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[bookmark: _Toc121309135]Introduction
Background
In 2019, Transport Scotland commenced the second Strategic Transport Projects Review (STPR2) to help inform transport investment in Scotland for the next 20 years. The output from STPR2 will help to deliver the vision, priorities and outcomes for transport set out in the National Transport Strategy (NTS2), aligning with other national plans such as the Climate Change Plan and the fourth National Planning Framework (NPF4). 
STPR2 considers the transport needs of Scotland’s people and communities, and examines active travel (walking, wheeling, cycling), bus, ferry, rail, motorways and trunk roads, as well as passenger and freight access to major ports and airports. These needs are reviewed from national and regional perspectives to reflect their different geographies, travel patterns and demands.
This report presents the analysis of the responses to the Public Consultation following publication of the draft STPR2 reports:
Draft Summary report
Draft Technical Report and Appendices
Draft Strategic Environmental Assessment
Equality Impact Assessment Draft Report
Island Communities Impact Assessment Draft Report
Fairer Scotland Duty Assessment Draft Report
Child Rights and Wellbeing Impact Assessment Draft Report 
The documents were published on 20 January 2022. 
Easy Read and Gaelic Language versions of the draft STPR2 summary report were also published. A webpage version of the draft STPR2 summary report was also made available to further increase accessibility.

The Consultation
The Public Consultation, hosted on the Scottish Government’s consultation web-portal Citizen Space, was live for a 12-week period from 20 January 2022. 
During the 12-week consultation period, 30 information sessions were undertaken. These were designed to promote the consultation exercise, providing an overview of STPR2 and the 45 draft recommendations and further details on how stakeholders could feed into the consultation process. 
In line with the proactive approach to engagement that has been taken throughout the review to ensure that all stakeholders have an equal opportunity to access information on STPR2, British Sign Language (BSL) interpreters attended three of the information sessions for wider stakeholders and Equalities groups. 
Figure 1.1 presents a summary of the information sessions undertaken, summarised below:
8 Presentations
10 Regional Transport Working Group (RTWG) Sessions
3 Business Information Sessions
3 Wider Stakeholder Information Sessions (one BSL interpreted)
1 MSP Information Session
5 Environmental and Equalities Information Sessions
· Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) Statutory Consultees Technical session
· Equalities Impact Assessment and Fairer Scotland Duty Assessment
· Island Communities Impact Assessment
· 2 SEA & Equalities Impact Assessments (both BSL Interpreted)
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[bookmark: _Ref110944021]Figure 1.1: Overview of STPR2 Engagement Process throughout the Consultation period
Over 160 individuals representing organisations across Scotland attended these sessions with all participants encouraged to respond to the consultation hosted on Citizen Space.
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The questionnaire was comprised of 45 questions, with a mix of closed and free text response fields available. All closed questions provided a ‘Don’t Know / No Opinion’ option for responses. Questions which allowed free text responses enabled respondents to provide further detail against each of the topics in the questionnaire. A Respondent Information Form (RIF) which gathers a respondent’s information and consents was also provided. The contents of the questionnaire and RIF are shown in Appendix A. Respondents were asked about the following topics and responses analysed by these:
STPR2 Process and Approach
Prioritisation of Themes
Improving Active Travel Infrastructure
Influencing Travel Choices and Behaviours
Enhancing Access to Affordable Public Transport
Decarbonising Transport
Increasing Safety and Resilience on the Strategic Transport Network
Strengthening Strategic Connections
Recommendations and Other Scottish Government Policies
Draft Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) and other draft Impact assessments

[bookmark: _Toc72998823][bookmark: _Toc75952303]Response Mechanisms
Three distinct mechanisms were used to capture all consultation responses, these were: 
1. Questionnaire responses completed via Citizen Space web-portal
2. Consultation questionnaire responses completed offline to Citizen Space and submitted to dedicated email and postal addresses then manually uploaded to Citizen Space
3. General consultation responses which did not directly answer the questionnaire, submitted to the dedicated email/ postal addresses
The Citizen Space web-based portal allows respondents to self-identify as either an organisation or an individual. As email and written responses did not contain similar self-identification, they are not broken down into individual and organisation categories.
Sections 2 and 3 of this report discuss the methodology and findings from analysis of responses to the questionnaire. Section 4 discusses the additional written consultation submissions which do not specifically answer the questionnaire.
[bookmark: _Toc72998824][bookmark: _Toc73090007]
Number of Responses
Respondents could choose to respond to the consultation and this means the results and responses should be viewed as indicative of the wider population and any identified sub-groups rather than representative.
A total of 454 responses to the consultation were received. Organisations that have responded broadly fall into the following categories:
Regional Transport Partnerships (RTPs)
Local Authorities
Professional / trade bodies such as the Chartered Institution for Highways and Transportation, and Logistics UK
Charity groups / organisations such as Cycling Scotland and Living Streets Scotland
Single issue campaign groups such as Campaign for North East Rail and Thornhill Station Action Group
Community Councils and other local groups with an interest in transport
The breakdown of respondents is as below:
· Organisations – 126 responses
· Individuals – 256 responses
· Not Disclosed – 72 responses
· Total – 454 responses



[bookmark: _Ref112229184][bookmark: _Toc121309136]Methodology: Consultation Responses
Data Processing
Response data was downloaded from the Citizen Space portal and collated with data from all written responses.
Data was cleaned to ensure accuracy as follows:
All questions not answered by a respondent were given the same value as “missing” data to ensure these were not included in the analysis
Where a response was specified in free-text which could be attributed to an answer in the list provided in the questionnaire, this was attributed to the relevant answer (tables listing all responses to free-text questions are presented in Appendix B)
[bookmark: _Toc72998827][bookmark: _Toc75952307]
Coding
All free-text responses and written responses were grouped into themes to allow meaningful analysis. 
Where possible, free-text responses have been analysed by topic rather than response to a question to allow meaningful analysis and avoid double-counting where respondents have given the same response to several questions.
The main themes to emerge from each question were identified by Jacobs / AECOM using the initial set of responses. A minimum of 10% quality assurance checks and validation were completed on the coding for each question, in line with industry standards. 

Moderation of responses
As per Transport Scotland’s guidelines, all responses were moderated whilst being coded, to check for the following:
Anything personal, identifiable or sensitive that could connect to a respondent
Anything explicit / offensive
There were no responses which included any of the above elements, so all responses were retained in their original form.

[bookmark: _Toc72998828][bookmark: _Toc75952308]Preparation for Analysis
The frequencies for each response per question were calculated, checked and verified to ensure all data had either a response, a no comment or a missing value. This data was prepared for analysis by creating a series of crosstabs for individuals and organisations to establish if there was any difference in opinion. 

[bookmark: _Toc72764062][bookmark: _Toc72998829][bookmark: _Toc75952309]Analysis and Reporting
In the following analysis, the percentages shown only include those who provided a response to each question. 
Where percentages do not sum to 100% in the main body of the report, this is due to rounding or is where multiple responses were requested. An asterisk (*) denotes less than 0.5%.
Statistical significance testing was completed at the 95% confidence level. Where results are reported as different between individuals and organisations, this means the differences were significant at the 95% confidence level. Only differences which were statistically significant have been referenced in the report.

[bookmark: _Ref112229199][bookmark: _Toc121309137]Consultation Analysis Findings
This section presents the analysis of the feedback from each of the questions contained in the questionnaire. 
STPR2 Process and Approach
Respondents were asked about the STPR2 process, including:
Awareness prior to the consultation
Whether the STPR2 process reflects the NTS2 Priorities and Outcomes
Agreement on taking both a regional and national approach to STPR2 and
Whether it has allowed respondents to provide a contribution
Awareness prior to the consultation
Respondents were asked whether they were aware of STPR2 prior to this consultation. The responses are shown in Figure 3.1.


[bookmark: _Ref112850084]Figure 3.1: Awareness of STPR2 prior to the Consultation (%)
Base: Individuals (n=254); Organisations (n=126)
Less than half (47%) of individuals were aware of STPR2 before taking part in the consultation compared with 52% who did not have any prior knowledge and 1% don’t know / no opinion.
Over four fifths (87%) of organisations had some prior knowledge of STPR2 before taking part in the consultation whilst 11% did not have any prior knowledge and 2% don’t know / no opinion
Reflecting the NTS2 Priorities and Outcomes
Respondents were asked to what extent they agree or disagree that the STPR2 process reflects the NTS2 Priorities and Outcomes. The responses are shown in Figure 3.2.


[bookmark: _Ref112850067]Figure 3.2: Does STPR2 process reflect the NTS2 priorities and outcomes (%)
Base: Individuals (n=250); Organisations (n=124)
A smaller proportion of individuals (54% of individuals compared to 75% of organisations) either strongly agreed or agreed that the STPR2 process reflects the NTS2 priorities and outcomes. Furthermore, 24% of individuals either disagreed (14%) or strongly disagreed (10%) with this statement which wass considerably higher than organisations (5% disagreed and 2% strongly disagreed), and 6% of both individuals and organisations stated don’t know / no opinion. 
The main themes that were commented on when identifying whether the STPR2 process reflects the NTS2 priorities and outcomes are listed below. The percentages presented below are the respective proportion of respondents who provided comment to this question:
Individuals (Base 133)
· Suggests restoring / reopening closed railways: 16% (n=21)
· Concerns that some communities/areas will not be considered / will not benefit / will be left out of STPR2 plans: 14% (n=18)
· Suggests more stations should be opened / improve connectivity: 10% (n=13)
Organisations (Base 74)
· Concerns that some communities / areas will not be considered / will not benefit / will be left out of STPR2 plans: 18% (n=13)
· Reference to environment / climate emergency in relation to transport / STPR2: 12% (n=9)
· Suggest further consultation is carried out / consultation was inadequate: 11% (n=8)



Regional and National Approach to STPR2
Respondents were asked to give an opinion on whether it was correct to be given the opportunity to comment on the approach to STPR2 from both a regional and national standpoint. The responses are shown in Figure 3.3.

[bookmark: _Ref112850045]Figure 3.3: Correct approach to STPR2 is both a regional and national approach (%)
Base: Individuals (n=247); Organisations (n=125)
Three quarters of individuals either strongly agreed (34%) or agreed (42%) that a correct approach to STPR2 was both regional and national. Over four fifths of respondents from organisations strongly agreed (34%) or agreed (52%) that it was the correct approach and 2% of both individuals and organisations stated don’t know / no opinion. The main themes that were commented on when answering whether the correct approach to STPR2 was both a regional and national approach are listed below. The percentages presented below are the respective proportion of respondents who provided comment to this question:
Individuals (Base 105)
· Agree / support regional and national approach to STPR2 / considering both was important: 48% (n=50)
· Concerns about approach taken / unsure about effectiveness of approach: 12% (n=13)
· Concerns that some communities / areas will not be considered / will not benefit / will be left out of STPR2 plans: 9% (n=9)
Organisations (Base 79)
· Agree / support regional and national approach to STPR2 / considering both is important: 72% (n=57)
· Concerns about approach taken / unsure about effectiveness of approach: 18% (n=14)
· Comment about integration of plans / schemes between neighbouring regions (e.g. cross-boundary schemes): 11% (n=9)
· Concerns that some communities / areas will not be considered / will not benefit / will be left out of STPR2 plans: 8% (n=6)
Engagement process allowing contributions from respondents
Respondents were asked if this engagement approach has allowed respondents to contribute their response to STPR2. The responses are shown in Figure 3.4. 

[bookmark: _Ref112850004]Figure 3.4: Engagement approach has allowed respondents to contribute to STPR2 (%)
Base: Individuals (n=243); Organisations (n=125)
Less than half (48%) of individuals either strongly agreed (11%) or agreed (37%) that this approach allowed them to contribute to STPR2 whilst just over two thirds of organisations (67%) stated they strongly agreed (12%) or agreed (55%). Furthermore, 4% of both individual and organisation respondents stated don’t know / no opinion. 
The main themes mentioned in relation to whether this engagement approach has allowed respondents to contribute on STPR2 are listed below. The percentages presented below were the respective proportion of respondents who provided comment to this question:
Individuals (Base 88)
· Suggest further consultation is carried out / consultation was inadequate: 52% (n=46)
· Concern that consultation response will not be considered / impact on decisions: 17% (n=15)
· General criticism of engagement / consultation: 10% (n=9)
Organisations (Base 85)
· General positive comments on engagement / consultation: 54% (n=46)
· Concern that consultation response will not be considered / impact on decisions (e.g. is a tick box exercise): 31% (n=26)
· Suggest further consultation is carried out / consultation was inadequate: 26% (n=22)
Prioritisation of Themes
As part of the consultation, respondents were asked to consider the following themes that the STPR2 recommendations have been grouped into:
Improving active travel infrastructure
Influencing travel choices and behaviours
Enhancing access to affordable public transport
Decarbonising transport
Increasing safety and resilience on the strategic transport network 
Strengthening strategic connections
Of these themes, respondents were asked to consider which are their top and lowest priorities. The responses are shown in Figure 3.5.


[bookmark: _Ref112849957]Figure 3.5: Top Priority (%)
Base: Individuals (n=253); Organisations (n=119)
Figure 3.5 shows that 37% of the individuals put enhancing access to affordable public transport as their top priority whilst 24% of organisations stated improving active travel infrastructure was their top priority. 

Figure 3.6: Lowest Priority (%)
Base: Individuals (n=250); Organisations (n=113)
A number of respondents stated they don’t know or have no opinion on which was the lowest priority with 31% of individuals and 43% of organisations stating this. Just over a fifth (23% of individuals and 22% of organisations) stated that strengthening strategic connections was the lowest priority. 

Improving Active Travel Infrastructure
Respondents were asked what they think about the recommendations under the ‘Improving Active Travel Infrastructure’ theme. This included five recommendations: 
Connected neighbourhoods
Active freeways
Village-town active travel connections
Connecting towns by active travel
Long distance active travel network
Figure 3.7 presents individual level of agreement / disagreement on whether the recommendations in the Improving Active Travel Infrastructure theme would contribute to the theme. Figure 3.8 presents organisations level of agreement / disagreement to the same question. 


[bookmark: _Ref112253469]Figure 3.7: Recommendations under this theme will contribute to improving active travel infrastructure (%) – Individuals
Base: Individuals (n=251)
Figure 3.7 shows that recommendation 1: Connected neighbourhoods was the key recommendation for individuals with 70% of respondents agreeing (39% strongly agreed and 31% agreed) that this recommendation would contribute to improving active travel infrastructure. Recommendation 5: Long distance active travel network had the smallest proportion of people agreeing with this recommendation (56%).



[bookmark: _Ref112254238]Figure 3.8: Recommendations under this theme will contribute to improving active travel infrastructure (%) – Organisations
Base: Organisations (n=113)
Figure 3.8 shows that recommendation 1: Connected neighbourhoods was the key recommendation for organisations with 84% of respondents agreeing (43% strongly agreed and 41% agreed) that this recommendation would contribute to improving active travel infrastructure. Recommendation 5: Long distance active travel network had the smallest proportion of people agreeing that this recommendation contributed to the theme (67%).
It is worth noting that all recommendations had larger proportions of disagreement from individuals compared to organisations. 22% of individuals disagreed that long distance active travel network would contribute to improving active travel infrastructure, compared to 11% of organisations. 







Figure 3.9 presents individual views on the priority of each recommendation in the Improving Active Travel Infrastructure theme, with
Figure 3.10 presenting organisations views.

[bookmark: _Ref112254639]Figure 3.9: Priorities for improving active travel infrastructure (%) - Individuals
Base: Individuals (n=247)
Figure 3.9 shows that 64% of individuals said that recommendation 1: Connected neighbourhoods was a high priority whilst 23% stated that recommendation 5: Long distance active travel network was of a low priority.

[bookmark: _Ref112254727]
Figure 3.10: Priorities for improving active travel infrastructure (%) – Organisations
Base: Organisations (n=112)

Figure 3.10 shows that 67% of organisations said that recommendation 1: Connected neighbourhoods was a high priority whilst 21% stated that recommendation 5: Long distance active travel network was of a low priority.
Figure 3.11 presents individual and organisations views on whether the theme recommendations address the transport needs of the local area.

[bookmark: _Ref112254875]Figure 3.11: Theme recommendations address transport needs of local area (%)
Base: Individuals (n=251); Organisations (n=115)
Figure 3.11 shows that 45% of individuals stated that these theme recommendations address the transport needs of the communities they represent whilst over three fifths (64%) of organisations also agreed this was the case for their local areas. However, 42% of individuals stated that they do not think they address the transport needs for their local area compared to only 19% of organisations. Furthermore, 14% of individuals and 17% of organisations stated don’t know / no opinion. 
The additional free-text comments provided on the Improving Active Travel Infrastructure theme and the recommendations within it have been summarised and are listed below. The percentages presented below are the respective proportion of respondents who provided comment to this question:
Individuals (Base 131)
· Active travel not always viable / practical / accessible / reliable: 16% (21 comments)
Does not consider the whole of Scotland: 12% (n=15)
· Need safe active travel infrastructure: 11% (n=14)
Organisations (Base 97)
· Active travel should be prioritised in rural areas / on a local scale: 23% (n=22 comments)
· Comment refers to the funding of decarbonising transport networks in Scotland (e.g. in reference to funding of zero emission infrastructure / funding of zero emission vehicles / companies needing funding to transition): 23% (n=22)
· Need safe active travel infrastructure: 16% (16 comments)
Influencing Travel Choices and Behaviours
Respondents were asked what they thought about the recommendations under the ‘Influencing Travel Choices and Behaviours’ theme. This included five recommendations: 
Behaviour change initiatives
Changing road user behaviour
Increasing active travel to school
Improving access to bikes
Expansion of 20mph limits and zones



















Figure 3.12 presents individual level of agreement / disagreement on whether the recommendations in the Influencing Travel Choices and Behaviours theme would contribute to the theme. Figure 3.13 presents organisations level of agreement / disagreement to the same question. 

[bookmark: _Ref112851065]Figure 3.12: Recommendations under this theme will contribute to influencing travel choices and behaviours (%) – Individuals
Base: Individuals (n=251)
Figure 3.12 shows that when asked about the recommendations contributing towards influencing travel choices and behaviours, 69% of individuals agreed (39% strongly agreed and 30% agreed) that recommendation 8: Increasing active travel to school would contribute. Recommendation 7: Changing road user behaviour had the smallest proportion of people agreeing that this recommendation contributes to the theme (57%). Furthermore, a quarter of individuals (26%) stated that they disagreed (15%) or strongly disagreed (11%) that the recommendation contributed to the theme.

[bookmark: _Ref112851076]Figure 3.13: Recommendations under this theme will contribute to influencing travel choices and behaviours (%) - Organisations
Base: Organisations (n=115)
Figure 3.13 shows that 77% of organisations agreed (36% strongly agreed and 41% agreed) that recommendation 6: Behaviour change initiatives would contribute to influencing travel choices and behaviours. 77% of organisations also agreed (35% strongly agreed and 42% agreed) that recommendation 10: Expansion of 20mph limits and zones would contribute to influencing travel choices and behaviours 
Whilst recommendation 7: Changing road user behaviour had the smallest proportion of organisations agreeing that it contributed to this theme (71%) this was only 6 percentage points lower than the two recommendations with the highest level of agreement. 

Figure 3.14 presents individual views on the priority of each recommendation in the Influencing Travel Choices and Behaviours theme, with 
Figure 3.15 presenting organisations views.

[bookmark: _Ref112855895]
Figure 3.14: Priorities for influencing travel choices and behaviours (%) – Individuals
Base: Individuals (n=251)

Figure 3.14 shows that over half of individuals (58%) stated that recommendation 8: Increasing active travel to school was a high priority. For each of recommendation 10: Expansion of 20mph limits and zones and recommendation 9: Improving access to bikes, 15% of individuals stated that these recommendations were a low priority.

[bookmark: _Ref112855903]
Figure 3.15: Priorities for influencing travel choices and behaviours (%) – Organisations
Base: Organisations (n=115)

Figure 3.15 shows that 55% of organisations stated that recommendation 8: Increasing active travel to school was a high priority as was recommendation 6: Behaviour change initiatives with 52% stating this was a high priority whilst 12% stated that recommendation 9: Improving access to bikes was a low priority.
Figure 3.16 presents individual and organisations views on whether the theme recommendations address the transport needs of the local area.


[bookmark: _Ref112858005]Figure 3.16: Theme recommendations address transport needs of local area (%)
Base: Individuals (n=243); Organisations (n=115)
Figure 3.16 shows that over two fifths (44%) of individuals stated that these theme recommendations address the transport needs of the communities they represent whilst 62% of organisations also agreed this was the case for their local areas. However, 37% of individuals and 20% of organisations stated that they do not think the recommendations address the transport needs for their local area. 19% of Individuals and 18% of organisations stated don’t know / no opinion. 
The additional free-text comments provided on the Address Transport Needs of Local Area theme have been summarised and are listed below. The percentages presented below are the respective proportion of respondents who provided comment to this question:
Individuals (Base 115)
· Reference to traffic enforcement measures: 17% (n=19 comments)
· Changing behaviours in fundamental: 12% (n=14)
· More encouragement needed to move away from car / use other modes of transport: 11% (n=13)
Organisations (Base 79) 
· Changing behaviours is fundamental: 25% (n=20)
· More encouragement needed to move away from car / use other modes of transport: 14% (n=11)
· Comment refers to accessibility of bikes / ebikes / escooters / other: 13% (n=10)

Enhancing Access to Affordable Public Transport
Respondents were asked what they thought about the recommendations under the ‘Enhancing Access to Affordable Public Transport’ theme. This included 13 recommendations: 
Clyde Metro 
Edinburgh & South East Scotland Mass Transit 
Aberdeen Rapid Transit 
Provision of strategic bus priority measures 
Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements 
Perth-Dundee-Aberdeen rail corridor enhancement
Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement
Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 
Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations
Investment in DRT and MaaS 
Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 
Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 
Smart, integrated public transport ticketing

Figure 3.17 presents individual level of agreement / disagreement on whether the recommendations in the Enhancing Access to Affordable Public Transport theme would contribute to the theme. Figure 3.18 presents organisations level of agreement / disagreement to the same question.



[bookmark: _Ref112858310]Figure 3.17: Recommendations under this theme will contribute to Enhancing Access to Affordable Public Transport’ (%) - Individuals
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Figure 3.17 shows that recommendations with the highest proportion of individuals who strongly agreed or agreed that they would contribute to the Enhancing Access to Affordable Public Transport theme were:
recommendation 19: Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations (82%),
recommendation 23: Smart, integrated public transport ticketing (81%); and 
recommendation 21: Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities (79%). 



[bookmark: _Ref112858322]Figure 3.18: Recommendations under this theme will contribute to Enhancing Access to Affordable Public Transport’ (%) - Organisations
Base: Organisations (n=115) 
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Figure 3.18 shows that recommendations with the highest proportion of organisations who strongly agreed or agreed that they would contribute to the Enhancing Access to Affordable Public Transport theme were:
recommendation 21: Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities (89%); 
recommendation 23: Smart, integrated public transport ticketing (86%) and 
recommendation 19: Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations (86%). 
Figure 3.19 presents individual views on the priority of each recommendation in the Enhancing Access to Affordable Public Transport theme, with Figure 3.20 presenting organisations views.



[bookmark: _Ref112859863]Figure 3.19: Priorities for Enhancing Access to Affordable Public Transport (%) – Individuals
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Base: Individuals (n=232); 
Figure 3.19 shows that recommendation 23: Smart, integrated public transport ticketing (67%), recommendation 19: Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations (57%) and recommendation 21: Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities (54%) were the recommendations with the highest proportion of individuals who stated they were a high priority.




[bookmark: _Ref112859338]Figure 3.20: Priorities for Enhancing Access to Affordable Public Transport (%) – Organisations
Base: Organisations (n=112) 
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Figure 3.20 shows that recommendation 19: Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations (64%), recommendation 23: Smart, Integrated public transport ticketing (61%) and recommendation 21: Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities (58%) were the recommendations with the highest proportion of organisations who stated they were a high priority.
Figure 3.21 presents individual and organisations views on whether the theme recommendations address the transport needs of the local area.

[bookmark: _Ref112860385]Figure 3.21: Theme recommendations address transport needs of local area (%)
Base: Individuals (n=243); Organisations (n=115)
Figure 3.21 shows that a similar proportion of individuals and organisations said that the theme recommendations address the transport needs of the local area (48% individuals, 52% organisations). However, a larger proportion of individuals (40%) compared to organisations (28%) disagreed that the theme recommendations address the transports needs of the local area. A total of 12% of individuals and 19% of organisations stated don’t know / no opinion. 
The additional free-text comments provided on the recommendation themes for Enhancing Access to Affordable Public Transport are summarised and listed below. The percentages presented below are the respective proportion of respondents who provided comment to this question: 
Individuals (Base 136)
· Comments relating to named locations 18% (n=25)
· Light rail / tram infrastructure: 18% (n=24)
· Improvements needed to information and ticketing systems 17% (n=23)
Organisations (Base 87)
· Comments on specific recommendation: 23% (n=20)
· Improvement needed to information and ticketing systems: 21% (n=18)
· Complaint about public transport / suggestion for improvements (e.g. affordability, reliability): 18% (n=16)
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Decarbonising Transport
Respondents were asked what they thought about the recommendations under the ‘Decarbonising Transport’ theme. This included five recommendations: 
Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 
Rail decarbonisation 
Decarbonisation of bus network 
Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 
Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition

Figure 3.22 presents individual level of agreement / disagreement on whether the recommendations in the Decarbonising Transport theme would contribute to the theme. Figure 3.23 presents organisations level of agreement / disagreement to the same question. 


[bookmark: _Ref112860626]Figure 3.22: Recommendations under this theme will contribute to ‘Decarbonising Transport’ (%) - Individuals
Base: Individuals (n=243) 
Figure 3.22 shows that 82% of individuals agreed (52% strongly agreed and 30% agreed) that recommendation 26: Decarbonisation of bus network will contribute to this theme. Jointly, recommendation 24: Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation and recommendation 28: Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition had the lowest proportion of individuals (68%) who strongly agreed or agreed that they would contribute to this theme.


[bookmark: _Ref112860652]Figure 3.23: Recommendations under this theme will contribute to ‘Decarbonising Transport’ (%) - Organisations
Base: Organisations (n=115) 
Figure 3.23 shows that 86% of organisations agreed (49% strongly agreed and 37% agreed) that recommendation 26: Decarbonisation of bus network would contribute to this theme. Recommendation 24: Ferry vessel renewal and replacement had the lowest proportion of organisations (70%) who strongly agreed or agreed that it would contribute to this theme.
Figure 3.24 presents individual views on the priority of each recommendation in the Decarbonising Transport theme, with Figure 3.25 presenting organisations views.


[bookmark: _Ref112862143]Figure 3.24: Priorities for decarbonising transport (%) - Individuals
Base: Individuals (n=238) 
Figure 3.24 shows that 70% of individuals stated that recommendation 26: Decarbonisation of the bus network was a high priority, whilst 16% stated that recommendation 24: Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation was a low priority.

[bookmark: _Ref112862155]Figure 3.25: Priorities for decarbonising transport (%) - Organisations
Base: Organisations (n=112) 

Figure 3.25 shows that 64% of organisations stated that recommendation 26: Decarbonisation of the bus network was a high priority, whilst 11% stated that recommendation 24: Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation was a low priority.
Figure 3.26 presents individual and organisations views on whether the theme recommendations address the transport needs of the local area.

[bookmark: _Ref112862471]Figure 3.26: Theme recommendations address transport needs of local area (%)
Base: Individuals (n=238); Organisations (n=111)
Figure 3.26 shows that exactly half (50%) of individuals and 60% of organisations stated these theme recommendations would address the transport needs of the local area. Almost double the proportion of individuals said that the theme recommendations would not address transport needs with 31% of individuals compared to 16% of organisations saying this. A total of 19% of individuals and 23% of organisations responded stating don’t know / no opinion. 
The additional free-text comments provided on the recommendation themes for Decarbonisation Transport are summarised and listed below. The percentages presented below are the respective proportion of respondents who provided comment to this question:
Individuals (Base 117)
· EV vehicles / EV infrastructure: 21% (n=24)
· More encouragement needed to move away from car / use other modes of transport: 10% (n=12)
· Public transport should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans: 7% (8 comments)
· Complaint about ferry travel / the lack of upgrades to ferry travel: 7% (n=8) 
Organisations (Base 87)
· Comment about EV vehicles / EV infrastructure: 23% (n=20)
· Funding of decarbonising transport networks in Scotland: 22% (n=19)
· More encouragement needed to move away from car / use other modes of transport: 16% (n=14)

Increasing Safety and Resilience on the Strategic Transport Network
Respondents were asked what they thought about the recommendations under the ‘Increasing Safety and Resilience on the Strategic Transport Network’ theme. This included eight recommendations: 
Access to Argyll A83 
Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements
Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 
Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 
34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 
1. Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 
Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 
Speed management plan
Figure 3.27 presents individuals level of agreement / disagreement on whether the recommendations in the Increasing Safety and Resilience on the Strategic Transport Network theme would contribute to the theme. Figure 3.28 presents organisations level of agreement / disagreement to the same question. 


[bookmark: _Ref112862708]Figure 3.27: Recommendations under this theme will contribute to ‘Increasing Safety and Resilience on the Strategic Transport Network’ (%) – Individuals
Base: Individuals (n=233) 

Figure 3.27 shows that recommendation 36: Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers was the key recommendation for individuals with 61% of respondents agreeing (28% strongly agreed and 33% agreed) that this recommendation would contribute to Increasing Safety and Resilience on the Strategic Transport Network. Recommendation 33, 34, 35: Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems had the smallest proportion of individuals who agreed the recommendation would contribute to this theme (12%).



[bookmark: _Ref112862719]Figure 3.28: Recommendations under this theme will contribute to ‘Increasing Safety and Resilience on the Strategic Transport Network’ (%) – Organisations
Base: Organisations (n=110) 

Figure 3.28 shows that recommendation 38: Speed management plan was the key recommendation for organisations with 72% of organisations agreeing (35% strongly agreed and 37% agreed) that this recommendation would contribute to Increasing Safety and Resilience on the Strategic Transport Network. Recommendation 39: Access to Argyll A83 had the smallest proportion of organisations agreeing that it would contribute to this theme (39%).
Figure 3.29 presents individual views on the priority of each recommendation in the Decarbonising Transport theme, with Figure 3.30 presenting organisations views.


[bookmark: _Ref112865526]Figure 3.29: Priorities for Increasing Safety and Resilience on the Strategic Transport Network (%) – Individuals
Base: Individuals (n=225) 

Figure 3.29 shows that 45% of individuals stated that recommendation 38 – Speed management plan was a high priority, whilst 25% stated that recommendation 33, 34, 35 – Enhancing Intelligent transport Systems was a low priority.


[bookmark: _Ref112865517]Figure 3.30: Priorities for Increasing Safety and Resilience on the Strategic Transport Network (%) – Organisations
Base: Organisations (n=110) 

Figure 3.30 shows that 45% of organisations stated that recommendation 38: Speed management plan was a high priority, whilst 17% stated recommendation 33, 34, 35: Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems was a low priority. Furthermore, 57% of organisations stated don’t know / no opinion with regards recommendation 29: Access to Argyll A83.
Figure 3.31 presents individual and organisations views on whether the theme recommendations address the transport needs of the local area.

[bookmark: _Ref112866313]Figure 3.31: Theme recommendations address transport needs of local area (%)
Base: Individuals (n=228); Organisations (n=109)
Figure 3.31 shows that a smaller proportion of individuals said that the recommendations address the transport needs of the local area (37%) compared to 48% of organisations. Furthermore, 36% of individuals and 20% of organisations stated that the recommendations do not address the transport needs of the local area. 28% of individuals and 32% of organisations stated don’t know / no opinion. 
The additional free-text comments provided on the recommendation themes for Increasing Safety and Reliance on the Strategic Transport Network are summarised and listed below. The percentages presented below are the respective proportion of respondents who provided comment to this question:
Individuals (Base 98)
· Roads should not be prioritised: 16% (n=16)
· Positive reference to speed limits: 13% (n=13)
· Specific road names given regarding safety and resilience: 12% (n=12)
Organisations (Base 84)
· Specific road names given regarding safety and resilience: 19% (n=16)
· Comment on specific recommendation: 17% (n=14)
· Safety should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans: 14% (n=12)

Strengthening Strategic Connections
Respondents were asked what they thought about the recommendations under the ‘Strengthening Strategic Connections’ theme. This included seven recommendations: 
Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 
Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 
Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 
Investment in port infrastructure 
Major station masterplans 
Rail freight terminals 
High speed and cross Border rail enhancements
Figure 3.32 presents individual level of agreement / disagreement on whether the recommendations in the Strengthening Strategic Connections theme would contribute to the theme. Figure 3.33 presents organisations level of agreement / disagreement to the same question. 


[bookmark: _Ref112866653]Figure 3.32: Recommendations under this theme will contribute to ‘Strengthening Strategic Connections’ (%) – Individuals
Base: Individuals (n=227) 
Figure 3.32 shows that recommendation 44: Rail freight terminals was the key recommendation for individuals with 71% of respondents agreeing (36% strongly agreed and 35% agreed) that this recommendation will contribute to Strengthening Strategic Connections. Recommendation 39: Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone had the smallest proportion of individuals who agreed the recommendation would contribute to this theme (12%).

[bookmark: _Ref112866691]Figure 3.33: Recommendations under this theme will contribute to ‘Strengthening Strategic Connections’ (%) - Organisations
Base: Organisations (n=112) 
Figure 3.33 shows that recommendation 44: Rail freight terminals was the key recommendation for organisations with 71% of respondents agreeing (30% strongly agreed and 41% agreed) that this recommendation would contribute to Strengthening Strategic Connections. Recommendation 41: Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull had the smallest proportion of organisations who agreed the recommendation would contribute to this theme (10%).
Figure 3.34 presents individual views on the priority of each recommendation in the Decarbonising Transport theme, with Figure 3.35 presenting organisations views.



[bookmark: _Ref112867190]Figure 3.34: Priorities for Strengthening Strategic Connections (%) – Individuals
Base: Individuals (n=227) 
Figure 3.34 shows that 53% of individuals stated that recommendation 44: Rail freight terminals was a high priority, whilst 20% stated that recommendation each of recommendation 41: Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull and recommendation 39: Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone were a low priority.

[bookmark: _Ref112867199]Figure 3.35: Priorities for Strengthening Strategic Connections (%) – Organisations
Base: Organisations (n=112); 
Figure 3.35 shows that 46% of organisations stated that recommendation 44: Rail freight terminals was a high priority, whilst 9% stated that each of recommendation 41: Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull and recommendation 39: Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone were a low priority. Furthermore, recommendation 41: Potential fixed links in the Outer Hebrides and Mull received the highest level of do not support this recommendation responses (15%) along with a high level of don’t know responses (55%).
One thing to note about the responses to this question is that there were high proportions of don’t know from respondents regarding a number of the recommendations and this impacts the remaining proportions of the responses. These were particularly noticeable when respondents were referencing areas not relevant to the recommendation, therefore suggesting that people not located in some of these regions were automatically responding don’t know / no opinion. 
Figure 3.36 presents individual and organisations views on whether the theme recommendations address the transport needs of the local area.


[bookmark: _Ref112867821]Figure 3.36: Theme recommendations address transport needs of local area (%)
Base: Individuals (n=226); Organisations (n=109)
Figure 3.36 shows that similar proportions of individuals and organisations stated that the recommendations address the transport needs of their local area with 39% of individuals and 45% of organisations saying this. This was also reflected in the proportions of respondents saying they do not address transport needs with 33% of individuals and 26% of organisations. 28% of individuals and 29% of organisations stated don’t know / no opinion. 
The additional free-text comments provided on the recommendation themes for Strengthening Strategic Connections are summarised and listed below. The percentages presented below are the respective proportion of respondents who provided comment to this question:
Individuals (Base 92)
· Specific lines / areas mentioned: 23% (n=21)
· Suggests freight. mass transit should be moved from to rail: 17% (n=16)
· Rail / port / airport / road connections: 12% (n=11)
· Does not consider the whole of Scotland: 12% (n=11)
· Comments / suggestions for named locations 12% (n=11) 
Organisations (Base 72)
· Specific lines / areas mentioned: 21% (n=15)
· Comments / suggestions for named locations: 21% (n=15)
· Comment on specific recommendation: 21% (n=15)

Recommendations and Other Scottish Government Policies
Respondents were then asked if prior to the consultation, they were aware of the Scottish policies and Government policy documents to which STPR2 aligns with and supports. The results for individuals are shown in Figure 3.37 and Figure 3.39 and for organisations in Figure 3.38 and Figure 3.40. 



[bookmark: _Ref112868106]Figure 3.37: Awareness of Scottish policies to which STPR2 aligns with and supports, before the consultation (%) – Individuals
Base: Individuals (n=238) 





[bookmark: _Ref112868166]Figure 3.38: Awareness of Scottish policies to which STPR2 aligns with and supports, before the consultation (%) – Organisations
Base: Organisations (n=115) 
Figure 3.37 and Figure 3.38 show that fewer individuals were aware of Scottish policies to which STPR2 aligns with and supports, before the consultation (56% or above said they were aware for each) whilst larger proportions of organisations were aware with 82% or more being aware of each Scottish policy to which STPR2 aligns with and supports. 


[bookmark: _Ref112917867]Figure 3.39: Awareness of Scottish Government policy documents to which STPR2 aligns with and supports, before the consultation (%) – Individuals
Base: Individuals (n=231) 



[bookmark: _Ref112917893]Figure 3.40: Awareness of Scottish Government policy documents to which STPR2 aligns with and supports, before the consultation (%) – Organisations
Base: Organisations (n=115) 
Figure 3.39 and Figure 3.40 show that a small proportion of individuals were aware of Scottish Government policy documents before the consultation with 28% being aware of the Cleaner Air for Scotland 2 & Delivery Plan and 40% each aware of the National Planning Framework and the National Transport Strategy 2. This was in comparison to 68% or above of organisations being aware of the same policy documents to which STPR2 aligns with and supports. 


The additional free-text comments provided on the recommendation themes for Contribution to Government Policy are summarised and listed below. The percentages presented below are the respective proportion of respondents who provided comment to this question: 
Individuals (Base 87)
· Key to contributing to Government Policy is delivery and implementation of recommendations: 24% (n=21)
· Does not consider the whole of Scotland: 14% (n=12)
· STPR2 recommendations do not contribute to Government Policy: 13% (n=11)
Organisations (Base 65)
· STPR2 recommendations are a positive contribution to Government Policy: 25% (n=16)
· Key to contributing to Government Policy is delivery and implementation of recommendations: 20% (n=13)
· Does not consider the whole of Scotland: 15% (n=10)
· STPR2 recommendations do not contribute to Government Policy: 15% (n=10)

Draft Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) and other draft impact assessments
A statutory Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) ensures the potential impact of transport projects on the environment are considered by STPR2. Other impact assessments, which have been undertaken to review how STPR2 can have a positive impact on groups in society as part of STPR2, are listed below:
The Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)
Equality Impact Assessment 
Island Communities Impact Assessment 
Fairer Scotland Duty Assessment
Child Rights and Wellbeing Impact Assessment
Respondents were asked a series of questions about the SEA and other draft impact assessments.
Draft Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)
Figure 3.41 presents individual and organisations level of agreement / disagreement with the overall findings of the SEA. 
 

[bookmark: _Ref112918307]Figure 3.41: To what extent do you agree or disagree with the overall findings of the SEA? (%)
Base: Individuals (n=224); Organisations (n=102)
Figure 3.41 shows that a total of 35% of the individual respondents strongly agreed (10%) or agreed (25%) with the overall findings of the SEA whilst two fifths of the organisations (41%) strongly agreed (3%) or agreed (38%). However 14% of the individuals disagreed or strongly disagreed with the overall findings of the SEA compared to only 4% of the organisations. 25% of individuals and 39% of organisations stated don’t know / no opinion.
Figure 3.42 presents individual and organisations views on whether there are any other policies to be considered.

[bookmark: _Ref112918686]Figure 3.42: Are there other policies to be considered? (%)
Base: Individuals (n=214); Organisations (n=97)
Figure 3.42 shows that 28% of the individual respondents and 14% of organisations stated that other plans, policies or programmes relevant to STPR2 should be considered, however, a smaller proportion (14%) of individuals but a larger proportion (34%) of organisations said there were no other plans, policies or programmes to be considered. Over half of individual (58%) and organisation (52%) respondents stated don’t know / no opinion. 
Respondents were able to provide further comment if they said that other plans, policies or programmes relevant to STPR2 should be considered.
The additional free-text comments provided on the Top 10 Additional Plans, Policies and Programmes Relevant to STPR2 That Should be Considered are summarised and listed below. The percentages presented below are the respective proportion of respondents who provided comment to this question:
Individuals (Base 55)
· Suggestions of restoring / reopening closed railways: 15% (n=8)
· Should consider / improve ferry services (e.g. to Europe and between islands): 11% (n=6)
· Further consideration about rural areas / remote communities (e.g. impacts of plans on them and improvements needed): 5% (n=3)
· Need to improve environmental performance of trains / rail network / further decarbonise railways network: 5% (n=3)
Organisations (Base 20) 
· Other plans/policies/programmes/areas suggested for consideration: 25% (n=5)
· Suggestions of restoring / reopening closed railways: 10% (n=2)
· More information needed about SEA plans / SEA path is unclear: 10% (n=2)
· Need improvements to rail network/suggestions for improvements to services (e.g. provision, frequency, reliability, affordability etc.): 10% (n=2)

Figure 3.43 presents individual and organisations views on whether they had any comments on the SEA baseline data.

[bookmark: _Ref112922413]Figure 3.43: Do you have any comments on this baseline data, that sets out the current national and regional baseline environment conditions and future trends in the SEA? (%)
Base: Individuals (n=212); Organisations (n=95)
Figure 3.43 shows that a total of 13% of individuals had comments on the baseline data whilst only 8% of organisations had comments. Over half of both individuals (55%) and organisations (54%) had no further comments on the baseline data. 32% of individuals and 38% of organisations stated don’t know / no opinion. 
Figure 3.44 presents individual and organisations views on whether any further data should be captured within the SEA.

[bookmark: _Ref112923848]Figure 3.44: Further data to be captured within the SEA (%)
Base: Individuals (n=211); Organisations (n=95)
Figure 3.44 shows that, when asked if there was further data to be captured, 20% of individuals and 19% of organisations said there was, whilst 37% and 43% respectively said there was not. 44% of individuals and 38% of organisations responded stating don’t know / no opinion. Respondents who answered yes, were asked to provide additional details on what further data could be captured. 
The additional free-text comments provided for the Additional Comments / Suggestions are summarised and listed below. The percentages presented below are the respective proportion of respondents who provided comment to this question:
Individuals (Base 39)
· Consider / improve ferry services (e.g. to Europe, between islands): 10% (n=4)
· Concerns that the implementation of plans / strategies and if they will come to fruition: 8% (n=3)
· More information needed about STPR2 plans / plan for delivery is unclear: 8% (n=3)
· Should support and encourage more use / switch to electric and low emission vehicles: 8% (n=3)
Organisations (Base 23)
· Other plans/policies/programmes/areas suggested for consideration: 17% (n=4)
· Consider / improve ferry services (e.g. to Europe, between islands): 13% (n=3)
· Concerns that the implementation of plans / strategies and if they will come to fruition: 9% (n=2)
· More information needed about STPR2 plans / plan for delivery is unclear: 9% (n=2)
 
Draft Equality Impact Assessment
Respondents were given the opportunity to provide comments, if they had any, on the draft Equality Impact Assessment. Thirty-nine comments were provided including comments about the following:
Road building is bad for equality
“There is a basic fallacy that road building is good for inclusiveness.” (Individual)
“They are correct about how building and improving roads will only induce demand and lead to more road traffic, and that the focus should be on active travel and affordable and accessible public transport. …” (Individual)
North East of Scotland is being treated unequally
“Areas of multiple deprivation in Peterhead and Fraserburgh see no benefit from the proposals. How is this equality?” (Individual)
“Again north east Scotland not being treated equally, need to improve rail links to Ellon, Fraserburgh and Peterhead.” (Individual)
Disabled or older people are treated unequally by transport services
“Stop building facilities where passengers are forced to climb stairs!” (Individual)
“Disability Access – Insch Train Station Access must be included in the Final Report.” (Organisation)
“There is no provision of public toilets mentioned for parks or travel hubs. No seating for older people or disabled access mentioned” (Individual)
The cost of public transport contributes to inequality
“Despite having a theme titled ‘Enhancing access to affordable public transport’ the STPR does not consider interventions regarding the cost of public transport, which is a significant equalities issue.” (Organisation)
“STPR2 does not consider interventions regarding the cost and fragility of public transport, which are significant equalities issues. It is important to recognise that these issues are exacerbated in rural areas, where the commercial viability of public transport is more challenging, and therefore the negative impact on equalities is greater.” (Organisation)
“The assessment appears overly optimistic regarding the potential impact on specific elements of society, given the outcomes of the SEA detailed above, and considering what is specifically recommended for action within the proposals. Issues such as the cost and availability of public transport are not covered by STPR2 which is a major factor with regards to equalities.” (Organisation)

Draft Island Communities Impact Assessment
Respondents were given the opportunity to provide comments, if they had any, on the draft Island Communities Impact Assessment. Thirty-seven comments were provided including the following:
Ferries for Island Communities 
“Adequate replacement ferries are still required both in terms of capacity and numbers.” (Individual)
“Have you used CalMac recently?” (Individual)
“You must involve ferry users and communities in all your decisions.” (Individual)
Air and Ferry services should be integrated
“… looking at northern isles ferry links but not complementary air links to the northern isles is a real weakness, as the two modes work together to provide the transport service to the isles.” (Organisation) 
Shetland
“Shetland ignored in proposals, so findings in Island Communities etc was very partial.” (Individual)
“In the case of the Shetland Islands, whilst of course the decarbonisation of the NIFS vessels is welcome, the true lifeline services for the vast majority of our population are the inter-island ferries here, rather than those which take us to and from mainland Scotland. These services have been entirely ignored by STPR2. We would reiterate our response to Q37, in which we make the point that Shetland is a group of islands and not an individual island. If the ICIA does not explore the impacts at the level of individual islands, then it is likely that the assessment of STPR2 impacts may not be fully informed.” (Organisation)
Tunnel to Mull is a bad idea
“Poor ferry service, and job done by CalMac, the Mull tunnel is totally impractical, proper understanding of island needs and connectivity not understood.” (Individual)
“Our ferry network is in urgent need of major investment, from which talk of tunnels is a distraction.” (Organisation)
Rural areas of the Scottish mainland
“The southwest corner of Scotland feels like an island community.” (Organisation)
“The impact on rural as well as island communities needs to be taken in to account.” (Organisation)
Draft Fairer Scotland Duty Assessment
Respondents were given the opportunity to provide comments, if they had any, on the Fairer Scotland Duty Assessment. Twenty-nine comments were provided including comments about the following:
Cost of public transport fares is an issue of fairness
“Affordable transport options are critical for fair work etc - they provide access which otherwise would not be there.” (Individual)
“Despite having a theme titled ‘Enhancing access to affordable public transport’ the STPR does not consider interventions regarding the cost of public transport, which is a significant issue …” (Organisation)
“We note the finding in the report: “Evidence shows that affordability is a key barrier in accessing transport. Interventions should be developed with affordability considerations for those from disadvantaged backgrounds. This includes payment methods and associated costs of travel (for example, costs of maintaining bikes).” Issues such as the cost and availability of public transport are not covered by STPR2 which is a key weakness.” (Organisation)
Better transport improves life and economic opportunities, such as work
“All is good, they are completely correct that new and affordable mass transit is the best option for those at a disadvantage in life.” (Individual)
“Clyde Metro as a recommendation from STPR2 will align well with the Fairer Scotland Duty. It will seek to reduce inequalities of outcome by increasing accessibility to public transport, which will produce more life opportunities for the socio-economically disadvantaged.” (Organisation)
Welcoming the Assessment in regard to the Duty, and support for the recommendations in response to this
“The report has admirable depth on the context, and acknowledges the scale of transport poverty, and the major challenges for people living in deprived areas, and disconnected rural areas, in accessing affordable transport. The assessment highlights actions that could partially address existing challenges.” (Organisation)
“The approach, objectives and questions appear appropriate to the assessment stage and agree further work is required at the subsequent assessment stages to ensure the vision is not lost.” (Organisation)
Draft Child Rights and Wellbeing Impact Assessment
Respondents were given the opportunity to provide comments, if they had any, on the Child Rights and Wellbeing Impact Assessment. Thirty-five comments were provided including comments about the following:
Access to transport infrastructure is a wellbeing issue for children
“Active travel is extremely important for children, and it is worth looking at how children in the Netherlands are very independent and among the happiest children in the world, which mostly comes down to the fact that they can use a combination of active travel and public transport to go to school, see friends and engage in extracurricular activities, without the worry of being hit by fast moving cars.” (Individual)
“The impact assessment confirms that the perceived safety, availability, and affordability of public transport are key issues for children and young people, across all parts of Scotland. STPR2 only partly addresses these issues and omits a number of key aspects.” (Organisation)
Children from remote areas are more likely to be disadvantaged or forced to move away as a result of poor transport
“… the rights of children growing out in the Southwest with very poor rail and road connections. Along with the limited chance of finding work locally, as most have to move away for education, and never return.” (Organisation)
“Out of town communities such as old mining towns need to be better connected to the cities to promote better equality.” (Individual)
Lower speed limits and less speeding motor traffic will benefit children across Scotland
“All Scottish children should have the right to move around their local area and play in safety. The introduction of 20mph zones will help towards this. They should also be able to travel around their own town, city, country and be restricted by costly fares. The introduction of free bus travel for under 22-year-olds is a wonderful enabler for all young people living in Scotland to get to know their own country, and to widen their horizons.” (Individual)
“Lower speed limits and more reliable, frequent and affordable public transport must be the priority. Attention to cycling infrastructure should only be pursued after these goals have been met.” (Individual)
Poor affordability of public transport negatively affects children
“The CRWIA assessments notes that transport costs are high for young people compared to income. STPR does not include interventions directly tackling this issue (see also Q37).” (Organisation)
“The assessment references high transport costs for young people compared to income. STPR2 does not include interventions to address this issue.” (Organisation)



[bookmark: _Ref112229277][bookmark: _Toc121309138]Additional Responses
In addition to the responses provided direct into the Citizen Space portal, a further 72 responses were provided direct to the STPR2 team via e-mail and letter.
A number of these responses (n=10) were handwritten / annotated versions of the Citizen Space questionnaire and therefore were entered into the portal once received so their answers were added to the remaining portal responses. However, the remaining responses were either standalone responses to the consultation or were supplementary responses to a Citizen Space portal response, to be taken into consideration. 
All additional responses were analysed using the same thematic coding as the free-text responses provided in the consultation questionnaire, therefore keeping the analysis consistent with those responses. 
Responses varied in length from c200-300 words in an email format to multiple paged word or PDF documents with images alongside. 
Of the 72 responses either in addition to Citizen Space or as a standalone document, there were a wide range of topics covered, some of which were out of scope for this consultation. There were lengthy submissions supplied which meant that a wide range of the issues highlighted on occasion, were only mentioned by one or two submissions and not by the rest. Additionally, some responses focussed on specific areas / themes in greater detail than others. For this reason, below is a list highlighting the most frequently mentioned themes from the additional responses. 
Rail - Specific lines / areas mentioned: 29% (19 comments)
Reference to economy in relation to transport / STPR2: 22% (14 comments)
Should be more focus on rural areas in the priorities / recommendations of STPR2: 20% (13 comments)
Support for decarbonising public transport: 20% (13 comments)
Improvement needed to public transport information and ticketing systems: 19% (12 comments)
Improvements needed to current road network (both local roads and trunk roads) / criticism of existing road infrastructure: 17% (11 comments)
Reference to environment / climate emergency in relation to transport / STPR2: 17% (11 comments)
Focus needed on integrated transport networks: 17% (11 comments)
Reference to social inequalities in relation to transport / STPR2: 15% (10 comments)
Suggests restoring railways / opening lines (general): 15% (10 comments)
Suggestions that mass transit should be included in the expansion of Scotland's rail network (general): 14% (9 comments)
Comment about integration between Scotland and England (e.g. cross-border travel/schemes): 14% (9 comments)
Comment about low-emission vehicles/electric vehicles / infrastructure: 14% (9 comments)
Comment on port infrastructure: 14% (9 comments)
Support decarbonising transport: 14% (9 comments)
Comment about improved connectivity of islands: 14% (9 comments)
Support STPR2 process / it reflects the NTS2 priorities and outcomes: 12% (8 comments)
Improvements needed to road network / infrastructure between urban and rural areas (e.g. connectivity) : 12% (8 comments)
Rail should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans: 12% (8 comments)
Comment about tunnels and bridges: 12% (8 comments)
Changing behaviours is fundamental: 12% (8 comments)
29% of the additional responses mentioned specific rail lines or areas where rail infrastructure was seen as key, whilst 22% referenced comments in relation to the STPR2 and the economy. 20% stated there should be more of a priority on rural areas. 


[bookmark: _Toc121309139]Summary
This section identifies key findings from the consultation, aligned with the key themes of the STPR2 analysis. 
STPR2 Process
Less than half (47%) of individuals had some prior knowledge of STPR2 before taking part in the consultation whilst over four fifths (87%) of organisations were aware
A smaller proportion of individuals (54%) compared to 75% of organisations either strongly agreed or agreed that the STPR2 process reflects the NTS2 priorities and outcomes. 24% of individuals disagreed (14%) or strongly disagreed (10%) about this statement, much higher than organisation respondents (5% and 2% respectively)
16% of individuals who provided open comments, gave suggestions about restoring or reopening closed railways whilst 18% of organisations gave comments on concerns that some communities or areas will not be considered / will not benefit / will be left out of STPR2 plans
Three quarters of individuals strongly agreed (34%) or agreed (42%) that a correct approach to STPR2 was both regional and national. Similarly, over four fifths of the respondents from organisations strongly agreed (34%) or agreed (52%) that it was the correct approach
48% of individuals either strongly agreed (11%) or agreed (37%) that this engagement approach allowed them to contribute to STPR2 whilst 67% of organisations said the same (12% and 55% respectively)
52% of individuals who provided open comments and 26% of organisations suggested in the free-text comments that further consultation is carried out 
Prioritisation of themes
37% of the individuals who responded to the consultation put enhancing access to affordable public transport as their top priority whilst 24% of organisations said improving active travel infrastructure was their top priority 
31% of individuals and 43% of organisations stated they don’t know or have no opinion on which was the lowest priority theme. Just over a fifth (23% of individuals and 22% of organisations) stated that strengthening strategic connections was the lowest priority theme 
Improving Active Travel Infrastructure
Connected neighbourhoods was the key recommendation for both individuals and organisations with 70% of individuals (39% strongly agree and 31% agree) agreeing that this recommendation will contribute to improving active travel infrastructure whilst 84% of organisations (43% strongly agree and 41% agree) reported the same 
For both individuals and organisations, the order in which they agreed with the recommendations was the same. Long distance active travel network had the smallest  proportion of people agreeing with this recommendation with 56% of individuals and 67% of organisations stating they strongly agreed or agreed with this recommendation
64% of individuals and 67% of organisations said that connected neighbourhoods was a high priority recommendation whilst 23% of individuals and 21% of organisations stated that long distance active travel network was of a low priority
45% of individuals and 64% of organisations stated that these theme recommendations address the transport needs of the communities they represent
23% of organisations who provided open comments stated in the open-ended comments that active travel should be prioritised more in rural areas / on a local scale, additionally 23% of organisations provided comments which referred to the funding of decarbonising transport networks in Scotland
16% of individuals who provided open comments supplied free-text comments noting that active travel was not always viable / practical / accessible or reliable
Influencing Travel Choices and Behaviours
Increasing active travel to school was the key recommendation for individuals (39% strongly agreed and 30% agreed), whilst 77% of organisations agreed (35% strongly agreed and 42% agreed) that recommendation 10 - expansion of 20mph limits and zones would contribute to influencing travel choices and behaviours and similarly, behaviour change initiatives was a key recommendation for organisations (36% strongly agreed and 41% agreed) 
Both individuals and organisations highlighted changing road behaviour as their recommendation least favoured out of the five recommendations with 57% of individuals stating this would contribute to the theme (33% strongly agreed and 24% agreed) and 71% of organisations (27% strongly agreed and 44% agreed) that it would contribute to influencing travel choices and behaviours
Over half of individuals (58%) and organisations (55%) stated that increasing active travel to school was a high priority recommendation. Additionally, 52% of organisations said behaviour change initiatives were a high priority recommendation 
Over two fifths (44%) of individuals and three fifths (62%) of organisations stated that these theme recommendations address the transport needs of the communities they represent. However, almost two fifths (37%) of individuals stated that they do not think they address the transport needs for their local area
Enhancing Access to Affordable Public Transport
Both individuals and organisations agreed on a similar top three recommendations that will contribute to Enhancing Access to Affordable Public Transport, these were:
Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations (82% individuals and 86% organisations either strongly agreed or agreed)
Smart Integrated public transport ticketing (81% individuals and 86% organisations either strongly agreed or agreed)
Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities (79% individual and 89% organisations either strongly agreed or agreed) 
The same three recommendations were the highest priority for both individuals and organisations with:
67% of individuals and 61% of organisations saying that Smart, Integrated public transport ticketing was the highest priority
57% of individuals and 64% of organisations saying that infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations was a high priority
54% of individuals and 58% of organisations saying that improved public transport passenger interchange facilities was a high priority 
Decarbonising transport
82% of individuals agreed (52% strongly agreed and 30% agreed) that decarbonisation of the bus network will contribute, whilst 86% of organisations also agreed (49% strongly agreed and 37% agreed)
A smaller proportion (68%) of individuals agreed (36% strongly agreed and 32% agreed) compared to 85% of organisations (43% strongly agreed and 42% agreed) that zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition would contribute to decarbonising transport
When asked which recommendations are the priority for decarbonising transport, 70% of individuals and 64% of organisations said decarbonisation of the bus network was a high priority 
Both individuals and organisations had the smallest proportion of respondents who said that ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation was a high priority (35% of individuals and 28% of organisations) 
Increasing Safety and Resilience on the Strategic Transport Network
Recommendations under this theme received varying levels of agreement and disagreement across individuals and organisations although some recommendations received high levels of ‘don’t know / no opinion’. 
Individuals and organisations showed similarly high support for speed management plan and improving active travel on trunk roads through communities. The other recommendations received mixed levels of support between individuals and organisations. 
Strengthening Strategic Connections
Recommendations under this theme had mixed levels of agreement across individuals and organisations with rail freight terminals having the highest level of support from both individuals and organisations.
Individuals and organisations showed similarly high support for, high speed and cross border rail enhancements, major station masterplans and investment in port infrastructure. Potential fixed links in the Outer Hebrides and Mull received lower levels of support and the highest level of do not support this recommendation responses along with a high level of don’t know / no opinion’ responses. When analysing the free-text comments made by those who said this, many of the respondents referenced Mull as the area they were talking about in relation to their given response. 
One thing to note about the response to this question was that there were high proportions of don’t know / no opinion from respondents regarding a number of the recommendations and this impacts the remaining proportions of the responses. These were particularly noticeable when respondents were referencing areas not relevant to the recommendation, therefore showing that people not located in some of these regions were automatically responding ‘don’t know’. 
Recommendations and Other Scottish Government Policies
Smaller proportions of individuals (56%) than organisations (82%) were aware of each Scottish policies which align with and support STPR2 before the consultation. 
Similarly, smaller proportions of individuals than organisations were aware of Scottish Government policy documents before the consultation. 28% of individuals were aware of the Cleaner Air for Scotland 2 & Delivery Plan and 40% of both individuals and organisations were aware of the National Planning Framework and the National Transport Strategy . 
Draft Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) and other draft impact assessments
Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)
Less than two fifths (35%) of individual respondents strongly agreed (10%) or agreed (25%) %) with the overall findings of the SEA whilst over two fifths of the organisations (41%) strongly agreed (3%) or agreed (38%). Furthermore, 14% of the individuals disagreed or strongly disagreed with the overall findings of the SEA compared to only 4% of the organisations. 
28% of the individual responses stated that other plans, policies or programmes relevant to STPR2 should be considered whilst a smaller proportion (14%) of organisations said the same.
Respondents were able to provide further comment if they said that other plans, policies or programmes relevant to STPR2 should be considered.
13% of individuals and 8% of organisations had comments on the baseline data. Over half of both individuals (55%) and organisations (54%) had no further comments on the baseline data.
Equality Impact Assessment
Respondents were given the opportunity to provide comments, if they had any, on the draft Equality Impact Assessment. Thirty-nine comments were provided including comments about the following:
Road building is bad for equality
North East of Scotland is being treated unequally
Disabled or older people are treated unequally by transport services
The cost of public transport contributes to inequality
Draft Island Communities Impact Assessment
Respondents were given the opportunity to provide comments, if they had any, on the draft Island Communities Impact Assessment. Thirty-seven comments were provided including the following:
Ferries for Island Communities 
Air and Ferry services should be integrated
Shetland
Tunnel to Mull is a bad idea
Rural areas of the Scottish mainland 
Draft Fairer Scotland Duty Assessment
Respondents were given the opportunity to provide comments, if they had any, on the Fairer Scotland Duty Assessment. Twenty-nine comments were provided including comments about the following:
Cost of public transport fares is an issue of fairness
Better transport improves life and economic opportunities, such as work
Welcoming the Assessment in regard to the Duty, and support for the recommendations in response to this
Draft Child Rights and Wellbeing Impact Assessment
Respondents were given the opportunity to provide comments, if they had any, on the Child Rights and Wellbeing Impact Assessment. Thirty-five comments were provided including comments about the following:
Access to transport infrastructure is a wellbeing issue for children
Children from remote areas are more likely to be disadvantaged or forced to move away as a result of poor transport
Lower speed limits and less speeding motor traffic will benefit children across Scotland
Poor affordability of public transport negatively affects children
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STPR2 Consultation
Overview
This consultation is on the draft second Strategic Transport Projects Review (STPR2), which sets out draft transport recommendations for the next 20 years. STPR2 is one of the mechanisms for delivering the Vision, Priorities and Outcomes of the second National Transport Strategy (NTS2). It is an important tool for achieving the Government’s commitment to 20% reduction in vehicle kilometres by 2030 and contributing to Scotland’s net zero greenhouse gas emissions target by 2045. Also, addressing inequalities, improving health and wellbeing, and contributing to inclusive economic growth.

Questionnaire:
STPR2 Process
Q1. Were you aware of STPR2 prior to this consultation? 
Yes
No
Don’t Know / No Opinion
Q2. To what extent do you agree or disagree that the STPR2 process reflects the NTS2   Priorities and Outcomes?  
Strongly agree 
Agree 
Neither agree nor disagree 
Disagree
Strongly Disagree 
Don’t Know / No Opinion
Q3. Please provide any further comments you have in relation to the STPR2 process: 

Q4. To what extent do you agree or disagree that it was correct to take both a Regional and National approach to STPR2? 
Strongly agree 
Agree 
Neither agree nor disagree 
Disagree
Strongly Disagree 
Don’t Know / No Opinion
Q5. Please provide any further comments: 

Q6. To what extent do you agree or disagree that the engagement process has allowed you to provide a contribution to STPR2? 
Strongly agree 
Agree 
Neither agree nor disagree 
Disagree
Strongly Disagree 
Don’t Know / No Opinion
Q7. Please provide any further comments you have on the engagement carried out throughout STPR2. 
Key Themes
STPR2 recommendations are grouped under six key themes: 
Improving active travel infrastructure
Influencing travel choices and behaviours
Enhancing access to affordable public transport
Decarbonising transport
Increasing safety and resilience on the strategic transport network 
Strengthening strategic connections
Q8. Which of the overall key themes is your / your organisation’s top priority?
Improving active travel infrastructure
Influencing travel choices and behaviours
Enhancing access to affordable public transport
Decarbonising transport
Increasing safety and resilience on the strategic transport network 
Strengthening strategic connections
Don’t Know / No Opinion
Q9. Which of the overall key themes is your / your organisation’s lowest priority?
Improving active travel infrastructure
Influencing travel choices and behaviours
Enhancing access to affordable public transport
Decarbonising transport
Increasing safety and resilience on the strategic transport network 
Strengthening strategic connections
Don’t Know / No Opinion

STPR2 Key Themes and Recommendations 
 
A. Improving Active Travel Infrastructure 

Q10. To what extent do you agree or disagree that the recommendations under this theme will contribute to Improving Active Travel Infrastructure?

Possible response for each recommendation under this theme: Strongly Agree / Agree / Neither Agree Nor Disagree / Disagree / Strongly Disagree / Don’t Know No Opinion 

Recommendations under this theme:    
Connected neighbourhoods 
Active freeways 
Village-town active travel connections 
Connecting towns by active travel 
Long distance active travel network 
Q11. Which of these recommendations would you prioritise to contribute to Improving Active Travel Infrastructure?  

Possible response for each recommendation under this theme: High Priority / Medium Priority / Low Priority / Do not support this recommendation / Don’t Know No Opinion 

Recommendations under this theme:    

Connected Neighbourhoods 
Active freeways 
Village-town active travel connections 
Connecting towns by active travel 
Long distance active travel network 
Q12. Do the recommendations under this theme address the transport needs of your local or regional area or the people your organisation represents?  

Yes
No
Don’t Know / No Opinion
Q13. Please provide any additional comments you have on the theme Improving Active Travel Infrastructure and the recommendations within it. 

2. Influencing Travel Choices and Behaviours

Q14. To what extent do you agree or disagree that the recommendations under this theme contribute to Influencing Travel Choices and Behaviours? 

Possible response for each recommendation under this theme: High Priority / Medium Priority / Low Priority / Do not support this recommendation / Don’t Know No Opinion 

Recommendations under this theme:    
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Changing Road user behaviour 
Increasing active travel to school 
Improving access to bikes 
Expansion of 20mph limits and zones

Q15. Which of these recommendations would you prioritise to contribute to Influencing Travel Choices and Behaviours? 

High Priority / Medium Priority / Low Priority / Do not support this recommendation / Don’t Know No Opinion 
Behaviour change initiatives
Changing Road user behaviour 
Increasing active travel to school 
Improving access to bikes 
Expansion of 20mph limits and zones

Q16. Do the recommendations under this theme address the transport needs of your local or regional area or the people your organisation represents?

Yes
No
Don’t Know / No Opinion
Q17. Please provide any additional comments you have on the theme Influencing Travel Choices and Behaviours and the recommendations within it. 

3. Enhancing Access to Affordable Public Transport
Q18. To what extent do you agree or disagree that the recommendations under this theme contribute to Enhancing Access to Affordable Public Transport

Possible response for each recommendation under this theme: High Priority / Medium Priority / Low Priority / Do not support this recommendation / Don’t Know No Opinion 

Recommendations under this theme:    
 
Clyde Metro 
Edinburgh & Southeast Scotland Mass Transit
Aberdeen Rapid Transit
Provision of strategic bus priority measures
Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements
Perth-Dundee-Aberdeen rail corridor enhancement
Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement
Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals
Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations
Investment in DRT and MaaS
Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities
Framework for delivery of mobility hubs
Smart, integrated public transport ticketing
Q19. Which of these recommendations would you prioritise to contribute to Enhancing Access to Affordable Public Transport? 

Possible response for each recommendation under this theme: High Priority / Medium Priority / Low Priority / Do not support this recommendation / Don’t Know No Opinion 

Recommendations under this theme:

Clyde Metro 
Edinburgh & Southeast Scotland Mass Transit
Aberdeen Rapid Transit
Provision of strategic bus priority measures
Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements
Perth-Dundee-Aberdeen rail corridor enhancement
Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement
Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals
Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations
Investment in DRT and MaaS
Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities
Framework for delivery of mobility hubs
Smart, integrated public transport ticketing
Q20. Do the recommendations under this theme address the transport needs of your local or regional area or the people your organisation represents?
Yes
No
Don’t Know / No Opinion
Q21. Please provide any additional comments you have on the theme Enhancing Access to Affordable Public Transport and the recommendations within it 
4. Decarbonising Transport 
Q22. To what extent do you agree or disagree that the recommendations under this theme contribute to Decarbonising Transport? 

Possible response for each recommendation under this theme: High Priority / Medium Priority / Low Priority / Do not support this recommendation / Don’t Know No Opinion 

Recommendations under this theme:    

Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation
Rail decarbonisation
Decarbonisation of bus network
Behaviour change and modal shift for freight
Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition
Q23. Which of these recommendations would you prioritise to contribute to Decarbonising Transport?

Possible response for each recommendation under this theme: High Priority / Medium Priority / Low Priority / Do not support this recommendation / Don’t Know No Opinion 

Recommendations under this theme:
 
Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation
Rail decarbonisation
Decarbonisation of bus network
Behaviour change and modal shift for freight
Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition
Q24. Do the recommendations under this theme address the transport needs of your local or regional area or the people your organisation represents? 

Yes
No
Don’t Know / No Opinion
Q25. Please provide any additional comments you have on the theme Decarbonising Transport and the recommendations within it 
5. Increasing Safety and Resilience on the Strategic Transport Network 

Q26. To what extent do you agree or disagree that the recommendations under this theme contribute to Increasing Safety and Resilience on the Strategic Transport Network? 

Possible response for each recommendation under this theme: High Priority / Medium Priority / Low Priority / Do not support this recommendation / Don’t Know No Opinion 

Recommendations under this theme:    
 
Access to Argyll A83
Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements
Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience
Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience, and safety
Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems
Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers
Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities
Speed management plan

Q27. Which of these recommendations would you prioritise to contribute to Increasing Safety and Resilience on the Strategic Transport Network? 

Possible response for each recommendation under this theme: High Priority / Medium Priority / Low Priority / Do not support this recommendation / Don’t Know No Opinion 

Recommendations under this theme:

Access to Argyll A83
Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements
Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience
Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience, and safety
Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems
Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers
Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities
Speed management plan
Q28. Do the recommendations under this theme address the transport needs of your local or regional area or the people your organisation represents?

Yes
No
Don’t Know / No Opinion
Q29. Please provide any additional comments you have on the theme Increasing Safety and Resilience on the Strategic Transport Network and the recommendations within it 
6. Strengthening Strategic Connections
Q30. To what extent do you agree or disagree that the recommendations under this theme contribute to Strengthening Strategic Connections?    

Possible response for each recommendation under this theme: Strongly Agree / Agree / Neither Agree Nor Disagree / Disagree / Strongly Disagree / Don’t Know No Opinion 
Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone
Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan
Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull
Investment in port infrastructure
Major station masterplans
Rail freight terminals
High speed and cross Border rail enhancements
Q31. Which of these recommendations would you prioritise to contribute to Strengthening Strategic Connections?

Possible response for each recommendation under this theme: High Priority / Medium Priority / Low Priority / Do not support this recommendation / Don’t Know No Opinion 

Recommendations under this theme:
 
Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone
Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan
Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull
Investment in port infrastructure
Major station masterplans
Rail freight terminals
High speed and cross Border rail enhancements
Q32. Do the recommendations under this theme address the transport needs of your local or regional area or the people your organisation represents?

Yes
No
Don’t Know / No Opinion
Q33. Please provide any additional comments you have on the theme Strengthening Strategic Connections and the recommendations within it 
STPR2 RECOMMENDATIONS AND OTHER SCOTTISH GOVERNMENT POLICY
STPR2 recommendations aim to contribute to five key objectives that are consistent across Scottish Government Policy. These are: 
Takes climate action 
Addressing inequalities & accessibility 
Improving health & wellbeing 
Supporting sustainable and inclusive economic growth
Improving safety & resilience
This ensures that STPR2 recommendations:

Align with relevant Scottish Government policy, delivery, and investment plans in order to help deliver their priorities 
Help to deliver the priorities set out in the National Transport Strategy (NTS2) and its Delivery Plan 
Meets the transport planning objectives and stated purpose of STPR2 (as identified by the STPR2 development process)
Q34. Prior to this consultation were you aware of the list of Scottish Government policies below, which STPR2 aligns with and supports? 

Yes / No / Don’t Know No Opinion
Take action against climate change
Decarbonising transport
Reducing car use
Encouraging greater walking, wheeling, and cycling
Addressing inequalities, such as:
· Child poverty 
· Affordability of transport
· Access to transport 
Transport as an enabler of inclusive economic growth
Providing a safe transport system
Providing a reliable and resilient transport system
Q35. Prior to this consultation were you aware of the Scottish Government policy documents to which STPR2 aligns with and supports? 
Yes / No / Don’t Know No Opinion
National Transport Strategy 2 (NTS2)
National Planning Framework (NPF4)
Climate Change Plan Update & Route Map
Infrastructure Investment Plan
Just Transition
Cleaner Air for Scotland 2 & Delivery Plan
National Performance Framework

Q36. To what extent do you agree or disagree that the STPR2 recommendations reflect and will contribute to the aims of government policy?

Strongly agree 
Agree 
Neither agree nor disagree 
Disagree
Strongly Disagree 
Don’t Know / No Opinion
Q37. Please provide any additional comments you have on the STPR2 recommendations’ contribution to Government policy?
Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) & Other Impact Assessments
A statutory Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) ensures the potential impact of transport projects on the environment are considered by STPR2. Other impact assessments, which have been undertaken to review how STPR2 can have a positive impact on groups in society as part of STPR2, are listed below:

The Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)
Equality Impact Assessment 
Island Communities Impact Assessment 
Fairer Scotland Duty Assessment
Child Rights and Wellbeing Impact Assessment

The Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)

Q38. To what extent do you agree or disagree with the overall findings of the SEA?  

Strongly agree 
Agree 
Neither agree nor disagree 
Disagree
Strongly Disagree 
Don’t Know / No Opinion
Q39. The SEA has reviewed plans, policies, and programmes relevant to STPR2. Are there any others that should be considered? 
Yes
No
Don’t Know / No Opinion
If Yes is selected, please provide details here:
Q40. The SEA sets out the current national and regional baseline environment conditions and future trends. Do you have any comments on this baseline data? 
Yes
No
Don’t Know / No Opinion
Q41. Are there any particular issues, problems, or opportunities you would like to mention that have not been captured within the SEA? 
Yes
No
Don’t Know / No Opinion
If Yes is selected, please provide details here:
Other Impact Assessments
Q42. Please provide any comments on the findings of the Equality Impact Assessment 

Q43. Please provide any comments on the findings of the Island Communities Impact Assessment

Q44. Please provide any comments on the findings of the Fairer Scotland Duty Assessment 

Q45. Please provide any comments on the Child Rights and Wellbeing Impact Assessment 
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The following is a list of the remaining free text comments and corresponding counts provided by both individuals and organisations. 
STPR2 Process Reflects NTS2 Priorities and Outcomes
General positive response (unclear what referring to)
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 6
General negative response (unclear what referring to)
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 0
Support STPR2 process/it reflects the NTS2 priorities and outcomes
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 13
STPR2 process is complicated/complex/unclear
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 6
Concerns that some communities/areas will not be considered/will not benefit/will be left out of STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 18
· Organisations: 13
STPR2 plans will only benefit the central belts/areas
· Individuals: 8
· Organisations: 0
The plans and strategies put forward in the STPR2 should go further/more needs to be done
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 1
STPR2 plans should be implemented as soon as possible
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 1
More time needed to work on STPR2 plans/delay implementation
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Concern about the implementation of STPR2 plans and strategies/that they won't come to fruition
· Individuals: 8
· Organisations: 6
No prioritisation presented for the proposed STPR2 plans and strategies
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Support the STPR2 plans/focus on public transport in the priorities/recommendations
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Should be more focus on public transport in the priorities/recommendations of STPR2
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 0
Comment about integration between different public transport modes (e.g. connecting from bus to train)
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 2
Public transport is not a viable option for some people (e.g. disabled people)
· Individuals:1
· Organisations: 0
Public transport is not always a viable option in rural areas
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Other comment about public transport/services
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 0
Comment refers to ferries
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Support the STPR2 plans/focus on bus network in the priorities/recommendations
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Should be more focus on bus network in the priorities/recommendations of STPR2
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 3
Need improvements to bus network/suggestions for improvements to services
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 1
Other comment about bus network/services
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Support the STPR2 plans/focus on rail network in the priorities/recommendations
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 3
Should be more focus on rail network in the priorities/recommendations of STPR2
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 5
Need improvements to rail network/suggestions for improvements to services
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 1
Suggests restoring/reopening closed railways
· Individuals: 21
· Organisations: 2
Suggests more stations should be opened/improve connectivity
· Individuals: 13
· Organisations: 5
Suggest that mass transit should be included in the expansion of Scotland's rail network
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 0
Other comment about rail network/services
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 0
Reference to tram/light rail
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 0
Support the STPR2 plans/focus on active travel infrastructure in the priorities/recommendations
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 2
Should be more focus on active travel infrastructure in the priorities/recommendations of STPR2
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 3
Need improvements to active travel infrastructure/suggestions for improvements to active travel
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 5
Active travel is not a viable option for some people (e.g. disabled people)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Active travel is not always a viable option in rural areas
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Other comment about active travel
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 2
Do not feel that both a regional and national approach has been taken
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Concerns about approach taken/unsure about effectiveness of approach
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 2
Comment about integration between Scotland and England (e.g. cross-border travel/schemes)
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Comment about connectivity of islands
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 4
Should be more focus on rural areas in the priorities/recommendations of STPR2
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 3
Improvements needed to transport provision/services in rural areas
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Improvements needed to current road network/criticism of existing road infrastructure
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 3
Improvements needed to road network/infrastructure between urban and rural areas (e.g. connectivity)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 4
Comment about low-emission vehicles/electric vehicles/infrastructure
· Individuals: 10
· Organisations: 2
Other comment/suggestion about the road network/infrastructure
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Reference to economy in relation to transport/STPR2
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 2
Reference to social inequalities in relation to transport/STPR2
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 3
Reference to environment/climate emergency in relation to transport/STPR2
· Individuals: 9
· Organisations: 9
Reference to health/wellbeing/safety in relation to transport/STPR2
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 0
Full disabled access including for wheelchair users is needed for all transport modes
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 0
Concern that STPR2 plans will increase journey times/make journeys more inconvenient
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Negative feedback/criticism provided on a specific scheme/recommendation in relation to transport/STPR2
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Reference/suggestion about a named locations in relation to transport/STPR2
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 5
General positive comments on engagement/consultation
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 9
General criticism of engagement/consultation
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 1
More information needed about STPR2 plans (e.g. timescales, cost information, more details on plans)
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 6
Suggest further consultation is carried out/consultation was inadequate
· Individuals: 9
· Organisations: 8
Concern that consultation response will not be considered/impact on decisions (e.g. is a tick box exercise)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 4
Consultation/materials are unclear/complex/should be simpler
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 5
Other comment/suggestion (does not fit into code frame)
· Individuals: 13
· Organisations: 18
Criticism of government
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 0
Comparisons to other countries
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Base (n) respondents provided comment: Individuals (n=133); Organisations (n=74)

STPR2 Process from both a regional and national approach
General positive response (unclear what referring to)
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 0
Concerns that some communities/areas will not be considered/will not benefit/will be left out of STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 9
· Organisations: 6
STPR2 plans will only benefit the central belts/areas
· Individuals: 8
· Organisations: 0
Should be more focus on public transport in the priorities/recommendations of STPR2
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 0
Comment about integration between different public transport modes (e.g. connecting from bus to train)
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 1
Comment refers to ferries
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Other comment about bus network/services
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Should be more focus on rail network in the priorities/recommendations of STPR2
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 3
Suggests restoring/reopening closed railways
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 3
Suggests more stations should be opened/improve connectivity
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 4
Other comment about rail network/services
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Should be more focus on active travel infrastructure in the priorities/recommendations of STPR2
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 0
Active travel is not always a viable option in rural areas
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Agree/support regional and national approach to STPR2/considering both is important
· Individuals: 50
· Organisations: 57
Do not feel that both a regional and national approach has been taken
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 4
Concerns about approach taken/unsure about effectiveness of approach
· Individuals: 13
· Organisations: 14
Criticism that there are too many national objectives/not enough regional objectives
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 6
Criticism that there are too many regional objectives/not enough national objectives
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Support empowering/enabling local communities/areas to have more influence over policy making
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Concern about political considerations negatively influencing plans/limiting their effectiveness
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Comment about integration of plans/schemes between neighbouring regions (e.g. cross-boundary schemes)
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 9
Comment about integration between Scotland and England (e.g. cross-border travel/schemes)
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Comment about connectivity of islands
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 0
Comments about other aspects in relation to regional/national approach
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 12
Should be more focus on rural areas in the priorities/recommendations of STPR2
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 5
Improvements needed to current road network/criticism of existing road infrastructure
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
Improvements needed to road network/infrastructure between urban and rural areas (e.g. connectivity)
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 5
Other comment/suggestion about the road network/infrastructure
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Reference to economy in relation to transport/STPR2
· [bookmark: _Hlk113460140]Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Reference to social inequalities in relation to transport/STPR2
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Reference to environment/climate emergency in relation to transport/STPR2
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 4
Reference to health/wellbeing/safety in relation to transport/STPR2
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
More information needed about STPR2 plans (e.g. timescales, cost information, more details on plans)
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 5
Suggest further consultation is carried out/consultation was inadequate
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Concern that consultation response will not be considered/impact on decisions (e.g. is a tickboxtick box exercise)
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Other comment/suggestion (does not fit into codeframecode frame)
· Individuals: 13
· Organisations: 5
Criticism of government
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 2
Comparisons to other countries
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Don't know/unsure
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
See previous answer
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 3
Base (n) respondents provided comment: Individuals (n=105); Organisations (n=79)
Engagement approach has allowed respondents to contribute to STPR2
General positive response (unclear what referring to)
· [bookmark: _Hlk113460727]Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 0
General negative response (unclear what referring to)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 2
Support STPR2 process/it reflects the NTS2 priorities and outcomes
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 4
Concerns that some communities/areas will not be considered/will not benefit/will be left out of STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 6
STPR2 plans will only benefit the central belts/areas
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Concern about the implementation of STPR2 plans and strategies/that they won't come to fruition
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 4
Need improvements to public transport/suggestions for improvements to services
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Comment refers to ferries
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Should be more focus on bus network in the priorities/recommendations of STPR2
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Need improvements to bus network/suggestions for improvements to services
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Other comment about bus network/services
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Suggests restoring/reopening closed railways
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Suggests more stations should be opened/improve connectivity
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 2
Other comment about rail network/services
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Do not feel that both a regional and national approach has been taken
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Concern about political considerations negatively influencing plans/limiting their effectiveness
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Comment about connectivity of islands
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Should be more focus on rural areas in the priorities/recommendations of STPR2
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Improvements needed to current road network/criticism of existing road infrastructure
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 3
Improvements needed to road network/infrastructure between urban and rural areas (e.g. connectivity)
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Reference to economy in relation to transport/STPR2
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 3
Reference to social inequalities in relation to transport/STPR2
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 3
Reference to environment/climate emergency in relation to transport/STPR2
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 2
Reference to health/wellbeing/safety in relation to transport/STPR
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
General positive comments on engagement/consultation
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 46
General criticism of engagement/consolation
· Individuals: 8
· Organisations: 5
More information needed about STPR2 plans (e.g. timescales, cost information, more details on plans)
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 3
Suggest further consultation is carried out/consultation was inadequate
· Individuals: 46
· Organisations: 22
Concern that consultation response will not be considered/impact on decisions (e.g. is a tick box exercise)
· Individuals: 15
· Organisations: 26
Consultation/materials are unclear/complex/should be simpler
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 6
Other comment/suggestion (does not fit into code frame)
· Individuals: 12
· Organisations: 13
Criticism of government
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 2
Comparisons to other countries
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
See previous answer 
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 7
Base (n) respondents provided comment: Individuals (n=88); Organisations (n=85)

Comments on the recommendation themes for Improving Active Travel Infrastructure
Active travel not always viable / practical / accessible / reliable
· [bookmark: _Hlk113517493]Individuals: 21
· Organisations: 13
Other comment/suggestion (does not fit into code frame)
· Individuals: 17
· Organisations: 40
Does not consider the whole of Scotland
· Individuals: 15
· Organisations: 3
Need safe active travel infrastructure
· Individuals: 14
· Organisations: 16
Comments / suggestions for named locations
· Individuals: 14
· Organisations: 8
Need connected active travel networks
· Individuals: 13
· Organisations: 12
Need segregated active travel infrastructure
· Individuals: 12
· Organisations: 10
Refers to protected characteristics
· Individuals: 12
· Organisations: 3
Comment refers to weather / climate
· Individuals: 11
· Organisations: 1
Specific lines / areas mentioned
· Individuals: 9
· Organisations: 0
Focus needed on integrated transport networks
· Individuals: 8
· Organisations: 10
Refers to health and wellbeing
· Individuals: 8
· Organisations: 5
Active travel should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 10
Active travel should be prioritised in rural areas / on a local scale
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 22
Complaint about public transport / suggestion for improvements (e.g. affordability, reliability)
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 3
More encouragement needed to move away from car / use other modes of transport
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 3
Improvements needed to pavement and road maintenance to enable/improve active travel
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 6
Need cycle storage / cycle racks
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 4
Comment refers to the funding of decarbonising transport networks in Scotland
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 22
Refers to environment
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 2
Need education on highway code / change in culture and attitudes towards active travel
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 0
Cycle infrastructure should be prioritised
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 0
Comment refers to accessibility of bikes / ebikes / escooters / other
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 2
Public Transport should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 3
Public Transport should be prioritised in rural areas / on a local scale
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 1
Rail should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 0
Suggests opening more stations
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 1
Different regions across Scotland have different needs
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 2
Refers to regional and/or local economy
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 4
Suggests freight / mass transit should be moved from road to rail
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 0
Further suggestions to improve rail network
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 0
Refers to social inequalities
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 4
Need connected public transport networks
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 1
Complaint about the lack of upgrades to rail networks
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 0
Complaint about the lack of upgrades bus networks
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 0
Supports urgency to decarbonise
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 1
Recommendations are not in touch with actual needs
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 0
Consultation is unclear and complex
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 2
Comment about connectivity of islands
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 0
Does not address rural and urban connectivity
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 1
No commitment to deliver schemes / no plans showing how it will be achieved
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 9
More information needed about STPR2 plans (e.g. timescales, cost information, more details on plans)
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 19
Changing behaviours is fundamental
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 1
Too focused on cycle infrastructure
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 4
Complaint about the lack of upgrades to public transport
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
Comment refers to Light Rail / tram infrastructure
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 3
Complaint about bus network/suggest improvements needed (e.g. affordability, reliability)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Reference to traffic enforcement measures
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 2
Plans only benefit the central belts/areas (e.g. wealthiest)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 4
Comment on specific recommendation
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 7
STPR2 plans should be implemented as soon as possible
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 3
More needs to be done
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
Influencing travel behaviours is difficult
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 2
Comparisons to other countries
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
Improvement needed to information and ticketing systems
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
All public transport hubs should be easily accessible / step-free
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Suggests restoring railways / opening lines
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Suggestions to improve ferry travel
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Improvements needed to road conditions
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Recommendations penalise road users
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Positive reference to speed limits
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Support decarbonising transport
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Need equal decarbonisation across rural and urban
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 8
Improvements needed to road network for safety and resilience
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Suggest further consultation is carried out/consultation was inadequate
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 4
Concern that consultation response will not be considered/impact on decisions (e.g. is a tick box exercise)
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Waste of resources
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Criticism of government
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Ferry travel should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Comment on port infrastructure
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Roads should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 4
Improvements needed to road network
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 4
Local road networks should be a priority
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 2
Need zero emissions infrastructure
· Individuals (count): 0
· Organisations (count): 2
Other suggestions for improved road travel
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Safety should be priority more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Specific road names given (regarding safety and resilience)
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
STPR2 recommendations are a positive contribution to Government Policy
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Key to contributing to Government Policy is delivery and implementation of recommendations
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Focus on helping Local Authorities contribute
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 3
Refers to economic opportunities
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 5
Don't know/unsure/feel unable to comment
· [bookmark: _Hlk113519625]Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Base (n) respondents provided comment: Individuals (n=131); Organisations (n=97)

Comments on the recommendation themes for influencing travel choices and behaviours
Other comment/suggestion (does not fit into code frame)
· [bookmark: _Hlk113519692]Individuals: 29
· Organisations: 21
Reference to traffic enforcement measures
· Individuals: 19
· Organisations: 8
Changing behaviours is fundamental
· Individuals: 14
· Organisations: 20
More encouragement needed to move away from car / use other modes of transport
· Individuals: 13
· Organisations: 11
Active travel not always viable / practical / accessible / reliable
· Individuals: 9
· Organisations: 2
Need safe active travel infrastructure
· Individuals: 9
· Organisations: 5
Complaint about public transport / suggestion for improvements (e.g. affordability, reliability)
· Individuals: 9
· Organisations: 5
Comments / suggestions for named locations
· Individuals: 9
· Organisations: 2
Comment refers to accessibility of bikes / ebikes / escooters / other
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 10
Positive reference to speed limits
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 13
Refers to protected characteristics
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 2
Need education on highway code / change in culture and attitudes towards active travel
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 3
Does not consider the whole of Scotland
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 5
Comment refers to weather / climate
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 1
Public Transport should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 1
Negative reference to speed limits
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 3
Active travel should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 0
Suggests restoring railways / opening lines
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 1
Need zero emissions infrastructure
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 3
Focus needed on integrated transport networks
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 1
Need cycle storage / cycle racks
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 1
Specific lines / areas mentioned
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 2
No commitment to deliver schemes / no plans showing how it will be achieved
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 4
Influencing travel behaviours is difficult
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 2
Complaint about the lack of upgrades bus networks
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Roads should not be prioritised
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
Recommendations penalise road users in rural areas
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 2
Other suggestions for improved road travel
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
Safety should be priority more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
Reduced vehicle volumes will mean safer networks
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Consultation is unclear and complex
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Different regions across Scotland have different needs
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 6
More needs to be done
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
Refers to health and wellbeing
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Need connected active travel networks
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Cycle infrastructure should be prioritised
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Too focused on cycle infrastructure
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Public Transport should be prioritised in rural areas / on a local scale
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Need connected public transport networks
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Improvement needed to information and ticketing systems
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
All public transport hubs should be easily accessible / step-free
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Complaint about rail network/suggest improvements needed (e.g. affordability, reliability)
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 4
Suggests opening more stations
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Comment refers to Light Rail / tram infrastructure
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Bus travel should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Complaint about bus network/suggest improvements needed (e.g. affordability, reliability)
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Complaint about ferry travel / the lack of upgrades to ferry travel
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Suggestions to improve ferry travel
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Improvements needed to road network
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 3
Comment about EV vehicles / EV infrastructure
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Need equal decarbonisation across rural and urban
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Improvements needed to road network for safety and resilience
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Recommendations are not in touch with actual needs
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Hope recommendations and plans are not influenced by lobbyists
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Suggest further consultation is carried out/consultation was inadequate
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Comment about connectivity of islands
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
More information needed about STPR2 plans (e.g. timescales, cost information, more details on plans)
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 9
Waste of resources
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Refers to regional and/or local economy
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Criticism of government
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Comparisons to other countries
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Active travel should be prioritised in rural areas / on a local scale
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 3
Need segregated active travel infrastructure
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 3
Improvements needed to pavement and road maintenance to enable/improve active travel
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Complaint about the lack of upgrades to public transport
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Public transport should be nationalised
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Rail should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Comment about rail / port / airport / road connections
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Improvements needed to road conditions
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Support decarbonising transport
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Comment refers to the funding of decarbonising transport networks in Scotland
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 9
Resilience should be priority more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Specific road names given (regarding safety and resilience)
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 3
Focus on helping Local Authorities contribute
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Comment on specific recommendation
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 7
Refers to environment
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 3
Concern about accuracy / validity / usefulness of data in relation to transport / travel
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Don't know/unsure/feel unable to comment
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Base (n) respondents provided comment: Individuals (n=115); Organisations (n=79)

Comments on the recommendation themes for Enhancing Access to Affordable Public Transport
Comments / suggestions for named locations
· [bookmark: _Hlk113523116]Individuals: 25
· Organisations: 10
Comment refers to Light Rail / tram infrastructure
· Individuals: 24
· Organisations: 13
Improvement needed to information and ticketing systems
· Individuals: 23
· Organisations: 18
Does not consider the whole of Scotland
· Individuals: 21
· Organisations: 8
Specific lines / areas mentioned
· Individuals: 20
· Organisations: 10
Comment on specific recommendation
· Individuals: 18
· Organisations: 20
Other comment/suggestion (does not fit into code frame)
· Individuals: 18
· Organisations: 28
Complaint about public transport / suggestion for improvements (e.g. affordability, reliability)
· Individuals: 15
· Organisations: 16
Need connected public transport networks
· Individuals: 11
· Organisations: 9
Complaint about bus network/suggest improvements needed (e.g. affordability, reliability)
· Individuals: 10
· Organisations: 10
Complaint about rail network/suggest improvements needed (e.g. affordability, reliability)
· Individuals: 9
· Organisations: 5
Complaint about the lack of upgrades to rail networks
· Individuals: 9
· Organisations: 7
Suggests restoring railways / opening lines
· Individuals: 8
· Organisations: 2
Need cycle storage / cycle racks
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 4
Suggests opening more stations
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 2
More information needed about STPR2 plans (e.g. timescales, cost information, more details on plans)
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 12
Rail should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 3
Public Transport should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 6
Public Transport should be prioritised in rural areas / on a local scale
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 7
Suggests freight / mass transit should be moved from road to rail
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 1
Bus travel should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 9
Consultation is unclear and complex
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 0
Plans only benefit the central belts/areas (e.g. wealthiest)
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 1
Focus needed on integrated transport networks
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 11
Refers to economic opportunities
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 7
Comment refers to accessibility of bikes / ebikes / escooters / other
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 0
Public transport should be nationalised
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 2
Comment about rail / port / airport / road connections
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 0
Complaint about the lack of upgrades bus networks
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 2
Different regions across Scotland have different needs
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 3
Comparisons to other countries
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 3
Comment refers to the funding of decarbonising transport networks in Scotland
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 9
Waste of resources
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 1
Refers to protected characteristics
· [bookmark: _Hlk113524976]Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 5
All public transport hubs should be easily accessible / step-free
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 7
Complaint about ferry travel / the lack of upgrades to ferry travel
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
Suggestions to improve ferry travel
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Improvements needed to road network
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
Recommendations penalise road users in rural areas
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 3
Need equal decarbonisation across rural and urban
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 3
Suggest further consultation is carried out/consultation was inadequate
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
General criticism of engagement/consultation
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
No commitment to deliver schemes / no plans showing how it will be achieved
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 3
More needs to be done
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
Refers to regional and/or local economy
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 7
Refers to social inequalities
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 5
Criticism of government
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Active travel should be prioritised in rural areas / on a local scale
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Need safe active travel infrastructure
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Complaint about the lack of upgrades to public transport
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 3
Further suggestions to improve rail network
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Comment refers to high speed rail
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
More encouragement needed to move away from car / use other modes of transport
· [bookmark: _Hlk113526544]Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 3
Need zero emissions infrastructure
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Comment about tunnels and bridges
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Reference to traffic enforcement measures
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Supports urgency to decarbonise
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
STPR2 recommendations do not contribute to Government Policy
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Recommendations are not SMART
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 3
Recommendations are not in touch with actual needs
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Key to contributing to Government Policy is delivery and implementation of recommendations
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 4
Concern that consultation response will not be considered/impact on decisions (e.g. is a tick box exercise)
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Does not address rural and urban connectivity
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Refers to health and wellbeing
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Active travel should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 2
Active travel not always viable / practical / accessible / reliable
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Ferry travel should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Comment on port infrastructure
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Improvements needed to road conditions
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Other suggestions for improved road travel
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Specific road names given (regarding safety and resilience)
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 2
STPR2 recommendations are a positive contribution to Government Policy
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Focus on helping Local Authorities contribute
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Comment about connectivity of islands
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 3
STPR2 plans should be implemented as soon as possible
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Changing behaviours is fundamental
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Refers to environment
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 4
Concern about accuracy / validity / usefulness of data in relation to transport / travel
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 2
Don't know/unsure/feel unable to comment
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Base (n) respondents provided comment: Individuals (n=136); Organisations (n=87)

Comments on the recommendation themes for decarbonising transport
Comment about EV vehicles / EV infrastructure
· Individuals: 24
· Organisations: 20
Other comment/suggestion (does not fit into code frame)
· Individuals: 21
· Organisations: 27
More encouragement needed to move away from car / use other modes of transport
· Individuals: 12
· Organisations: 14
Public Transport should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 8
· Organisations: 2
Complaint about ferry travel / the lack of upgrades to ferry travel
· Individuals: 8
· Organisations: 1
Suggests freight / mass transit should be moved from road to rail
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 13
Further suggestions to improve rail network
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 4
Need zero emissions infrastructure
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 11
Support decarbonising transport
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 13
Suggests restoring railways / opening lines
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 1
Specific lines / areas mentioned
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 6
Does not consider the whole of Scotland
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 2
Refers to protected characteristics
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 0
Rail should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 3
Suggestions to improve ferry travel
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 5
Comments / suggestions for named locations
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 6
Active travel should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 3
Comment refers to Light Rail / tram infrastructure
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 1
Roads should not be prioritised
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 2
Comment refers to the funding of decarbonising transport networks in Scotland
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 19
Comment about connectivity of islands
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 2
Criticism of government
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 1
Bus travel should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 0
Ferry travel should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 6
Recommendations penalise road users in rural areas
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 2
Support decarbonising public transport
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 8
Supports urgency to decarbonise
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 3
Active travel not always viable / practical / accessible / reliable
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
Comment refers to accessibility of bikes / ebikes / escooters / other
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 5
Public Transport should be prioritised in rural areas / on a local scale
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 5
Need connected public transport networks
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 2
Complaint about public transport / suggestion for improvements (e.g. affordability, reliability)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
Complaint about rail network/suggest improvements needed (e.g. affordability, reliability)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 2
Complaint about the lack of upgrades to rail networks
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 2
Comment on port infrastructure
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 3
Other suggestions for improved road travel
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 4
More needs to be done
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
More information needed about STPR2 plans (e.g. timescales, cost information, more details on plans)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 5
Need connected active travel networks
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Need education on highway code / change in culture and attitudes towards active travel
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Need cycle storage / cycle racks
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Suggests opening more stations
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Complaint about the lack of upgrades bus networks
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Recommendations penalise road users
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Recommendations are not SMART
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Recommendations are not in touch with actual needs
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Consultation is unclear and complex
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Suggest further consultation is carried out/consultation was inadequate
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Comment on specific recommendation
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 10
No commitment to deliver schemes / no plans showing how it will be achieved
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Waste of resources
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Focus needed on integrated transport networks
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 3
Influencing travel behaviours is difficult
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Refers to regional and/or local economy
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 8
Refers to environment
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 4
Concern about accuracy / validity / usefulness of data in relation to transport / travel
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Need segregated active travel infrastructure
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Need safe active travel infrastructure
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Improvement needed to information and ticketing systems
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Public transport should be nationalised
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Comment about rail / port / airport / road connections
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 3
Complaint about bus network/suggest improvements needed (e.g. affordability, reliability)
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 2
Improvements needed to road network
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 4
Reference to traffic enforcement measures
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Need equal decarbonisation across rural and urban
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 2
Reduced vehicle volumes will mean safer networks
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Improvements needed to road network for safety and resilience
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 4
Specific road names given (regarding safety and resilience)
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 2
STPR2 recommendations are a positive contribution to Government Policy
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Key to contributing to Government Policy is funding / investment
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 2
Focus on helping Local Authorities contribute
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
General criticism of engagement/consultation
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1 
Different regions across Scotland have different needs
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Changing behaviours is fundamental
· Individuals: 0 
· Organisations: 4
Refers to economic opportunities
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 4
Comparisons to other countries
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Base (n) respondents provided comment: Individuals (n=117); Organisations (n=87)

Comments on the recommendation themes for Increasing Safety and Resilience on the Strategic Transport Network
Other comment/suggestion (does not fit into code frame)
· [bookmark: _Hlk113530005]Individuals: 26
· Organisations: 21 
Roads should not be prioritised
· Individuals: 16
· Organisations: 10
Positive reference to speed limits
· Individuals: 13
· Organisations: 8
Specific road names given (regarding safety and resilience)
· Individuals: 12
· Organisations: 16
Active travel should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 8
· Organisations: 4
More encouragement needed to move away from car / use other modes of transport
· Individuals: 8
· Organisations: 3
Roads should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 7
Safety should be priority more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 12
Improvements needed to road conditions
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 1
Reference to traffic enforcement measures
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 5
Negative reference to speed limits
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 0
Comment on specific recommendation
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 14
Need segregated active travel infrastructure
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 1
Public Transport should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 0
Reduced vehicle volumes will mean safer networks
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 2
Need safe active travel infrastructure
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 3
Rail should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 1
Suggests restoring railways / opening lines
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 2
Suggests freight / mass transit should be moved from road to rail
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 1
Improvements needed to road conditions for safety and resilience
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 0
Does not consider the whole of Scotland
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 2
Comment about connectivity of islands
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 2
Criticism of government
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 1
Need education on highway code / change in culture and attitudes towards active travel
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
Comment about EV vehicles / EV infrastructure
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
Improvements needed to road network for safety and resilience
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 3
Does not address rural and urban connectivity
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
No commitment to deliver schemes / no plans showing how it will be achieved
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
More information needed about STPR2 plans (e.g. timescales, cost information, more details on plans)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Refers to health and wellbeing
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Active travel not always viable / practical / accessible / reliable
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Need connected active travel networks
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 3
Comment about rail / port / airport / road connections
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Complaint about bus network/suggest improvements needed (e.g. affordability, reliability)
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Ferry travel should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Suggestions to improve ferry travel
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Improvements needed to road network
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 3
Recommendations penalise road users in rural areas
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Comment about tunnels and bridges
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Other suggestions for improved road travel
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Support decarbonising transport
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Hope recommendations and plans are not influenced by lobbyists
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Comments / suggestions for named locations
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
STPR2 plans should be implemented as soon as possible
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
More needs to be done
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Refers to regional and/or local economy
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Refers to social inequalities
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Refers to environment
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 5
Refers to protected characteristics
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Concern about accuracy / validity / usefulness of data in relation to transport / travel
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Don't know/unsure/feel unable to comment
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 4
Improvements needed to pavement and road maintenance to enable/improve active travel
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Cycle infrastructure should be prioritised
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Too focused on cycle infrastructure
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Complaint about rail network/suggest improvements needed (e.g. affordability, reliability)
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Further suggestions to improve rail network
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Specific lines / areas mentioned
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Bus travel should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Complaint about ferry travel / the lack of upgrades to ferry travel
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Local road networks should be a priority
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 5
Resilience should be priority more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 5
Focus on helping Local Authorities contribute
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Consultation is unclear and complex
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 4
Changing behaviours is fundamental
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 2
Refers to economic opportunities
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 2
Base (n) respondents provided comment: Individuals (n=98); Organisations (n=84)

Comments on the recommendation themes for Strengthening Strategic Connections
Specific lines / areas mentioned
· Individuals: 21
· Organisations: 15
Suggests freight / mass transit should be moved from road to rail
· Individuals: 16
· Organisations: 13
Other comment/suggestion (does not fit into code frame)
· Individuals: 13
· Organisations: 14
Comment about rail / port / airport / road connections
· Individuals: 11
· Organisations: 10
Does not consider the whole of Scotland
· Individuals: 11
· Organisations: 9
Comments / suggestions for named locations
· Individuals: 11
· Organisations: 15
Comment refers to high speed rail
· Individuals: 10
· Organisations: 4
Suggests restoring railways / opening lines
· Individuals: 7
· Organisations: 6
Comment about tunnels and bridges
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 5
More information needed about STPR2 plans (e.g. timescales, cost information, more details on plans)
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 6
Rail should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 3
Complaint about rail network/suggest improvements needed (e.g. affordability, reliability)
· [bookmark: _Hlk113532243]Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 3
Comment on port infrastructure
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 9
Comment refers to the funding of decarbonising transport networks in Scotland
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 1
Comment about connectivity of islands
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 8
Complaint about ferry travel / the lack of upgrades to ferry travel
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 4
Comment on specific recommendation
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 15
Suggests opening more stations
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 3
Further suggestions to improve rail network
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 3
Ferry travel should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 10
Improvements needed to road network
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 9
Reference to traffic enforcement measures
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 2
Consultation is unclear and complex
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Plans only benefit the central belts/areas (e.g. wealthiest)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Does not address rural and urban connectivity
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 3
Waste of resources
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Criticism of government
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
Don't know/unsure/feel unable to comment
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
Active travel should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Need safe active travel infrastructure
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Cycle infrastructure should be prioritised
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
All public transport hubs should be easily accessible / step-free
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Complaint about the lack of upgrades to rail networks
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Comment refers to Light Rail / tram infrastructure
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 3
Bus travel should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Roads should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Roads should not be prioritised
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 5
Local road networks should be a priority
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Need zero emissions infrastructure
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Need equal decarbonisation across rural and urban
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
STPR2 recommendations do not contribute to Government Policy
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Suggest further consultation is carried out/consultation was inadequate
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Different regions across Scotland have different needs
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
No commitment to deliver schemes / no plans showing how it will be achieved
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Focus needed on integrated transport networks
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 5
Refers to regional and/or local economy
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 4
Refers to environment
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 3
Active travel should be prioritised in rural areas / on a local scale
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Need cycle storage / cycle racks
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Need connected public transport networks
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 4
Improvement needed to information and ticketing systems
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Suggestions to improve ferry travel
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 3
More encouragement needed to move away from car / use other modes of transport
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Comment about EV vehicles / EV infrastructure
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Negative reference to speed limits
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Support decarbonising transport
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Support decarbonising public transport
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Improvements needed to road network for safety and resilience
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Specific road names given (regarding safety and resilience)
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 3
Key to contributing to Government Policy is delivery and implementation of recommendations
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Key to contributing to Government Policy is funding / investment
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Refers to economic opportunities
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Refers to social inequalities
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Refers to health and wellbeing
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Base (n) respondents provided comment: Individuals (n=92); Organisations (n=72)

Additional themes / comments provided on the STPR2 recommendations’ contribution to Government policy
Key to contributing to Government Policy is delivery and implementation of recommendations
· [bookmark: _Hlk113536711]Individuals: 21
· Organisations: 13
Other comment/suggestion (does not fit into code frame)
· Individuals: 14
· Organisations: 17
Does not consider the whole of Scotland
· Individuals: 12
· Organisations: 10
STPR2 recommendations do not contribute to Government Policy
· Individuals: 11
· Organisations: 10
Recommendations are not SMART
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 2
Plans only benefit the central belts/areas (e.g. wealthiest)
· Individuals: 5
· Organisations: 0
Complaint about public transport / suggestion for improvements (e.g. affordability, reliability)
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 1
More encouragement needed to move away from car / use other modes of transport
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 6
Comments / suggestions for named locations
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 4
Refers to social inequalities
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 8
Public Transport should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 1
Comment refers to Light Rail / tram infrastructure
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 1
Roads should not be prioritised
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 3
STPR2 recommendations are a positive contribution to Government Policy
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 16
General criticism of engagement/consolation
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 2
More information needed about STPR2 plans (e.g. timescales, cost information, more details on plans)
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 9
Don't know/unsure/feel unable to comment
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 0
Public Transport should be prioritised in rural areas / on a local scale
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 3
All public transport hubs should be easily accessible / step-free
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
Rail should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Complaint about rail network/suggest improvements needed (e.g. affordability, reliability)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
Specific lines / areas mentioned
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
Recommendations penalise road users
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
Supports urgency to decarbonise
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Recommendations are not in touch with actual needs
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
More needs to be done
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 7
Active travel should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Need education on highway code / change in culture and attitudes towards active travel
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Too focused on cycle infrastructure
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Need cycle storage / cycle racks
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Comment refers to accessibility of bikes / ebikes / escooters / other
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Need connected public transport networks
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Improvement needed to information and ticketing systems
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Public transport should be nationalised
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0 
Suggests restoring railways / opening lines
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Further suggestions to improve rail network
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Comment about rail / port / airport / road connections
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Complaint about bus network/suggest improvements needed (e.g. affordability, reliability)
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Ferry travel should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Need zero emissions infrastructure
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 5
Other suggestions for improved road travel
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Support decarbonising transport
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Comment refers to the funding of decarbonising transport networks in Scotland
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Key to contributing to Government Policy is funding / investment
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 9
Focus on helping Local Authorities contribute
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Hope recommendations and plans are not influenced by lobbyists
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Consultation is unclear and complex
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 3
Suggest further consultation is carried out/consultation was inadequate
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Concern that consultation response will not be considered/impact on decisions (e.g. is a tick box exercise)
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Comment about connectivity of islands
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 4
Different regions across Scotland have different needs
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 6
Focus needed on integrated transport networks
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 5
Changing behaviours is fundamental
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Influencing travel behaviours is difficult
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Refers to environment
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 5
Refers to protected characteristics
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Comparisons to other countries
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Active travel not always viable / practical / accessible / reliable
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 3
Comment refers to weather / climate
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Need safe active travel infrastructure
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Improvements needed to pavement and road maintenance to enable/improve active travel
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Complaint about the lack of upgrades to public transport
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Suggests freight / mass transit should be moved from road to rail
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Bus travel should be prioritised more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 2
Complaint about ferry travel / the lack of upgrades to ferry travel
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 3 
Comment on port infrastructure
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Improvements needed to road network
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 3
Local road networks should be a priority
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Comment about EV vehicles / EV infrastructure
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 2
Reference to traffic enforcement measures
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Need equal decarbonisation across rural and urban
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 6
Safety should be priority more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 2
Resilience should be priority more in STPR2 plans
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 3
Reduced vehicle volumes will mean safer networks
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Improvements needed to road network for safety and resilience
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Comment on specific recommendation
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 2
Refers to regional and/or local economy
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 7
Refers to economic opportunities
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 6
Refers to health and wellbeing
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 3
Concern about accuracy / validity / usefulness of data in relation to transport / travel
· [bookmark: _Hlk113537455]Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Base (n) respondents provided comment: Individuals (n=87); Organisations (n=65)

Top 10 Additional plans, policies and programmes relevant to STPR2 that should be considered
Suggests restoring/reopening closed railways (e.g. Aberdeen - Dyce - Ellon / Fraserburgh / Peterhead)
· [bookmark: _Hlk113538094]Individuals: 8
· Organisations: 2
Should consider/improve ferry services (e.g. to Europe, between islands)
· Individuals: 6
· Organisations: 1
Need more consideration about rural areas/remote communities (e.g. impacts of plans on them, improvements needed, social isolation, accessibility issues
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 0
Need to improve environmental performance of trains/rail network/further decarbonise railway network
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 0
Other comment/suggestion about the road network/infrastructure
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 1
Support the plans to take climate action/reduce the impact on the environment/this is important (e.g. should achieve net zero as soon as possible)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
The Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) is not comprehensive enough/does not consider all of Scotland/different circumstances in areas
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Concern about the implementation of plans and strategies/that they won't come to fruition (e.g. plans sound good but actually need to be implemented to benefit Scotland)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
More information needed about STPR2 plans/SEA/feel that the plan for delivery is unclear (e.g. timescales, cost information, more details on plans) 
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 2
Need to further consider how to reduce the negative environmental impact on green spaces/wildlife/how to improve green spaces/wildlife (e.g. reversing existing damage) 
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 1
Further consideration is needed about tourism (e.g. off-road parking, use of motorhomes)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Need improvements to public transport/suggestions for improvements to services (e.g. provision, frequency, reliability)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Need to improve integration between different modes of travel (e.g. connecting from bus to train, bus to cycling)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Other comment about bus network/services (e.g. rapid bus transit, nationalising bus services)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Need improvements to rail network/suggestions for improvements to services (e.g. provision, frequency, reliability, affordability etc.)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 2
Need improvements to active travel infrastructure/suggestions for improvements to active travel (e.g. more walking routes)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Consultation/materials are unclear/complex/should be simpler
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Concern about political considerations negatively influencing plans/limiting their effectiveness
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Need more consideration/focus to reduce social inequalities across Scotland and addressing the needs of those in disadvantaged areas
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Suggest more social/leisure facilities in Scotland/regeneration of areas
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Need to further consider the impact of further road building/new towns/more house-building in Scotland (e.g. is existing infrastructure in place to support this?)
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Need improvements to freight systems/vehicles to reduce environmental impact/decarbonisation of freight vehicles/infrastructure
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Should support/encourage more use of/switching to electric/low-emission vehicles/infrastructure
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Other plans/policies/programmes/areas suggested for consideration
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 5
Need to improve accessibility of public transport for disabled people
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Other comment about public transport/services
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Need improvements to bus network/suggestions for improvements to services (e.g. provision, frequency, reliability, affordability etc.)
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Need to improve rail access/connectivity across Scotland (e.g. more stations should be opened)
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Improvement/expansion requested for light rail/tram/subway system
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Active travel is not a viable option for some people (e.g. disabled people)
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Other comment about active travel
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Improvements needed to current road network/criticism of existing road infrastructure (e.g. dualling of roads, connectivity) 
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Concern that plans will increase journey times/make journeys more inconvenient/disagree with discouraging car use
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Need to consider how to further reduce/discourage car use
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
General criticism of engagement/consultation
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Other comment/suggestion (does not fit into code frame)
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Comparisons to other countries
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Don't know/unsure/feel unable to comment
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Support the Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)/feel it comprehensively considers the potential impacts
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 2
Should further consider the accessibility/connectivity of islands (e.g. these are more vulnerable to impacts of climate change)
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Improvements needed to road network/infrastructure in rural areas/remote communities
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Offer/request to participate in further consultation
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Base (n) respondents provided comment: Individuals (n=55); Organisations (n=20)

Additional comments / suggestions to be captured
Should consider/improve ferry services (e.g. to Europe, between islands)
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 3
Other comment/suggestion (does not fit into code frame)
· Individuals: 4
· Organisations: 4
Concern about the implementation of plans and strategies/that they won't come to fruition (e.g. plans sound good but actually need to be implemented to benefit Scotland) 
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 2
More information needed about STPR2 plans/SEA/feel that the plan for delivery is unclear (e.g. timescales, cost information, more details on plans) 
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 2
Should support/encourage more use of/switching to electric/low-emission vehicles/infrastructure
· Individuals: 3
· Organisations: 1
Need improvements to public transport/suggestions for improvements to services (e.g. provision, frequency, reliability, affordability)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Need to improve integration between different modes of travel (e.g. connecting from bus to train, bus to cycling)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Other comment about bus network/services (e.g. rapid bus transit, nationalising bus services)
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Consultation/materials are unclear/complex/should be simpler
· Individuals: 2
· Organisations: 0
Support the plans to take climate action/reduce the impact on the environment/this is important (e.g. should achieve net zero as soon as possible)
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
The Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) is not comprehensive enough/does not consider all of Scotland/different circumstances
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Need more consideration/focus to reduce social inequalities across Scotland and addressing the needs of those in disadvantaged areas
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Suggest more social/leisure facilities in Scotland/regeneration of areas
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Need to improve awareness/education/achieve cultural change to improve environmental and social responsibility
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Need to further consider how to reduce the negative environmental impact on green spaces/wildlife/how to improve green spaces/wildlife (e.g. reversing existing damage) 
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Need to further consider the impact of further road building/new towns/more house-building in Scotland (e.g. is existing infrastructure in place to support this?)
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Need improvements to freight systems/vehicles to reduce environmental impact/decarbonisation of freight vehicles/infrastructure
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Concern about the uncertainty of plans/policies/programmes/other aspects and how they will impact Scotland
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Concerns/doubts about the accuracy/usefulness of baseline data (e.g. bias, not considering all aspects, incorrect forecasting) 
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Need to improve access to bus services/connectivity across Scotland (e.g. more stations should be opened)
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Suggests restoring/reopening closed railways (e.g. Aberdeen - Dyce - Ellon / Fraserburgh / Peterhead)
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 2
Need improvements to active travel infrastructure/suggestions for improvements to active travel (e.g. more walking routes, cycle paths)
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Other comment about active travel
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Improvements needed to current road network/criticism of existing road infrastructure (e.g. dualling of roads, connectivity)
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 1
Concern that plans will increase journey times/make journeys more inconvenient/disagree with discouraging car use
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Other comment/suggestion about the road network/infrastructure
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
General criticism of engagement/consultation
· Individuals: 1
· Organisations: 0
Support the Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)/feel it comprehensively considers the potential impacts
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Support the plans to improve health and wellbeing/this is important
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 2
Support the plans to reduce social inequalities/this is important
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Need more consideration about rural areas/remote communities (e.g. impacts of plans on them, improvements needed, social isolation, accessibility issues)
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Other plans/policies/programmes/areas suggested for consideration
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 4
Public transport is not always a viable option in rural areas
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Need to improve environmental performance of trains/rail network/further decarbonise railway network
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 1
Offer/request to participate in further consultation
· Individuals: 0
· Organisations: 2
Base (n) respondents provided comment: Individuals (n=39); Organisations (n=23)









Yes	
Individual	Organisation	46.640316205533601	87.301587301587304	No	
Individual	Organisation	52.173913043478301	11.1111111111111	Don't know/No opinion	
Individual	Organisation	1.1857707509881401	1.5873015873015901	
% of Responses



 Strongly Agree	
Individual	Organisation	13.654618473895599	14.5161290322581	 Agree	40

Individual	Organisation	40.5622489959839	59.677419354838698	 Neither agree nor disagree	
Individual	Organisation	15.662650602409601	12.0967741935484	 Disagree	
Individual	Organisation	14.0562248995984	4.8387096774193497	 Strongly Disagree	
Individual	Organisation	10.4417670682731	2.4193548387096802	 Don’t Know / No Opinion	
Individual	Organisation	5.6224899598393598	6.4516129032258096	
% of Responses



 Strongly Agree	
Individual	Organisation	34.146341463414601	34.4	 Agree	42

Individual	Organisation	41.463414634146297	52	 Neither agree nor disagree	
Individual	Organisation	12.6016260162602	11.2	 Disagree	
Individual	Organisation	6.5040650406504099	0	 Strongly Disagree	
Individual	Organisation	3.6585365853658498	0	 Don’t Know / No Opinion	
Individual	Organisation	1.6260162601626	2.4	
% of Responses



 Strongly Agree	
Individual	Organisation	10.7438016528926	12	 Agree	
Individual	Organisation	36.776859504132197	55.2	 Neither agree nor disagree	
Individual	Organisation	23.553719008264501	14.4	 Disagree	
Individual	Organisation	16.528925619834698	10.4	 Strongly Disagree	
Individual	Organisation	8.2644628099173598	4	 Don’t Know / No Opinion	
Individual	Organisation	4.1322314049586799	4	
% of Responses



Organisation	
 Don’t Know / No Opinion	 Increasing safety and resilience on the strategic transport network	 Strengthening strategic connections	 Influencing travel choices and behaviours	 Decarbonising transport	 Improving active travel infrastructure	 Enhancing access to affordable public transport	12	8	16	11	11	24	18	Individual	
 Don’t Know / No Opinion	 Increasing safety and resilience on the strategic transport network	 Strengthening strategic connections	 Influencing travel choices and behaviours	 Decarbonising transport	 Improving active travel infrastructure	 Enhancing access to affordable public transport	1	3	8	9	11	31	37	
% of Responses




Organisation	
 Enhancing access to affordable public transport	 Improving active travel infrastructure	 Influencing travel choices and behaviours	 Decarbonising transport	 Increasing safety and resilience on the strategic transport network	 Strengthening strategic connections	 Don’t Know / No Opinion	3	6	8	5	12	22	43	Individual	23

 Enhancing access to affordable public transport	 Improving active travel infrastructure	 Influencing travel choices and behaviours	 Decarbonising transport	 Increasing safety and resilience on the strategic transport network	 Strengthening strategic connections	 Don’t Know / No Opinion	4	9	10	10	13	23	31	
% of Responses




 Strongly Agree	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	31.6	32.4	32.530120481927703	36.4	38.799999999999997	 Agree	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	23.6	27.6	30.923694779116499	30.4	30.8	 Neither agree nor disagree	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	17.2	16.399999999999999	11.6465863453815	10.4	12	 Disagree	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	12	12	12.048192771084301	10.8	9.1999999999999993	 Strongly Disagree	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	9.6	5.2	8.8353413654618507	8	6	 Don’t Know / No Opinion	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	6	6.4	4.01606425702811	4	3.2	
% of Responses




 Strongly Agree	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	17.699115044247801	29.729729729729701	35.714285714285701	36.607142857142897	43.362831858407098	 Agree	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	48.672566371681398	39.639639639639597	41.964285714285701	46.428571428571402	40.707964601769902	 Neither agree nor disagree	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	15.929203539823	16.2162162162162	10.714285714285699	7.1428571428571397	7.9646017699114999	 Disagree	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	7.9646017699114999	4.5045045045045002	3.5714285714285698	4.46428571428571	2.65486725663717	 Strongly Disagree	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	2.65486725663717	0.90090090090090102	1.78571428571429	0.89285714285714302	0	 Don’t Know / No Opinion	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	7.0796460176991198	9.0090090090090094	6.25	4.46428571428571	5.3097345132743401	
% of Responses




High Priority	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	17	40	44	61	67	Medium Priority	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	44	27	32	23	16	Low Priority	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	21	13	9	4	4	Do not support this recommendation	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	4	0	1	0	0	Don't Know	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	14	20	14	13	13	
% of Responses




High Priority	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	34.567901234567898	40.8333333333333	45.4166666666667	55.230125523012603	63.821138211382099	Medium Priority	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	29.629629629629601	25	32.9166666666667	30.5439330543933	22.357723577235799	Low Priority	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	22.633744855967102	20.8333333333333	12.0833333333333	5.8577405857740601	4.4715447154471502	Do not support this recommendation	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	7.8189300411522602	4.1666666666666696	4.1666666666666696	3.3472803347280302	4.0650406504065	Don’t Know	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	5.3497942386831303	9.1666666666666696	5.4166666666666696	5.02092050209205	5.2845528455284603	
% of Responses




High Priority	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	17	40	44	61	67	Medium Priority	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	44	27	32	23	16	Low Priority	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	21	13	9	4	4	Do not support this recommendation	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	4	0	1	0	0	Don't Know	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	14	20	14	13	13	
% of Responses




High Priority	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	17	40	44	61	67	Medium Priority	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	44	27	32	23	16	Low Priority	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	21	13	9	4	4	Do not support this recommendation	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	4	0	1	0	0	Don't Know	
5. Long distance active travel network	2. Active freeways	4. Connecting towns by active travel	3. Village-town active travel connections	1. Connected neighbourhoods	14	20	14	13	13	
% of Responses




Yes	
Individual	Organisation	44.8	64.347826086956502	No	42

Individual	Organisation	41.2	19.130434782608699	Don’t Know / No Opinion	
Individual	Organisation	14	16.521739130434799	
% of Responses



 Strongly Agree	
7. Changing road user behaviour	6. Behaviour change initiatives	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	9. Improving access to bikes	8. Increasing active travel to school	32.773109243697498	21.6666666666667	38.589211618257302	28.3333333333333	39.495798319327697	 Agree	
7. Changing road user behaviour	6. Behaviour change initiatives	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	9. Improving access to bikes	8. Increasing active travel to school	23.949579831932802	37.5	21.991701244813299	35	30.252100840336102	 Neither agree nor disagree	
7. Changing road user behaviour	6. Behaviour change initiatives	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	9. Improving access to bikes	8. Increasing active travel to school	13.445378151260501	17.9166666666667	15.352697095435699	16.6666666666667	12.184873949579799	 Disagree	
7. Changing road user behaviour	6. Behaviour change initiatives	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	9. Improving access to bikes	8. Increasing active travel to school	15.126050420168101	11.6666666666667	7.8838174273858899	7.0833333333333304	7.1428571428571397	 Strongly Disagree	
7. Changing road user behaviour	6. Behaviour change initiatives	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	9. Improving access to bikes	8. Increasing active travel to school	10.924369747899201	7.0833333333333304	10.373443983402501	7.5	6.3025210084033603	 Don’t Know / No Opinion	
7. Changing road user behaviour	6. Behaviour change initiatives	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	9. Improving access to bikes	8. Increasing active travel to school	3.7815126050420198	4.1666666666666696	5.8091286307053904	5.4166666666666696	4.6218487394957997	
% of Responses




 Strongly Agree	
7. Changing road user behaviour	9. Improving access to bikes	8. Increasing active travel to school	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	6. Behaviour change initiatives	27.433628318584098	30.973451327433601	44.247787610619497	34.821428571428598	35.714285714285701	 Agree	
7. Changing road user behaviour	9. Improving access to bikes	8. Increasing active travel to school	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	6. Behaviour change initiatives	44.247787610619497	41.592920353982301	30.973451327433601	41.964285714285701	41.071428571428598	 Neither agree nor disagree	
7. Changing road user behaviour	9. Improving access to bikes	8. Increasing active travel to school	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	6. Behaviour change initiatives	13.2743362831858	15.044247787610599	13.2743362831858	9.8214285714285694	12.5	 Disagree	
7. Changing road user behaviour	9. Improving access to bikes	8. Increasing active travel to school	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	6. Behaviour change initiatives	3.5398230088495599	4.4247787610619502	1.76991150442478	3.5714285714285698	0.89285714285714302	 Strongly Disagree	
7. Changing road user behaviour	9. Improving access to bikes	8. Increasing active travel to school	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	6. Behaviour change initiatives	1.76991150442478	0.88495575221238898	0.88495575221238898	0	0.89285714285714302	 Don’t Know / No Opinion	
7. Changing road user behaviour	9. Improving access to bikes	8. Increasing active travel to school	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	6. Behaviour change initiatives	9.7345132743362797	7.0796460176991198	8.8495575221238898	9.8214285714285694	8.9285714285714306	
% of Responses




High Priority	
9. Improving access to bikes	6. Behaviour change initiatives	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	8. Increasing active travel to school	40	41	45	53	58	Medium Priority	
9. Improving access to bikes	6. Behaviour change initiatives	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	8. Increasing active travel to school	31	34	21	23	27	Low Priority	
9. Improving access to bikes	6. Behaviour change initiatives	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	8. Increasing active travel to school	15	10	15	10	4	Do not support this recommendation	
9. Improving access to bikes	6. Behaviour change initiatives	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	8. Increasing active travel to school	7	7	13	7	4	Don't Know	
9. Improving access to bikes	6. Behaviour change initiatives	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	8. Increasing active travel to school	7	8	6	7	7	
% of Responses




High Priority	
9. Improving access to bikes	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	6. Behaviour change initiatives	8. Increasing active travel to school	34	44	50	52	55	Medium Priority	
9. Improving access to bikes	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	6. Behaviour change initiatives	8. Increasing active travel to school	39	33	23	27	25	Low Priority	
9. Improving access to bikes	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	6. Behaviour change initiatives	8. Increasing active travel to school	12	6	9	6	5	Do not support this recommendation	
9. Improving access to bikes	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	6. Behaviour change initiatives	8. Increasing active travel to school	4	4	3	2	3	Don't Know	
9. Improving access to bikes	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	6. Behaviour change initiatives	8. Increasing active travel to school	12	12	15	13	14	
% of Responses




High Priority	
9. Improving access to bikes	6. Behaviour change initiatives	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	8. Increasing active travel to school	40	41	45	53	58	Medium Priority	
9. Improving access to bikes	6. Behaviour change initiatives	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	8. Increasing active travel to school	31	34	21	23	27	Low Priority	
9. Improving access to bikes	6. Behaviour change initiatives	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	8. Increasing active travel to school	15	10	15	10	4	Do not support this recommendation	
9. Improving access to bikes	6. Behaviour change initiatives	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	8. Increasing active travel to school	7	7	13	7	4	Don't Know	
9. Improving access to bikes	6. Behaviour change initiatives	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	8. Increasing active travel to school	7	8	6	7	7	
% of Responses




High Priority	
9. Improving access to bikes	6. Behaviour change initiatives	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	8. Increasing active travel to school	40	41	45	53	58	Medium Priority	
9. Improving access to bikes	6. Behaviour change initiatives	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	8. Increasing active travel to school	31	34	21	23	27	Low Priority	
9. Improving access to bikes	6. Behaviour change initiatives	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	8. Increasing active travel to school	15	10	15	10	4	Do not support this recommendation	
9. Improving access to bikes	6. Behaviour change initiatives	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	8. Increasing active travel to school	7	7	13	7	4	Don't Know	
9. Improving access to bikes	6. Behaviour change initiatives	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	8. Increasing active travel to school	7	8	6	7	7	
% of Responses




High Priority	
9. Improving access to bikes	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	6. Behaviour change initiatives	8. Increasing active travel to school	34	44	50	52	55	Medium Priority	
9. Improving access to bikes	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	6. Behaviour change initiatives	8. Increasing active travel to school	39	33	23	27	25	Low Priority	
9. Improving access to bikes	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	6. Behaviour change initiatives	8. Increasing active travel to school	12	6	9	6	5	Do not support this recommendation	
9. Improving access to bikes	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	6. Behaviour change initiatives	8. Increasing active travel to school	4	4	3	2	3	Don't Know	
9. Improving access to bikes	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	6. Behaviour change initiatives	8. Increasing active travel to school	12	12	15	13	14	
% of Responses




High Priority	
9. Improving access to bikes	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	6. Behaviour change initiatives	8. Increasing active travel to school	34	44	50	52	55	Medium Priority	
9. Improving access to bikes	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	6. Behaviour change initiatives	8. Increasing active travel to school	39	33	23	27	25	Low Priority	
9. Improving access to bikes	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	6. Behaviour change initiatives	8. Increasing active travel to school	12	6	9	6	5	Do not support this recommendation	
9. Improving access to bikes	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	6. Behaviour change initiatives	8. Increasing active travel to school	4	4	3	2	3	Don't Know	
9. Improving access to bikes	10. Expansion of 20mph limits and zones	7. Changing road user behaviour	6. Behaviour change initiatives	8. Increasing active travel to school	12	12	15	13	14	
% of Responses




Yes	44

Individual	Organisation	44.6280991735537	61.739130434782602	No	
Individual	Organisation	36.776859504132197	20	Don’t Know / No Opinion	
Individual	Organisation	18.595041322314	18.260869565217401	
% of Responses



 Strongly Agree	
20. Investment in DRT and MaaS 	13. Aberdeen Rapid Transit	12. Edinburgh 	&	 South East Scotland Mass Transit	22. Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 	11. Clyde Metro	16. Perth- Dundee- Aberdeen rail corridor enhancements	15. Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements	17.  Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement	14. Provision of strategic bus priority measures	18. Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 	21. Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 	23. Smart, integrated public transport ticketing	19. Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations	19.130434782608699	21.888412017167401	27.2340425531915	26.890756302521002	39.662447257384002	31.4410480349345	34.893617021276597	36.796536796536799	27.7777777777778	41.810344827586199	49.356223175965702	55.648535564853603	49.5762711864407	 Agree	
20. Investment in DRT and MaaS 	13. Aberdeen Rapid Transit	12. Edinburgh 	&	 South East Scotland Mass Transit	22. Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 	11. Clyde Metro	16. Perth- Dundee- Aberdeen rail corridor enhancements	15. Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements	17.  Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement	14. Provision of strategic bus priority measures	18. Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 	21. Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 	23. Smart, integrated public transport ticketing	19. Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations	25.2173913043478	23.6051502145923	24.680851063829799	29.831932773109202	18.5654008438819	28.384279475982499	28.085106382978701	27.272727272727298	37.606837606837601	31.8965517241379	30.4721030042918	24.6861924686192	32.203389830508499	 Neither agree nor disagree	
20. Investment in DRT and MaaS 	13. Aberdeen Rapid Transit	12. Edinburgh 	&	 South East Scotland Mass Transit	22. Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 	11. Clyde Metro	16. Perth- Dundee- Aberdeen rail corridor enhancements	15. Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements	17.  Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement	14. Provision of strategic bus priority measures	18. Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 	21. Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 	23. Smart, integrated public transport ticketing	19. Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations	21.739130434782599	17.167381974248901	16.595744680851102	21.428571428571399	16.033755274261601	16.5938864628821	14.468085106383	15.1515151515152	13.675213675213699	8.6206896551724093	8.5836909871244593	8.7866108786610901	6.3559322033898296	 Disagree	
20. Investment in DRT and MaaS 	13. Aberdeen Rapid Transit	12. Edinburgh 	&	 South East Scotland Mass Transit	22. Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 	11. Clyde Metro	16. Perth- Dundee- Aberdeen rail corridor enhancements	15. Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements	17.  Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement	14. Provision of strategic bus priority measures	18. Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 	21. Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 	23. Smart, integrated public transport ticketing	19. Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations	3.47826086956522	7.7253218884120196	5.1063829787234001	2.1008403361344499	3.79746835443038	2.62008733624454	3.4042553191489402	4.7619047619047601	5.9829059829059803	5.1724137931034502	3.0042918454935599	3.3472803347280302	3.3898305084745801	 Strongly Disagree	
20. Investment in DRT and MaaS 	13. Aberdeen Rapid Transit	12. Edinburgh 	&	 South East Scotland Mass Transit	22. Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 	11. Clyde Metro	16. Perth- Dundee- Aberdeen rail corridor enhancements	15. Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements	17.  Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement	14. Provision of strategic bus priority measures	18. Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 	21. Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 	23. Smart, integrated public transport ticketing	19. Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations	1.73913043478261	5.5793991416309003	4.68085106382979	2.1008403361344499	3.3755274261603399	3.4934497816593901	4.2553191489361701	2.5974025974026	5.9829059829059803	1.72413793103448	2.1459227467811202	2.5104602510460201	2.1186440677966099	 Don’t Know / No Opinion	
20. Investment in DRT and MaaS 	13. Aberdeen Rapid Transit	12. Edinburgh 	&	 South East Scotland Mass Transit	22. Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 	11. Clyde Metro	16. Perth- Dundee- Aberdeen rail corridor enhancements	15. Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements	17.  Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement	14. Provision of strategic bus priority measures	18. Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 	21. Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 	23. Smart, integrated public transport ticketing	19. Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations	28.695652173913	24.0343347639485	21.702127659574501	17.647058823529399	18.5654008438819	17.467248908296899	14.893617021276601	13.419913419913399	8.9743589743589691	10.7758620689655	6.4377682403433498	5.02092050209205	6.3559322033898296	
% of Responses




 Strongly Agree	
13. Aberdeen Rapid Transit	11. Clyde Metro	12. Edinburgh 	&	 South East Scotland Mass Transit	15. Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements	16. Perth- Dundee- Aberdeen rail corridor enhancements	17.  Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement	20. Investment in DRT and MaaS 	22. Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 	18. Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 	14. Provision of strategic bus priority measures	19. Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations	23. Smart, integrated public transport ticketing	21. Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 	16.6666666666667	22.321428571428601	20.720720720720699	24.324324324324301	23.853211009174299	24.324324324324301	34.259259259259302	32.4324324324324	34.234234234234201	40.178571428571402	56.521739130434803	53.508771929824597	47.747747747747802	 Agree	
13. Aberdeen Rapid Transit	11. Clyde Metro	12. Edinburgh 	&	 South East Scotland Mass Transit	15. Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements	16. Perth- Dundee- Aberdeen rail corridor enhancements	17.  Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement	20. Investment in DRT and MaaS 	22. Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 	18. Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 	14. Provision of strategic bus priority measures	19. Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations	23. Smart, integrated public transport ticketing	21. Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 	22.2222222222222	17.8571428571429	22.5225225225225	21.6216216216216	23.853211009174299	28.828828828828801	37.962962962962997	41.441441441441398	40.540540540540498	34.821428571428598	28.695652173913	32.456140350877199	40.540540540540498	 Neither agree nor disagree	
13. Aberdeen Rapid Transit	11. Clyde Metro	12. Edinburgh 	&	 South East Scotland Mass Transit	15. Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements	16. Perth- Dundee- Aberdeen rail corridor enhancements	17.  Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement	20. Investment in DRT and MaaS 	22. Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 	18. Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 	14. Provision of strategic bus priority measures	19. Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations	23. Smart, integrated public transport ticketing	21. Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 	11.1111111111111	12.5	9.9099099099099099	11.7117117117117	13.7614678899083	11.7117117117117	10.185185185185199	9.9099099099099099	3.6036036036036001	8.03571428571429	5.2173913043478297	4.3859649122807003	1.8018018018018001	 Disagree	
13. Aberdeen Rapid Transit	11. Clyde Metro	12. Edinburgh 	&	 South East Scotland Mass Transit	15. Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements	16. Perth- Dundee- Aberdeen rail corridor enhancements	17.  Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement	20. Investment in DRT and MaaS 	22. Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 	18. Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 	14. Provision of strategic bus priority measures	19. Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations	23. Smart, integrated public transport ticketing	21. Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 	0.92592592592592604	0.89285714285714302	0.90090090090090102	0.90090090090090102	0	0	1.8518518518518501	0	0	1.78571428571429	0.86956521739130399	0	0	 Strongly Disagree	
13. Aberdeen Rapid Transit	11. Clyde Metro	12. Edinburgh 	&	 South East Scotland Mass Transit	15. Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements	16. Perth- Dundee- Aberdeen rail corridor enhancements	17.  Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement	20. Investment in DRT and MaaS 	22. Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 	18. Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 	14. Provision of strategic bus priority measures	19. Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations	23. Smart, integrated public transport ticketing	21. Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 	0.92592592592592604	0	0	0	0	0	0.92592592592592604	1.8018018018018001	0.90090090090090102	0.89285714285714302	0.86956521739130399	1.7543859649122799	0.90090090090090102	 Don’t Know / No Opinion	
13. Aberdeen Rapid Transit	11. Clyde Metro	12. Edinburgh 	&	 South East Scotland Mass Transit	15. Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements	16. Perth- Dundee- Aberdeen rail corridor enhancements	17.  Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement	20. Investment in DRT and MaaS 	22. Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 	18. Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 	14. Provision of strategic bus priority measures	19. Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations	23. Smart, integrated public transport ticketing	21. Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 	48.148148148148103	46.428571428571402	45.945945945946001	41.441441441441398	38.5321100917431	35.135135135135101	14.814814814814801	14.4144144144144	20.720720720720699	14.285714285714301	7.8260869565217401	7.8947368421052602	9.0090090090090094	
% of Response




High Priority	
20. Investment in DRT and MaaS 	13. Aberdeen Rapid Transit	22. Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 	12. Edinburgh 	&	 South East Scotland Mass Transit	16. Perth- Dundee- Aberdeen rail corridor enhancements	17.  Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement	14. Provision of strategic bus priority measures	18. Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 	15. Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements	11. Clyde Metro	21. Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 	19. Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations	23. Smart, integrated public transport ticketing	23.287671232876701	26.2222222222222	31.5555555555556	31.718061674008801	34.703196347031998	39.1111111111111	41.517857142857103	43.946188340807197	45.739910313901298	46.7532467532467	54.464285714285701	56.756756756756801	66.6666666666667	Medium Priority	
20. Investment in DRT and MaaS 	13. Aberdeen Rapid Transit	22. Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 	12. Edinburgh 	&	 South East Scotland Mass Transit	16. Perth- Dundee- Aberdeen rail corridor enhancements	17.  Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement	14. Provision of strategic bus priority measures	18. Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 	15. Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements	11. Clyde Metro	21. Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 	19. Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations	23. Smart, integrated public transport ticketing	26.027397260274	29.3333333333333	36.4444444444444	25.991189427312801	31.5068493150685	33.3333333333333	30.803571428571399	30.941704035874402	27.3542600896861	16.017316017315999	28.571428571428601	27.9279279279279	16.6666666666667	Low Priority	
20. Investment in DRT and MaaS 	13. Aberdeen Rapid Transit	22. Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 	12. Edinburgh 	&	 South East Scotland Mass Transit	16. Perth- Dundee- Aberdeen rail corridor enhancements	17.  Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement	14. Provision of strategic bus priority measures	18. Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 	15. Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements	11. Clyde Metro	21. Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 	19. Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations	23. Smart, integrated public transport ticketing	16.894977168949801	14.2222222222222	12	15.4185022026432	12.328767123287699	9.7777777777777803	13.3928571428571	11.2107623318386	9.4170403587443907	16.017316017315999	7.58928571428571	7.20720720720721	7.8947368421052602	Do not support this recommendation	
20. Investment in DRT and MaaS 	13. Aberdeen Rapid Transit	22. Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 	12. Edinburgh 	&	 South East Scotland Mass Transit	16. Perth- Dundee- Aberdeen rail corridor enhancements	17.  Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement	14. Provision of strategic bus priority measures	18. Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 	15. Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements	11. Clyde Metro	21. Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 	19. Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations	23. Smart, integrated public transport ticketing	3.6529680365296802	5.7777777777777803	3.1111111111111098	4.8458149779735704	2.2831050228310499	3.1111111111111098	5.8035714285714297	1.3452914798206299	3.1390134529148002	4.7619047619047601	0.89285714285714302	1.35135135135135	2.6315789473684199	Don’t Know	
20. Investment in DRT and MaaS 	13. Aberdeen Rapid Transit	22. Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 	12. Edinburgh 	&	 South East Scotland Mass Transit	16. Perth- Dundee- Aberdeen rail corridor enhancements	17.  Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement	14. Provision of strategic bus priority measures	18. Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 	15. Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements	11. Clyde Metro	21. Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 	19. Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations	23. Smart, integrated public transport ticketing	30.136986301369902	24.4444444444444	16.8888888888889	22.026431718061701	19.178082191780799	14.6666666666667	8.4821428571428594	12.556053811659201	14.349775784753399	16.450216450216502	8.4821428571428594	6.7567567567567597	6.1403508771929802	
% of Responses




High Priority	
13. Aberdeen Rapid Transit	12. Edinburgh 	&	 South East Scotland Mass Transit	16. Perth- Dundee- Aberdeen rail corridor enhancements	11. Clyde Metro	15. Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements	17.  Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement	20. Investment in DRT and MaaS 	22. Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 	18. Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 	14. Provision of strategic bus priority measures	21. Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 	23. Smart, integrated public transport ticketing	19. Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations	19.230769230769202	20.192307692307701	25.714285714285701	28.571428571428601	28.971962616822399	29.245283018867902	41.509433962264197	42.990654205607498	46.2264150943396	49.056603773584897	57.798165137614703	61.4678899082569	64.285714285714306	Medium Priority	
13. Aberdeen Rapid Transit	12. Edinburgh 	&	 South East Scotland Mass Transit	16. Perth- Dundee- Aberdeen rail corridor enhancements	11. Clyde Metro	15. Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements	17.  Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement	20. Investment in DRT and MaaS 	22. Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 	18. Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 	14. Provision of strategic bus priority measures	21. Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 	23. Smart, integrated public transport ticketing	19. Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations	15.384615384615399	19.230769230769202	20.952380952380999	11.4285714285714	20.5607476635514	22.641509433962302	26.415094339622598	28.037383177570099	20.754716981132098	27.358490566037698	24.7706422018349	23.853211009174299	21.428571428571399	Low Priority	
13. Aberdeen Rapid Transit	12. Edinburgh 	&	 South East Scotland Mass Transit	16. Perth- Dundee- Aberdeen rail corridor enhancements	11. Clyde Metro	15. Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements	17.  Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement	20. Investment in DRT and MaaS 	22. Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 	18. Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 	14. Provision of strategic bus priority measures	21. Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 	23. Smart, integrated public transport ticketing	19. Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations	9.6153846153846203	6.7307692307692299	5.71428571428571	9.5238095238095202	2.8037383177570101	9.4339622641509404	9.4339622641509404	10.2803738317757	8.4905660377358494	6.6037735849056602	3.6697247706421998	3.6697247706421998	1.78571428571429	Do not support this recommendation	
13. Aberdeen Rapid Transit	12. Edinburgh 	&	 South East Scotland Mass Transit	16. Perth- Dundee- Aberdeen rail corridor enhancements	11. Clyde Metro	15. Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements	17.  Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement	20. Investment in DRT and MaaS 	22. Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 	18. Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 	14. Provision of strategic bus priority measures	21. Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 	23. Smart, integrated public transport ticketing	19. Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations	1.92307692307692	0.96153846153846201	0.952380952380952	0	1.86915887850467	0	0.94339622641509402	0.934579439252336	1.88679245283019	0	0	0	0	Don’t Know	
13. Aberdeen Rapid Transit	12. Edinburgh 	&	 South East Scotland Mass Transit	16. Perth- Dundee- Aberdeen rail corridor enhancements	11. Clyde Metro	15. Highland Mainline rail corridor enhancements	17.  Edinburgh/Glasgow – Perth/Dundee rail corridor enhancement	20. Investment in DRT and MaaS 	22. Framework for delivery of mobility hubs 	18. Supporting integrated journeys at ferry terminals 	14. Provision of strategic bus priority measures	21. Improved public transport passenger interchange facilities 	23. Smart, integrated public transport ticketing	19. Infrastructure to provide access for all at railway stations	53.846153846153797	52.884615384615401	46.6666666666667	50.476190476190503	45.7943925233645	38.679245283018901	21.698113207547198	17.757009345794401	22.641509433962302	16.981132075471699	13.7614678899083	11.0091743119266	12.5	
% of Responses




Yes	
Individual	Organisation	47.520661157024797	52.293577981651403	No	
Individual	Organisation	40.495867768594998	28.440366972477101	Don’t Know / No Opinion	
Individual	Organisation	11.9834710743802	19.2660550458716	
% of Responses



 Strongly Agree	
28. Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition	24. Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 	27. Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 	25. Rail decarbonisation 	26. Decarbonisation of bus network 	36.401673640167402	35.146443514644297	44.117647058823501	43.3333333333333	51.914893617021299	 Agree	
28. Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition	24. Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 	27. Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 	25. Rail decarbonisation 	26. Decarbonisation of bus network 	31.799163179916299	33.472803347280298	32.352941176470601	37.5	29.787234042553202	 Neither agree nor disagree	
28. Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition	24. Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 	27. Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 	25. Rail decarbonisation 	26. Decarbonisation of bus network 	10.878661087866099	13.807531380753099	9.2436974789915993	7.5	7.6595744680851103	 Disagree	
28. Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition	24. Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 	27. Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 	25. Rail decarbonisation 	26. Decarbonisation of bus network 	5.8577405857740601	3.7656903765690402	2.9411764705882399	2.5	2.5531914893617	 Strongly Disagree	
28. Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition	24. Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 	27. Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 	25. Rail decarbonisation 	26. Decarbonisation of bus network 	8.3682008368200798	4.6025104602510503	5.46218487394958	4.1666666666666696	2.12765957446809	 Don’t Know / No Opinion	
28. Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition	24. Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 	27. Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 	25. Rail decarbonisation 	26. Decarbonisation of bus network 	6.6945606694560702	9.2050209205020899	5.8823529411764701	5	5.9574468085106398	
% of Responses




 Strongly Agree	
24. Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 	27. Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 	25. Rail decarbonisation 	28. Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition	26. Decarbonisation of bus network 	28.695652173913	40.869565217391298	46.086956521739097	42.6086956521739	49.122807017543899	 Agree	
24. Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 	27. Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 	25. Rail decarbonisation 	28. Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition	26. Decarbonisation of bus network 	40.869565217391298	38.260869565217398	34.7826086956522	41.739130434782602	36.842105263157897	 Neither agree nor disagree	
24. Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 	27. Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 	25. Rail decarbonisation 	28. Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition	26. Decarbonisation of bus network 	5.2173913043478297	6.9565217391304301	5.2173913043478297	7.8260869565217401	5.2631578947368398	 Disagree	
24. Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 	27. Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 	25. Rail decarbonisation 	28. Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition	26. Decarbonisation of bus network 	1.73913043478261	1.73913043478261	0.86956521739130399	0.86956521739130399	0	 Strongly Disagree	24. Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 	27. Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 	25. Rail decarbonisation 	28. Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition	26. Decarbonisation of bus network 	0	0	0	0	0	 Don’t Know / No Opinion	
24. Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 	27. Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 	25. Rail decarbonisation 	28. Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition	26. Decarbonisation of bus network 	23.478260869565201	12.173913043478301	13.0434782608696	6.9565217391304301	8.7719298245614006	
% of Responses




High Priority	
24. Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 	28. Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition	27. Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 	25. Rail decarbonisation 	26. Decarbonisation of bus network 	34.745762711864401	45.7983193277311	53.648068669527902	55.744680851063798	69.787234042553195	Medium Priority	
24. Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 	28. Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition	27. Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 	25. Rail decarbonisation 	26. Decarbonisation of bus network 	34.745762711864401	28.991596638655501	27.038626609442101	28.510638297872301	16.595744680851102	Low Priority	
24. Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 	28. Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition	27. Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 	25. Rail decarbonisation 	26. Decarbonisation of bus network 	15.677966101694899	11.344537815126101	7.2961373390557904	8.0851063829787204	7.2340425531914896	Do not support this recommendation	
24. Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 	28. Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition	27. Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 	25. Rail decarbonisation 	26. Decarbonisation of bus network 	4.2372881355932197	7.98319327731092	4.2918454935622297	2.5531914893617	1.7021276595744701	Don’t Know	
24. Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 	28. Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition	27. Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 	25. Rail decarbonisation 	26. Decarbonisation of bus network 	10.5932203389831	5.8823529411764701	7.7253218884120196	5.1063829787234001	4.68085106382979	
% of Responses




High Priority	
24. Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 	25. Rail decarbonisation 	27. Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 	28. Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition	26. Decarbonisation of bus network 	28.301886792452802	59.259259259259302	59.821428571428598	60.714285714285701	63.963963963963998	Medium Priority	
24. Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 	25. Rail decarbonisation 	27. Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 	28. Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition	26. Decarbonisation of bus network 	36.792452830188701	21.296296296296301	23.214285714285701	26.785714285714299	22.5225225225225	Low Priority	
24. Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 	25. Rail decarbonisation 	27. Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 	28. Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition	26. Decarbonisation of bus network 	11.320754716981099	5.5555555555555598	2.6785714285714302	5.3571428571428603	0.90090090090090102	Do not support this recommendation	
24. Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 	25. Rail decarbonisation 	27. Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 	28. Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition	26. Decarbonisation of bus network 	0	0	1.78571428571429	0.89285714285714302	0	Don’t Know	
24. Ferry vessel renewal and replacement and decarbonisation 	25. Rail decarbonisation 	27. Behaviour change and modal shift for freight 	28. Zero emissions vehicles and infrastructure transition	26. Decarbonisation of bus network 	23.584905660377402	13.8888888888889	12.5	6.25	12.612612612612599	
% of Responses




Yes	50

Individual	Organisation	50.632911392405099	60.360360360360403	No	
Individual	Organisation	31.223628691983102	16.2162162162162	Don’t Know / No Opinion	19

Individual	Organisation	18.1434599156118	23.423423423423401	
% of Responses



 Strongly Agree	
33, 34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 	32.   Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 	30.   Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements	31.   Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 	29.   Access to Argyll A83 	37. Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 	38. Speed management plan	36.   Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 	12.1076233183857	15.625	16.5919282511211	14.7321428571429	22.2222222222222	34.913793103448299	33.766233766233803	28.054298642533901	 Agree	
33, 34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 	32.   Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 	30.   Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements	31.   Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 	29.   Access to Argyll A83 	37. Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 	38. Speed management plan	36.   Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 	23.766816143497799	25	27.802690582959599	29.910714285714299	25.3333333333333	25	26.406926406926399	33.484162895927597	 Neither agree nor disagree	
33, 34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 	32.   Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 	30.   Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements	31.   Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 	29.   Access to Argyll A83 	37. Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 	38. Speed management plan	36.   Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 	29.596412556053799	27.678571428571399	23.766816143497799	27.678571428571399	20	18.1034482758621	15.1515151515152	19.0045248868778	 Disagree	
33, 34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 	32.   Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 	30.   Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements	31.   Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 	29.   Access to Argyll A83 	37. Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 	38. Speed management plan	36.   Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 	8.9686098654708495	7.1428571428571397	6.7264573991031398	7.58928571428571	5.7777777777777803	5.6034482758620703	9.0909090909090899	4.5248868778280498	 Strongly Disagree	
33, 34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 	32.   Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 	30.   Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements	31.   Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 	29.   Access to Argyll A83 	37. Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 	38. Speed management plan	36.   Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 	7.6233183856502196	9.8214285714285694	10.3139013452915	5.3571428571428603	2.6666666666666701	4.7413793103448301	6.0606060606060597	2.71493212669683	 Don’t Know / No Opinion	
33, 34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 	32.   Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 	30.   Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements	31.   Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 	29.   Access to Argyll A83 	37. Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 	38. Speed management plan	36.   Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 	17.937219730941699	14.7321428571429	14.7982062780269	14.7321428571429	24	11.637931034482801	9.5238095238095202	12.2171945701357	
% of Responses




 Strongly Agree	
29.   Access to Argyll A83 	36.   Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 	33, 34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 	32.   Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 	30.   Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements	31.   Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 	37. Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 	38. Speed management plan	23.148148148148099	19.4444444444444	17.1428571428571	26.851851851851901	25.925925925925899	25	34.545454545454497	34.862385321100902	 Agree	
29.   Access to Argyll A83 	36.   Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 	33, 34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 	32.   Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 	30.   Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements	31.   Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 	37. Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 	38. Speed management plan	15.7407407407407	36.1111111111111	39.047619047619101	30.5555555555556	32.407407407407398	33.3333333333333	32.727272727272698	36.697247706421997	 Neither agree nor disagree	
29.   Access to Argyll A83 	36.   Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 	33, 34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 	32.   Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 	30.   Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements	31.   Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 	37. Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 	38. Speed management plan	5.5555555555555598	12.962962962962999	11.4285714285714	12.037037037037001	12.037037037037001	12.962962962962999	5.4545454545454497	8.2568807339449606	 Disagree	
29.   Access to Argyll A83 	36.   Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 	33, 34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 	32.   Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 	30.   Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements	31.   Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 	37. Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 	38. Speed management plan	0.92592592592592604	1.8518518518518501	1.9047619047619	2.7777777777777799	3.7037037037037002	4.6296296296296298	8.1818181818181799	1.8348623853210999	 Strongly Disagree	
29.   Access to Argyll A83 	36.   Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 	33, 34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 	32.   Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 	30.   Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements	31.   Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 	37. Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 	38. Speed management plan	0	0	0.952380952380952	2.7777777777777799	0.92592592592592604	1.8518518518518501	0.90909090909090895	0	 Don’t Know / No Opinion	
29.   Access to Argyll A83 	36.   Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 	33, 34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 	32.   Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 	30.   Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements	31.   Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 	37. Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 	38. Speed management plan	54.629629629629598	29.629629629629601	29.523809523809501	25	25	22.2222222222222	18.181818181818201	18.348623853210999	
% of Responses




High Priority	
33, 34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 	31.   Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 	32.   Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 	30.   Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements	29.   Access to Argyll A83 	36.   Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 	37. Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 	38. Speed management plan	16.203703703703699	28.310502283104999	28.571428571428601	31.651376146789001	33.484162895927597	39.449541284403701	42.857142857142897	44.642857142857103	Medium Priority	
33, 34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 	31.   Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 	32.   Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 	30.   Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements	29.   Access to Argyll A83 	36.   Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 	37. Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 	38. Speed management plan	24.074074074074101	28.310502283104999	24.423963133640601	26.146788990825701	18.099547511312199	27.5229357798165	23.660714285714299	20.9821428571429	Low Priority	
33, 34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 	31.   Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 	32.   Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 	30.   Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements	29.   Access to Argyll A83 	36.   Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 	37. Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 	38. Speed management plan	25.462962962963001	20.091324200913199	21.658986175115199	19.724770642201801	15.384615384615399	13.7614678899083	12.5	12.0535714285714	Do not support this recommendation	
33, 34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 	31.   Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 	32.   Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 	30.   Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements	29.   Access to Argyll A83 	36.   Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 	37. Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 	38. Speed management plan	11.574074074074099	8.2191780821917799	9.2165898617511495	7.3394495412843996	4.0723981900452504	3.21100917431193	6.6964285714285703	10.714285714285699	Don’t Know	
33, 34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 	31.   Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 	32.   Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 	30.   Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements	29.   Access to Argyll A83 	36.   Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 	37. Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 	38. Speed management plan	22.685185185185201	15.068493150684899	16.129032258064498	15.1376146788991	28.959276018099601	16.055045871559599	14.285714285714301	11.6071428571429	
% of Responses




High Priority	
33, 34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 	36.   Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 	29.   Access to Argyll A83 	31.   Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 	32.   Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 	30.   Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements	37. Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 	38. Speed management plan	20.3883495145631	25.925925925925899	27.884615384615401	33.644859813084103	37.383177570093501	40.186915887850503	42.727272727272698	45.454545454545503	Medium Priority	
33, 34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 	36.   Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 	29.   Access to Argyll A83 	31.   Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 	32.   Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 	30.   Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements	37. Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 	38. Speed management plan	29.126213592233	32.407407407407398	11.538461538461499	22.429906542056099	23.364485981308398	20.5607476635514	28.181818181818201	27.272727272727298	Low Priority	
33, 34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 	36.   Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 	29.   Access to Argyll A83 	31.   Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 	32.   Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 	30.   Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements	37. Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 	38. Speed management plan	16.504854368932001	12.037037037037001	2.8846153846153801	12.1495327102804	7.4766355140186898	8.4112149532710294	6.3636363636363598	8.1818181818181799	Do not support this recommendation	
33, 34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 	36.   Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 	29.   Access to Argyll A83 	31.   Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 	32.   Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 	30.   Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements	37. Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 	38. Speed management plan	1.94174757281553	0.92592592592592604	0.96153846153846201	1.86915887850467	2.8037383177570101	2.8037383177570101	1.8181818181818199	0	Don’t Know	
33, 34, 35 Enhancing Intelligent Transport Systems 	36.   Strategy for improving rest and welfare facilities for hauliers 	29.   Access to Argyll A83 	31.   Trunk road and motorway network climate change adaption and resilience 	32.   Trunk road and motorway network renewal for reliability, resilience and safety 	30.   Trunk road and motorway safety Improvements	37. Improving active travel on trunk roads through communities 	38. Speed management plan	32.038834951456302	28.703703703703699	56.730769230769198	29.906542056074802	28.971962616822399	28.037383177570099	20.909090909090899	19.090909090909101	
% of Responses




Yes	
Individual	Organisation	37.004405286343598	47.706422018348597	No	
Individual	Organisation	35.682819383259897	20.183486238532101	Don’t Know / No Opinion	28

Individual	Organisation	27.312775330396502	32.110091743119298	
% of Responses



 Strongly Agree	
39.    Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 	41.    Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 	40.    Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 	43.    Major station masterplans 	42.    Investment in port infrastructure 	45.    High speed and cross Border rail enhancements	44.    Rail freight terminals 	11.764705882352899	20.179372197309402	26.008968609865502	30.909090909090899	26.457399103139	41.517857142857103	36.283185840708001	 Agree	
39.    Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 	41.    Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 	40.    Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 	43.    Major station masterplans 	42.    Investment in port infrastructure 	45.    High speed and cross Border rail enhancements	44.    Rail freight terminals 	26.2443438914027	23.766816143497799	28.251121076233201	31.818181818181799	36.771300448430502	25.8928571428571	34.513274336283203	 Neither agree nor disagree	
39.    Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 	41.    Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 	40.    Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 	43.    Major station masterplans 	42.    Investment in port infrastructure 	45.    High speed and cross Border rail enhancements	44.    Rail freight terminals 	24.434389140271499	21.076233183856498	15.695067264574	16.818181818181799	18.834080717488799	12.9464285714286	9.2920353982300892	 Disagree	
39.    Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 	41.    Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 	40.    Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 	43.    Major station masterplans 	42.    Investment in port infrastructure 	45.    High speed and cross Border rail enhancements	44.    Rail freight terminals 	4.9773755656108598	7.1748878923766801	2.6905829596412598	4.5454545454545503	2.2421524663677102	5.3571428571428603	6.19469026548673	 Strongly Disagree	
39.    Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 	41.    Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 	40.    Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 	43.    Major station masterplans 	42.    Investment in port infrastructure 	45.    High speed and cross Border rail enhancements	44.    Rail freight terminals 	2.71493212669683	8.52017937219731	5.3811659192825099	2.7272727272727302	2.2421524663677102	4.46428571428571	1.76991150442478	 Don’t Know / No Opinion	
39.    Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 	41.    Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 	40.    Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 	43.    Major station masterplans 	42.    Investment in port infrastructure 	45.    High speed and cross Border rail enhancements	44.    Rail freight terminals 	29.864253393665201	19.282511210762301	21.973094170403598	13.181818181818199	13.452914798206301	9.8214285714285694	11.9469026548673	
% of Responses




 Strongly Agree	
41.    Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 	39.    Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 	40.    Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 	45.    High speed and cross Border rail enhancements	43.    Major station masterplans 	42.    Investment in port infrastructure 	44.    Rail freight terminals 	10.2803738317757	12.962962962962999	19.6428571428571	27.272727272727298	24.074074074074101	23.364485981308398	30.476190476190499	 Agree	
41.    Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 	39.    Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 	40.    Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 	45.    High speed and cross Border rail enhancements	43.    Major station masterplans 	42.    Investment in port infrastructure 	44.    Rail freight terminals 	10.2803738317757	18.518518518518501	24.1071428571429	32.727272727272698	37.037037037037003	41.121495327102799	40.952380952380899	 Neither agree nor disagree	
41.    Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 	39.    Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 	40.    Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 	45.    High speed and cross Border rail enhancements	43.    Major station masterplans 	42.    Investment in port infrastructure 	44.    Rail freight terminals 	14.018691588785	17.592592592592599	10.714285714285699	8.1818181818181799	14.814814814814801	10.2803738317757	7.6190476190476204	 Disagree	
41.    Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 	39.    Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 	40.    Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 	45.    High speed and cross Border rail enhancements	43.    Major station masterplans 	42.    Investment in port infrastructure 	44.    Rail freight terminals 	3.7383177570093502	0.92592592592592604	1.78571428571429	3.6363636363636398	1.8518518518518501	0	0.952380952380952	 Strongly Disagree	
41.    Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 	39.    Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 	40.    Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 	45.    High speed and cross Border rail enhancements	43.    Major station masterplans 	42.    Investment in port infrastructure 	44.    Rail freight terminals 	12.1495327102804	0.92592592592592604	5.3571428571428603	1.8181818181818199	0	0.934579439252336	0	 Don’t Know / No Opinion	
41.    Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 	39.    Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 	40.    Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 	45.    High speed and cross Border rail enhancements	43.    Major station masterplans 	42.    Investment in port infrastructure 	44.    Rail freight terminals 	49.532710280373799	49.074074074074097	38.392857142857103	26.363636363636399	22.2222222222222	24.299065420560702	20	
% of Responses




High Priority	
39.    Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 	41.    Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 	40.    Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 	42.    Investment in port infrastructure 	43.    Major station masterplans 	45.    High speed and cross Border rail enhancements	44.    Rail freight terminals 	12.037037037037001	21.658986175115199	34.862385321100902	39.461883408071699	40.2777777777778	50.684931506849303	53.363228699551598	Medium Priority	
39.    Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 	41.    Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 	40.    Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 	42.    Investment in port infrastructure 	43.    Major station masterplans 	45.    High speed and cross Border rail enhancements	44.    Rail freight terminals 	33.796296296296298	22.580645161290299	31.651376146789001	30.4932735426009	28.240740740740701	19.178082191780799	26.008968609865502	Low Priority	
39.    Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 	41.    Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 	40.    Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 	42.    Investment in port infrastructure 	43.    Major station masterplans 	45.    High speed and cross Border rail enhancements	44.    Rail freight terminals 	19.907407407407401	20.276497695852498	11.4678899082569	13.452914798206301	14.351851851851899	15.981735159817401	8.0717488789237706	Do not support this recommendation	
39.    Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 	41.    Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 	40.    Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 	42.    Investment in port infrastructure 	43.    Major station masterplans 	45.    High speed and cross Border rail enhancements	44.    Rail freight terminals 	4.1666666666666696	13.364055299539199	2.75229357798165	0.89686098654708502	3.7037037037037002	2.7397260273972601	0.89686098654708502	Don’t Know	
39.    Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 	41.    Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 	40.    Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 	42.    Investment in port infrastructure 	43.    Major station masterplans 	45.    High speed and cross Border rail enhancements	44.    Rail freight terminals 	30.092592592592599	22.119815668202801	19.2660550458716	15.695067264574	13.425925925925901	11.415525114155299	11.6591928251121	
% of Responses




High Priority	
41.    Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 	39.    Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 	40.    Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 	42.    Investment in port infrastructure 	45.    High speed and cross Border rail enhancements	43.    Major station masterplans 	44.    Rail freight terminals 	11.881188118811901	17.647058823529399	29.906542056074802	36.538461538461497	36.792452830188701	38.834951456310698	45.714285714285701	Medium Priority	
41.    Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 	39.    Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 	40.    Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 	42.    Investment in port infrastructure 	45.    High speed and cross Border rail enhancements	43.    Major station masterplans 	44.    Rail freight terminals 	8.9108910891089099	20.588235294117599	18.691588785046701	30.769230769230798	24.528301886792502	21.3592233009709	22.8571428571429	Low Priority	
41.    Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 	39.    Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 	40.    Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 	42.    Investment in port infrastructure 	45.    High speed and cross Border rail enhancements	43.    Major station masterplans 	44.    Rail freight terminals 	8.9108910891089099	8.8235294117647101	2.8037383177570101	0.96153846153846201	5.6603773584905701	8.7378640776699008	2.8571428571428599	Do not support this recommendation	
41.    Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 	39.    Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 	40.    Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 	42.    Investment in port infrastructure 	45.    High speed and cross Border rail enhancements	43.    Major station masterplans 	44.    Rail freight terminals 	14.8514851485149	1.9607843137254899	1.86915887850467	0	2.8301886792452802	0	0	Don’t Know	
41.    Potential fixed links in Outer Hebrides and Mull 	39.    Sustainable access to Grangemouth Investment Zone 	40.    Access to Stranraer and ports at Cairnryan 	42.    Investment in port infrastructure 	45.    High speed and cross Border rail enhancements	43.    Major station masterplans 	44.    Rail freight terminals 	55.445544554455502	50.980392156862699	46.728971962616797	31.730769230769202	30.188679245283002	31.067961165048501	28.571428571428601	
% of Responses




Yes	
Individual	Organisation	38.6666666666667	44.954128440367001	No	
Individual	Organisation	33.3333333333333	25.688073394495401	Don’t Know / No Opinion	
Individual	Organisation	28	29.357798165137599	
% of Responses



Yes	
Take action against climate change	Decarbonising transport	Reducing car use	Encouraging greater walking, wheeling and cycling	Addressing inequalities, such as: Child poverty	Addressing inequalities, such as: Affordability of transport	Addressing inequalities, such as: Access to transport	Transport as an enabler of inclusive economic growth	Providing a safe transport system	Providing a reliable and resilient transport system	77.637130801687803	78.787878787878796	74.025974025973994	83.690987124463504	72.173913043478294	63.362068965517203	63.203463203463201	55.793991416308998	59.829059829059801	61	No	
Take action against climate change	Decarbonising transport	Reducing car use	Encouraging greater walking, wheeling and cycling	Addressing inequalities, such as: Child poverty	Addressing inequalities, such as: Affordability of transport	Addressing inequalities, such as: Access to transport	Transport as an enabler of inclusive economic growth	Providing a safe transport system	Providing a reliable and resilient transport system	17.721518987341799	16.450216450216502	21.6450216450216	12.8755364806867	19.565217391304301	29.741379310344801	30.303030303030301	35.622317596566504	29.4871794871795	30	Don’t Know / No Opinion	
Take action against climate change	Decarbonising transport	Reducing car use	Encouraging greater walking, wheeling and cycling	Addressing inequalities, such as: Child poverty	Addressing inequalities, such as: Affordability of transport	Addressing inequalities, such as: Access to transport	Transport as an enabler of inclusive economic growth	Providing a safe transport system	Providing a reliable and resilient transport system	4.6413502109704599	4.7619047619047601	4.3290043290043299	3.4334763948497899	8.2608695652173907	6.8965517241379297	6.4935064935064899	8.5836909871244593	10.683760683760701	8	
% of Responses




Yes	
Take action against climate change	Decarbonising transport	Reducing car use	Encouraging greater walking, wheeling and cycling	Addressing inequalities, such as: Child poverty	Addressing inequalities, such as: Affordability of transport	Addressing inequalities, such as: Access to transport	Transport as an enabler of inclusive economic growth	Providing a safe transport system	Providing a reliable and resilient transport system	96.521739130434796	94.736842105263193	94.690265486725707	96.491228070175396	83.478260869565204	84.070796460176993	84.821428571428598	82.456140350877206	87.610619469026503	83	No	
Take action against climate change	Decarbonising transport	Reducing car use	Encouraging greater walking, wheeling and cycling	Addressing inequalities, such as: Child poverty	Addressing inequalities, such as: Affordability of transport	Addressing inequalities, such as: Access to transport	Transport as an enabler of inclusive economic growth	Providing a safe transport system	Providing a reliable and resilient transport system	1.73913043478261	1.7543859649122799	3.5398230088495599	1.7543859649122799	9.5652173913043494	11.5044247787611	8.9285714285714306	10.526315789473699	7.0796460176991198	10	Don’t Know / No Opinion	
Take action against climate change	Decarbonising transport	Reducing car use	Encouraging greater walking, wheeling and cycling	Addressing inequalities, such as: Child poverty	Addressing inequalities, such as: Affordability of transport	Addressing inequalities, such as: Access to transport	Transport as an enabler of inclusive economic growth	Providing a safe transport system	Providing a reliable and resilient transport system	1.73913043478261	3.5087719298245599	1.76991150442478	1.7543859649122799	6.9565217391304301	4.4247787610619502	6.25	7.0175438596491198	5.3097345132743401	7	
% of Responses




Yes	
National Transport Strategy 2 (NTS2)	National Planning Framework (NPF4)	Climate Change Plan Update 	&	 Route Map	Infrastructure Investment Plan	Cleaner Air for Scotland 2 	&	 Delivery Plan	National Performance Framework	40	40	37	29	28	32	No	
National Transport Strategy 2 (NTS2)	National Planning Framework (NPF4)	Climate Change Plan Update 	&	 Route Map	Infrastructure Investment Plan	Cleaner Air for Scotland 2 	&	 Delivery Plan	National Performance Framework	52	53	54	61	63	56	Don’t Know / No Opinion	
National Transport Strategy 2 (NTS2)	National Planning Framework (NPF4)	Climate Change Plan Update 	&	 Route Map	Infrastructure Investment Plan	Cleaner Air for Scotland 2 	&	 Delivery Plan	National Performance Framework	8	7	9	10	9	12	
% of Responses




Yes	
National Transport Strategy 2 (NTS2)	National Planning Framework (NPF4)	Climate Change Plan Update 	&	 Route Map	Infrastructure Investment Plan	Cleaner Air for Scotland 2 	&	 Delivery Plan	National Performance Framework	90	88	82	75	68	70	No	
National Transport Strategy 2 (NTS2)	National Planning Framework (NPF4)	Climate Change Plan Update 	&	 Route Map	Infrastructure Investment Plan	Cleaner Air for Scotland 2 	&	 Delivery Plan	National Performance Framework	9	10	13	18	23	23	Don’t Know / No Opinion	
National Transport Strategy 2 (NTS2)	National Planning Framework (NPF4)	Climate Change Plan Update 	&	 Route Map	Infrastructure Investment Plan	Cleaner Air for Scotland 2 	&	 Delivery Plan	National Performance Framework	2	2	4	7	9	8	
% of Responses




 Strongly Agree	10

Individual	Organisation	9.4170403587443907	2.9411764705882399	 Agree	
Individual	Organisation	24.6636771300448	38.235294117647101	 Neither agree nor disagree	
Individual	Organisation	26.008968609865502	15.6862745098039	 Disagree	
Individual	Organisation	9.4170403587443907	2.9411764705882399	 Strongly Disagree	
Individual	Organisation	5.3811659192825099	0.98039215686274495	 Don’t Know / No Opinion	
Individual	Organisation	25.112107623318401	39.2156862745098	
% of Responses



Yes	
Individual	Organisation	28.169014084507001	14.4329896907216	No	
Individual	Organisation	13.6150234741784	34.020618556701002	Don't know	
Individual	Organisation	58.215962441314602	51.5463917525773	
% of Responses



Yes	13

Individual	Organisation	12.3222748815166	8.4210526315789505	No	
Individual	Organisation	55.450236966824598	53.684210526315802	Don't know	
Individual	Organisation	32.227488151658797	37.894736842105303	
% of Responses



Yes	
Individual	Organisation	20	18.947368421052602	No	
Individual	Organisation	36.6666666666667	43.157894736842103	Don't know	44

Individual	Organisation	43.3333333333333	37.894736842105303	
% of Responses
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