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B - Movements By Rail
Total Patronage at Tees Valley Rail Stations

Table B.1 below shows the total number of passengers boarding and alighting at each Tees Valley
station over the last seven years. Northern Rail has supplied the data from their LENNON system,
which calculates patronage data, based on tickets sold. The Table highlights differing trends across
the Tees Valley between the LTP baseline year (1999/00) and 2008/09, with the majority of stations
seeing a significant increase in patronage and only a small number of the lightly used stations
witnessing a fall. Table B.1 shows passenger usage at each station. It is important to note that a
single journey, for example from Middlesbrough to Darlington, is recorded twice in Table B1, once
boarding at Middlesbrough and once alighting at Darlington.

Table B.1: Total rail passenger footfall at Tees Valley rail stations

Origin 2004 2005 2006 % Change
station /05 /06 /07 99/00-08/09
Allen's West 37,160 51,102 69,352 67,477 72,051 67,026 80%
Billingham 41,952 44,265 56,220 62,455 69,777 72,061 72%
Darlington 1329082 | 1,803,034 | 1,921,121 | 2039554 | 2119510 | 2,186,135 64%
Dinsdale 11,786 11,199 15,625 15,012 13,976 17,744 51%
Eaglescliffe 46,094 54,589 60,287 65,748 76,125 83,799 82%
Gypsy Lane 8,267 10,364 11,417 12,024 12,915 18,426 123%
Hartlepool 269,886 | 316,289 | 346,835 | 375728 | 397,307 | 428,869 59%
Longbeck 34,150 40,659 39,533 41,608 42,009 44,039 29%
Marske 52,942 65,683 72,249 72,820 71,253 77,182 46%
Marton 2,823 3,602 3,090 3,844 4,829 6,896 144%
Middlesbrough 953325 | 1,121,506 | 10202788 | 1244834 | 1302702 | 1,350,173 42%
North Road 17,703 19,318 20,972 20,606 23,132 26,416 49%
Nunthorpe 9,181 11,430 12,413 13,792 16,790 23,213 153%
Redcar B.Steel 500 491 923 549 647 1,092 118%
Redcar Central 273,349 | 356,876 | 373,052 | 396397 | 395946 | 374232 37%
Redcar East 113,101 | 136,650 | 143,820 | 142,756 | 155713 | 157,834 40%
saltburn 196,740 | 218371 | 225062 | 236,601 | 237,906 | 239,339 22%
Seaton Carew 14,312 14,856 17,879 22,265 27,341 30,781 115%
south Bank 1,790 1,057 1,941 1,591 1,707 1,534 -14%
Stockton 52,994 55,533 58,196 63,434 62,920 62,586 18%
DIV Airport 82 72 76 84 38 27 -67%
Thornaby 194,349 | 322,797 | 359,956 | 407,417 | 451,723 | 479,559 147%
Yarm 81,191 97,992 96,746 99,966 | 113351 | 120,344 48%
Iﬁfaslva"ey 3,742,759 | 4,757,735 | 5109553 | 5406502 | 5669,020 | 5868214 57%

Source: Northern Rail LENNON data
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Rail patronage data has also been used to create a matrix of passenger journeys between selected
stations for 2007/08 as shown in Table B.2. The stations include all 23 within the Tees Valley plus
selected others in neighbouring regions that are of particular significance in terms of passenger
flows. Table B.2 depicts the total journeys between each pair of stations for the year 2007/08. It
excludes journeys to other destinations and is thus an under-representation of the total use of the
stations listed.

Existing rail station facilities

The Tees Valley Joint Strategy Unit undertakes reqular and extensive surveys of existing passenger
facilities at rail stations. The surveys assess key aspects such as signing, accessibility, information,
parking, security, safety and comfort and have been used to draw up a list of standards that are
considered to be an acceptable minimum for all Tees Valley stations. The surveys identify where
improvements are required with results reported in the Quarterly Tees Valley Rail Report and to the
appropriate operator. The surveys now form an important part of Northern Rail's Service Quality
Management programme, which aims to resolve reported problems very quickly as part of a
franchise agreement. Largely as a result of this facilities on the whole have improved at stations
across the Tees Valley, when compared to the same time last year. Results are shown in Table B3,
where the improvements easily outweigh the deteriorations. One particular area that has seen
improvements in many locations is the level of graffiti. However there are still areas where
improvement is required and these will continue to be targeted by the JSU and the Tees Valley
authorities in discussions with the relevant operators.
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Table B2: Tees Valley Rail Passenger Journey Matrix 2008/09
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C - Movements By Bus
Number of Bus Journeys

This Indicator relates to the annual number of bus passenger journeys undertaken within each
Borough. Table C.1 presents this along with a total for the Tees Valley. For the first time in a number
of years, bus patronage has increased in the Tees Valley overall, with a 1.07% increase on average.
This increase can largely be attributed to the introduction of the English National Concessionary
Travel Scheme in April 2008. With the Tees Valley successfully securing funding from the DIT for its
Bus Network Improvements scheme, it is hoped that further increases in patronage can be expected
in the future. More information about the Bus Network Improvements can be found in Chapter 3. It
should be noted that the published figures exclude smaller operators.

Table C.1: Tees Valley Bus Patronage (Arriva & Stagecoach)

2002/03 = 2003/04 = 2004/05 | 2005/06 | 2006/07 | 2007/08 & 2008/09

Darlington 10,033,679 | 9,754,725 9,074,757 | 8,738,174 | 8,750,151 8,524,460 | 8,386,669
Hartlepool 6,178,511 6,477,535 5,984,266 | 5,545,470 | 5,763,096 | 5,593,388 | 5,570,432
Middlesbrough 11,045,655 | 10,819,298 | 10,888,130 | 10,166,396 | 9,785,552 9,937,614 | 10,216,943

Redcar & Cleveland | 6,074,722 5,966,830 5,579,928 | 5,208,204 | 4,799,913 4,793,461 5,078,671

Stockton 10,835,944 | 10,550,166 | 10,416,613 | 9,814,730 | 9,900,117 | 9,536,129 9,543,966

Tees Valley 44,168,511 | 43,568,552 | 41,943,693 | 39,472,974 | 38,998,829 | 38,385,052 | 38,796,681

Source: Arriva & Stagecoach (patronage for minor operators not included)

Bus Passenger Information

An increase in the number of bus stops with timetable information is a key part of the Tees Valley
Public Transport Information Strategy. As can be seen in Table C.2, good progress continues to be
made. This represents a commitment not just to the provision of a timetable but also its rapid
updating whenever services change.

Table C.2: Percentage of bus stops with timetable information

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

Darlington 12% 12% 15% 21% 60% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Hartlepool 24% 33% 29% 30% 30% 30% 30% 32% 29%
Middlesbrough 25% 26% 26% 32% 36% 38% 40% 46% 50%
Redcar & Cleveland 28% 31% 31% 38% 52% 60% 75% 91% 95%
Stockton 26% 27% 27% 27% 27% 38% 40% 46% 50%
Tees Valley 23% 26% 26% 31% 41% 55% 57% 63% 65%

Source: Tees Valley Borough Councils

1 The Tees Valley Public Transport Information Strategy 2003-04, 2004 update. For further
information or a copy of the document please contact the TVJSU.
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D - Cycling

Cycle Flow Counts

Table D.1 shows cycle count data from 2002 onwards.

Table D.1: Tees Valley Cycle Flows

Location

Average Weekday Cycle Flow

2002 2003 2004 | 2005 @ 2006 2007 | 2008

Cargo Fleet Road - Subway 19 21 22 21 22 24 31
|B1380 Ladgate Lane - Saltersgill | 46 | 38 | 40 | 38 | 42 | 50 | 23 |
|B1380 Ladgate Lane - Golf Club | 55 | 37 | 90 | 86 | 90 | 96 | 81 |

= | . )

= Stainton Way - Marton West Beck | 48 | 45 | 55 | 44 | 38 | 39 | 37 |

% |Albert Park - South End | | 52 | 34 | 46 | 52 | 58 | 50 |

3 |Marsh Road at Lionweld* | (43) | (39) | (36) | (49) | (34) | (28) | 7 |

= |Riverside Park Road | | | | | | | 24 |
|A1 72 Marton Road, South of Broughton Avenue | | | | | | | 131 |
Sandwell Avenue at Middlebeck 15
National Route 1 North of Tees Barrage 20 49 41 63 65 89 67

; SNt%tcick)tn:rll Route 1 South of Harrowgate Lane, 16 24 39 3 23 31 2%

V)

'; Els:(;)nl?llorRt?)lrjlte 14 adjacent to A19 at South 20 33 21 23 39 33 42

é |Stockt0n Cycleway, adjacent to Grangefield School | 50 | 44 | 47 | 76 | 77 | 127 | 60 |

& |South Stockton Link Stage 3, South of Concorde Way | 30 | 34 | 41 | 58 | 73 | 84 | 60 |
:Eglggz svzr;"”d‘ to Thornaby Cycleway at ‘ 178 ‘ 160 ‘ 130 ‘ 123 ‘ 140 ‘ 173 ‘ 119 ‘

E |A1085 Grangetown | 173 | 173 | | | | | - |

© | A174 saltburn Road |18 | 78| L 13| s | |-

§ |Redcar Road | - | 184 | | 160 | 216 | | - |

S |Low Farm Drive, Redcar | 90 | | | | | | - |

)5 | . .

« |Mersey Road | 169 | | | | | | |
| West Auckland Road |- | |28 | a1 | 58 | 46 |

c | Whessoe Road - 35 36 86 43

S

2 |Yarm Road |- | |51 | 49 | 77| 9% |

8 |Haughton Road | - | | | 169 | 156 | 159 | 174 |
|Grasmere Road | - | | | 56 | 73 | 65 | 69 |

_ |Sappers Corner | 56 | 55 | | | | | - |

g | Catcote Road |91 | 102 | 113 | 120 | | |-

% |Coronation Drive | 81 | - | | - | | | - |

= IKing Oswy Drive I 63 I 76 I 79 I 84 I I I - |

“Moved from Newport Ironmasters - figures in brackets refer to former location

Source: Tees Valley Borough Councils
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E - Ports and Shipping
Foreign and domestic freight traffic

The Port of Tees & Hartlepool continues to be the dominant port in the North East and maintains its
nationally significant role with traffic in 2008 at around 45 million tonnes. This makes it the third
biggest in the UK in terms of tonnage handled, behind the Humber Ports. Table E.1 shows the total
foreign and domestic traffic handled by North East ports since 1997.

Table E.1: Foreign and domestic freight traffic handled by North East ports (000 Tonnes)

Port 1997 | 1998 1999 = 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007  2008*
L‘;er;:‘pool 51,248 51,453 49,317 | 51,470 | 50,840 | 50,447 | 53,842 | 53,819 (55,790 (53,350 | 49,779 | 45,440
Berwick 143 | 139 | 195 | 150 | 110 | 89 | 134 | 89 | 76 | o4 - -
Blyth 801 | 1,135 | 1,233 | 930 - 786 | 885 | 892 | 915 | 1,147 | - -
Tyne 2083 | 2,136 | 2,209 | 2,390 | 2,470 | 2,656 | 2,763 | 2,970 | 3,360 | 4,077 | 4,610 | 5,420
sunderland 1,305 | 999 - 930 | 1,021 | 928 | 1,020 | 1,117 | 920 | 904 - -
seaham 608 | 521 | 600 | 510 | 536 | 314 | 459 | 434 | 505 | 530 - -
Whitby & 75 | 66 - 40 - - 2 4 - - - -
Scarborough

Total North | o 3 | 56 449 | 53,554 | 56,420 | 54,977 | 55,221 | 59,106 | 59.325 | 61,566 | 60,102 | - -
East Traffic

Total UK Traffic | 538,940/ 548420 544,330 551,616 | 565,690/ 558,325 555,662 573,070| 581,600| 580,200 581,500| 582,510

Source: DIT
* Provisional Statistics for 2008 only available for UK major ports at time of publication.

Bulk Traffic by Commodity

Table E.2 provides details of the bulk traffic by commodity passing through the Port of Tees &
Hartlepool. Oil products, bulk loads and chemicals continue to be the principal markets.

Table E.2: Freight traffic passing through the Port of Tees & Hartlepool (000 Tonnes)

1999 | 2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008*

Liquid Bulk Traffic 33,753 | 36,143 | 34,297 | 35,715 | 36,527 | 36,206 | 39,946 | 34,686 | 31,126 | 26,950
Dry Bulk Traffic 10,410 | 9,330 | 11,751 | 10,155 | 12,427 | 12,526 | 12,351 | 12,314

Semi-bulk Traffic 941 906 | 1,199 | 927 | 1,084 | 1,350 | 1,382 | 2,154 | 14,306 | 14,120
Conventional Traffic 67 - - - 98 169 114 124

Container and Roll-on/Roll-off | 4,146 | 5,093 | 3,594 | 3,650 | 3,706 | 3,569 | 3,796 | 5,361 | 4,347 | 4,360

Total 49,317 | 51,473 | 50,841 | 50,447 | 53,842 | 53,819 | 55,790 | 54,639 | 49,779 | 45,440

Source: DIT
“Breakdown of freight by commodity only available up to 2008 at time of publication
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F - Air Transport
Air Passenger Flows

Table F.1 shows the annual number of passengers leaving Durham Tees Valley and other northern
airports. 2008 saw a further decrease in the number of flights leaving the airport. The figure for
2009 is likely to show further falls following the withdrawal of BMI's daily flights to Heathrow. For
further information see Chapter 6.

Table F.1: Passengers leaving Northern airports (000's)

Airports 1998 | 1998 @ 2000 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 2005 2006 A 2007
Blackpool 94 118 109 81 70 186 266 377 553 558 439
Carlisle 1 - - - - - - - - - -
Doncaster/Sheffield 47 75 61 33 13 - - 600 947 1,074 968
Durham Tees Valley 651 730 745 730 669 700 787 898 900 734 655
Humberside 344 419 446 435 490 517 531 459 516 466 428
Leeds/Bradford 1,398 | 1,451 | 1,575 | 1,524 | 1,526 | 2,015 | 2,368 | 2,609 | 2,787 | 2,860 | 2,873
Liverpool 869 1,303 | 1,981 | 2,251 | 2,835 | 3,175 | 3,352 | 4,409 | 4,962 | 5,463 | 5,334
Manchester 17,206 | 17,419 | 18,352 1 19,083 | 18,618 | 19,520 | 20,969 | 22,083 | 22,124 | 21,892 | 21,219
Newcastle 2,920 | 2,934 | 3,147 | 3,376 | 3,387 | 3,903 | 4,708 | 5,187 | 5,407 | 5,624 | 5,040
Total UK Airports 158,997 168,478 180,001 181,231\ 188,761| 199,950| 215,681 230,621| 237,560 243,234|239,497|

Source: Civil Aviation Authority

Air Freight

After a decrease in the previous year, Table F.2 shows a significant fall in the quantity of freight
leaving Durham Tees Valley Airport in 2008. Chapter 6 details plans for the expansion of the airport.

Table F.2: Freight leaving Northern Airports (Tonnes)

Airports 1998 | 1998 | 2000 | 2001 | 2002 A 2003 @ 2004 2005 A 2006 | 2007 | 2008
Blackpool 70 102 102 81 63 57 56 62 55 41 47
Carlisle 42 1 1 10 1 - 12 - - - -
Doncaster/Sheffield - - - - - - - 31 167 | 1,602 | 1,350
Durham Tees Valley 1,477 | 2,833 | 3,009 | 1,927 | 1,007 | 1,087 | 485 363 457 786 290
Humberside 154 161 130 157 126 945 752 114 144 144 168
Leeds/Bradford 464 320 732 2,364 114 83 79 92 101 109 334
Liverpool 25,225 25,122 | 29,226 | 22,821 | 13,589 | 11,580 | 9,243 | 8,521 | 5,724 | 3709 | 3,740
Manchester 101,147|107,974|117,017|106,406{113,279|122,639|149,181|147,484/148,957|165,365|141,781
Newcastle 681 776 525 783 1,437 924 799 199 306 785 1,938
Total UK Airports 2,092,522 2,201,398|2,326,456| 2,145,629| 2,195,433|2,208,232| 2,370,950| 2,371,670, 2,324,175 2,333,898 2,290,713

Source: Civil Aviation Authority
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G - Safety and Security

Total Traffic Related Casualties

Table G.1: Total traffic related casualties in the Tees Valley

Year Darlington Hartlepool Middlesbrough gge;f;n% Stockton Tees Valley
1993 523 445 779 559 767 3,073
1994 472 442 784 614 821 3,133
1995 425 405 706 545 781 2,862
1996 530 425 791 504 803 3,053
1997 525 448 761 615 760 3,109
1998 576 369 745 537 798 3,025
1999 483 303 636 440 785 2,647
2000 473 304 741 448 658 2,624
2001 475 322 651 409 676 2,533
2002 500 328 660 383 644 2,515
2003 442 324 614 435 625 2,440
2004 468 317 592 428 635 2,440
2005 454 317 535 399 605 2,310
2006 486 294 485 117 594 2,276
2007 384 260 447 346 482 1,919
2008 380 227 447 366 513 1,933

Source: Tees Valley Borough Councils

Table G.2: Tees Valley casualties by severity

Year Fatal Serious Slight Total KSI
1993 35 365 2,673 400
1994 39 299 2,795 338
1995 34 243 2,585 277
1996 50 276 2,727 326
1997 29 271 2,809 300
1998 21 299 2,705 320
1999 26 265 2,356 291
2000 25 281 2,318 306
2001 30 249 2,254 279
2002 27 263 2,225 290
2003 27 319 2,094 346
2004 33 252 2,150 290
2005 23 236 2,052 259
2006 26 306 1,944 332
2007 21 208 1,690 229
2008 17 208 1,704 224

Source: Tees Valley Borough Councils

77
Tees Valley Transport Monitoring Report 2009



78

15. Appendicies (Transport Monitoring Statistics)

Casualties by Age

Table G.3: Tees Valley casualties by age

Year Children 0-15 Adults 16-59 Elderly 60+ Children KSI
1996 466 1,947 215 66
1997 421 2,026 214 56
1998 518 2,245 258 67
1999 394 1,962 270 62
2000 370 1,997 253 52
2001 393 1,961 179 50
2002 398 1,847 270 60
2003 388 1,806 246 71
2004 414 1,775 246 60
2005 339 1,733 239 40
2006 336 1,716 224 53
2007 274 1,469 173 34
2008* 248 1,476 205 20
Source: Tees Valley Borough Councils
“ Analysis by age figures exlude 4 casualties for which age is uncertain
Table G.4: Tees Valley casualties by road user group
Year Pedestrians Pedal Cyclists Motor Cyclists Car Occupants Other
1991 815 234 157 1,873 191
1992 697 257 141 1,787 240
1993 613 247 128 1,816 263
1994 670 256 124 1,854 228
1995 553 240 92 1,799 173
1996 635 233 85 1,890 209
1997 510 242 116 2,029 247
1998 510 193 97 2,002 245
1999 449 229 91 1,651 226
2000 446 183 144 1,665 174
2001 382 185 161 1,654 151
2002 117 152 153 1,627 166
2003 375 198 178 1,527 162
2004 372 166 160 1,573 165
2005 322 132 137 1,526 193
2006 368 190 172 1,546 192
2007 245 152 118 1,258 146
2008 238 164 134 1,243 154

Source: Tees Valley Borough Councils
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Transport Related Crime

Table G.5: Motor vehicle offences per 1000 population

Theft of Motor Vehicle Theft from Motor Vehicle

2004 | 2005 | 2006 @ 2007 & 2008 2004 | 2005 | 2006 @ 2007

/05 /06 /07 /08 /09 /05 /06 /07 /08
Darlington 6.4 4.3 5.0 4.6 4.2 3.2 16.8 9.7 14.7 | 16.0 9.8 8.1
Hartlepool 9.1 55 53 4.3 4.4 3.4 16.9 8.6 6.9 5.6 5.9 5.2
Middlesbrough 12.0 | 11.9 8.5 5.6 4.7 3.8 195 | 233 | 21.9 | 209 | 135 9.6
Redcar & Cleveland 7.4 5.2 4.6 3.9 3.5 2.4 11.0 7.4 7.7 8.1 6.9 4.3
Stockton-on-Tees 4.9 4.0 34 2.9 2.5 2.2 1.7 7.8 7.0 5.9 4.2 34
Tees Valley 7.8 6.2 5.2 4.2 3.6 2.9 14.8 | 11.4 | 11.5 | 11.0 | 7.7 5.9

Source: Tees Valley JSU
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H - Environmental Impact

Continuous monitoring data is used for NO2 (annual mean) and Particulate PM10 (annual mean).
The Tees Valley Environmental Protection Group has previously agreed that the most representative
available data for the monitoring of traffic trends is provided by the permanent stations at the
following locations:

o Stockton Yarm High Street (national AURN network kerbside station)

© Middlesbrough MacMillan College (Local station, representative of target groups near
A19/A66)

® Middlesbrough EIm Street (Local station, roadside conditions in central Middlesbrough)

Table H.1 below, shows that levels of NO, have increased slightly between 2007 and 2008 at two

of the sites, although all 3 sites were inside the acceptable threshold values. Table H.2 shows that
levels of PM10 have also increased slightly. but again all sites were below the acceptable threshold
values.

Table H.1: NO, annual mean levels in the Tees Valley pg/m? (gravimetric)

2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 & 2007 & 2008 | Threshold

Stockton - Yarm High Street 38 38 43 36 34 38 39 35 40
Middlesbrough - MacMillan College 28 25 30 23 25 26 24 25 40
Middlesbrough - (EIm Street) 32 32 34 26 25 26 24 27 40
Average 27 32 36 28 28 30 29 29 40

Source: Tees Valley Environmental Protection Group

Table H.2: PM10 annual mean levels in the Tees Valley pg/m3 (gravimetric)

2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | Threshold

Stockton - Yarm High Street 30 29 32 27 26 28 26 28 40
Middlesbrough - MacMillan College 21 22 24 19 20 23 22 21 40
Middlesbrough - (EIm Street) - - 23 22 23 24 21 22 40
Average 26 26 26 23 23 25 23 24 40

Source: Tees Valley Environmental Protection Group

As the UK uses TEOM, a standard factor of 1.3 is used to change TEOM measurements to gravimetric
measurements.
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I - Parking
Parking Supply

The overall number and type of parking spaces are monitored to assess progress towards the policies
outlined in the Tees Valley Demand Management Framework. The current framework sets out the
Tees Valley policy approach to controlling demand for travel by the private car (See Chapter 9 for
more details). Table I.1 below provides the total number of town centre car parking spaces within
the Tees Valley in 2009.

Table 1.1: Town centre public car parking supply in 2009

Public off street spaces

Residents Disabled Motorcycle
short stay Long Stay Parking Spaces Bays
Middlesbrough 979 2,204 2,500 95 32
Stockton® 1,529 1,302 123 72 24
Thornaby* - - - - -
Billingham - 140 - 28 -
Yarm - 39 - 14 -
Redcar® 221 742 - 57 6
Guisborough 123 293 - 18 4
Saltburn - 173 - 5 -
Darlington 2,491 828 1,365 106 10
Hartlepool 1,308 546 3,300 58 8
Tees Valley Total 6,651 6,267 7,288 453 84

“privately owned parking spaces removed
Source: Tees Valley Borough Councils

Table 1.2 shows that the provision of long-stay parking spaces in the main town centres of the Tees
Valley have remained constant between 2008 and 2009.

Table 1.2: Long stay town centre car parking spaces

Town Centre 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

Middlesbrough 2,535 2,647 2,647 2,623 2,273 2,204 2,204 2,204 2,204
Stockton 1,261 1,302 1,302 1,302 1,302 1,302 1,302 1,302 1,302
Thornaby* 438 438 438 438 438 438 361 40 -
Billingham 862 862 862 862 862 862 183 145 140
Yarm 23 39 39 39 39 39 39 39 39
Redcar 617 400 410 410 410 410 725 742 742
Guisborough 90 102 282 282 282 282 280 293 293
Saltburn - - - - - - 170 173 173
Darlington 886 1,102 1,102 1,102 998 909 909 875 828
Hartlepool 594 670 670 670 670 670 670 603 546
Tees Valley Total | 7,306 7,562 7,762 7,728 7,274 7,116 6,483 6,416 6,267

“privately owned parking spaces removed
Source: Tees Valley Borough Councils
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Table 1.3 shows the provision of short-stay parking spaces in the Tees Valley. Hartlepool and
Darlington have experienced a slight increase in numbers with other areas remaining constant.

Table 1.3: Short stay town centre car parking spaces

Town Centre 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 {10113 2007 2008 2009
Middlesbrough 1,135 1,283 1,283 1,283 1,280 1,530 979 979 979
Stockton 1,527 1,529 1,529 1,529 1,529 1,529 1,529 1,529 1,529
Thornaby - - - - - - - - -
Billingham - - - - - - - - -
Yarm - - - - - - - - -
Redcar 297 337 866 866 866 866 843 221% 221%
Guisborough 130 130 130 130 130 130 112 123 123
Saltburn 191 - - - - - - - -
Darlington 2,325 2,152 2,152 2,186 1,878 2,450 2,397 2,322 2,491
Hartlepool 1,365 1,349 1,349 1,349 1,325 1,325 1,325 1,298 1,308
Tees Valley Total | 6,970 6,780 7,309 7,343 7,008 7,830 7,185 7,122 6,651

Source: Tees Valley Borough Councils

Parking cost

Table 1.4 below provides the cost of town centre car parking spaces within the Tees Valley in 2009.

Table 1.4: Town centre car parking charges in 2009

Public Off Street

Public Off Street

Town
Centre Long Stay Long Stay
Short Stay (09:00-18:00) Short Stay (09:00-18:00)
Middlesbrough 2hrs - £1.70 £3 1hr - £1 £2.80
Stockton 2hrs - £1 £2.20 30 mins - 20p £2.20
1hr - £1
Thornaby - - - -
Billingham - - - -
Yarm - - - -
1hr - 60p 1hr - 60p
Redcar 2hr - £1.20 £2.50 2hr - £1.20
. 1hr - 60p
Guisborough Shr - £1.20 £2.50
Saltburn - £2.50 - -
Darlington 1hr - £1.00 £4.001 1hr - £1 -
Hartlepool 70p - £1.90 £2.40 70p - £1.90 £2.40

Source: Tees Valley Borough Councils - * Charges apply to 09:00 - 18:00

1 car park £2 per day/£7.50 per week, 1 car park £7 per day
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Table 1.5 shows that long stay parking charges have increased between 2008 and 2009.
Table 1.5: Cost of long stay parking (09:00-18:00)

Town Centre 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Middlesbrough £2.10 £2.10 £2.10 £2.40 £2.40 £2.50 £2.70 £2.70 £3.00
Stockton £2.00 £2.00 £2.00 £2.00 £2.00 £2.00 £2.20 £2.20 £2.20
Thornaby Free Free Free Free Free Free Free Free -
Billingham Free Free Free Free Free Free Free Free Free
Yarm Free Free Free Free Free Free Free Free Free
Redcar £2.00 £2.00 £2.00 £2.10 £2.10 £2.10 £2.50 £2.50 £2.50
Guisborough £2.00 £2.00 £2.00 £2.10 £2.10 £2.50 £2.50 £2.50 £2.50
Saltburn £2.00 £2.00 £2.00 £2.10 £2.10 £2.50 £2.50 £2.50 £2.50
Darlington £1.80 £1.80 £1.80 £2.50 £2.50 234%%/ 235%%/ £4.00 £4.00
Hartlepool £1.60 £1.50 £1.50 £1.50 £2.00 £2.00 £2.00 £2.20 £2.40
Tees Valley Average| £1.93 £1.91 £1.91 £2.10 £2.17 £2.38 £2.56 £2.66 £2.73

Source: Tees Valley Borough Councils -
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J - General Statistics

Table J.1: Resident population

Town Centre 1971 Census 1981 Census 1991 Census 2001 Census
Middlesbrough 158,000 151,100 144,400 134,900
Redcar & Cleveland 148,100 151,000 146,400 139,100
Stockton-on-Tees 164,300 173,400 175,300 178,400
Darlington 98,100 98,700 98,900 97,800
Hartlepool 99,700 94,900 91,400 88,600
Tees Valley 668,200 669,100 656,400 638,800

Table J.2: Car ownership

% Households with 1971 Census 1981 Census 1991 Census 2001 Census

No Car 554 - 38.4 31.2
Darlington One Car 383 - 43.6 453
Two+ (Cars 6.3 - 18 23.5
No Car 63.8 523 47.5 393
Hartlepool One Car 31.8 38.4 39.5 42.4
Two+ Cars 4.4 9.3 13 183
No Car 61.7 50.2 47.6 41
Middlesbrough One Car 33.1 39.3 38.7 40.6
Two+ Cars 5.2 10.5 13.7 18.4
No Car 529 41.9 37.8 323
Efe‘icealgfd One Car 414 46.3 44.6 44.9
Two+ (Cars 5.7 11.8 17.6 22.8
No Car 54.8 41.8 36.8 29.6
Stockton-on-Tees One Car 393 45.3 43.7 433
Two+ (Cars 5.9 12.9 19.5 271
No Car 57.3 - 41.1 34.2
Tees Valley One Car 37.1 - 42.2 43.3
Two+ Cars 55 - 16.7 22.5
No Car - 48.3 44.4 35.9
North East One Car - 41.4 40.8 43.1
Two+ (ars - 10.3 14.8 21
No Car 48.2 385 324 26.8
\El\'l‘jfsnd and One Car 4238 45.6 438 43.8
Two+ Cars 9 15.9 23.8 294
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Table J.3: Mode of travel to work - 2001 Census

% % % % % % Other | % Working
By Car By Bus By Train By Cycle On Foot Means at Home
Darlington 65.2 10.2 1.2 2.2 11.8 1.1 8.3
Hartlepool 68.2 8.4 0.6 2.8 11.7 1.7 6.5
Middlesbrough 65.6 11.2 0.7 2.5 1.7 1.6 6.5
Redcar & Cleveland 69.8 8 1.3 1.9 10 1.9 7.2
Stockton-on-Tees 72.2 7.8 0.7 2.1 8.3 1.8 7.2
Tees Valley 68.7 9 0.9 2.3 10.4 1.7 7.1
North East 65 11 3 1.6 10.2 1.5 7.7
England & Wales 62 7.4 7.1 2.8 10 1.6 9.2
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K - Sources Of Data

Traffic Flows

Durham County Council

Andrew Punshon

Middlesbrough Council Carol Ivatts (01642) 728176

Stockton-on-Tees Borough Council David Lynch (01642) 526724

Darlington Borough Council David Young (01325) 388653

Hartlepool Borough Council Mike Blair (01429) 523252
(

0191) 383 3409
andrew.punshon@durham.gov.uk

Highways Agency

Rail Data
Northern Rail

Bus Data

Arriva

s ooty (o100 56351

Tony Batty

www.highways.gov.uk

(0191) 525 2112
battyt@arriva.co.uk

Stagecoach

Port Statistics

DFT Transport Statistics
Airport Statistics

Civil Aviation Authority
General Local Authority Data

Middlesbrough Council

Doug Elphee

_ http:/www.dft.gov.uk
_ http://www.caa.co.uk

Craig Cowley

(0191) 566 0204

01642) 728125

Stockton-on-Tees Borough Council

Chris Renahan

01642) 526729

Redcar & Cleveland Borough Council

Tony Gordon

Darlington Borough Council

Sue Dobson

01325) 388277

Hartlepool Borough Council

Recorded Crime Statistics
Tees Valley Joint Strategy Unit
Air Quality

Tees Valley Environmental Protection Group

Mike Blair

St sovman 01612 2655

Tim Crowther

(
(
(01287) 612545
(
(

01429) 523252

(01429) 284276
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unlimited

Tees Valley Unlimited

PO Box 199
Melrose House
Melrose Street
Middlesbrough
Tees Valley

T51 2%F

Tel: 01642 264800
Fani: 01642 230870

E-mail: tvugteesvalley-fsu.gov.uk connect

EE
Web: www.teesvalleyunlimited.govauk

wenw connectieesvalley.com
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