Local Transport Plan Scheme Prioritisation Framework

Scheme Name: INSERT SCHEME NAME

POLICY COMPLIANCE (40% of total marks)

This section highlights the extent to which schemes adhere to the key policy areas of the authority in terms of transport investment, notably the objectives of the Local Transport Plan, which are closely related to the wider priorities of Central
Bedfordshire Council as set out in the Sustainable Communities Strategy 2010 - 2031, and linkages with other adopted plans.

[Policy Area Score of Scheme Scoring Range Notes Justification of Score |

Increase the ease of access to
employment by sustainable modes

Reduce the impact of commuting
trips on local communities

Increase the number of children
travelling to school by sustainable 1
modes of transport

Improve access to healthcare

provision by the core health service Scoring Range

1 (positive impact), 0 (neutral)

Local Transport Plan Ensure access to food stores and

Objectives other local services particularly in 1
local and district centres
Enable access to a range of
leisure,cultural and tourism facilities 1
for residents and visitors alike by a
range of modes of transport
Minimise the negative impact of 1
freight trips on local communities
) : Scoring Range
Reduce the risk of people bein A o T
) . ,p_ P g 2 2 (high positive impact), 1 (positive impact), O
killed or seriously injured
(neutral)
Sub Total 9 Maximum = 9
Is the scheme included in any Scoring Range
Adopted Plans adopted plans, including Town and 1 1( es)gO (nog)
Prish Plans? yesh
Sub Total 1 Maximum =1
Policy Compliance Total 10 Maximum = 10

DELIVERABILITY (32% of total marks)

This section assesses the ability of individual schemes to actually be delivered. Some schemes may have so many issues associated with them that they are not realistic initiatives to be taken forward and the criteria below therefore try and
draw out which potential areas of investment can be taken forward without undue constraints.

|POIicy Area Score of Scheme Scoring Range Notes Justification of Score |
Can the scheme be delivered within 1 Scoring Range
the LATP budget? 1 (Yes), 0 (No)

Affordability

Can other sources of funding be 1 Scoring Range
levered in as contributions? 1 (Yes), 0 (No)
Sub Total Maximum = 2
2 (If score <1 then include penalty of -20)

What is the level of risk associated Scoring Range
Risk . . 1 1 (Low risk), O (Some risks which can be managed), -
with delivery? L

1 (High risk)

Sub Total 1 Maximum = 1

Scoring Range

1 1 (mainly support), 0 (no opinion / mixed opinion), -
1 (mainly oppose)

Scoring Range

2 2 (full support), 1 (mainly support), 0 (no opinion /
mixed opinion), -1 (mainly oppose)

Is there public support for the
scheme?

Does the scheme have Member
backing?

Support Do stakeholders support the
scheme?

Scoring Range

1 (mainly support), 0 (no opinion / mixed opinion), -
Are there partners on board who 1 (mainly oppose)

support the scheme financially?

Sub Total 5 Maximum =5

Delvierability Total 8 Maximum = 8



Local Transport Plan Scheme Prioritisation Framework

Scheme Name: INSERT SCHEME NAME

VALUE FOR MONEY (28% of total marks)

This section highlights the extent to which the schemes proposed will provide value for money, a key consideration in ensuring that the budget available to the authority maximises the impact of
transport investment in the local area.

|Po|icy Area Score of Scheme Scoring Range Notes Justification of Score |

Does the scheme contribute towards
improving the integration of 1
different modes of transport?

Scoring Range

Integration
Will the scheme help to maximise 1(ves), 0(no)
the benefit of other schemes in the 1
local area?
Sub Total 2 Maximum =2
Scoring Range
Coverage What size of area would benefit 4 4 (authority wide benefit), 3 (town wide benefit), 2
g from the scheme? (part of town, village wide benefit), 1 (individual
street benefit), 0 (few beneficiaries)
Sub Total 4 Maximum = 4
Would the scheme generate new Scoring Range
Revenue funds or result in increased revenue 1 1 (generate some new funding), -1 (generate
costs for the authority ? ongoing costs to the authority)
Sub Total 1 Maximum =1
Value for Money Total 7 Maximum =7
Total (out of 25) 25
Policy Compliance = 10
Deliverability = 8

~N

Value for Money =




