Manchester Airport Written Statement                  648/Matter 5C

Matter 5: Regional Transport Strategy


Panel Question 5C: Transport Investment and Management

(i) How do transport investment priorities, as set out in Tables 10.2a-e address RSS and RES objectives?

(ii) How could RT8 and Tables 10.2a-e be improved in terms of setting achievable outcomes for transport improvements?
1. We believe that this aspect of RSS is confusing. It is difficult to see how the contents of the policy and Table 10.2 a-e reflect regional spatial priorities. The tables refer to which RTS objectives the schemes are deemed to address, although it would be simpler if Table 10.2 actually referred to paragraph 4.2 as being the source of the objectives. The Guide to Producing Regional Transport Strategies states: “the RTS should make it clear how priorities link to the objectives and policies of RSS and, where appropriate, other regional strategies.” It is not apparent how the transport objectives meet the overall RSS objectives in Paragraph 4.1. For instance, one of the RSS objectives is to achieve: “Improved, sustainable economic growth, closing the gap with parts of the country that have the highest economic performance.” We have shown in our submission to Matter 5D that the role of Manchester Airport has to play in achieving that objective should not be underestimated, but it is difficult to see how the transport priorities set out in Tables 10.2 are focussed on delivering that objective.

2. We are critical of the fact that schemes in Regional Funding Allocation (RFA) process exclude rail schemes. To deliver the growth of Manchester Airport, a clear priority for RSS, significant improvements to surface access are required. It is stated in PPS11 that such improvements should be identified through Airport Transport Forums (ATF). At Manchester, the Ground Transport Strategy has been approved by the ATF and identifies the interventions required to deliver growth. Significantly many of these relate to rail access:

· Provision of a 3rd rail platform;

· Relief of congestion in the Manchester rail hub;

· Metrolink to the Airport;

· Reinstatement and development of rail services to (and through) Crewe and Crewe Gateway;

· Protection of an alignment for an Airport western Rail Link;

· Improvements to the Trans-Pennine links and their capacity.

· Bus service improvements;

· Pro-active management of road traffic demand by passengers and staff.

3. In confirming the schemes in the North West securing regional Funding Allocation, the Secretary of State has set out the anticipated funding for the schemes in the next 3 years. The Secretary of State’s letter also accepts an indicative list of schemes for following years, up to 2015/16, but points to the fact that the situation may change in the future with regard to the rationale for these. Further, it states: “we expect to seek further formal advice on regional transport priorities in the next two years.” The inference is that the process is flexible and will be capable of being reviewed should this Examination recommend any changes to RSS.

4. We would urge that the objectives of the RSS and the RTS are reviewed to reflect the significant economic role of Manchester Airport and subsequently the transport investment priorities be reviewed at an early stage to fully reflect the objectives. Such a review should be widened to incorporate rail schemes.
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