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Panel Question 5C  : Transport Investment and Management Priorities
(i) 
How do transport investment priorities, as set out in Table 10.2a-e address RSS and RES objectives ? Do they take account of the likely resources available to deliver them ?

1.1
It is unclear from the draft Plan why certain transport schemes have been included in the RTS; and the priorities attached to them. While the background papers may provide the supporting evidence to this, it would be useful for the RTS to at least include some brief explanation. This would also provide a clearer understanding of how the transport provision interrelates with the spatial planning objectives.

1.2
Many proposals in draft RTS have not been investigated in any detail, nor subjected to significant appraisal. Should, following detailed investigation or appraisal some of these proposals be deemed not to be viable there is a risk that the sustainable objectives of RSS may not be achievable. This is particularly important given the observations in Chapter 10 at paragraph 10.3 about the reliance of the PT framework on a successful resolution to issues of regulation and revenue support.

(ii) 
How could policy RT8 and Tables 10.2 a-e be improved in terms of setting achievable outcomes for transport improvements

2.1
Many of the schemes taken through the transportation prioritisation / funding exercises are long standing proposals. Any future review of the RSS or RFA will need to assess whether there are gaps in the programme of transport investment and management priorities, having regard to principles and policies which seek to ensure sustainable development; and manage demand for travel, especially by car.

2.2
Policy RT8 and Tables 10.2 a-e could be improved by making clearer the RSS policies and objectives that investment priorities are linked to.
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