodland management plan including tree and vegetation removal to open up views and create a safer environment, the eradication of evasive weed species and new planting to improve biodiversity.
Statement A- I would like Bridgewater Park to be tidied up, including the wetland habitat. 
Statement B- I would like Bridgewater Park to be tidied up and enhanced with new planting to improve biodiversity. This includes some improvement of the wetland habitat with new planting and greater biodiversity. 
Statement C- I would like Bridgewater Park to be tidied up and enhanced with new planting to improve biodiversity and wetland platforms introduced. This option included improvement of the existing wetland habitat with new planting and greater biodiversity. A new viewing platform will be created which is clearly visible from the road.
	
	1st choice
	2nd choice
	3rd choice
	Total score

	A
	2
	6
	15
	33 (22%)

	B
	5
	9
	0
	55 (37%)

	C
	16
	2
	7
	59 (41%)


Table 8 Question 6 results
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Figure 8 preferred option question 6 
· The majority of respondents chose option C as their preferred option at 41%

· Second was option B with 37% 

· Option was the least popular option with only 22% of respondents highlighting it as their favourite.

Comments included: 

· ‘The focus of the project should be on habitat enhancement’
Option to be taken forward

Option C will be delivered. 
g) Question 7 -Community and Heritage
Question 7 asked respondents to state whether they strongly agreed, agreed, had no opinion, disagreed or strongly disagreed with a number of statements about the community use of the park and interpretation of the heritage of the canal. Each answer received 1 point. All options for the heritage of the site included an interpretation project about the key stone of Chaddock Sough  and a series of heritage interpretation boards which give information about the history of the canal, mines chaddock level and canal side basin. 

Statements A-C focussed on the options for interpretation of Chaddock Level

Statement A-  I would like to see the Chaddock Level keystone preserved
Statement B- I would like to interpret the Chaddock Level through ground modelling and landscape treatment

Statement C- I would like to interpret the Chaddock level through ground modelling and public art

Statements D-F focussed on the options for play equipment in the park. 

Statement D- I would like an educational space within the park. The education space will have seats, picnic benches, interpretation panels and a stop off point for canal boat trips

Statement E- I would like to see natural play equipment for younger children introduced. 

Statement F- I would like to see teenage play facilities introduced. E.g. a skate park
	
	Strongly agree
	Agree
	No opinion
	Disagree
	Strongly disagree

	a. I would like to see the Chaddock Level keystone preserved
	18 (66.7%)
	5 (18.5%)
	4 (14.8%)
	0 (0.0%)
	0 (0.0%)

	b. I would like to interpret the Chaddock Level through ground modelling and landscape treatment
	9 (34.6%)
	12 (46.2%)
	4 (15.4%)
	0 (0.0%)
	1 (3.8%)

	c. I would like to interpret the Chaddock Level through ground modelling and public art
	4 (16.7%)
	11 (45.8%)
	1 (4.2%)
	2 (8.3%)
	6 (25.0%)

	d. I would like an educational space within the park
	6 (24.0%)
	12 (48.0%)
	4 (16.0%)
	1 (4.0%)
	2 (8.0%)

	e. I would like to see natural play equipment for younger children introduced
	11 (39.3%)
	10 (35.8%)
	3 (10.7%)
	2 (7.1%)
	2 (7.1%)

	f. I would like to see teenage play facilities introduced
	4 (16.0%)
	4 (16.0%) 
	1 (4.0%)
	6 (24.0%)
	10 (40.0%)


Table 9 question 7 results

· 85.2% of respondents strongly agreed or agreed with the preservation of the keystone Chaddock Level. 14.8% had no opinion and nobody disagreed
· 80.8% of respondents agreed with statement B, 15.4% had no opinion and only 3,8% either disagreed or strongly disagreed.
· Statement C proved the least popular in regards to Chaddock Level, with 62.5% either strongly agreeing or agreeing, 4.2% had no opinion and a third of respondents, at 33% either disagreed or strongly disagreed
· 72% of respondents stated that they would like to see an educational space in the park, only 12% of respondents disagreed.

· 75.1% of respondents stated that they strongly agreed or agreed with the provision of natural play equipment for younger children.

· Only 32% of respondents agreed with the statement to provide teenage play facilities within the park, with 64% either strongly disagreeing or disagreeing

Comments included: 

· ‘Provide litter and dog bins’
· ‘Teenagers need something to do at any time of the day, some training in fishing is great’
· ‘The focus should be on historic conservation’ 

· ‘Play facilities for teenagers? Are you mad?’ 

· ‘Please extend the improvements to Vicars Hall Bridge, a well used part of the towpath’
Options to be taken forward
The results of this consultation will provide a framework for the final design of play equipment and interpretation in Bridgewater Park.  The final designs will be subject to further consultation and will include: 

· Statement A-  the preservation of the Chaddock Level keystone

· Statement B- Interpretation of the Chaddock Level keystone through ground modelling and landscape treatment

· Statement D- Educational space in the park with seats, picnic benches, interpretation panels and drop off point for canal boat trips. 

All final options for play equipment in Bridgewater Park will be subject to further consultation.  The results of the further consultation will shape the details and type of interpretation and play available in the park. 
h) Question 8- Play facilities

Question 8 asked respondents to rank 3 statements in order of preference. 1 being the preferred option and 3 being the least preferred option. 

Statement A- I would like natural play located throughout the park. In this option facilities would be located in a trail throughout the park

Statement B- I would like play facilities in designated areas of the park. In this option play facilities would be available in distinct, fenced off areas

Statement C- I would like natural play facilities designed and located to interpret the heritage of the area. In this option the natural play facilities would link to the educational space and provide an interactive experience which engaged users in the heritage of the area. 

	
	1st choice
	2nd choice
	3rd choice
	Total score

	A
	6
	9
	7
	43 (28%)

	B
	10
	7
	8
	52 (36%)

	C
	12
	5
	6
	52 (35%)


Table 10 results of question 8
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Figure 6 showing preferred option for question 8
· Option B was the most popular option with 36% highlighting this as their top priority

· A close second was option C, with 35% 

· Option A was the least popular option with only 28% of respondents highlighting it as their favourite. 
Options to be taken forward
Statement C will be taken forward
Question 9- overall priority
In question 9 respondents were asked to rate the importance of the options presented in the previous 8 questions. Choices were ranked in order of preference. 
Statement A- I would like to see an improved and wider canalside footpath

Statement B- I would like to see improved footpaths in the park

Statement C- I would to see an improved and re-instated bridleway

Statement D- I would like car and coach parking

Statement E- I would like to see the Chaddock Level preserved and enhanced

Statement F- I would like an educational space within the park

Statement G- I would like to see natural play equipment for younger children

Statement H- I would like to see teenage play facilities introduced
	
	1st
	2nd
	3rd
	4th
	5th
	6th
	7th
	8th
	Total

	a.
	17
	2
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	292

	b.
	2
	8
	3
	3
	2
	2
	0
	0
	218

	c.
	0
	1
	2
	1
	0
	2
	9
	5
	86

	d.
	0
	3
	3
	0
	1
	4
	3
	5
	119

	e.
	2
	5
	3
	4
	2
	2
	2
	0
	203

	f.
	0
	0
	2
	5
	8
	4
	0
	0
	152

	g.
	0
	1
	5
	4
	3
	4
	2
	1
	152

	h.
	0
	0
	1
	1
	4
	1
	3
	9
	74


Table 11 question 9 results
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Figure 7 graph to show overall preferences for development in Boothstown

· Improved and wider canalside footpaths was ranked 1st
· The development proposal which was ranked 2nd was the provision of improved footpaths in the park
· The 3rd most popular choice was the preservation and enhancement of the Chaddock Level

· Joint 4th was the provision of educational space and natural play equipment

· 6th choice was the provision of car and coach parking, while enhancement of the Bridleway came in 7th
· The least popular choice was the introduction of teenage play facilities into the park. 

Monton –Dukes Drive
Profile of attendees

The largest proportion of attendees at the consultation sessions on Monton were males aged between 61-75. This was followed by females aged 46-60.
	
	Male 
	Female

	0-15 years
	0%
	0%

	16-30 years
	3%
	0%

	31-45 years
	9%
	9%

	46-60 years
	11%
	20%

	61-75 years
	22%
	17%

	76+
	9%
	0%


Table 12 attendance profile Monton (based on attendance at Waterside, Worsley Court House and Westwood Park events)
Consultation results

In Monton respondents were asked to fill in questionnaire consisting of 8 questions.  In total 27 questionnaires were returned for Monton.  Within all the options there are plans to open up views between the canal and the park, the park and the loopline and the park and site of the proposed marina  to create linkages between the sites. Each option also proposes a welcome to Dukes Drive sign. 
Question 1. Vehicular access

In question 1 respondents were asked to rank, in order of preference, options for vehicular access to Dukes Drive and the proposed marina. 

A- Access off Parrin Lane with road running alongside canal footpath

B- Access off Parrin Lane with road running alongside loopline

C- Access off Stableford Avenue with road running alongside loopline

	
	1st choice
	2nd choice
	3rd choice
	Total score

	A
	2
	7
	12
	32 (23%)

	B
	14
	10
	0
	62 (45%)

	C
	9
	4
	9
	44 (32%)


Table 13 results of question 1
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Figure 8 showing preferred option for question 1
· The preferred option for access from Parrin Lane was to locate the road next to the loopline, with 45% of respondents ranking this highest

· 35% of respondents felt that access should come from Stableford avenue with the road running alongside the loopline

· The least popular option was C, which proposed vehicular access off Parrin Lane, with the road running alongside the canal footpath

comments included: 
Option to be taken forward

It is proposed that vehicular access will be provided from Parrin Lane and the access road will run alongside the loopline. 
Question 2- footpaths 
For question 2 respondents were asked to state whether they strongly agreed, agreed, had no opinion, disagreed or strongly disagreed with 2 statements about footpaths in Dukes Drive

· Statement A- I would like to see an improved, 2.5m wide continuous canalside footpath introduced

· Statement B- I would like to see improved connections to the loopline

	
	Strongly agree
	Agree
	No opinion
	Disagree
	Strongly disagree

	a. I would like to see an improved canalside footpath introduced
	18 (72.0%)
	 6 (24.0%)
	0 (0.0%)
	1 (4.0%)
	0  (0.0%)

	b. I would like improved connections to the loopline
	16 (61.5%)
	 9 (34.6%)
	0 (0.0%)
	1 (3.9%)
	0 (0.0%)


Table 14 results from question 2 

· Both options received an equal amount of support
· 72% of respondents stated that they strongly agreed with option A to improve the canal side footpath, while 24% stated they agreed with the statement. Only 4% disagreed with the proposal
· 61.5% of respondents strongly agreed with the proposal to improve connections to the loopline, 34.6% agreed. Only 3.9% disagreed with the proposal. 

Comments included: 
· ‘Better use of the canal and paths for recreational use is great’
· ‘Consider night time security/ closing off at dusk or lighting so people can walk through the area at all times’
Option to be taken forward
Both options will be implemented. The canalside footpath and connections to the loopline will be both be improved
Question 3- Pedestrian access within Dukes Drive 

Question 3 aimed to find what improvements to footpaths people wanted to see within the park.  Respondents were asked to rank, in order of preference, a series of statements. 

A- I would like to modest enhancements to the existing footpath network, creating informal spaces

B- I would like to see a semi formal network of paths and spaces

C- I would like to see a formal network of paths and spaces created

	
	1st choice
	2nd choice
	3rd choice
	Total

	A
	8
	6
	8
	44 (31%)

	B
	10
	14
	0
	58 (41%)

	C
	8
	1
	13
	39 (28%)


Table 15 Question 3 results
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Figure 9 preferred option for question 3 
· Option B, the provision of a semi formal network of paths and spaces proved the most popular option with 41% of respondents ranking it first. 
· Option A, modest enhancements and repairs was ranked first by 31% of respondents

· Least popular was Option C, the creation of a formal network of paths with designated events spaces. Only 28% of respondents ranked this first
Comments included: 
· ‘Yes! The more paths created the better’
· ‘I would like to see allocation of cycle parking at each entrance to the park as well as full accessibility from the towpaths and loopline’
· ‘Not a bandstand. I have seen so many bandstands not in use and dejecte’d
· ‘Please keep footpaths just so, no bicycles!’ 

Option to be taken forward

The final design for submission to planning will show a semi-formal network of paths and spaces across Dukes Drive Country Park. 
Question 4- Bridge crossing the canal
Question 4 asked respondents to rank, in order of preference 3 options for the style of bridge to be located across the canal by Alder Park. All the options presented were DDA compliant and would be managed access, secured at dusk. 

A- Steel and timber bridge. Access via 66m long ramps and steps

B- Steel beam and stone bridge, similar to the one at Worsley. Access is via 60 metre long reinforced stone banks

C- Traditional brick arch bridge. Access is via 60 metre long reinforced earth banks

	
	1st choice
	2nd choice
	3rd choice
	Total score

	A
	2
	2
	16
	26 (21%)

	B
	8
	11
	2
	48 (39%)

	C
	12
	6
	1
	49 (40%)


Table 16 question 4 results
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Figure 10 preferred bridge option

· The majority of respondents ranked option C, the traditional brick arched bridge as their preferred option
· A close second with 39% respondents marking it first was the steel beam and stone bridge

· Option A, the timber and steel bridge was the least popular with only 21% of respondents marking it as their preferred option

Comments included:

· ‘The residents of Drywood avenue do not want a bridge linking the council estate to the north side of the path’
· ‘I really like the idea of a new pedestrian bridge near to Dukes Drive’
· ‘No bridge’
Option to be taken forward

Due to the price of constructing a bridge, this will remain a long-term aspiration. However, when it is delivered the bridge will be a traditional brick arch bridge, as in option C. 
Question 5- environment
Question 5 asked respondents to rank, in order of preference 3 statements about the environment. All options included a 5 year woodland management plan which included tree and vegetation removal to open up views into the park, eradication of invasive weed species and new planting to improve biodiversity. 
A- I would like Duke’s Drive to be tidied up, including existing ponds, wetland habitats and Folly Brook
B- I would like Dukes Drive to be tidied up and enhanced with new planting to improve biodiversity, around Folly Brook, the existing ponds and wetland habitats. A formal avenue of trees will be planted adjacent to Dukes Drive and the new access road. 
C- I would like Duke’s Drive to be tidied up and enhanced with new planting to improve biodiversity and wetland platforms introduced. This will include improvements to existing ponds to be improved with new planting and greater biodiversity. Platforms will be provided for nature visits. Folly Brook will be improved with new planting and bio-diversity. 
	
	1st choice
	2nd choice
	3rd choice
	Total score

	A
	2
	5
	14
	30 (22%)

	B
	6
	16
	0
	50 (37%)

	C
	16
	0
	7
	55 (41%)


Table 17 results of question 5
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Figure 11 chart showing preferred option, question 5 
· The preferred  option for environmental improvement in Dukes Drive was option C, with 41% of respondents rating it first
· Second was option B, with 37% rating it highest

· Last was option A, the most basic option, with only 22% of respondents rating it first. 
Comments included: 

· ‘Can you consider allocating secure space for allotments for local residents? This would pay for itself over the longterm’
· ‘Make a feature of the marker stone, presently hidden in undergrowth on the right hand side of Dukes Drive- it was the entry point to the Bridgewater Estate’
· ‘I would like to see the area kept as natural as possible, not concrete buildings/ play areas! To fit with existing natural surroundings’
· ‘I would like to see the wetland areas used as wildlife areas for butterflies, birds etc’
Option to be taken forward
Option C will be delivered, which will see new planting to improve biodiversity and the introduction of wetland platforms. 
Question 6- Community and Heritage
Question 6 asked respondents to state whether they strongly agreed, agreed, had no opinion, disagreed, or strongly disagreed with a number of options about community play facilities and heritage and interpretation of the area. All options included the suggestion of creating a heritage trail to incorporate the park, loopline and canal and the provision of heritage interpretation boards. 

A- I would like to see natural play equipment/ facilities for younger children

B- I would like to see a multi-use games area installed

C- I would like to see facilities for teenagers such as a skateboard park 
D- I would like to see a formal events space introduced, with the potential for a band stand or covered performance space
E- I would like to see creative heritage interpretation such as ground modelling/ arts installations- this can form a visitor attraction and will celebrate the canal side heritage
	
	Strongly agree
	Agree
	No opinion
	Disagree
	Strongly disagree

	a. I would like to see natural play equipment for younger children introduced
	18(69.2%)
	5 (19.2%)
	1 (3.9%)
	0 (0.0%)
	2 (7.7%)

	b. I would like a multi-use games area installed
	6 (26.1%)
	12 (52.2%)
	1 (4.3%)
	2 (8.7%)
	 2 (8.7%)

	c. I would like to see facilities for teenagers such as a skateboard park introduced
	6 (22.2%)
	14 (51.9%)
	3 (11.1%)
	2 (7.4%)
	2 (7.4%)

	d. I would like to see a formal events space introduced
	5 (21.7%)
	9 (36.8%)
	5 (24.1%)
	2 (8.7%)
	2 (8.7%)

	e. I would like to see creative heritage interpretation such as ground modelling / art installations
	7 (28.0%)
	9 (36.0%)
	6 (24.0%)
	2 (8.0 %)
	1 (4.0%)


Table 18 Question 6 results
· The most popular statement was A, the introduction of natural play equipment with 84% of respondents stating that they strongly agreed or agreed with the option. Only 7.7% strongly disagreed
· Next most popular statement was B, installing a multi-use games area in the park. 78.3% either strongly  agreed or agreed with this statement, 4.3% had no opinion and 17.4% disagreed or strongly disagreed

· 74.1% of respondents strongly agreed or disagreed with the statement to introduce facilities for teenagers, while 14.8% disagreed or strongly disagreed

· Only 58.5% of respondents supported the potential introduction of a formal events space, 24.1% had no opinion and 17.4% either strongly disagreed or disagreed
· The least popular option was the introduction of creative heritage interpretation into the space, with only 54% agreeing with this statement, 24% expressed no opinion while 12% either disagreed or strongly disagreed. 

Comments included: 
· ‘Provision a MUGA is deemed most important’
· ‘The idea of play/ game facilities is very nice, but what about security considerations, such as vandalism etc’
· ‘All weather pitch/ skateboard/ bike facilities would all be very beneficial to local youngsters if they were integrated into the design without losing the country feel’ 

· ‘The Monton Village Community Association created a local history board about the canal and railway; this could be relocated to a position by the canal edge. This would create a link between the canal and the Monton Green Conservation Area’
· ‘I have some concern about the lack of toilet facilities for families’
Options to be taken forward. 

A combination of options A, natural play equipment and space,  B, multi-use games area and C teenage facilities will be taken forward to the next stage. In addition there will be an informal events space and arts based interpretation on the site.  We will be undertaking further consultation on these proposals before progressing to the construction design phase. 
Question 7- Location of play facilities
Question 7 gave respondents the option of locating the play facilities near to the car park or near to the events, gathering space. Respondents were asked to rank the options in order of preference. 

A- near to car park

B- near to gathering/ events space

	
	1st choice
	2nd choice
	Total score

	A
	19
	0
	38 (73%)

	B
	7
	0
	14 (27%)


Table 19 results of question 7
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Figure 12 preferred option, question 7

· 73% of respondents stated that they would like to see the play facilities located  near to the car park
· 27% of respondents would have preferred the location to be near to the events space 

Comments included: 

· Any play facility should be adjacent to the Westwood Park estate on existing play facility site

Option to be taken forward

Option A will be taken forward. 
Question 8- Design

Question 8 asked respondents to rank, in order of preference, the options presented in the previous questions. 

A- I would like a new pedestrian bridge to link the park and proposed marina to the canal towpath

B- I would like to see an improved canalside footpath

C- I would like to see improved connections to the loopline

D- I would like to see natural play equipment for younger children introduced

E- I would like to see a multiuse games area installed

F- I would like to see facilities for teenagers such as a skateboard park introduced

G- I would like to see a formal events space in the park

H- I would like to see creative heritage interpretation such as ground modelling/ art installations
	
	1st
	2nd
	3rd
	4th
	5th
	6th
	7th
	8th
	Total

	a.
	5
	7
	0
	3
	1
	1
	0
	8
	213

	b.
	10
	8
	2
	2
	1
	1
	3
	0
	300

	c.
	5
	2
	6
	3
	5
	4
	0
	1
	250

	d.
	6
	3
	5
	5
	3
	1
	2
	0
	261

	e.
	2
	0
	5
	4
	2
	6
	5
	1
	181

	f.
	0
	5
	3
	2
	4
	3
	3
	6
	174

	g.
	2
	1
	3
	3
	4
	1
	7
	4
	161

	h.
	1
	1
	3
	2
	3
	7
	5
	4
	143


Table 20 responses to question 8. 
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Figure 13 graph to show the results of question 8

· The graph shows that the most popular proposal for Dukes Drive  is to improve the canal side footpath
· The second most popular is the installation of natural play equipment for younger children

· Also popular was the proposal to improve connections to the loopline and the creation of a new pedestrian bridge to link the park and proposed marina to the canal towpath

· Ranked 5th was the provision of a multiuse games area while teenage facilities was ranked 6th
· Both the creation of a formal events area and the installation of creative heritage interpretation were ranked lowest. 

Comments included: 

· Great project! Though I must suggest that whatever is done should be sustainable and properly maintained

· Dog bins/ litter bins

· I would like more environmental use, rather than organised play areas, for example an arboretum, community orchard etc
· I appreciate that money is a very important factor so aim high and hopefully we should get something reasonable 

· It is important to continue with maintenance after the introduction of facilities
Barton

Profile of attendees

The majority of attendees at the Barton consultation sessions were males aged between 46-60, the second largest group were females aged between 61-75.

	
	Male 
	Female

	0-15 years
	0%
	0%

	16-30 years
	0%
	0%

	31-45 years
	6%
	6%

	46-60 years
	39%
	11%

	61-75 years
	16%
	22%

	76+
	0%
	0%


Table 21- attendance profile Barton (Based on attendance at Rainbow Rooms and Enfield House event)

· The majority of attendees were from the male, 46-60 age group.
Consultation results
In Barton consultees were asked to fill in a short questionnaire with 7 questions about the proposals for the Barton towpath and Aqueduct pocket park. Questions were a mix of ranking and statement questions. This section sets out the results of the consultation questionnaires. In total 11 questionnaires were returned for Barton.  Within the options for the towpath, all suggestions included widening the towpath to 2m along the length. For the aqueduct pocket park all suggestions included a 5 year woodland management plan which includes, tree and vegetation removal to open up views into the park, removal of evasive species and new planting to increase biodiversity. 
Question 1- Towpath

Respondents were asked to rate a number of statements, regarding the design of the towpath in order of preference. 

A- I would like more trees planted. The option proposed the provision of 21 trees in designated tree pits

B- I would like more car parking spaces. The option proposed the provision of 38 car parking bays adjacent to Barton Road

C- I would like more barrier baskets, on the barriers and lampposts close to Patricroft Bridge

D- I would like more planting on the non- towpath side of the canal, backing onto the Tesco petrol station site
	
	1st choice
	2nd choice
	3rd choice
	4th choice
	Total score

	A
	6
	1
	3
	0
	33 (34%)

	B
	0
	3
	2
	5
	 18 (18%)

	C
	2
	1
	4
	2
	21 (21%)

	D
	2
	5
	1
	2
	 27 (27%)


Table 22- results of question 1
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Figure 14- chart to show preferred option question 1.
· The most popular choice was option A, with 34% of respondents wanting more trees

· Option B was the least popular, with only 18% wanted more car-parking spaces

· 21% of respondents wanted more barrier baskets

· Option D was also popular with 27% of respondents wanting planting on the non towpath side of the canal 
Comments included

· I would like to see some planting re-introduced where you intend to take out trees. Otherwise it’s great to know that the path will be widened! 
· No barrier baskets

Option to be taken forward

Option A- the planting of more trees will be delivered. As a result the original proposal for 38 car parking bays will be reduced.  The vegetation on the non-towpath side of the canal will be more effectively managed. 

Question 2- Access to Barton Aqueduct Pocket Park

Question 2 asked respondents to rate, in order of preference, 3 options for access in Barton Aqueduct Pocket Park in all options existing footpaths/ steps are to be repaired. 

A- I would like access to the space to be controlled at all times, with pedestrian access secured with gates
B- I would like access to the space to be allowed only in daylight, with gates locked at dusk
C- I would like 24 hour access to the space
	
	1st choice
	2nd choice
	3rd choice
	Total score

	A
	2
	5
	3
	19 (32%)

	B
	5
	5
	0
	 25 (41%)

	C
	3
	0
	7
	16 (27%)


Table 23- question 2 responses
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Figure 15 preferred option for question 2. 
· The most popular option was to have managed access to the site during daylight hours and the park secured at night with a lockable gate
· Strictly managed access, with members of the public only able to access the park with permission was the second most popular with 32% of respondents rating it first. 

· Least popular was 24 hour access, with only 27% of respondents stating it as their preferred option. 
Comments included:
· The pocket park should have controlled access
· If you put the path in to Havenscroft Ave you need to control access to the pocket park
Option to be taken forward: 

Option B, allowing access only in daylight hours is option that will be delivered. 
Question 3- viewing areas and access

Question 3 asked respondent to state whether they strongly agreed, agreed, had no opinion, disagreed or strongly disagreed with a series of statements about viewing platforms and access to different areas in the park site. 

A- I would like to open up the viewing area next to the Manchester Ship Canal

B- I would like pedestrian access from the site to Havenscroft Avenue
C- I would like managed access to the upper level to be opened. 

	
	Strongly agree
	Agree
	No opinion
	Disagree
	Strongly disagree

	a. I would like to open up the viewing area next to the Ship Canal
	5 (50.0%)
	 4 (40.0%)
	0 (0.0%)
	0 (0.0%)
	1 (10.0%)

	b. I would like pedestrian access from the space to Havenscroft Avenue
	3 (30.0%)
	 2 (20.0%)
	4 (40.0%)
	0 (0.0%)
	1 (10.0%)

	c. I would like managed access to the upper deck of this space to be opened
	5 (50.0%)
	2 (20.0%)
	1 (10.0%)
	0 (0.0%)
	2 (20.0%)


Table 24 results of question 3. 

· 90% of respondents agreed with the statement to open up the viewing area next to the ship canal, while only 10% strongly disagreed

· Only 50% either strongly agreed or agreed with proposals to create pedestrian access along the side of the ship canal, to the pocket park site, from Havenscroft Ave, while 40% had no opinion. 

· 70% of respondents stated that they would like to see managed access (for school trips, heritage tours) to the upper level of the pocket park. 10% had no opinion and sizable 20% strongly disagreed with the proposals. 

Comments included:

· Because there is no access along the towpath  to the Aqueduct I cannot see many people visiting the isolated upper area

· I would like to see special groups only as per Clifton Country Park special access days

Option to be taken forward
The viewing area next to the Manchester Ship Canal will be improved, by cutting back vegetation and improving access. The upper level to the pocket park will also be opened, however access will be managed. 
Question 5- Environment
Respondents were asked to read 3 statements and state whether they strongly agree, agree, have no opinion, disagree or strongly disagree with them.  In all options the plans will install bird and bat boxes in the site
A- I would like a wetland platform for pond dipping, with new planting to increase biodiversity
B- I would like a viewing platform from Barton Lane

C- I would like improved lighting

	
	1st choice
	2nd choice
	Total score

	A
	4
	1
	 9 (45%)

	B
	5
	1
	 11 (55%)

	C
	0
	0
	 0%


Table 25 results of question 5
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Figure16 preferred option for question 5. 
· Option B, a viewing platform on Barton Lane,  proved the most popular option in the environment category, with 55% of respondents ranking it first
· Option A, a wetland platform for dipping had 45% of respondents rating it first
· Option C improved lighting didn’t have any responses. 
Option to be taken forward
A viewing platform into the park and aqueduct from Barton Lane will be provided. The park will also have improved lighting. 
Question 6- Heritage
Question 6 asked respondents to state whether they strongly agreed, agreed, had no opinion, disagreed or strongly disagreed with a number of statements concerning the heritage of the pocket park. In all options heritage interpretation boards will be installed that explain the heritage of the canal and aqueducts. 

A- I would like to open up views to the stone aqueduct and reveal important features such as the masons marks by removing the ivy and repairing the wall

B- I would like to see architectural lighting to highlight the stone aqueduct

C- I would like interpretation panels within the railings at Barton Lane which reflect the heritage of the area
	
	Strongly agree
	Agree
	No opinion
	Disagree
	Strongly disagree

	a. I would like to open up views to the stone aqueduct and reveal important features such as the masons marks
	6 (60.0%)
	3 (30.0%)
	0 (0.0%)
	1(10.0%)
	0 (0.0%)

	b. I would like to see architectural lighting to highlight the stone aqueduct
	6 (60.0%)
	4 (40.0%)
	0 (0.0%)
	0 (0.0%)
	 0 (0.0%)

	c. I would like interpretation panels within the railings at Barton Lane
	4 (40.0%)
	3 (30.0%)
	2 (20.0%)
	0 (0.0%)
	1(10.0%)


Table 26 results of question 6
· 90% of respondents either strongly agreed or agreed with proposals to open up views to the stone aqueduct and reveal the heritage, with only 10% disagreeing
· Option B was the most popular with 100% of respondents either strongly agreeing or agreeing with the proposal to install architectural lighting on the remains of Brindley’s stone aqueduct

· 70% of respondents either strongly agreed or agreed with proposals to include interpretation within the railings surrounding the park, 20% had no opinion while 10% strongly disagreed. 

Comments included: 

· This is a major historic site in Salford and needs to be known as such, nationally and internationally.
Options to be taken forward

All the options will be taken forward, with the repairs to the stone aqueduct to improve the view.  Architectural lighting will be installed around the stone aqueduct to make the most of the heritage feature and interpretation panels will be installed within railings at Barton Lane to tell the story of the history and heritage of the area. 
Question 7- Design
Question 7 asked respondents to give an overall rank to the design options discussed in the previous questions, putting a number of statements in order of preference

A – I would like open up the viewing area next to the Ship Canal

B – I would like access to Havenscroft Avenue

C – I would like managed access to the upper deck of the pocket park

D – I would like a wetland platform for pond dipping

E – I would like a viewing platform on Barton Lane

F – I would like improved lighting

G – I would like to open up views and reveal important features such as the 

       masons marks

H – I would like to see architectural lighting to highlight the stone aqueduct

I – I would like interpretation panels within the railings at Barton Lane
	
	1st
	2nd
	3rd
	4th
	5th
	6th
	7th
	8th
	9th
	Total

	a.
	3
	2
	1
	1
	2
	1
	0
	0
	0
	128

	b.
	0
	0
	2
	0
	1
	1
	2
	1
	3
	58

	c.
	3
	2
	0
	5
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	126

	d.
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2
	3
	46

	e.
	0
	0
	2
	1
	1
	2
	2
	2
	0
	76

	f.
	0
	1
	2
	3
	0
	3
	0
	1
	0
	104

	g.
	2
	1
	0
	2
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	102

	h.
	1
	2
	1
	0
	2
	2
	1
	1
	0
	100

	i.
	0
	1
	0
	2
	1
	1
	2
	0
	3
	68


Table 26 showing results of question 7
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Figure 17 graph to show design preferences
· The most popular design priority was the proposal to open up the viewing area next to the ship canal
· A close second was the proposal to create managed access to the upper deck of the pocket park and landscape and improve the area. 
· Also popular were the proposals to improve lighting in the park, open up views and reveal important heritage feature and install architectural lighting to highlight the bridge
· The viewing platform on Barton Lane and interpretation panels in the railings received less support

· The least popular design options were access to the Manchester Ship Canal and Pocket Park from Havenscroft Ave and the provision of a wetland platform for pond dipping. 

Comments included: 

· The pocket park should have a programme of events organised by the park Ranger Team
· I would like a continuation of the towpath up to the Swing Aqueduct

· I support Salford City Council in any attempt to achieve this project

· More ordinary people using the area mean less chance of undesirables taking over! 
Old Warke Dam
Profile of attendees

	
	Male 
	Female

	0-15 years
	0%
	0%

	16-30 years
	0%
	0%

	31-45 years
	0%
	10%

	46-60 years
	40%
	30%

	61-75 years
	10%
	10%

	76+
	0%
	0%


Table 27 profile of attendees (numbers taken from Worsley court house event, 16th Feb)
Question 1- Silt and wet woodland
Question 1 asked respondents to agree or disagree with 2 statements in regards to the removal of some silt and wet woodland in the dam area to increase the area of open water. 

	Yes
	9 (100%)

	No
	0 (0%)



    Table 28 results of question 1. 

· The results show overwhelming support for the proposal to remove some silt and wet woodland in order to increase the area of open water in the dam
Question 2 and 3 - Reedbed filtation
Question 2 asked respondents to consider 3 options for the shape and size of reedbeds for filtration and collection of the silt. 
A- Single block of reeds

B- Single block of reeds with views to the Lodge

C- ‘V’ shaped block of reeds with views to the Lodge

	a. Single block of reeds
	1 (11.1%)

	b. Single block of reeds with views to Lodge
	0 (0%)

	c. ‘V’ shaped block of reeds with views to Lodge
	8 (88.9%)


Table 29- results of question 2

· The majority of respondents preferred the option for V shaped reedbeds with 88.9% highlighting this option and only 11.1% preferring the single block of reeds. 

Question 3 asked respondents to consider 3 options for access to the reedbeds and dam. 
A- An extended viewing platform

B- A curved boardwalk that links to the Lodge

C- A new formal edge to the dam
	a. Extended viewing platform
	1 (12.5%)

	b. Curved boardwalk linking to The Lodge
	1 (12.5%)

	c. New formal edge to Dam
	6 (75%)


Table 30 results of question 3
· The majority of respondents (75%)  preferred option C a new formal edge to the Dam, the extended viewing platform and the curved boardwalk, didn’t receive much support, with only 12.5% of respondents preferring those options. 

Question 4, 5 and 6- Footpath options
Question 4 asked respondents to state whether they agreed or disagreed with the creation of a new footpath across the end of the Dam. This proposal aims to open up views and link to other paths. 

	Yes
	9 (100%)

	No
	0 (0%)


Table 31 results of question 4

· 100% of respondents agreed with the proposal to create a new footpath

Question 5 asked respondents to state whether they agreed with the proposal to improve pedestrian entrances to the dam and Worsley Woods by installing new signage. 

	Yes
	9 (100%)

	No
	0 (0%)


Table 32 results of question 5

· 100% of respondents agreed with the proposal to install new signage at pedestrian entrances

Question 6 asked respondents to state whether they would like to see interpretation about the history and heritage of the Dam. 

	Yes
	9 (100%)

	No
	0 (0%)


Table 33 results of question 6

· 100% of respondents agreed with proposals to install interpretive features at the dam to explain the history and heritage of the area

Question 7- Drainage

Question 7 asked respondents to state whether they supported the proposal to use stabilised silt to raise the level of the footpaths around the dam to aid drainage of the area. 

	Yes
	8 (88.9%)

	No
	1 (11.1%)


Table 34 results of question 7 
· The majority of respondents, 88.9% supported the proposal while 11.1% did not agree. 

Comments included
· The track into the woods from Woodstock/Sefton Drive needs improving to the standard of the path between the old railway station and Monton
· Litter bins are required at the site entrance and the children’s play area

· We have concerns with the increased numbers of visitors, this could lead to parking difficulties surrounding the site entrance of Woodstock/ Sefton Drive and along the track into Worsley Woods and the Lodge

· These are excellent proposals and deserve success

· There is also a need to remove the Rhodedendrons  alongside the path to open up views of the Aviary

· Silt from the Dam could be distributed in the area immediately below the dam if the current footpath is raised
· Litter bin provision and emptying, especially near to the play area

· Silt traps should be effective and well maintained

Option to be taken forward
Worsley Delph
Profile of attendees

The majority of attendees were male aged 61-75, followed by females aged 46-60.
	
	Male 
	Female

	0-15 years
	0%
	2%

	16-30 years
	0%
	0%

	31-45 years
	2%
	2%

	46-60 years
	16%
	18%

	61-75 years
	25%
	16%

	76+
	12%
	7%


Table 35 - attendance profile, Worsley. (Based on attendance at Worsley Court House event)
Consultation results

As outlined earlier the draft options for Worsley Delph underwent consultation in May 2010. The session at Worsley Court House displayed the final designs and attendees were asked to comment. Comments included: 

· ‘ I like the idea of the swing footpath  and getting right into the Delph’

· ‘An excellent scheme. The consultants have a good feel for what local people want, but have also brought new ideas. Let’s do it!’

· ‘The new plans and proposals are just what Salford needs, it brings the pride back to the area’

· ‘It will be a great asset to the area’

· ‘this project is long overdue, (I’m) so very pleased that it is at last being done…it’s just what local people and visitors need. 

· ‘The history of the area brought to life!’

At the Worsley and Boothstown Community Committee on the 23rd February a motion was passed in support of the Delph scheme. 
Worsley and Boothstown Community Committee wholeheartedly supports the proposals for the restoration of Worsley Delph, in particular the opportunity to provide new interpretation of this rich and unique heritage site. 
We also consider that the proposed desilting and access improvements are essential to provide opportunities for experiencing the impact of the historic setting and the offer of new learning and understanding for everyone. We also note that the proposals will not impinge upon community aspirations for a village hall within the area of the car park in the years to come.

Worsley and Boothstown Community Committee has no hesitation in fully endorsing the current scheme throughout the forthcoming planning process and towards the Heritage Lottery Funding application and other applications’

Community Committee
Presentations on the draft designs were given at both Eccles and Worsley and Boothstown Community Committee. Comments from Worsley and Boothstown included:
· ‘I thoroughly approve of improvements’

· ‘Barton Pocket Park needs restoring back to what it was in 1991 so the heritage features can be seen’

· ‘Barton promenade will be difficult, perhaps create parking spaces on Barton Road’

· ‘With Old Warke Dam I don’t like the path across the water, I favour using the silt to build up the bank’

· ‘the cheaper options should be favoured in the current climate’ 
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