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Executive Summary

This report presents the findings of a public consultation on proposals to upgrade the
M1/ M62 Lofthouse Interchange. The consultation ran from 1 November to 10
December 2021. The consultation received 841 responses from individuals, statutory
stakeholders and other organisations. Responses were received from stakeholders and
a range of road users including those living in the local consultation area and those
further afield.

The M1 and M62 are important motorways connecting London to Leeds and the east
and west coasts. Approximately 75,000? vehicles move through the interchange every
day. This means there is significant queuing at peak times, which causes daily
disruption for thousands of road users. Travel demand is set to grow over the next 30
years, with approximately 107,000? vehicles expected to use the interchange every day.
This could lead to queues of up to one kilometre on the M62 eastbound approach.

To address these issues, National Highways produced a series of objectives for the
scheme and identified options which support these objectives. National Highways
assessed the options and shortlisted three which best addressed these objectives. The
options selected were: Option A, Option B and Option C.

The public consultation, held between 1 November and 10 December 2021, sought
opinions on which of these options was preferred, and why.

Public consultation materials provided overviews of each of the options and the benefits
and impacts. Feedback was gathered through a questionnaire which included both
‘closed’ questions with fixed responses, and ‘open’ questions which invited comments.

Key findings

More than half of respondents (57%) are unhappy with the current layout of the
interchange, with more than two-thirds (71%) dissatisfied with congestion levels. From
the responses received, 84% agreed that improvements are needed at the interchange,
demonstrating a clear desire for improvement.

There was a clear preference for Option C, with 83% in support of this option, versus
10% support for Option B, and only 5% support for Option A. Similarly, Option C

! Baseline figure from 2016

2 Figure for 2044
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received the least opposition, with only 5% opposed, compared to 40% against Option
B and 60% not in favour of Option A.

Respondents

A total of 841 responses were received during the consultation. 828 of these
respondents used the response form provided. A summary of the key findings can be
found below.

The majority of responses (83%) received were online via the virtual consultation room
and CitizenSpace site where the response form was hosted.

Of the response forms submitted, over half (57%) were from within the mailing zone.
Just under half (43%) were from outside the mailing zone. One respondent provided no
postcode.

A majority of responses came from respondents who identified themselves as local
residents (71%), with nearly a quarter (24%) working near the scheme.

Current use of the interchange

Findings from the response forms submitted showed more than three-quarters (76%) of
respondents use the interchange when travelling for leisure and recreation. More than
two-thirds (67%) of respondents using the interchange are travelling more than 10
miles.

A majority of respondents travel through the interchange three days a week or more
(38%). The number of responses for one to two days a week (22%) and one to three
days a month (20%) was similar, suggesting just under half of respondents use the
interchange on a semi-regular basis. Just over 1 in 10 respondents use the interchange
less than once a month, with 1% of respondents saying they never use it.

More than four out of five (85%) respondents agreed there is a need for improvements
at the Lofthouse interchange. Just 4% disagreed, with a further 4% expressing neutrality
and 2% uncertain.

Support for the options

Overall, the strongest support was expressed for Option C, with more than four out of
five (84%) respondents expressing support for this option. This is significantly higher
than the 5% support for Option A and 10% support for Option B.

Similarly, only 5% of respondents expressed opposition to Option C, compared to nearly
two-thirds (61%) who oppose Option A and two out of five (41%) people who oppose
Option B.
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Issues raised

Congestion reduction is the most important benefit respondees (77%) would like to see
from improvements to the interchange. This is closely followed by improved road safety
(70%) and improved journey times (66%). Reduced disruption from roadworks was
rated very important by 48% of people, with 37% indicating planting and landscaping
was an important benefit.

A third (33%) of respondents indicated they heard about the consultation after receiving
a copy of the consultation brochure in the post. The second highest source was
Facebook (22%), followed by press release or local media (20%). One in ten (10%) of
respondents heard about the consultation after receiving a copy of the scheme leaflet in
the post.

Consultation materials

Respondents found the consultation brochure the most useful in developing their views
on the scheme, with 48% rating it very useful. This is closely followed by the virtual
exhibition (45%) and the scheme webpage (32%). Just over one-quarter of respondents
using the feedback form indicated they used the dedicated telephone surgeries. Of
those who used the surgeries (excluding respondents who answered they did not use
the sessions), 14% found them very useful.

Next steps

National Highways has used the information gathered through the consultation to feed
into the preliminary design of the project. It has also used consultation responses
received about the local area to identify any specific constraints it needs to be aware of
within the project area.

While the results of the consultation are a critical element of the decision-making
process, there is also a considerable amount of environmental, planning and traffic work
to be considered by National Highways before it concludes which option to take forward
for the M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange scheme.

There is no commitment from government to construct this scheme. Decisions about
what will be constructed from 2025 onwards will be made by the government as part of
its Road Investment Strategy planning process.
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1 Introduction
1.1 Purpose and structure of the Report on Public Consultation

The purpose of this report is to present the responses provided by those who took part
in the consultation.

1.2 Scheme background

In March 2020, the government published its second Road Investment Strategy (RIS2),
which covers investment in and management of the Strategic Road Network, from April
2020 to March 2025.

To align with RIS2, National Highways has created a strategic business plan and will
prioritise schemes for development, considering value for money, affordability and its
strategic objectives.

National Highways’ Delivery Plan detailed the steady and flexible pipeline of 32
schemes to be considered for construction from 2025 onwards. This includes the
M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange.

The M1 and M62 are key strategic links for eastern, western, northern and southern
movements in the area. The M1 connects London to Leeds (and joins the A1(M) to
serve as far as Edinburgh), while the M62 connects Liverpool in the west to the A63 and
Hull in the east. The scheme aims to improve capacity and reduce congestion between
the two motorways.

Current layout

Figure 1. Current M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange layout
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In early 2020, work started to identify options for improvements. To address the issues
facing the junction, National Highways produced a series of objectives that would be
used to identify and develop options. The scheme objectives are to:

Improve road safety for all;

Minimise the impact on the natural and built environment;
Create more capacity and improve journey times; and
Improve connectivity to support economic growth.

1.3 Options

In order to achieve the scheme objectives, National Highways’ design team produced
various design solutions. Each potential option was measured against the scheme
objectives, as well as being assessed on:

Cost to build;

Long term maintenance requirements;

How it impacts the environment; and

How the local community would be affected by the improvements.

After these assessments, the list of potential options was narrowed down to the three
options presented at the public consultation (Option A, Option B and Option C). The
three shortlisted options are described in more detail in the following pages.

Option A
M1 ]

The existing roundabout was .
built in the 1960s and now (n)
requires regular maintenance ot ®

to keep it safe. This option
will replace the existing
roundabout with a new
roundabout built to the latest
standards. It will include
additional lanes to provide
more capacity. This will
improve the flow of traffic and
improve journey times. The
new roundabout will require
less maintenance which
means there will be less
disruption to road users. Figure 2: Map showing Option A

New roundabout

If traffic volumes continue to increase in the future, the existing traffic problems at the
interchange may return within five years with this option.
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New free-flow link

A new free-flow link connecting the M1 northbound to the M62 eastbound will be
provided. This will improve

journey times and create more \ "
capacity on the roundabout. \ 6
The new free-flow link will -
pass through the centre of the
interchange to reduce the
additional land required and
help to minimise the
environmental impact.

(]

The existing roundabout will
still be retained and will require
regular maintenance work to
ensure it is fit for the future. As
with Option A, if traffic volumes
continue to increase in the
future, the existing traffic
problems may return within 15
years, at which point another project may be required to provide further improvements.

Figure 3: Map showing Option B

Full free-flow interchange

New free-flow links will be provided between the M62 and M1. This will remove the
need for vehicles to stop at m
the interchange and will 9
improve journey times. The i 6 B o
new free-flow links will pass 3

through the centre of the
interchange to reduce the
additional land required and
help to minimise the
environmental impact.

8

The existing roundabout will
no longer be required and will
be demolished. Demolishing
the existing roundabout will
avoid the current and future
delays caused by
maintenance work to the
existing roundabout.

Dlagrammotic roprosortaion oy

Figure 4: Map showing Option C

2z 03 e
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1.4 Engagement

As well as developing design solutions to address the challenges at the Lofthouse
interchange, National Highways worked to identify individuals and organisations who
would be affected by the scheme, both during construction and once in use.

This was achieved through a stakeholder mapping process, which was informed by
engagement with Leeds City Council, Wakefield Council, the West Yorkshire Combined
Authority and Transport for the North. In addition, National Highways engaged with
statutory stakeholders such as the Environment Agency.

The input from these organisations helped National Highways to ensure everyone
potentially impacted had the opportunity to input into the consultation.

Landowner engagement

Engagement with landowners, tenants and occupiers, who may be impacted by the
proposed improvements at the interchange, was a high priority for the scheme. Letters
were sent to all affected landowners who were impacted by the options. The letter
invited them to attend a group virtual briefing with scheme representatives during the
first week of the consultation.

A follow-up letter was issued, reminding landowners of the opportunity to meet with the
project team during the consultation. A third reminder email/phone call was also sent
before the close of the consultation, to those who had not yet engaged with the
consultation. Meetings were held with landowners and their representatives throughout
the consultation period and were attended by a National Highways representative.

National Highways will continue to engage with landowners throughout the development
of the scheme, with landowners who have not yet been in touch with the project team
and we welcome and value their input.
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2 Methodology

2.1 Approach to public consultation

Consultation plays a vital part in the development of scheme design. The feedback
gathered through public consultation helps identify how the proposed options impact
road users and the local community. Listening to the views of the local community and
stakeholders on the current issues at the M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange also helps to
shape the scheme and maximise the benefits of the final design.

The coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic presented unique challenges to delivering an
inclusive and accessible consultation. Due to these restrictions, we were not able to
hold the face-to-face public consultation events that we would normally.

However, we provided alternative ways for people to access scheme information, ask
guestions and ultimately make an informed response to the public consultation. These
are outlined below.

Our approach paid careful consideration to the following factors, some of which are
unique to the current pandemic, and some of which are standard best practice to
consider for consultation.

Factors considered include:

e people who are unable, or choose not to, leave the house due to the pandemic;

e Kkey workers, and those who are not able to work from home during the
pandemic;

e people who do not have access to the internet or aren’t internet literate;

e people who have lower literacy levels, or for whom English is not their first
language; or

e people who require the consultation materials in an alternative format.

The following mitigations were developed in order to reduce these concerns as far as
possible:

e posting the consultation brochure and response form to reach stakeholders close
to the scheme, who may not have access to the online materials; and
e producing a summary video of the options to bring the proposals to life.

We wanted to ensure anyone could get involved in the consultation and worked with
Leeds City Council and Wakefield Council, to identify a target area for the distribution of
our consultation materials. This was based on who we believed would be interested in,
or affected by, our proposals.
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We also shared our Approach to Consultation with the local authorities, and sought their
input on any specific language or accessibility requirements for the consultation target
area.

2.2 Consultation response channels

Multiple feedback channels were provided for the consultation. Respondents could use
one of the following three methods:

e Online: using the online response form hosted in the virtual consultation room
and on the dedicated Lofthouse CitizenSpace site.

e Email: sending responses directly to the scheme inbox, details of which were
provided on all consultation materials (posters, leaflets, brochure).

e Post: by completing a paper copy of the response form, which were sent out to
more than 7,000 addresses in the inner mailing zone; available at the Ardsley
and Tingley library; and available upon request from the project team. A freepost
address was also set up and details provided on the consultation materials and
response form itself.

Information was also provided in all consultation materials about how the National
Highways Customer Contact Centre could be contacted if anyone wanted more
information on accessing the consultation materials, require printed copies of the
materials to be sent to them or had a general a query about the consultation. A
dedicated scheme phone number was also set up for the consultation which was
available from 9am to 5pm, Mondays to Fridays and staffed by the project team.

Four telephone surgeries were held during the consultation period. The sessions were
held on weekdays and weekends, as well as during both daytime and early evening.
This was a conscious decision to try and ensure anyone could call, regardless of their
daily routine and commitments.

Sessions were held on the following days and times:

Wednesday 10 November 2021, 14:00 — 16:00
Tuesday 16 November 2021, 17:00 — 19:00
Saturday 27 November 2021, 10:00 — 12:00
Thursday 2 December 2021, 10:00 — 12:00

Project representatives from different disciplines were made available during these
times to answer questions directly from the public. Where an immediate answer could
not be given, follow-up calls were arranged or information was provided by email or
letter, depending on the callers’ preference. Some meetings were also subsequently
held on site with local residents.

National Highways received 14 requests for copies of the consultation materials to be
sent out via post to stakeholders.
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The project team also provided an email address in all consultation materials that could
be used if anyone had specific questions about the consultation. Scheme inbox:
lofthouse @highwaysengland.co.uk. Any consultation responses which were sent to the
scheme inbox were also accepted.

Table 1 provides a summary of the number of phone calls and emails received during
the consultation.

Table 1: Consultation correspondence

Type of communication Number received
Email correspondence 39
Phone call 23

2.2.1 Publicity

The ways in which people could respond to the consultation were widely publicised and
made clear in the consultation materials, as was the deadline for responses.

Details of the engagement and promotion methods used are given below.

Consultation zones

Copies of the public consultation brochure and response form were sent directly to
homes and businesses within 1km of the scheme (inner mailing zone). This mailing was
issued to 7,369 addresses.

Leaflets publicising the consultation, and ways to get involved, were also posted to
homes and businesses within 2km of the scheme (outer mailing zone). This mailing
reached 17,696 addresses. For a map of the consultation zones, please see Figure 5 in
Section 2.6 of this report.

Paper copies of the public consultation brochure and the feedback form were also made
available at the Ardsley and Tingley Library. Details of this drop-in point were provided
in the consultation brochure.

Scheme webpage

A full summary of the scheme, the public consultation brochure and the online response
form were available to view and complete at:
highwaysengland.citizenspace.com/he/m1-m62-lofthouse-interchange-public-
consultation.
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Those who had previously signed up to alerts on the scheme web page received a
notification alerting them to the fact the consultation was live.

Engagement van

The National Highways engagement van was used to advertise the consultation in three
public locations near to the scheme during the six weeks. Locations visited:

e Crown Point retail park, Leeds
e Junction 32 retail park, Castleford
e Stourton Park and Ride, Leeds

These locations were selected to advertise the scheme to those who may not have
received a brochure or leaflet, encouraging them to engage with the consultation.

The van was staffed by members of the project team (National Highways and AECOM).
The team spoke to members of the public and were able to answer a number of
guestions directly, as well as following up on more complex questions via phone and
email.

Copies of the consultation materials were also distributed, increasing awareness of the
consultation.

highways
england

X R - <

Figure 5: National Highways engagement van at a Lofthouse event
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Social media

National Highways’ Facebook and Twitter accounts were used to advertise the
consultation, with both paid-for and organic (not paid for) posts used.

Media

A press release outlining the public consultation period, and how community and road
users could get involved in the Lofthouse consultation, was issued on the first day of the
consultation. The story was covered by regional, national and trade press and covered
both print and broadcast media. A total of 15 pieces of coverage were achieved, and all
coverage received was neutral or positive in tone (see Appendix C).

Advertising

Four adverts were placed in two local newspapers: the Yorkshire Evening Post and
Wakefield Express.

Adverts ran in both papers to mark the launch of the consultation and provide details of
the virtual consultation room and how to get involved. A second round of adverts ran
before the end of the consultation, to remind the public of the closing date and
encourage any final responses.

All of these adverts were run in the print editions of the newspapers and days with the
highest readership were selected, in order to maximise the reach to an offline audience.

A four-week advertising campaign was also run at service stations close to the
Lofthouse interchange. This campaign was designed to maximise the consultations’
audience reach, hitting longer-distance travellers who may not be located in the locality
of the junction, but will be impacted by future changes. The adverts included six-sheet
‘billboard’ style advertising, as well as A3 washroom posters.

Adverts were placed at the following services:

Ferrybridge - M62, Junction 33

Hartshead Moor (E) - M62, Junctions 25-26
Hartshead Moor (W) - M62, Junctions 25-26,
Tibshelf (N) - M1, Junctions 28-29

Tibshelf (S) - M1, Junctions 28-29

Woodall (N) - M1, Junctions 30-31

Woodall (S) - M1, Junctions 30-31

Woolley Edge/Wakefield (N) - M1, Junction 38-39
Woolley Edge/Wakefield (S) - M1, Junction 38-39
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2.3 Analysis methodology

This section provides detail on the approach used to analyse and report on the public
consultation responses.

AECOM, on behalf of National Highways, processed, analysed and reported on the
public consultation findings. All submissions were processed in compliance with
National Highways’ General Data Protection Regulations (GDPR) statement. Online
responses were saved on a secure system, which AECOM was given access to. Hard
copy responses were delivered to National Highways’ office and processed by AECOM
in compliance with GDPR.

Closed question responses (for example, multiple-choice ‘tick box’ format) were totalled.
The open question responses (which contained free text comments) were each
analysed to identify the themes emerging from the consultation, using a code
framework. The coding was then independently verified.

828 respondents completed a response form, but not all questions were answered by
everyone who completed a form — therefore the number of responses to each question
varies. Where respondents were able to select more than one response, the total of the
responses adds up to more than 100%. All percentages have been rounded and are
shown to 0 decimal places.

The findings presented in the report have been analysed based on the respondents who
answered each question. Accordingly, the number of respondents varies in the charts
and tables. All percentages are rounded to the nearest whole number.

2.3.1 Limits of the information

This report is based on the responses received to the consultation, and there does not
constitute a technical assessment of the proposed improvements. This report analyses
the opinions stated by those who responded to the consultation and, as such, is a self-
selecting sample.

Therefore, the information in this report is not representative of everyone in the local
community or all stakeholders. The value of the consultation is in identifying the issues
and views of those who have responded and their perceptions of the proposals. This
information is important and will be included in future decision-making processes to
inform which option might be taken forward by National Highways.
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2.4 Next steps

National Highways has used the information gathered through the consultation to feed
into the preliminary design of the project. It has also used consultation responses
received about the local area to identify any specific constraints it needs to be aware of
within the project area.

While the results of the consultation are a critical element of the decision-making
process, there is also a considerable amount of investigation work, including
environmental assessments; wildlife surveys; planning policy; and detailed traffic
modelling which will have to be considered by National Highways reaches a conclusion
on which option to take forward for the M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange scheme.

There is also no commitment from government to construct this scheme. Decisions
about what will be constructed from 2025 onwards will be made by the government as
part of its Road Investment Strategy planning process.
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3 Findings

3.1 Introduction

This section sets out the findings of the public consultation. It is structured as follows:

responses received;

current use of the M1/M62 Interchange;

proposed improvements;

key concerns and issues;

respondent feedback on the consultation process;
emails and letters from stakeholders.

This section details the number of responses received and percentages from closed
guestions. For open questions, we only show the number of responses received to
make it easier to digest the results.

3.2 Responses received

3.2.1 Responses received by channel

The majority of responses (83%) received were online via the virtual consultation room
and CitizenSpace site where the response form was hosted. Table 2 and Figure 6

show the number of responses received by each channel.

Table 2: Responses received by channel

Channel Number Percentage
Online via virtual consultation | 684 81%

room and CitizenSpace

Paper 144 17%

Email 13 2%
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Response Method

Percentage of
responses received.

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

® Online via virtual consultation room and CitizenSpace m Paper Email
Figure 6: Responses received by channel

Virtual Consultation room

The Virtual Room had 5,323 users over the consultation period with 6,181
sessions. One in ten (10%) users returned to the virtual room more than once. There
were 33,976 page views, with the average session viewing 5.5 pages.

More than two in five (44%) users were registered as having come from Leeds or
Wakefield. The average amount of time spent on the site for each session was 3:37
minutes.

Lofthouse scheme webpage

The website was visited a total of 2,521 times in the consultation period 1 November —
10 December 2021. Of these visits, 514 were direct, 513 were organic (search engines),
and the rest were referrals. An average of 3:48 minutes per view was spent on this
page. The top ten referral sources are listed in Table 3.

Table 3: Top webpage referral sites

Source Number
Facebook® 415
gov.uk* 318
bbc.co.uk 236
wakefieldexpress.co.uk 163
highwaysengland.citizenspace.com 148
pontefractandcastlefordexpress.co.uk® 83
linkedin.com 29

3 Facebook referral number is a combination of three sources: m.facebook.com, Im.facebook.com and
Facebook

4 Gov.uk source website: https://www.gov.uk/government/news/have-your-say-on-new-designs-for-
m1m62-lofthouse-junction-near-leeds

5 Pontefract and Castleford Express figure is a combination of two sources:
www.pontefractandcastlefordexpress.co.uk and www.pontefractandcastlefordexpress-
couk.cdn.ampproject.org
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3.2.2 Responses received by location

The Lofthouse consultation received responses from both those who live in the local

consultation area and those who live outside it.

The consultation mailing zone consisted of 25,064 addresses in total. These were split

into two zones (Figure 7). The inner zone consisted of

addresses within 1km of the

Lofthouse Interchange scheme boundary (to the nearest major road). This covered a
total of 7,368 addresses. The outer mailing zone consisted of an additional 17,696

addresses within 2 km of the scheme boundary (to the

nearest major road).

Of these addresses, 88% (22,094) were residential, and 5% (1,168) were commercial.
The other 7% (1,802) were classed as ‘other’. The category ‘other’ included:

land
objects of interest; and

parent shell addresses (for example, a named block containing individual flats).

| |
6% IR 4
J a® Y ) Y
\ {4 ol ost 0
.‘ " 0‘
R @
saaadll a0 v, s
o0 s : % :
L] w &  Chutihndd Brohex 4oi
o o % 'l.... 0".1)' . 4
= * Rothwell
L}
"
. 4
Topdete (do d
i & »
e - o s
> .Q‘ 5 n
AL . . %
< » = o
= e & y » " i
» R 1My
z , * - ® "
PR s e B -
S El
: s P 8P s — ™
= : » o Grell
@ Mokt Howe PigE N
Y [ ] L J
. w
“: [ ‘0
] LS | *
i - g ‘.! |Il-"‘
Hous - a @ TumiEm.m
. .o
L @
»»»» "y B
rou *° L
I Sops }‘»“ , 0. ry “’
M1-M62 - Lofthouse “ ., & P . Ly e
¥y B 5
B B 1 Inner Mailing Zone .‘. o LS o ¥ @ammnte o
B B 1 Outer Mailing Zone * . “‘
Scheme_Boundary L uy Saae -,‘w‘ \d
uwinse Farm Caontdins OS data-© Crown"Gopyright and database right 2020

Figure 7: Map of the consultation mailing zones
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The mailing zone included five postcode areas: WF3, LS10, WF1, LS26, and WF2.
The address type breakdown can be found in Table 4.

Table 4: Breakdown of address type by mailing zone

Description Inner Outer Combined
Residential 6,269 15,826 22,094
Commercial 390 778 1,168
Other 709 1,092 1,802
Total 7,368 17,696 25,064

Of the response forms submitted, over half (472, 57%) were from within the mailing
zone. Just under half (357, 43%) were from outside the mailing zone. One respondent
(0.1%) provided no postcode.

Just over one third (283, 34%) of the responses were from the postcode WF3 in
Wakefield. A further 58 responses (7%) were received from LS26 postcodes in Leeds.
The third most popular postcode was the WF2 postcodes in Wakefield, where 48
responses (6%) were received from. This was followed by 46 responses (6%)
responses from the WF1 postcodes in Wakefield. A further 37 (5%) responses were
received from LS10 postcodes in Leeds.

The other five postcodes with the highest response rate were all from Wakefield or
Leeds. The 20 highest response rate postcodes also featured YO (York), BD (Bedford),
and HX (Halifax).

The responses by postcode area are set out in Table 5. This table shows the postcode
area and the place name which each postcode area is associated with.

Table 5: Breakdown of responses by postcode area

WF Wakefield 482 58.2
LS Leeds 178 215
BD Bradford 32 3.9
S Sheffield 30 3.6
HD Huddersfield 18 2.2
YO York 16 1.9
DN Doncaster 13 1.6
HX Halifax 10 1.2
HU Hull 6 0.7
NE Newcastle upon Tyne 5 0.6
DL Darlington 3 0.4
M Manchester 3 0.4
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Main postcodes involved  Area Number Percent
B Birmingham 2 0.2
HG Harrogate 2 0.2
PR Preston 2 0.2
SE South-East London 2 0.2
SG Stevenage 2 0.2
BS Bristol 1 0.1
CA Carlisle 1 0.1
CF Cardiff 1 0.1
CM Chelmsford 1 0.1
DE Derby 1 0.1
EH Edinburgh 1 0.1
G Glasgow 1 0.1
GU Guildford 1 0.1
L Liverpool 1 0.1
LN Lincoln 1 0.1
LU Luton 1 0.1
N North London 1 0.1
NG Nottingham 1 0.1
PE Peterborough 1 0.1
RG Reading 1 0.1
SA Swansea 1 0.1
SK Stockport 1 0.1
TF Telford 1 0.1
TR Truro 1 0.1
TS Cleveland 1 0.1
WS Walsall 1 0.1
No postcode given 1 0.1
Total: 828 100.0
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3.2.3 Respondees relation to the scheme

Respondents were asked to select how they would identify themselves from a list of
pre-set answers in the response form. Respondents could give more than one answer
to this question. Table 6 and Figure 8 show the number of responses received for each
option.

Table 6: Respondees' relation to the scheme

Question: Which of the following best describes you?

Answers Number
| travel through the interchange regularly using a private 610
vehicle
I’m a local resident 587
| work locally 197
| travel through the interchange regularly using a commercial | 97
vehicle
I’'m a local business owner 39
Other 37
Which of the following best describes you?
900
800
» 700
i
T 600
8
g 500
S 400
3
£ 300
=0
< 200
100 I
0 . [ [
Total number | travel I'malocal | worklocally | travel I'm alocal Other
of respondees through the resident through the business
interchange interchange owner
regulary - regulary-

Figure 8: Respondees relation to the scheme
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Just under three quarters (71%) of respondents identified themselves as local residents,
with nearly a quarter (24%) working near to the scheme. Only 12% of respondents
travel through the interchange using a commercial vehicle, compared to almost three

quarters (74%) who use a private vehicle.

Responses given by respondents who answered ‘other’ on this question include:

local councillor;

local resident.

3.2.4 Responses received by stakeholder type

someone interested in highways;
occasional user of the interchange;

emergency services operator;
long distance traveller;
transport or road operations professional; and

Respondents were asked whether they were responding on behalf of an organisation.
Table 7 shows the number of responses received for each option.

Table 7: Responses received from organisations

Question: Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?

Answers Number Percentage
Yes 11 1%

No 814 98%

Not answered 2 0.2%
Maybe 1 0.1%

The majority of respondents responded as individuals (98%), with only 1% responding

on behalf of organisations.

Names of the organisations given include:

Allinson Transport

Company Coaches

Pland Stainless Ltd
SugaRich

Action for Yorkshire Transport
Bradford-Shipley Travel Alliance

Just Transition Wakefield
Lofthouse Millennium Green
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e Wakefield Civic Society
e White line limos Ltd

Responses were also received from the following local authorities and stakeholders:

Leeds City Council

Wakefield Council

West Yorkshire Combined Authority
Transport for the North

These stakeholders did not respond using the response form, so have not been
included in the table above.

3.3 Current use of M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange

Respondents were asked a series of questions about their current use of the M1/M62
Lofthouse Interchange.

Questions asked:

Why they use the interchange

How they normally travel through the interchange
How often they travel through the interchange
When they usually travel through the interchange

Why they use the interchange

Table 8 and Figure 9 show the number of responses received for each option.
Respondents could give more than one answer to this question.

Table 8: How respondents use the interchange

Please tell us why you use the M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange?
Answers Number Percentage
Leisure/ recreation 630 76%

Long distance journeys 552 67%
(greater than 10 miles)

Travelling to or from work | 357 43%
Travelling for business 243 29%

Other 31 4%

School pick up/drop off 20 2%

| don’t use the interchange | 19 2%
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Please tell us why you use the M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange?
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Figure 9: How respondents use the interchange

Findings from the response forms submitted showed more than three-quarters (76%) of
respondents use the interchange when travelling for leisure and recreation. More than
two-thirds (67%) of respondents using the interchange are travelling more than 10
miles. The third most popular reason given for using the interchange is travelling to/from
work (43%), with almost a third (29%) of respondents passing through on business.

Responses given by respondents who answered ‘other’ on this question include:

rarely use it;

office located near to the interchange;
visiting friends and family; and

live near to the interchange.
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Vehicles used to travel through the interchange

Table 9 and Figure 10 show the number of responses received for each option.
Respondents could give more than one answer to this question.

Table 9: How respondents travel through the interchange

How do you normally travel through the M1/M62 Lofthouse interchange?
Answers Number Percentage
Car 791 96%
HGV or LGV 58 7%
Bus or coach 15 2%
Motorcycle 30 4%
Other 25 3%
How do you normally travel through the M1/M62 Lofthouse
interchange?
100
90
£ 80
£ 70
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© 50
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o 40
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10
Car HGV or LGV Motorcycle Other Bus or coach

Figure 10: How respondents travel through the interchange

Findings from the response forms submitted showed the car is the most popular mode
of transport for respondents, with 96% saying they use one to travel through the
interchange. Just under 1 in 10 respondents (7%) use either HGVs or LGVs to travel
through the interchange, with travel by bus, coach or motorcycle the least popular

modes of transport.
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Responses given by respondents who answered ‘other’ on this question include:

emergency services vehicle;
motorhome or caravan;

van; and

tax.

How frequently the junction is used

Respondents were asked how often they travel through the interchange. Table 10 and
Figure 11 show the number of responses received for each option.

Table 10: How frequently respondents use the junction

How often do you travel through the M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange?

Answers Number Percentage
Less than once a month 107 13%
Never I 1%
One to three days a month | 165 20%
One to two days a week 185 22%
Three days a week or 315 38%
more
How often do you travel through the M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange?
100
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50
40
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Percentage of respondents (%)
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week or more

week

month

Figure 11: How often respondents use the interchange
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The most popular answer to this question was three days a week or more (38%). The
number of responses for one to two days a week (22%) and one to three days a month
(20%) was similar, suggesting just under half of respondents use the interchange on a
semi-regular basis. Just over 1 in 10 respondents use the interchange less than once a
month, with 1% of respondents saying they never use it.

When the junction is used

Respondents were asked when they usually travel through the interchange. Table 11
below shows the number of responses received for each option. Respondents could
give more than one answer to this question.

Table 11: When respondents use the junction

When do you usually travel through the M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange?

Answers Number Percentage
Weekday morning peak 404 49%

(7am to 9am)

Weekday evening peak 393 48%

(5pm to 7pm)

Weekday off peak (all 498 60%

other times)

Weekends anytime 549 66%

Never 14 2%

When do you usually travel through the M1/M62 Lofthouse

Interchange?
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Figure 12: When respondents use the interchange
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The most popular times for travelling through the interchange is at a weekend, with two-
thirds (66%) of respondents using it at this time. Just under two-thirds (60%) also report
using the interchange during the week (not at peak times). Weekday morning and
evening peak times are also popular, with almost half of respondents using the
interchange at this time (49% in the morning and 48% in the evening).

3.4 Proposed improvements
3.4.1 Current satisfaction with interchange

Respondents were asked a series of questions about their current satisfaction with a
number of elements of the interchange.

The questions covered:

road safety;
congestion;
road layout;
journey time;
noise;

air quality; and
visual impact.

Road safety

Table 12 shows the number of responses received for each option.

Table 12: Respondent ratings for current road safety at the interchange

How satisfied are you with road safety at the M1/M62 Interchange?

Answers Number Percentage
Dissatisfied 343 41%

Don’t know 13 2%

Neutral 263 32%
Satisfied 157 19%

The responses given indicate that two in five respondents (41%) are dissatisfied with
the current road safety at the interchange. Almost a third of respondents (32%) are
neutral, with just under one in five (19%) people satisfied with the current safety of the
interchange.

Page 27 of 79



national
highways

Congestion

Table 13 shows the number of responses received for each option.

Table 13: Respondent ratings for current congestion levels at the interchange

How satisfied are you with congestion at the M1/M62 Interchange?

Answers Number Percentage
Dissatisfied 590 71%

Don’t know 11 1%

Neutral 126 15%
Satisfied 51 6%

Just 6% of respondents are satisfied with the current levels of congestion at the
interchange, with almost three-quarters (71%) indicating they are dissatisfied. A further
15% are neutral and 1% are undecided.

Road layout

Table 14 shows the number of responses received for each option.

Table 14: Respondent ratings for the current road layout at the interchange

How satisfied are you with the road layout at the M1/M62 Interchange?
Answers Number Percentage
Dissatisfied 472 57%

Don’t know 11 1%

Neutral 198 24%

Satisfied 95 11%

Almost two-thirds (57%) of respondents are dissatisfied with the current layout at the
interchange. Nearly a quarter (24%) of people indicated they are neutral on this point
and just over 1 in 10 (11%) are satisfied with the road layout.

Journey time

Table 15 below the number of responses received for each option.

Table 15: Respondent ratings for current journey times at the interchange

How satisfied are you with journey times at the M1/M62 Interchange?
Answers Number Percentage
Dissatisfied 401 48%

Don’t know 9 1%

Neutral 264 32%

Satisfied 99 12%
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When asked how satisfied they are with journey times, almost half of respondents
(48%) indicated they are dissatisfied. Nearly a third (32%) are neutral on this point, with

just over 1 in 10 (12%) satisfied with current journey times.

Noise

Table 16 shows the number of responses received for each option.

Table 16: Respondent ratings for noise at the interchange

How satisfied are you with

noise at the M1/M62 Interchange?

Answers Number Percentage
Dissatisfied 184 22%
Don’t know 85 10%
Neutral 400 48%
Satisfied 108 13%

Nearly half of respondents (48%) indicated they are neutral on the question of current
noise levels at the interchange, with just over one in 10 (13%) people satisfied with
levels. More than one in five (22%) people expressed they are dissatisfied with noise

levels. A further 10% were unsure on this question.

Air quality

Table 17 shows the number of responses received for each option.

Table 17: Respondent ratings for current air quality levels at the interchange

How satisfied are you with

air quality at the M1/M62 Interchange?

Answers Number Percentage
Dissatisfied 222 27%

Don’t know 128 15%
Neutral 354 43%
Satisfied 73 9%

On the question of air quality at the interchange, a majority of respondents (43%)
answered that they are neutral on this point. Just under thirds (27%) indicated they are
dissatisfied with the air quality and a further 15% were uncertain. Just under one in 10

people (9%) answered that they are satisfied.
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Visual impact

Table 18 and Figure 13 show the number of responses received for each option.

Table 18: Respondent ratings for the current visual impact of the interchange

How satisfied are you with visual impact at the M1/M62 Interchange?
Answers Number Percentage
Dissatisfied 155 19%

Don’t know 45 5%

Neutral 443 54%

Satisfied 130 16%

More than half of respondents (54%) expressed a neutral view when asked about the
current visual impact of the interchange. Just under one in five (19%) are dissatisfied,
16% are satisfied and 5% were uncertain.

How satisfied are you currently with each of the following aspects of the
M1/M62 Interchange?

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

Road Safety Congestion Road Layout  Journey Noise Air Quality Visual Impact
Times

Percentage of respondents

m Dissatisfied mDon't know mNeutral mSatisfied = Did not answer

Figure 13: Respondent satisfaction with the current interchange
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3.4.2 Requirement for improvements

Respondents were asked to what extent they agreed that improvements to the M1/M62
were needed. Table 19 and Figure 14 show the number of responses received for each

option.

Table 19: Respondent ratings for the requirement to improve the interchange

Interchange are needed?

To what extent do you agree that improvements to the M1/M62 Lofthouse

Answers Number Percentage
Disagree 33 4%

Don’t know 16 2%

Neutral 35 4%

Agree 700 85%

To what extent do you agree that improvements to the M1/M62
Lofthouse Interchange are needed?

=Agree = Neutral

Figure 14: Need for improvements at the interchange

20, 4%
49, \i

= Don't know

= Did not answer

More than four out of five (85%) respondents agreed there is a need for improvements
at the Lofthouse interchange. Just 4% disagreed, with a further 4% expressing neutrality

and 2% uncertain.
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3.4.3 Support for each option

Respondents were asked to what extent they supported each of the three options
proposed. The tables below show the level of support for each option.

Option A

Table 20: Support for Option A

How do you feel about Option A?

Answers Number Percentage
Oppose 503 61%
Neutral 213 26%
Support 43 5%

Nearly two thirds of respondents (61%) oppose Option A. Just over a quarter (26%) of

respondents are neutral, with just 5% supporting this option.

Option B

Table 21: Support for Option B

How do you feel about Option B?

Answers Number Percentage
Oppose 337 41%
Neutral 335 41%
Support 86 10%

Option B had similar numbers of people opposing (41%) this option and expressing
neutrality (41%). One in ten (10%) respondents support this option.

Option C

Table 22: Support for Option C

How do you feel about Option C?

Answers Number Percentage
Oppose 42 5%

Neutral 45 6%

Support 693 84%

More than four out of five (84%) respondents expressed support for Option C, with a
further 6% indicating they were neutral on this option. Just 5% of respondents oppose

Option C.
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Overall support for options

Overall, the strongest support was expressed for Option C, with more than four out of
five (84%) respondents expressing support for this option. This is significantly higher
than the 5% support for Option A and 10% support for Option B.

Similarly, only 5% of respondents expressed opposition to Option C, compared to nearly
two thirds (61%) who oppose Option A and two out of five (41%) people who oppose
Option B.

Figure 15 summarises the support for each option.

How do you feel about the proposed options?

Option A Option B Option C
5% 5%

m Support = Neutral = Oppose = Did not answer

Figure 15: Support for each of the proposed options
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3.4.4 Benefits

Respondents were asked a series of questions about what benefits were most
important to them from any proposed improvements at the interchange.

The options put forward covered:

reduced congestion;

improved journey times;

improved road safety;

reduced disruption from roadworks; and
improved planting and landscape

Congestion

Table 23 shows the number of responses received for each option.

Table 23: Respondent ratings for key benefits — congestion

How important is reduced congestion to you?

Answers Number Percentage
Not important 16 2%

Neutral 18 2%
Somewhat important 102 12%

Very important 639 77%

More than three-quarters (77%) of respondents indicated that reduced congestion is
very important to them, with a further 12% noting it is somewhat important. Just 2% of
respondents said reducing congestion is not important to them.

Journey time

Table 24 shows the number of responses received for each option.

Table 24: Respondent ratings for key benefits —journey time

How important is improved journey times to you?

Answers Number Percentage
Not important 25 3%

Neutral 35 4%
Somewhat important 169 20%

Very important 546 66%

Two-thirds (66%) of respondents indicated that improved journey times are very
important to them, with a further 20% saying it is somewhat important. Just 3% of
respondents said improved journey times are not important to them.
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Road safety

Table 25 shows the number of responses received for each option.

Table 25: Respondent ratings for key benefits — road safety

How important is improved road safety to you?

Answers Number Percentage
Not important 14 2%

Neutral 46 6%
Somewhat important 138 17%

Very important 579 70%

A majority of respondents (70%) indicated that improved road safety is very important to
them, with a further 17% saying it is somewhat important. Just 2% of respondents said
improved safety is not important to them.

Roadworks

Table 26 shows the number of responses received for each option.

Table 26: Respondent ratings for key benefits — roadworks

How important is reduced disruption from roadworks to you?
Answers Number Percentage
Not important 36 4%

Neutral 109 13%
Somewhat important 235 28%

Very important 395 48%

Just under half of respondents (48%) indicated reduced disruption from roadworks very
important to them, with a further 28% saying it is somewhat important. Just over one in
ten (13%) expressed they are neutral on this point, with 4% saying it is not important to
them.
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Planting and landscaping

Table 27 shows the number of responses received for each option.

Table 27: Respondent ratings for key benefits — planting and landscaping

How important is improved planting and landscaping to you?
Answers Number Percentage
Not important 71 9%

Neutral 167 20%
Somewhat important 237 29%

Very important 306 37%

Nearly two in five (37%) respondents indicated improved planting and landscaping is
very important to them, with a further 29% saying it is somewhat important. One in five
(20%) people expressed they are neutral on this point, with just under one in ten (9%)
saying it is not important to them.

Overall importance of benefits

Table 28 and Figure 16 compare the answers for each of the proposed benefits,
expressed as percentages.

Table 28: Respondent ratings for key benefits —overall results

How important are the following benefits to you?

Answers Congestion | Journey | Road Roadworks | Planting
times safety and

landscaping

Not important 2% 3% 2% 4% 9%

Neutral 2% 4% 6% 13% 20%

Somewhat 12% 20% 17% 28% 29%

important

Very important 77% 66% 70% 48% 37%

Table 28 indicates that congestion is the most important benefit respondees (77%)
would like to see from improvements to the interchange. This is closely followed by
improved road safety (70%) and improved journey times (66%). Reduced disruption
from roadworks was rated very important by 48% of people, with 37% indicating
planting and landscaping was an important benefit.
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How important are the following benefits to you?
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Figure 16: Overall importance of benefits
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3.5 Key issued raised

Respondents were asked to give any additional comments they had about the junction
as it is now. Two open questions were asked: ‘What other improvements would you like
at M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange?’ and ‘Do you have any information about this
scheme you would like to share with us?’. Respondents were able to provide free text
answers.

A total of 675 respondents responded to these questions.

Question: What other improvements would you like at M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange?
In response to this question, 1001 remarks were coded by subject matter and analyzed
for sentiment (positive, neutral, or negative) from the comments (see Figure 17).

What other improvements would you like at
M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange?

= Positive Neutral = Negative

Figure 17: Sentiment of responses received

510 of these references were neutral in tone. Most of these neutral remarks referenced
the need to provide clearer road marking and signage at the interchange (48). This was
closely followed by references to the environment, suggesting more trees needed to be
planted (43), and noise (43) where the need for appropriate noise barriers were
mentioned.

Of the 381 negative references in the responses, most of these related to the existing
road and roundabout layout of the junction (94). The second highest concern was the
safety of the junction, which received 69 negative references. Existing traffic levels at
the interchange gathered 42 negative references.

There were 110 positive references made, the majority of which expressed support for a
free-flowing junction design (55) (see Figure 18).
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What other improvements would you like at M1/M62 Lofthouse
Interchange?
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Figure 18: Top five topics commented on by respondents
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Question: Do you have any information about this scheme you would like to share with
us?

In response to this question, 257 remarks were coded from the comments (see Figure
19).

Do you have any information about this
scheme you would like to share with us?

= Positive Neutral = Negative

Figure 19: Sentiment of responses received

Of the 66 neutral references, nearly half (30) were coded under ‘other’ and referred to
other local roads which respondents suggested also needed improvement works.

A total of 151 negative references were noted in comments for this question. A majority
of the references fell under ‘other’ (26) and highlighted concerns about the impact of the
scheme and any diversions on local residents. Comments about the unsuitability of the

current road and existing roundabout layout (22) were also highly referenced, as well as
noise (17).

There were 40 positive references made for this question, the majority of which express
support for the scheme (17), as well as a free-flowing junction design (13) (see Figure
20).
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Do you have any information about this scheme you would like to
share with us?
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Figure 20: Top five topics commented on by respondents
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3.5.1

Comments received

The following quotes provide an insight into the comments received.

Scheme design

“It is a much needed and well overdue improvement. Two of the biggest roads in
the country, the main route north/south and east/west and it has an outdated
roundabout.”

Local resident — travels through the interchange for work, leisure and recreation.

“Requires completely changing to a free flow junction similar to M62/A1
interchange for safety and to remove serious congestion.”

Local resident - travels through the interchange for business, leisure and
recreation.

“Please ensure the longevity of the change, increasing traffic and weather
changes.”
Local resident — travels through the interchange for work, leisure and recreation.

“Safety and simplicity is paramount. Complicated road schemes are dangerous
for new drivers, tourists, and the more ‘mature’ road population.”
Travels through the interchange regularly for leisure and recreation.

“It’s obviously ageing and needs constant repairs, so an upgrade is much need if
it reduces that requirement.”
Local resident — travels through the interchange for work, leisure and recreation.

“I think the reduction of congestion at this junction is incredibly important because
the current situation causes massive hold ups and very little in way of safety.”
Local resident — travels through the interchange for work, business and
recreation.

“Currently the roundabout system isn't very safe to use when congested. Lane
markings are unclear, people cutting across lanes to get to exits. Any
improvements to that would be great.”

Previously used the interchange on a regular basis.

“A free-flowing interchange is essential to resolve the current issues at the
interchange (congestion and significant road safety issues from queueing
traffic).”

Local resident - travels through the interchange for business, leisure and
recreation.
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Impact on local residents and the community

“Whatever plan is used, impact during construction has to be at an absolute
minimum, the congestion cannot be increased by construction.”

— Works locally - travels through the interchange for work, business leisure and

recreation.

“l am really concerned as to what you will do with the motorway traffic whilst this
goes on for the period of time it takes.”

— Local resident — travels through the interchange for leisure and recreation.

Environment

“A lot more planting of hedgerows, trees and aim for biodiversity net gain on the
project.”

— Local resident - travels through the interchange for busines and leisure and

recreation.

“Acoustic fencing and screening for expanded slip road northbound/westbound,
especially while new tree planting grows to current levels.”

— Local resident — travels through the interchange for work, leisure and recreation.

Scheme options

“l think scheme C would be a great improvement... The removal of the
roundabout will be good news indeed.”
Local resident - travels through the interchange for leisure and recreation.

“l think option C is the only realistic option and have thought for a long time that
dedicated, free flowing slip roads are the only viable option to realistically
alleviate rush hour congestion and improve safety. | am confident after seeing
many other network improvement schemes around the country, that the visual
and environmental impact will be minimal.”

Local resident — travels through the interchange for business, leisure and
recreation.

“It's pointless doing options A and B as they are only short-term fixes and will
need Option C doing in the near future as traffic volumes will increase.”

— Local resident — travels through the interchange for work.
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3.6 Respondent feedback on the consultation process

Respondents were asked a series of questions about the consultation materials and
how they found out about it. These questions were designed to help strengthen National
Highways’ consultation process going forwards.

The questions covered:

e how respondents heard about the consultation;

e how respondents found out more information about the scheme; and

e how useful the consultation materials were in helping respondents understand
their position.

The questions were introduced as follows: To help us improve how we consult in future,
we would be grateful if you could answer the questions below.

3.6.1 Finding out about the consultation

Respondents were asked how they heard about the consultation. Table 29 shows the
number of responses received for each option. Respondents could give more than one
answer to this question.

Table 29: How respondents hear about the consultation

How did you hear about the consultation?

Answers Number Percentage
Consultation brochure 270 33%
received in the post

Facebook 179 22%
Press release/ local media | 163 20%
Leaflet received in the post | 84 10%
Twitter 74 9%
Word of mouth 69 8%
Other social media 54 7%
Other 45 5%
Scheme webpage alert 32 4%
Poster 18 2%
National Highways 8 1%
advertising van

A third (33%) of respondents indicated they heard about the consultation after receiving
a copy of the consultation brochure in the post. The second highest source was
Facebook (22%), followed by press release/ local media (20%). One in ten (10%) of
respondents heard about the consultation after receiving a copy of the scheme leaflet in
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the post. There was a close split between those who heard about the consultation
through Twitter (9%), word of mouth (8%) and on other social media channels (7%).

Answers given by respondents who selected ‘other’ include:
Informed by local school (Rodillian Academy)
Through work

LinkedIn

Google

Friends or family

Adverts at motorway services

3.6.2 Communication channels

Respondents were asked how they found out more information about the consultation.
Table 30 shows the number of responses received for each option. Respondents could
give more than one answer to this question

Table 30: How respondents found out more information on the consultation

How did you find out more information about the consultation?
Answers Number Percentage
Online 502 61%

Not applicable 119 14%

Social media 104 13%

Local press 41 5%

Other 35 4%
Through the council 20 2%

Almost two thirds (61%) of respondents found out more information on the consultation
online. More than one in ten (13%) used social media, with just 5% finding out more in
the local press.

Respondents were asked to provide more detail when they selected Online, Local Press
or other.

Answers given by respondents who provided more information on the online source,
include:

BBC news

CitizenSpace

Consultation materials
Consultation telephone surgery
Facebook

Google

Gov.uk website
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In Your Area website
Leeds City Council
Leeds news site

LinkedIn

Local forum
Neighbourhood Leeds
News article link

QR code on consultation materials
Rodillian school

SABRE

Safer highways email
Scheme webpage
Twitter

Virtual consultation room
Wakefield Express article
Work email/ intranet

Answers given by respondents who provided more information on the local press
source, include:

BBC News

Google news

Leeds Live

Pontefract and Castleford
Rothwell and District Record
Wakefield Express
Yorkshire Evening Post
Yorkshire Post

Answers given by respondents who provided more information on their answer of
‘other’, include:

Consultation materials

Correspondence with National Highways

Email

Engagement van

Friends/ family/ neighbours
Local library

National Highways website
Rodillian school

Virtual room

Work
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3.6.3 Perceptions of the consultation materials and platforms

Respondents were asked how useful they found the consultation materials in helping
them understand their position on the M1/M62 Lofthouse scheme. Respondents were
asked to give a rating for the consultation brochure, virtual exhibition, telephone
surgeries and scheme webpage. The tables below show the number of responses
received for each option.

Consultation brochure

Table 31: Usefulness of the consultation brochure

How useful did you find our consultation brochure in helping you understand
your position?

Answers Number Percentage

Very useful 396 48%

Did not use 173 21%

Somewhat useful 137 17%

Neutral 47 6%

Not very useful 11 1%

Not useful at all 6 1%

Almost half or respondents (48%) found the consultation brochure very useful, with a
further 17% rating it somewhat useful. One in five (21%) respondents indicated they did
not use the consultation brochure. Just 1% said the brochure was not useful at all or
rated it not very useful (1%).

Virtual exhibition

Table 32: Usefulness of the virtual exhibition

How useful did you find our virtual exhibition in helping you understand your
position?

Answers Number Percentage

Very useful 372 45%

Somewhat useful 149 18%

Did not use 133 16%

Neutral 54 7%

Not very useful 21 3%

Not useful at all 15 2%

Just under half (45%) of respondents found the virtual exhibition room very useful in
helping them understand their position on the scheme. Nearly one in five (18%) found
the virtual room somewhat useful, while 16% said they did not use it at all. Of those who
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did not find the virtual room useful, 2% indicated it was not useful at all and 3% rated it
not very useful.

Telephone surgeries

Table 33: Usefulness of the telephone surgeries

How useful did you find our telephone surgeries in helping you understand
your position?

Answers Numbers Percentage

Did not use 615 74%

Neutral 75 9%

Very useful 16 2%

Somewhat useful 11 1%

Not useful at all 8 1%

Not very useful 5 1%

Just over one quarter (26%) of respondents indicated they used the dedicated
telephone surgeries. Of those who used the surgeries (excluding respondents who
indicated they did not use the sessions), 14% found them very useful. A further 10%
found the telephone surgeries somewhat useful. Just 7% said they were not useful at
all, with 4% commenting they were not very useful.

Scheme webpage

Table 34: Usefulness of the scheme webpage

How useful did you find our webpage in helping you understand your
position?

Answers Number Percentage
Very useful 266 32%

Somewhat useful 216 26%

Did not use 179 22%

Neutral 63 8%

Not very useful 9 1%

Not useful at all 6 1%

Almost one third (32%) of respondents found the scheme webpage very useful, with a
further quarter (36%) finding it somewhat useful. Just over one in five (22%) indicated
they did not use the scheme webpage. Nearly one in ten (8%) were neutral and 1%
found it either not useful at all, or not very useful.
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Overall responses

Table 35 compares the answers for how useful respondents found each of the
consultation materials, expressed as percentages.

Table 35: Usefulness of the consultation materials — overall results

How useful did you find our materials in helping you understand your position?

Answers Consultation | Virtual Telephone | Scheme
brochure exhibition | surgeries webpage

Very useful 48% 45% 2% 32%

Somewhat useful 17% 18% 1% 26%

Neutral 6% 7% 9% 8%

Not very useful 1% 3% 1% 1%

Not useful at all 1% 2% 1% 1%

Did not use 21% 16% 74% 22%

The table below indicates that respondents found the consultation brochure the most
useful in developing their position on the scheme, with 48% rating it very useful. This is
closely followed by the virtual exhibition (45%) and the scheme webpage (32%). Of
those who used the surgeries (excluding respondents who indicated they did not use
the sessions), 14% found them very useful.

Nearly three quarters (74%) or respondents did not use the telephone surgeries,
compared to just one in five who did not use the consultation brochure (21%) or the
scheme webpage (22%).

In terms of the materials ranked as ‘not useful at all’ or ‘not very useful’, there is an even
split across all of the materials, with between 1 — 3% of respondents rating them all in
this way.
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3.7 Emails and letters from Key Stakeholders

The views expressed in official feedback from statutory stakeholders are summarised in
this section.

Leeds City Council

Leeds City Council (LCC) is a local authority, covering some the scheme area.

Overall view of the scheme: The council acknowledges the ageing infrastructure at
the Lofthouse interchange and associated maintenance requirements, as well as the
capacity challenges the junction currently faces. The strategic importance of the route
was also noted; however, concerns were expressed over the value for money from the
proposed options.

Views on the proposals: Option A will temporarily improve the capacity of the
interchange and alleviate the maintenance liability presented by the current structure.
However, it does not provide value for money and congestion issues are predicted to
return within five years under this option.

Option B does not address the maintenance liability of the current interchange structure.
The interchange would also require additional improvements in 15 years to cater with
predicted growth.

Option C removes the maintenance liability of the current structure, which LCC
supports, and improves capacity. However, the high cost of this option and subsequent
investment in the road network does not align with the council’s wider aspirations of
achieving Net Zero by 2030.

Wider road network: There are capacity issues on the M1, north of the interchange,
which would not be addressed by the proposed improvements. Investment in the
Lofthouse Interchange could be compromised by severe congestion upstream.

LCC is currently reviewing its local plan which has the potential to identify future
development opportunities adjacent to major arterial junctions, such as Lofthouse. The
council is also working closely with the West Yorkshire Combined Authority around
route options for mass transit, south of the city, which has the potential to affect the
demand on the strategic route network.
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Wakefield Council
Wakefield Council (WC) is a local authority, neighbouring the scheme area

Overall view of the scheme: The council acknowledges the need for the scheme.

Views on the proposals: Option C was preferred to Options A and B, due to the longer
lasting benefits of this option. The impact from construction, and potential increase in
traffic on the local network around the interchange during this time, was flagged as
something to be further considered by the project. It was noted that both Leeds and
Wakefield Councils would need to be consulted on suitable diversionary routes and
signage, ahead of any construction.

West Yorkshire Combined Authority

The West Yorkshire Combined Authority (WYCA) is a collective body, covering the
West Yorkshire local authority areas of Bradford, Calderdale, Kirklees, Leeds and
Wakefield, plus the City of York.

Overall view of the scheme: The need for improvements was recognised to address
congestion and road safety issues. As well as reducing the impact to road users from
the maintenance requirements of the present infrastructure. The benefit that these
improvements could have for local growth requirements was also noted.

Views on the proposals: All options proposed lead to an increase in carbon emissions
from both construction and vehicle movements, conflicting WYCA'’s goal of achieving
Net Zero carbon by 2038. WYCA flagged the emerging scheme must utilise all possible
opportunities to minimise and mitigate environmental impacts.

WY CA supports the National Highways Biodiversity Plan, urging that a policy of no net
biodiversity loss, or biodiversity gain where feasible, be targeted on this project.

The suggestion of an integrated delivery to improve local walkways, cycleways, and
bridleways in the scheme’s surrounding area was welcomed. WYCA will support
integrated delivery wherever possible.

Wider road network: The plans to deliver additional capacity to the strategic road
network must be considered in the context of the wider efforts to shift away from private
car usage. A potential reduction in demand could mean there is less need for future
capacity enhancement at Lofthouse.
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Transport for the North
A statutory sub-national transport body responsible for identifying and planning the
transport infrastructure required to support economic growth in the North.

Overall view of the scheme: The strategic importance of the Lofthouse Interchange is
recognised as a critical link between two of the UK’s busiest major motorways.

Transport for the North (TfN) supports the need for the scheme, noting that
interventions must provide a long-term solution to support sustainable economic growth
in the region and facilitate the national ‘levelling-up’ agenda.

Views on the proposals: Improving safety, journey times and connectivity are
recognised as priorities, as well as minimising the impacts on the built and natural
environment.

TfN is committed to further engagement with National Highways to ensure delivery of
the optimum solution for the Lofthouse Interchange and minimise the impact on local
communities and the natural environment.

Any investment in the Lofthouse Interchange must be compatible with commitments to
achieve Net Zero carbon emissions.

Wider road network: Despite investment in sustainable transport and active travel,
evidence indicates that the majority of passengers and freight in the future will still be
moved by road. Consequently, TfN supports the scheme in promoting improved road
connectivity.

The Rodillian Academy
A school located immediately next to the Lofthouse Interchange that would be affected
by the proposed scheme.

Overall view of the scheme: The need for progress was acknowledged, but the school
was reluctant to support the scheme due to the impact on its playing fields.

Views on the proposals: Options B and C were preferred due to the lower level of
impact on the playing pitches compared to Option A. The school also expressed
concern about access to the area and traffic during construction, should the scheme go
ahead.
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4 Appendix A

Consultation materials

Consultation brochure

national
highways

M1/ MB2
Lofthouse Interchange
Public consultation

Share your views

Monday 1 Novemb_.er to
Friday 10 DecembEn2021

1/
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At Naticnal Highways we believe in a
connected country, and owr network

= these connections happen. We
ve o impr
motorways, engineering the future to

keep people moving today and moving

better tomorrow. We want to make

mal

ve our miajor roads and

sure all our major roads are more
dependable, durable and, most
importantly, safe.

To help us do this, we've allocated £347
milion of cur funding to the developmant
of potential future schemes over the next
five years. This inchudes 32 possible
schemas to be devaloped as partof a
pipeine of future schemas. The MLME2
Lofthouse Interchange i ona of the
pipsiine schames that wa're currently
looking at optiona for improving, which
the govemment may consider for

future invastment.

In this brochure, we explain our
proposed options for improving the
M18462 Lofthowse Intarchanga. We

aisa give details of how you can

give us your faedback during our
public consultation.

Scheme objectives

Wewant io:

® Improve road safety for all
Accidents ooour because of congastion
and queuing at the interchange. Improving
the interchange will make it safer for al road
usars. It wil also improve how we maintain
the interchangs by making it safer for our
roactworkers and wil help reach our goal of zero
harm on our network by 2040,

® Create more capacity and improve
journey times
We want 1o enable traffic to flow more freely
through the interchange. This wil help fo cut
congestion as the roads become busiar in the
future, making jourmeys more reliable for years

to coma.

Your views matter

Roed infrastructurs improvements affect everyons.
They halp us mawve around our country and connect
with ona another. B's essential that wa undarstand
your views 50 we can ansure we delver the right
schemae.

Conautation plays a vital part in the development

of scheme design. Your feadback to this public
conauftation wil help us understand how the
proposed options impact road wsers and the

jocal community. You wil be helping to shape the
schema and maximise the banefits as we progress
the design.

Prajects of this size and importance need a
Developmant Consent Order (DCO). Bedore we

can submit an application for a DCO), we consult
‘with road users, tha local community and other
stakehalders on our proposals for the scheme.

In this brochure we explain the opfions we are

conaidering for the scheme and give details of how
yoU can share your views with us.

The need
for the scheme

The M1 and MEZ are mportant motorways
«connacting London to Lesds and tha

=ast and west coasts. Lofthouse is the
interchange that alows commuter, kisure
and fraight traffic to move between the two
motorways.

Approximataly 75,000" vehicles mave
through the interchange every day, leading
1o sigrificant queuss at peak times and
disrupting the jourmeys of thousands of road
users. The travel demand is set to grow over
the naxt 20 yaars, when we expect 107,000
wehicks to uss the interchange every day.
This is predicted to mean quewes on the
ME2 eastbound approach to the interchangs
could be over half a mile lorg.

“Baseline figure from 2016.
**Figura for 2044,

® Minimise the impact on the natural and
built environment

‘We want to encourage economic growth whia
profecting the emironment and improving safety
and quality of e for cumant and future generations.
W are working hard to minimise the impact of
our proposad improvements on people, plants and
animals and provide benefits wharever possiie

B Improve connectivity to support
‘economic growth

Maving mare easily betwean the M1 and
ME2 supports regional economic growth. By
making West ‘Yorkshire more accessbla the
aran becomes more atiractive &3 a place to do

business, live and explore.

Please submit your response by 11.58pm on
Friday 10 December 2021. Reaponzas recaived

aftar this time may not be considersd.

UN"""
fle e

‘i \
%
%

The options

‘Wa have identified three options to help improve this
bussy interchange which we refer to as Option A
Option B and Option C. This saction of the booklet
provides mare detais on the improvements and
benafits of aach option.

[ = ] ) T

L ——

[ TSP
LB i

Wa have also producad a saries of videos about
each opiion. You can view these and find out more
information by clicking cn the consultation button
on our webpage

hig] land coule/mil-mB2-lofthousa,

= .

-

]
[ ————

New roundabout

Tha ewisting roundabout was built in the 1860s and
now requires regular maintenance to keap it safe.
This option will replace the existing roundabout
with & new roundabout buit to the latest standards.
Iz wil include additional lanes to provide maore
capacity. This wil temporarly mprove the flow of

traffic and improve joumsy tmes.

Tha naw roundabout wil raquire less maintenance
which maana there will ba less disnuption to road
usars.

As traffic volumes continue to ncrease in the future,
the existing traffic probleme &t the intarchange may

returm within five years with this option.
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New free-flow link

A new free-flow ink connecting the M1 northbound
to the ME2 eastbound wil be provided. This wil
tamporarity improve joumey imes and craate more
capacity on the roundabout. The new free-flow

ik wil pass through the centre of the intsrchangs
to rechuca the additional land required and help to

minimiza the amironmantal impact.

The existing roundabout will stil be retainad and
will require regular maintenance work to ersune it
= fit for the future. As raffic volumes continue to
ncrease n the future, the ewsting traffic problams
may retum within 15 years, at which paint another
project may be required to provide further

mprovemants

Full free-flow interchange

Mew fres-flow inka wil be prvided between

the ME2 and M1. This will remove the nesd for
wehiclas to stap at the interchange and wil mprove

journey tmes. The new frae-flow links will pass
through the centre of the intarchange to reduce the
additional land required and halp fo minimise the

amvirormantal impact

The axsting roundabout wil no longer be requirad
and wil be demolshed. Demolishing the exsting
roundabout wil avoid the current and future delays
caused by maintenance work fo the existing
roundabout.

Discounted options
‘We have looked at lots of ways to improve the
Lodthouse Interchange and asssssed many

options. taking inta considaration:

= Haow much it wil cost to buid
® How it impacis the environment
= How tha local community could be affected

® Whether or not @ meets the scheme's As a result, we have discounted a number of

cbjecties optiona which did not sstisfy thesa critaria.

W How it impacts road safaty

Benefits and impacts of the proposed options

To assess tha benefits and impacts of the

orime T

detailed surveys and assessments based on

This option defivers Some traffic wil be An mpraved trafic flow
proposed options, we considered a vanety of key statutory requirements and natonal guidance & tha a simiar layout 1o the removed from the will ba created with this
aspects shown below, We wil carry out moee govemment decides the scheme should progress. existing nterchange. nterchange with this eption, reducing queung

50 wil provide a byout option, reducing the at the interchange.

which road users wil saihoad of sccidents A i

Rowd Howeseer, 1t will not mprovements for this frmely in ol drections
= rockice the lkeihood of option are batter than without having 10 s1op
'—"“n“""';;‘m"‘:: m;‘ S0 "";‘"""4‘""‘::’ :""’ ;"""l" "”:‘“:" O utaty accidents. Option A, but not a5 at the interchange,
s wi 2 new free-flow frec-4ow nks between
st ey connecting the Mt the MB2 and M1 The road safety pocdes pgants S ¥ M H0d
1o the istest standards. rarthbeund 1o the ME2 The el B Hoeranta Enprovements for this e
The roundabout will eastbound. T A e e far option ane not as goad This option provides
inchude addoral lanes This means trafic veticies 10 stop at the S5 Spcns b md 0. o N Leay
on #ha appcach from traveling on the M1 roundabout and trafic "\lz_]mvfﬂ"e:' cwsm
the ME2 essthound and narthbound to the ights. bt
s e d M62 sasthound wil This wil impeove the
The addtonal lenes be remaved from the flow ol trafic theough Recucing congestion at the interchange wil iead to improved journey times and
wil imgrove the flow roundabout, reducing e ierciiangs alow more relable actess to work and isure, bcaly and across the road netwark,
of traffic, reducing cangestion at the kiing eongadtion d contributing 1o the Govemment's aspiralicn of creating greater connectivty s
congestion and roundabout for ather VAR Fasrig BN ecancmic growth acrss the north
Impeoving joumey tenes. 10ed users. S TR
o The iueney time. This wil hekp the flow the best joumey time . While this opfion defvers This eption delivers Thiz option delivers
[REEEE i Improvements for this of traffic around the improvernants compared Economic ecanomic benefits, # econamic benefits, but aconamic bensfits and
EERERTL apton are not as good reundabout and mprove 10 Options A and B, as growth only peowides a shart- trafic peotlems are meets the obyective
= Options B and C a5 joumey tmes. A pilerinates the need i ferm sokition bekare the expecied to retum within 10 create a ong term
1 does not introdhuce The pcsriey i o L5610 navigaie traffc probiems return 15 yeurs. However, froe-flowing and wed-
any new free-fow bniks. Frarmamments for this roundabout and queus after appraxmately five # does provde the conmrctad motorway
S e povchy opfon are betler than a raffc ights years, spportunty to buki network
:‘:“W migete Option A, but not as Uniies Options A 2nd B, addibona free-flow finks
Srclonye e geod as Option C. as which ses congestion il
reundabout wil stif need free-fow Iniks are not G e
gy retuming within frve and
provaded for all ratic 15 years, this aption Walkers, The inercharge = a mosoewsy fo matorway connection and therefore has no provison
bR i B pravides 3 longer lasting cyclists foe wiskers. cyclts snd horse riders. Howeves, % part of the scheme we wil look at
e ) Doones, As traffic vaumes: Impeovement and horse opportunities for impraving local wakways, cycleways and bridieways 1 the surounding
congestion at the cantiue o increass, riders ares, whare possble

Interchange is expected
10 retum within five years
with this option.

congestian at the
nterchange is expected
0 retum within 15 years
with thes option.

Please note, time savings will vary by the time of day and direction of travel
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Air quality

Noise and
vibration

Cultural
heritage

‘Construction
duration

Land take

Carbon

Overview

Option A Impacts

Natiorial Mighways is working to support a reduction in vehick poikitant emissions by
supparting the rall aut of sakutions ko decarbonise HGVS and encourage the uptake
of slectric cars and vars, in ine with our Net Zers Highways plan. Yeu can find more
rformation an our Net Zem plan keter in the brochure and by viting our website.

Construction

Comstraciom

Assessrm

shnw there will not be ary significant ar quaiity eflects for hunan
health ar designated habitats during the construction of any of thess optons.

Wi willimplement best practice to minimise any potential imgacts and wil carry out
air quality surveys as the scheme develops fo support and verify our assessments.

Whean the read Wihen the road When the mad opers, Landscape
apens, emissions cpsens, amissions this sption will result in and visual

iars for this jcns for sorme small measurabie
apticn wil be krgely this aption wil resut increases and
smiar b the existing i scme very smal decreases in emissans
stuaian, with very jcers in
mmal (imperceptibie) increases and some ditferent locations.

o dod
. These changes are
These changes ars decreases. unbkely to result in any
uriivety 1o result in ary Thess charges are significant effects,
sgnificant sffests. uriikely to resuit n any
sigrificant efiects.

Al options have the potential to result in signiicant naise and vibration impacts in
arsas near the scheme during the construcfion period, but we wil fry b minimise
this % much as possitie.
When the riad cpens, minar ncreases and decreases in road traffic naise are
axpactad in nearty kacations, but ne sgrificant changes ans expected. Biodiversity

Ther will be na signifcant Fnpact an histare buldings, archasalagical remaing ar
andscape with any of the optians.

DOption A

There are ot lhesty 1o be ary sigrificant effects on road drinage or the water
enviranment during construction.

This apticn wil nat hise
a signiicant inpact an
drainage or waler.

Bath Options B and G
‘could have patentially
sigrificant efiects on
Bawing Beck and
Linguell Gate Beck.
This & due % the ks
of riverbank habitat.

Bath Cptions B and G
cauld have potentialy
sigrificant eflects on
Bawing Beck and
Lingws Gate Beck.
This is dhue 1o the loss
of fverhiar hatital

Beth Opticns A and B
are expected 1o lake
twn and a half yars to
Build.

Bath Options A and B
are expected 1o take
twa and @ haf years to
i,

This opion wil take
four years o buld,

1 arder to buld arry of thase options, we wil need b purchass land. Some of this
land wil be needed parmanently and other parts wil anly be needed temporariy.

A large part of the land required to build the options is sgricultural. but thars is slso
rieed for land fram resicertial addresses and & school

‘W e working with the afiscted landowners dinectly b look at ways of minimising
the impact on them.

This option requires the
most land takos, with
3.3 hectares neaded.

This apticn requines the
Iast armount of kand
take, with 26 hectares
needed.

This opticn requires e
secand largest amourt
of land take, with 2.8
hectares needed. This
i rare than Cption A,
but less than Opticn C.
This & squivalent to 3.8
foatbiall ptches.
Afurther 2 hectares of
fand wil be nesdad for
ternponary use.

This s equivakent b 4.6
footbal pitches.

A turther 5.6 hegtares
of land will be nesced
for temperary use.

This is ecquivalent 1o 38
taathall pitches

A further 4.3 hectares
af lard wil be needed
for temparary use.

by assessed impact 1o build and ope aptian
using the labest industry guidanse.

Option A has the lowest ncrease in carbon emissiane, compared o Options B and C.

Each option does have a carban impact, but 3l optiors wil lsad to & reduction
in carbon emissions created by routine mainbenance of the interchange, as the
npravements will mean kess work will be required to maintain the

erchange.
Wi are wirking hard o achisve net e carban for aur mainlenance and
senstruction sctivities in the future and suppart net zere sarben travel an sur
network by 2040, Cver time carbon emissions ane expecied to decrease through the
uptake of eleciric veticles o olber allerrative fuels, and we have an ambition for al
aur custormers ¥ be traveling using net zero transpart by 2050,

o fined cut mare absaut our Net Zera Highiays plan, visit

bighraysengland oo, metsrohighus,

Coastrection

Operation

Option B Option

All sptions will hawe a sigrificant temgarary visual effect while under construction

Options A, B and C wil all hawve significant visual effects in the first year after
canstructian.

16 years after 15 yeare after 15 ymars after
ian, when ion, when lion, when

planting has matured, planting has matured, planting has matured,
the vi far i wil same visual eflects wil
the local area is no remain for residential rernain for residential
lengar axpected b be propertios, local road properties, local road
significant under this and fontvay users in and faotway users in
optian. the Long Tharpe Lane the Lang Tharps Lane

and Ramsgate areas
under this opfion.

and Ramsgate areas
under this aptian.

This opfian has the
least visual impact

compared to Cptions B This option has less Thiss aption wil have

and C. wisual impact than the most visuad impact,
Option C, but miare. companed to Options &
than Option A. and B.

Mational Highway's Biodversity Plan commits b ne net less of biodiversty by the
end of 2025 and we are working 1o meed this target

W have already camied out habitat surveys in the local anea o identify what species
are presant and are looking at ways 1o minimise any impact the scheme options may

Far all eptions we wil ksak to use verges and open spaces to increase biodhversity
around the scheme io ensure thers i a variety of plart and aniral ife.

If the scheme progresses, we wil also look 10 work with local partners 1o identify
opeartunities i enhance biodiversity in the local arsa.

Both Cptions A and G
wil affict three areas
of priority woadiand
hatitat arsund the
interchange.

This opticn wil affect
two areas of priority
woodland habitat
around the interchange.

Both Options A and C
will affect three ansas
of priarity woodland
habitat around the
inerchange.

Net Zero highways

A modarn road retwork will play a criicsl part in a future zaro

carbon economy. To achieve that, our roads need 1o be net

zam 100, Wi have an ambitious plan io:

W Achiave net zero carbon for our own operations by 2080,

W Achiave net zero carbon for our mantenance and
construction activities by 2040,

W Support net zero carbon travel on our netwaork by 2050,

You

n find out more about our plan at:

higl Jand cos

CO:
‘ neutral
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Find out more and have your say

Cwur options consultation will run for s weeks, from Monday 1 November to Friday 10 December 2021,
We'd ke to hear your views and for you to share your local knowledge with us.

Virtual exhibition

Cne of the best ways to find out mons about the
propoeals is to visit our virtual exhibition which wil
be avalable cnina from Menday 1 November
2021 =t hi co.ukfimi-mBE2-lofthouse.
This can be accessed at any time throughout the

consultation period.

The virtual exhibition includes all the materials that
you would be sble to find at 8 public exhibition such
&5 maps and anvironmental information. We have
provided clear instructicns so that peopla know
how to nawigate through the room. i you require
help scocessing the room, you can get in fouch with
our project team at lofthouse@highwaysengland.
2o or by caling 08081 864 502 fom Sam to
Spm, Mondays to Fridays.

Telephone surgeries

‘We'ra holding telaphone surgeries whare you will be
ahle to speak to 8 member of the project team to
ask guestions.

Phone sessions are running on the following dates
and times:

Wednesday 10 Movember, 14:00 - 16:00

= Saturdsy

= Thursday 2 December,
To spaak to & member of the team during these
times please cal: 08081 964 502.

Where to get a hard copy or
accessible version of this
brochure

If you require an accessible versicn of this brochure,
the response form or additional materials, or need
them posted to you, please get in touch with our
project team by amail at

Ioithonssedhighwaysengiand co.uk or by caling
080&1 064 502 from 9am to Spm, Mondays to
Fridays.

Alternativaly, you can obtain a free copy of the
public consuitation brochure and feedback form at
tha following location:

Ardsley and Tingley Library,

213a Bradford Road,

Tingley, WF3 2DL

How to respond

“Your views e important to help us better
understand any impacts our scheme may have on
you, local businesses and the community.

“¥ou can respond to the consultation using one of
tha folowing methods:

The easiest way is 10 completa the responsa
form onling at:

I J.c0 i -miZ-lofth

Complate the consultation response form
and retum it using our freepost eddress.

There is no need for & stamp. Our freepast
addrass is:

Freepost M1 ME2 LOFTHOUSE
INTERCHANGE.

@ Send your response fo

Please note
ational Hi
11.59pm on Friday 10 December 2021.

R

Next steps

Once the consultation has closed at 11.58pm on
Friday 10 December 2021, we wil:

® Make sure potential impacts on the community
and emironment have baan fully considerad.

Refine the option designs. incorparating the
comments received whera possible and
complete our assessmant work.

Analyse all responzes, consider feedback, and
highight cur findings in a public consultation
raport which wil explain our analysis and

how it influenced our proposals. A summary
consultation report wil be published within 12
weeks of the consultation closure. A ful report
wil be published at the end of the programme
stage, to coincide with a potential route
announcement, which is cumantly plannad for

2022,

Scheme timeline

If the scheme were to be approved for the next
stage of design {stage 2 developmant in the
diagram 1o the below), then thera would be
further opportunities to have your say. We would
devalop the design in more detad, camy out more
emvironmental assessments and lock at further
staps we could take to reduce environmantal
impacts. As part of this process, we would camy
out another public consultation whens you would
have the opportunity to review the chosan design
and give more feadback.

Onby once stage 3 of design and further

consultation have been completed could we
apply for a Development Consent Order (DCO)
to the Planning Inspectorate. Your views would
also be considered in the Planning Inspectorata’s

examination of our appication.

2021

Froject Fotonial mutn

intiatod anncuncament
2022

If you need help accessing this or any other National Highways information,

please cali 0300 123 5000 and we will help you.

Ut rgland ce.ox
#5300 123 000

+ tefurmanon Pelicy Team, The Natanal
Archive, Kew, Lardon TWD 40U
Zuenatiosmarches aa g b

e nasonatugys co.ub

o300 123

sz

Fotantal start
of consnucion
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Consultation response form

national
highways

M1/ MB2

Lofthouse Interchange
Public consultation

Response form

P e
Share your views
Monday 1 November to

Friday 10 Degémber 2024
Vs
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[\'\.f] / .._x'f\\\f] 62
L ofthouse Interchange
Public consultation

‘We are holding a public consultation for the M1/M&2 Lofthouse Interchange to
explain our proposed improvements for the junction. The consultation is running
for six weeks, from 1 November to 10 December 2021.

Before completing this response form we recommend you read the consultation
brochure and watch our summary video of the options which can be found on our
webpage at: highwaysengland.co.uk/m1-mé2-lofthouse. You can also find further
information about the consultation and complete this response form online. All
information provided is treated in confidence.

To return this form by post please put it in an envelope, write our freepost address
on the front and put it in a post box. There is no need for a stamp. The freepost
address is: Freepost M1 M62 LOFTHOUSE INTERCHANGE.

: Under the GDPR regulations you have the fallawing rights:

Your data, your rights
® Right of access 1o the data {Subject Accass FRequas]

o 5 & i ® Rigni1orme socttcanon of eemors

- % 1 W Rightin arasuro of parsonal data - Sis is not an absoluts
@xplain 10 you - consubess, stakahoklors and customars - | gl e et

e ® Right 10 resirict processing o i Gbject 1o procassing
Maticnal Highways adhanss 1o the gvemment's .

corsubafion prncioias. :ha Flanning Act 2008 and tha i R

Fighways Act 1980 a5 rauird, and may colect perscral | I, at any point, Nascral Highways plans o process the paranal
clata 80 Pl S1apa oVICEMont o iGhways SChGmes. | clata wa hold for & purposa fhar than that far which & was criginally
i ARy, | cotactn, we wil 161 you whal Nat ofer PUIRASE 5. W vl 0 this

o Ao Tt § prior 1o any lurihar processing aking piace
procassad and retained by National Highways and its Pt 0

o . i imarmatian, inchucing your right 10 objoct 1 1 |
In sama instances consuitation respansas may alsa | tnat furthar procassing.
ba sant 1o tha Manning Inspactarata. To vaw the i
Planing inpactormia'a intamation akaling $a GOPR  You have the right 1o lodgs a comlaint
at Examinatice avents pless visi: infrastructure. | with the suparvisary authority, the

Office.

DataProtectionfdvic

About you

Please provide your name, address and either your email address or telephone number.
If youd prefer your comments to be anonymous, please just provide your postoode so we
can understand where you live in relation to the scheme.

Mame:

Postcode:

Email addre:

Telephone number:
We may use your details to contact you in the future about your response or to provides
you with updates about the scheme.

Are you happy for us to contact you about your response if required?

[ es

[ No

Do you want to receive future updates about the scheme?
[ Yes
[ no

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
[ ves
D No

If “Yes' please provide the name of your organisation and your role within it.

Organisation name:

Role within isation:

The scheme
The following questions relate to your current use of the M1/ME2 Lofthouse Interchange.

1. Which of the following best describes you? (tick all that appiy):
[] rm a local resident
[] I'm a local business owner
[ 1 work locally

[ I iravel through the M1/ME2 Lofthouse Interchange regularly using a private
vehicle

[ 1 trave! through the M1/ME2 Lofthouse Interchange regularly using a
commercial vehicle

[] oOther (please specify):

2. Please tell us why you use the M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange? dtick all that apply):
[ Travelling to or from work
[] Travelling for business
[ Leisureirecreation
[] School pick up/drop off
[ Leng distance journeys (greater than 10 miles)
[ I don't use the interchange
[] other (please specify):

3. How do you normally travel through the M1/ME2 Lofthouse Interchange?
(tick all that appiyk

[ car

[] HGV or LGV

[] Bus or coach

[] Motorcycle

[] other iplease specify):

4. How often do you travel through the M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange?
[] Three days a week or more
[] One to two days a week
[] ©ne to three days a month
[] Less than once a month
[ Never

5. When do you usually travel through the M1/ME2 Lofthouse Interchange?
(tick all that applyh:
[] Weekday moming peak (7am to Sam)
[] Weekday evening peak {Spm to 7pm)
[] Weekday off peak {all other times)
[] Weekends anytime
[ Mever

6. How satisfied are you with the following elements of the M1/MB2 Lofthouse
Interchange as it is now? (please tick one answer in each rowk

Dissatisfied Neutral Satisfied  Don't know
Road safety O O O O
Congestion O O O O
Aoad layout O O O O
Journey time (| O O |
Naise O O | O
Air quality O O O O
Visual impact (| O O [

7. Towhat extent do you agree that improvements to the M1/M&2 Lofthouse

Interchange are needed?
Disagree Neutral Agree Don't know
O O O O
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8. '!'here_ are t_hree d_ifferent optifms pronosed for the_ Mi/MB2 Lofthouse Interchange Wurking with you
(defails of the aptions can be found in the con: tion brochure).
How do you feel about these these options? ftick one bax for each optian) To help us improve how we consult in future, we would be grateful if you could answer the
. questions below.
Support suggsﬁ??r:giquz;a Oppose 12, How did you hear about the consultation? (tick all that appliyl:
- [] Consultation brochure received in the post
LETl O O | [ Press release/ local media
Option B O O O [] scheme webpage alert
Option C 0 0 0 [] Facebook

[ Twitter
[ other social media
[] Word of mouth
[ Leaflet received in the post
Not [ Poster
Neutral important [] Mational Highways advertising van

9. What benefits from improvements at M1/M&2 Lofthouse Interchange are
important to you? ftick one bax for each benefit):

Very Somewhat
important  important

atall [ Other (please SPEBifyl. ... ..o
Reduced congestion | O | O
Improved journey time D D D D 13. .:i_-g:.le?f";j'r.:;?ﬂ;lnd out more information about the proposed scheme?
[ EEEL TZE SR | O | O [ Onling (please SPECITY): ... ..o
ms&?;;mmm“ O O O O O Locgl press (Please SPeCifyl ...
Improved planting and D Social media .
landscaping [} O [} O [] Through the Council
[ Mot applicable
10.  What other improvements would you like at M1/MB2 Lofthouse Interchange? [] Other (please SPECifyl: ... oo

ase spe

14.  How useful did you find our consultation materials in helping you understand your

position?
o, Somohnt Neurs Melieny Netuseil 0idnot
11. Do you have any information about this scheme you would like to share with us? ET%I-ICS"\L:J'}'S“OF D D D D D D
glmfiltion O O O O O O
et I o N i I o A o I
Webpage O O 0O 0O O O

=
)

If you need heip accessing this or any other National Highways information,
please call 0300 123 5000 and we will help you
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Consultation leaflet

national
’ highways

MT/MB2

Lofthouse Interchange
Public consultation

Share your views

Monday 1 November to
Friday 10 December 2021

national
highways

Consultation poster

M1/ M62

Lofthouse Interchange
Public consultation

We're consulting on three options to make journeys safer,
improve travel times and support economic growth around the
M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange and we want to hear your views.

You can find information about the scheme and respond to our
consultation by visiting highwaysengland.co.uk/m1-mé2-lofthouse.

On our webpage you can view scheme details, design drawings and
videas which show the options we're consulting on. You can also
access our response form and provide your feedback.

If you require printed copies of our consultation materials and
response form, or if you have any questions about the scheme,
please get in touch with us using the details below.

Get in touch

® 08081 964 502
lofthouse@highwaysengland.co.uk

Have your say
between Monday

1 November and
Friday 10 December
2021

To find out more
about our M1 /
M62 Lofthouse
Interchange
scheme scan this
QR code with your
smartphone.

M1/ MoZ

Lofthouse Interchange
Public consultation

<
Monday

g

g .

Monday 1 November.io

Friday 10 December 2021

Have your say by 10 December 2021

We're consulting on three options to make journeys
safer, improve travel times and support economic
growth around the M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange.

For more information about the scheme

and for details on how to respond to the

consultation, visit our webpage at

highwaysengland.co.uk/m1-m62-lofthouse

or get in touch.

Get in touch
® 08081 964 502

@ lofthouse@highwaysengland.co.uk

To find out more
about our M1/
M62 Lofthouse
Interchange
scheme scan this
QR code with
your smartphone.
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Consultation boards

national

national
) highways highways

Lofthouse Interchange

Lofthouse Interchange
Pu i i

Pu

Investing in your roads

The Wi ar M&2 ame

“Basesing figure
4 or 20144

Scheme objectives A H/ e -yt
" m N ! p
B improve road safety for all -

nvesting in your roads

nectior

32 possible schemes 1o be deverped a5

part of a prpsine of bifurs schemes. The M1/M62 Lofthouse

Interchange s coe of 16 ppeine sc Wt 10 e

renty

nenchiange: Thi

g at apions o irprong, which ¥

consider for futt b e huture, making o

" thes emtit piain o propozed opbans for g B Imprave cennectivity to suppart esenemic grawth

e M1 thouse Interchange. We a

5 your feedbiack darng our

national
highways

national
highways

| ¢ ['1/IMIE:
Lofthouse Interchange Lofthouse Interchange

Publi

ultation

8 and C. This board

imprave this busy nerchange which we refer to as Options A,

dhes more details oa the i enefis of Option A.

Foor mare information on the other optics, Ressa cick an the baards for Option 8 and Optian € i the

Your views matter

affect everyone. They heip

and cormect with ane anott

Consatasion plys a vital part in e development of scheme

Your feecbiack ta this pubke con

ton vl help us

phanning appkcas

cf as Nascrnly Signfcard ¥

i sppticaton for 8
e kacal community and other highwaysengland.co uk/DCO.

£ e thi Fanning Fegocs

Infrastructure. plsaninginapectorate.gou.uk/application.
process/the-process
\ share o marm fomaton Dot tha o

New roundabout

Please submit your response by
11.59pm on Friday 10 December 2021.
Responses received after this time may not be
considered.

£ traffic ard imprave journey
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Discounted options
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How much it would cost to bul

would be

What longer-term

How the local community could be affected by the
improvements, and ways to minimise any adverse
effects from construction, traffic, lighting and visual
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Net Zero highways
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Lofthouse Interchange

Public consultation

Get in touch

@ Or you con emak us at lofthouse@highwaysengland.co.uk.

Where to get hard copies or accessible versions

sre an accessbie version of our con:

materals, o need 1o therr 3
1 lofthouse@highwaysengland.co.uk or Ly calng 08081 964 502 frorr

Sprn, Mandays 1o F
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Virtual consultation room

by digital AEcom

Consultation advertising

national
highways @

on proposals for the

M1/M62
Lofthouse Interchange.

Find out more about our plans to improve safety,
reduce congestion and shorten journey times.

Visit our virtual exhibition at:
highwaysengland.co.uk
m1-m62-lofthouse

Monday 1 November to
Friday 10 December

or call 08081 964 502

nannaI
hi

national
highways

Have you
had your ay

on proposals for the

M1/M62
Lofthouse Interchange?

Find out more about our plans to improve safety,
reduce congestion and shorten journey times.

Visit our virtual exhibition at:
highwaysengland.co.uk
m1-m62-lofthouse

Survey response by

Friday 10 December 2021

or call 08081 964 502
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Service station adverts
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Social media activity

$  National Highways: Yorkshire @HighwaysYORKS - Nov 1, 2021
“* We'd like your say on the #M1M62Lofthouse Interchange.

& We've created 3 options to improve this busy route and would like
your views

®: Our options consultation is open until Friday 10 December. Visit our
virtual consultation room today: lofhc

s The #M1/ #

National Highways @NationalHways - Nov 17, 2021

62 Lofthouse Interchange public consultation is live. Come
and have you say on our three options to improve safety and congestion on
the interchange. The closing date of this consultation is the 10 December
2021. To find out more, visit:

9} 0 4 Q &
$  National Highways: Yorkshire @HighwaysYORKS - Dec 10, 2021 $  National Highways: Yorkshire
g ##MB2/M1 #Lofthouse interchange improvements F= 18 November 2021 - @

™) You only have until 11.59pm TONIGHT Friday 10 December to share your

views on the proposed options.

& Please visit our online virtual exhibition to have your say:

fthouse.exhibition.app

$ National Highways: Yorkshire

so=m 8 November 2021 - §

#& The #M1M62Lofthouse Interchange has a history of congestion during

peak times, so we've created 3 options that to improve the interchange
Our options consultation is open and we want your views.

s Have your say by visiting our virtual consultation room today:

https:/Nofthouse exhibition app/

National Highways: Yorkshire @HighwaysYORKS - Dec 1, 2021
4@ It's important to us that we get your say on the #MIM62Lofthouse
Interchange!

[ We've created 3 options that we think will improve it. Let us know
which one you think will be best.

<o Please visit our online virtual exhibition to leave your views:

Q 2 n 4 QO 10 F

We'd like your say on the #M1M62Lofthouse Interchange.

& We've created 3 options to improve this busy route and would fike your

S

Y Like

$ National Highways: Yorkshire
2021- @

& It's important to us that we get your say on the #M1M62Lofthouse
Interchange:

& We know the junction can get busy during peak fimes. so we've created
3 options that we think will improve it. Let us know which one you think will
be best

& Please visit our online virtual exhibition to leave your views:
hitps:/Nofthouse exhibition app/

©: 2 shares

oY Like (D Comment £ Share

() Comment

%, Our options consultation is open until Friday 10 December. Visit our
virtual consultation room today: https:/lofthouse. exhibition.app/

£ Share

$  National Highways: Yorkshire
G
& It's important to us that we hear your views on proposals for the
#M1M62Lofthouse Interchange!

*/ You only have until 11.59pm Friday 10 December

& We know the junction can get busy during peak fimes. so we've created
3 options that we think will improve it. Let us know which one you think will
be best.... See more

Os 2 shares

(D Comment £ Share
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5 Appendix B

Consultation Response Form questions

1. Are you happy for us to contact you about your response if required?
o Yes
e No

2. Do you want to receive future updates about the scheme?
o Yes
e No

3. Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
e Yes
o If ‘Yes’ please provide the name of your organisation and your role within it.
= QOrganisation name
= Role within organisation
e No

Question 1: Which of the following best describes you? (tick all that apply)

e I'm alocal resident

e I'm a local business owner

e | work locally

e | travel through the M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange regularly using a private
vehicle

e | travel through the M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange regularly using a commercial
vehicle

e Other (please specify)

Question 2: Please tell us why you use the M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange? (tick
all that apply)

Travelling to or from work

Travelling for business

Leisure/recreation

School pick up/drop off

Long distance journeys (greater than 10 miles)
| don’t use the interchange

Other (please specify)
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Question 3: How do you normally travel through the M1/M62 Lofthouse
Interchange? (tick all that apply)

Car

HGV or LGV

Bus or coach
Motorcycle

Other (please specify)

Question 4: How often do you travel through the M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange?
(tick all that apply)

Three days a week or more
One to two days a week

One to three days a month
Less than once a month
Never

Question 5: When do you usually travel through the M1/M62 Lofthouse
Interchange? (tick all that apply)

Weekday morning peak (7am to 9am)
Weekday evening peak (5pm to 7pm)
Weekday off peak (all other times)
Weekends anytime

Never

Question 6: How satisfied are you with the following elements of the M1/M62 Lofthouse
Interchange as it is now? (please tick one answer in each row)

Road safety

o Dissatisfied

o Neutral

o Satisfied

o Don’t know
Congestion

o Dissatisfied

o Neutral

o Satisfied

o Don’t know
Road layout

o Dissatisfied

o Neutral

o Satisfied

Page 70 of 79



national
highways

o Don’t know
Journey time

o Dissatisfied

o Neutral

o Satisfied

o Don’t know
Noise

o Dissatisfied

o Neutral

o Satisfied

o Don’t know
Air quality

o Dissatisfied

o Neutral

o Satisfied

o Don’t know
Visual impact
Dissatisfied
Neutral
Satisfied
Don’t know

(©]

o O O

Question 7: To what extent do you agree that improvements to the M1/M62

Lofthouse Interchange are needed?

Disagree
Neutral
Agree
Don’t know

Question 8: There are three different options proposed for the M1/M62 Lofthouse
Interchange. How do you feel about these options? (tick one box for each option)

Option A
o Support
o Neutral
o Oppose
Option B
o Support
o Neutral
o Oppose
Option C
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o Support
o Neutral
o Oppose

Question 9: What benefits from improvements at M1/M62 Lofthouse Interchange
are important to you? (tick one box for each benefit):

e Reduced congestion

o Very important

o Somewhat important

o Neutral

o Not important at all
e Improved journey time

o Very important

o Somewhat important

o Neutral

o Not important at all
e Improved road safety

o Very important

o Somewhat important

o Neutral

o Not important at all
e Less disruption from roadworks

o Very important

o Somewhat important

o Neutral

o Not important at all
e Improved planting and landscaping

o Veryimportant

o Somewhat important

o Neutral

o Not important at all

Question 10: What other improvements would you like at M1/M62 Lofthouse
Interchange? (free text)

Comments coded by overarching theme, then individual references coded against each
sub theme.

Overarching themes:

e General
e Option A
e OptionB
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e OptionC

Sub themes (consistent under each theme):

o

0O 0O 0O 0O 0O 0O O O OO OO OO OO OO 0O OB OB oD o Oo OoO OoO OoO o

Cost

Design - Existing road layout/roundabout

Design - Elevation

Design - Free-flowing

Design - Merging traffic

Design - Road markings and signage

Design - Road surfacing

Design - Smart Motorway

Environment - Air quality

Environment - Biodiversity

Environment - Carbon

Environment - Landscape and visual impact
Environment - Lighting

Environment - Noise

Health and safety

Non-motorised users - Cycling

Non-motorised users - Pedestrians

Traffic - Enforcement/Management (speed cameras, police)
Traffic - Existing levels (Pre-construction)

Traffic - During Construction - Customer traffic and diversions
Traffic - During Construction - Construction plant
Traffic - Once operational

Other - Support/oppose the scheme

Other

None

Question 11: Do you have any information about this scheme you would like to
share with us? (free text)

Comments coded by overarching theme, then individual references coded against each
sub theme.

Overarching themes:

e General
e Option A
e OptionB
e OptionC
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Sub themes (consistent under each theme):
o Cost
Design - Existing road layout/roundabout
Design - Elevation
Design - Free-flowing
Design - Merging traffic
Design - Road markings and signage
Design - Road surfacing
Design - Smart Motorway
Environment - Air quality
Environment - Biodiversity
Environment - Carbon
Environment - Landscape and visual impact
Environment - Lighting
Environment - Noise
Health and safety
Non-motorised users - Cycling
Non-motorised users - Pedestrians
Traffic - Enforcement/Management (speed cameras, police)
Traffic - Existing levels (Pre-construction)
Traffic - During Construction - Customer traffic and diversions
Traffic - During Construction - Construction plant
Traffic - Once operational
Other - Support/oppose the scheme
Other
None

0O 0O OO0 0O 0O O O O O O O OoO OO OO O oD oD o o o o oo

Question 12: How did you hear about the consultation? (tick all that apply):

e Consultation brochure received in the post
e Press release/ local media

e Scheme webpage alert

e Facebook

e Twitter

e Other social media

e Word of mouth

e Leaflet received in the post

e Poster

e National Highways advertising van
e Other (please specify)
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Question 13: How did you find out more information about the proposed scheme?
(tick all that apply):

e Online (please specify)

e Local press (please specify)

e Social media

e Through the Council
¢ Not applicable

e Other (please specify)

Question 14: How useful did you find our consultation materials, including the

consultation booklet, in helping you understand your position?

e Consultation Booklet

©)
©)
©)
©)
©)

©)

Very useful
Somewhat useful
Neutral

Not very useful
Not useful at all
Did not use

e Virtual Exhibition

©)
©)
©)
©)
©)

©)

Very useful
Somewhat useful
Neutral

Not very useful
Not useful at all
Did not use

o Telephone surgeries

e We

©)

S 0 0O 0O 0O

O 0O O O O O

Very useful
Somewhat useful
Neutral

Not very useful
Not useful at all
Did not use

page

Very useful
Somewhat useful
Neutral

Not very useful
Not useful at all
Did not use
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6 Appendix C

Media coverage of Lofthouse consultation
Publication Date Link
Leeds Live 01.11.21 https://www.leeds-live.co.uk/news/leeds-news/m1-m62-lofthouse-junction-near-

22034050

Yorkshire 01.11.21 https://www.yorkshireeveningpost.co.uk/news/transport/have-your-say-on-new-
Evening Post design-plans-for-m1m62-lofthouse-junction-near-leeds-3440913
Pontefract and | 01.11.21 https://www.pontefractandcastlefordexpress.co.uk/news/people/have-your-say-on-
Castleford new-designs-for-m1lmé62-lofthouse-junction-3440633
Express
Wakefield 01.11.21 https://www.wakefieldexpress.co.uk/news/people/have-your-say-on-new-designs-
Express for-m1m62-lofthouse-junction-3440633
Highways 01.11.21 https://www.highwaysindustry.com/have-your-say-on-new-designs-for-m1-m62-
Industry lofthouse-junction-near-

leeds/?utm source=rss&utm medium=rss&utm campaign=have-your-say-on-new-
designs-for-m1-m62-lofthouse-junction-near-leeds

Safer 01.11.21 https://www.saferhighways.co.uk/post/have-your-say-on-new-designs-for-m1-m62-

Highways lofthouse-junction-near-leeds

Foreign Affairs | 02.11.21 https://foreignaffairs.co.nz/2021/11/02/mil-osi-united-kingdom-have-your-say-on-
new-designs-for-m1-m62-lofthouse-junction-near-leeds/

New Civil 02.11.21 https://www.newcivilengineer.com/latest/3-design-options-tabled-for-national-

Engineer highways-m1-m62-junction-upgrade-02-11-2021/

Mena Report 02.11.21 Not available

BBC Radio 03.11.21 https://www.bbc.co.uk/sounds/play/p09yj6vq -

Leeds (Richard Piece starts at 1:32:20

Stead Breakfast

Show)

Page 76 of 79


https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/www.leeds-live.co.uk/news/leeds-news/m1-m62-lofthouse-junction-near-22034050__;!!ETWISUBM!lTSyiaF96zw7pZIYpwPzP_DX8b6TFAoFP6meau8JODcvumvvCx-cbHExzZsKGkyPQ7DB$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/www.leeds-live.co.uk/news/leeds-news/m1-m62-lofthouse-junction-near-22034050__;!!ETWISUBM!lTSyiaF96zw7pZIYpwPzP_DX8b6TFAoFP6meau8JODcvumvvCx-cbHExzZsKGkyPQ7DB$
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https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/www.highwaysindustry.com/have-your-say-on-new-designs-for-m1-m62-lofthouse-junction-near-leeds/?utm_source=rss&utm_medium=rss&utm_campaign=have-your-say-on-new-designs-for-m1-m62-lofthouse-junction-near-leeds__;!!ETWISUBM!lTSyiaF96zw7pZIYpwPzP_DX8b6TFAoFP6meau8JODcvumvvCx-cbHExzZsKGq4GI76K$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/www.highwaysindustry.com/have-your-say-on-new-designs-for-m1-m62-lofthouse-junction-near-leeds/?utm_source=rss&utm_medium=rss&utm_campaign=have-your-say-on-new-designs-for-m1-m62-lofthouse-junction-near-leeds__;!!ETWISUBM!lTSyiaF96zw7pZIYpwPzP_DX8b6TFAoFP6meau8JODcvumvvCx-cbHExzZsKGq4GI76K$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/www.saferhighways.co.uk/post/have-your-say-on-new-designs-for-m1-m62-lofthouse-junction-near-leeds__;!!ETWISUBM!lTSyiaF96zw7pZIYpwPzP_DX8b6TFAoFP6meau8JODcvumvvCx-cbHExzZsKGjc342wz$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/www.saferhighways.co.uk/post/have-your-say-on-new-designs-for-m1-m62-lofthouse-junction-near-leeds__;!!ETWISUBM!lTSyiaF96zw7pZIYpwPzP_DX8b6TFAoFP6meau8JODcvumvvCx-cbHExzZsKGjc342wz$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/foreignaffairs.co.nz/2021/11/02/mil-osi-united-kingdom-have-your-say-on-new-designs-for-m1-m62-lofthouse-junction-near-leeds/__;!!ETWISUBM!lTSyiaF96zw7pZIYpwPzP_DX8b6TFAoFP6meau8JODcvumvvCx-cbHExzZsKGvzjYmSO$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/foreignaffairs.co.nz/2021/11/02/mil-osi-united-kingdom-have-your-say-on-new-designs-for-m1-m62-lofthouse-junction-near-leeds/__;!!ETWISUBM!lTSyiaF96zw7pZIYpwPzP_DX8b6TFAoFP6meau8JODcvumvvCx-cbHExzZsKGvzjYmSO$
https://www.newcivilengineer.com/latest/3-design-options-tabled-for-national-highways-m1-m62-junction-upgrade-02-11-2021/
https://www.newcivilengineer.com/latest/3-design-options-tabled-for-national-highways-m1-m62-junction-upgrade-02-11-2021/
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/www.bbc.co.uk/sounds/play/p09yj6vq__;!!ETWISUBM!lTSyiaF96zw7pZIYpwPzP_DX8b6TFAoFP6meau8JODcvumvvCx-cbHExzZsKGmfpWBXT$
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BBC Radio 03.11.21 5pm bulletin

Leeds

BBC Radio 03.11.21 6pm bulletin

Leeds

Tenders Info 03.11.21 Not available

BBC 04.11.21 https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-england-leeds-59165318

Highways 04.11.21 https://www.highwaysmagazine.co.uk/Minimal-environmental-impacts-vary-
Magazine between-junction-upgrade-options-/9379
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