ASSESSMENT OF SOCIAL AND DISTRIBUTIONAL IMPACTS (SDIs) OF TRANSPORT INTERVENTIONS
Proforma for reporting conclusions of first screening stage (Step 0)

This form is intended for use by scheme promoters to capture the considerations, assessment and conclusions of the first screening stage of the
SDI analysis (Step 0). For a full description of Step 0 please see WebTAG guidance units 2.13 and 3.17. These initial screening tests are not intended to be
onerous and should require no additional data collection or analysis. At this stage promoters are only expected to carry out a qualitative assessment, based
on their professional judgement and that of the technical specialists responsible for undertaking assessment of noise, air quality, safety, security, severance,
accessibility, personal affordability and user benefits.

In identifying what further screening or analysis is required promoters are encouraged to look how they can use existing analysis and data (e.g. as reported in
existing business cases, Local Transport Plans) to meet the requirements of the guidance in a proportionate way. Promoters should also note in the final
column if it is not possible to undertake the additional analysis/screening required by guidance by o September 2011.

Scheme name: Lancashire Bridge Replacement

Brief description of scheme: The scheme involves replacement of an existing concrete structure (Lancashire Bridge) supporting Warren Street in
Stockport Town Centre. Warren Street is a key bus corridor and also caters for high levels of pedestrian activity. Investigations have indicated significant
corrosion of the concrete structure, with a high risk of structural failure within the next 5 years. Replacement of the bridge and associated realignment of
Warren Street will enable continued operation of bus services along Warren Street, along with the implementation of a new eastbound cycle route along
Warren Street.

Scheme objectives: To maintain existing accessibility levels for pedestrians and bus users, maintain the attractiveness and vitality of the core
retail area, maintain service vehicle access, and improve facilities for cyclists.




Impact

(Consider
each
separately)

Is social/distributional
impact relevant to
stated scheme
objectives?

Could scheme lead to
impact on low income
and/or vulnerable
groups?

Can potential negative
impacts be eliminated
through design or
mitigation?

Are potential
impacts, where
presumed, likely to
be 'significant and
concentrated'?

Next steps: what further
screening (Step 1to 3),
or full SDI analysis (Step
1to 5)is necessary
and/or proportionate to
potential impact?
(Provide rationale for

(If yes, provide details) (Provide details) (Provide details) (Provide details) proposal)
Yes Scheme benefits all groups | N/A — scheme maintains N/A None
in terms of access for existing situation and
User Benefits pedestrians, cyclists and therefore has positive
bus passengers. impacts compared to Do
Minimum scenario
Noise No No N/A — see above N/A None
Air Quality No No N/A — see above N/A None
Accidents Yes Positive scheme impact as N/A — see above N/A None
maintains access to core
proportionately greater —
Severance Yes impact on lower income N/A — see above N/A None
. Yes and/or vulnerable groups. N/A — see above N/A None
Accessibility Avoids the need for
No pedestrians to cross busy N/A — see above N/A None

Affordability

signalised junction en route
to alternative bus stops,
maintains security levels
provided by location of bus
stops in areas of high
pedestrian throughput,
maintains accessibility
levels and avoids increased
severance.




