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MATTER 5C - TRANSPORT INVESTMENT AND MANAGEMENT PRIORITIES
1
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?

1.1
The methodology used to identify the transport investment priorities (NW Methodology for Determining Transport Policies for RFA
) focused on how transport interventions support wider regional economic, environmental and social objectives, rather than appraising specific transport merits.  A similar approach has been adopted for the scoring system, with a framework derived from policy objectives to ensure a clear and robust approach to scoring has been taken.  RSS and RES objectives were integral to this approach; hence the transport investment priorities that emerged reflect these objectives and those of other strategies taken into consideration such as the Regional Housing Strategy and Action for Sustainability.
1.2
Whilst the Merseyside authorities are supportive of the long term transport priorities in the Regional Transport Strategy, it is important to acknowledge that there is not sufficient finance to deliver all the schemes/interventions defined in the RTS 20 year strategy.

1.3
Rail schemes were not included in the RFA process and this must be addressed if the transport investment priorities set out in Table 10.2 a-e are to deliver RSS and RES objectives.

2
How could Policy RT8 and Tables 10.2 a-e be improved in terms of setting achievable outcomes for transport improvements?

2.1
It is crucial that an assessment of value for money, affordability, cost, deliverability, optimism bias, benefit cost ratio is included in the transport prioritisation methodology, with some of these being included in the methodology. It is recognised that for schemes under investigation or proposed for investigation and even some schemes within the RFA programme this will be very difficult. However, with out this quantitative input to the prioritisation methodology and programme there is likely to be a mismatch between what is desired the scheme(s) will achieve and what is realistically achievable for that scheme in supporting the Spatial Strategy.

2.2
It will be crucial that as emerging guidance and research is developed on how transport provision links to economic performance; the outcomes of the Eddington Study; and the ability to capture non-monetised benefits / impacts of sustainable modes and enabling infrastructure; are built into the prioritisation methodology and review of the transport programme.
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