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Introduction

1. In February 2004 the Deputy Prime Minister invited the three northern Regional Development Agencies to show how the North could unlock the potential for faster economic growth and bridge the output gap between the North of England and the rest of the country.

2. In response the Northern Way Steering Group, led by the three northern RDA’s, developed the Northern Way Growth Strategy, published in September 2004.  The strategy has its genesis in the realisation that the economy of the North is under performing with a gap currently around £30 billion between the combined output of the three Northern regions and the England average.
3. The strategy is based on detailed analysis of the North’s economic assets, weaknesses and potential. In essence the Northern Way’s approach to the acceleration of economic growth over the next 20 years has been guided by the principles of;
· Adding value by tackling pan regionally ten key challenges facing the North including the creation of truly sustainable communities and improving connectivity;

· Accelerating growth across the North’s eight city regions, identified in the strategy, which together offer the greatest potential for significant economic growth.  

4. The Regional Spatial Strategy, in setting out the long term strategy for the spatial development of Yorkshire and Humber, is able to make a significant contribution to the achievement of the Northern Way Growth Strategy through the wider adoption of its principles, including its transport investment priorities.
5. The Northern Way Transport Investment Priorities are led by Yorkshire Forward where the Northern Way Transport Team (NWTT) is based and employed.

(i) How do transport investment priorities, as set out in Tables 10.2 a-e address RSS and RES objectives? Do they take account of the likely resources available to deliver them?

(ii) How could Policy RT8 and Tables 10.2 a-e be improved in terms of setting achievable outcomes for transport improvements?
6. Please see NWDA’s comments in relation to the first issue about the relationship of RSS/RTS transport priorities and RES objectives and likely available resources.
7. In relation to the second issue, tables 10.2a, b and c are helpful in setting out existing commitments, RFA schemes and RFA contingency schemes.
8. It is more difficult to assess the extent to which the schemes in tables 10d and e clearly address wider RES and RSS objectives as well as Northern Way objectives and contribute to a coherent overall transport strategy for the North West.
9. The next stage of the Northern Way’s work will involve the identification of short, medium and long term priorities at the pan-Northern level linked to evidence for closing the output gap in the North’s economy. This work is expected to be complete by Christmas 2006.
10. In considering tables 10d and e we would wish the panel to take account of RES objectives and the Northern Way’s strategic transport direction. 
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