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REGIONAL SPATIAL STRATEGY – EXAMINATION IN PUBLIC
BLACKBURN WITH DARWEN BOROUGH COUNCIL STATEMENT
MATTER 5C: TRANSPORT INVESTMENT AND MANAGEMENT PRIORITIES
5C (i)
How do transport investment priorities, as set out in Tables 10.2 a-e address RSS and RES objectives? Do they take into account of the likely resources available to deliver them?

5.1 In terms of Tables 10.2 a-e, these were developed at a relatively late stage in the RSS development process. BwDBC has been involved throughout the development of the regional prioritisation methodology and accepts the investment table in accordance with regional priorities set out in table 10.2. The issue of linking in the RTS prioritisations with the planning and spatial elements of the document has been addressed to a degree, but it is felt in Central Lancashire that a separate set of City Region transport policies may be necessary to enhance future connectivity across and between City Regions.
5.2 Meshing between RTS and RFA transport schemes has taken place to a certain degree through differing funding mechanisms, however many of the RSS schemes as contained within Table 10.2 have no direct funding streams attached. However, it is accepted that further prioritisation will have to take place from 2016 onwards through the RFA process, or with other funding streams such as TIF or Northern Way.  

5C (ii)
How could policy RT8 and Tables 10.2 a-e be improved in terms of setting achievable outcomes for transport improvements? 
5.3 Policy RT8 could well take a lead from the RFA process in having a “deliverability” element incorporated within the RSS transport interventions. However, it is accepted that this would be difficult to achieve, given many interventions are simply that, and are not developed into quantifiable schemes.

5.4 An alternative way forward could be to appraise schemes containing an RSS/RES element in the scoring, and how the transport intervention would support the RSS/RES action.
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