RESPONDANT NUMBER (715)

Matter 5C: Transport Investment and Management Priorities

CUMBRIA COUNTY COUNCIL (SDL/CUCC/16)

Questions:

(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. 

Answers:

(I) 
Cumbria County Council considers that Table 10.2 inadequately reflects sub-regional priorities. Since the RSS and RES seek to address the spatial and economic needs of Cumbria as part of the region the transport implications of these spatial and economic priorities need to be embraced. The Council would wish to see that this is the most up-to-date schedule of regional transport priorities, and reference to the need for this list to be sufficiently flexible and regularly revised to accommodate new interventions and schemes, especially outcomes of the West Cumbria Master Plan and Carlisle Renaissance. (SDL/CUCC/52 Cumbria LTP refers esp Ch 2 Spatial Strategy)

The Council’s next priority major scheme is the Kendal Northern Development Route. The Council would wish to see this reflected in the RTS. Cumbria County Council supports the references to the Carlisle Northern Development Route and the programmed trunk road schemes as well as the future dualling of the A66 in Table 10.2, which are seen as high priorities. (SDL/CUCC/52 Cumbria LTP refers esp Ch 1 and Ch 17)

(ii)
The objective prioritizing process for recommendations for transport major scheme investment is useful and endorsed. However the Council believes that the assessment framework does not account adequately for integration with local economic regeneration and master planning outputs.

Policy RT8 should reflect the need to bring transport networks up to modern standards particularly where these improvements are required to stimulate and support economic development needs identified elsewhere in the RSS for example Furness and West Cumbria. 

The need to regularly review and update the contents of Tables 10.2 a-e should be emphasized rather than these lists being formalized for the life of the RSS.
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