4 v AT/ s!)dﬁ =

‘%ﬁ Em.

lﬂ!\ll" -\

......



SIMD 2016
I Most Deprived

P Least Deprived




. M
. .
-
randrenanaranane
.
n

-------- O O The “real” size of Birmingham, measured by 30m journey to city centre
o)

Blaxwich

At peak time
..(8am -9am)
.9m people

WOLVERHAMPTON

. Off peak
(6am-7a m?
1.3m people

Simulated.tram

all day)
1.§m people




oot © GLASGOW'S STRATEGIC TRANSPORT CHALLENGE

$55,000 THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SIZE AND GDP IN FRENCH AND BRITISH
NON-CAPITAL CITIES.

$50.000 (data: OECD Metropolitan Areas)

S45,000 B Ednburgh @ O
..........

o) B e

Q 8405000 N @ Toulouse .0t

g W Gasgow 00000

-— W Potsmewth 000 e

< ® Qi . _L::‘: ® Marsele

E 535 000 @ S'l.-sé‘mr-j‘i"':f.,..--‘BO,‘&:‘M! B Manchesiee

8 L] Gronobio e Rerrﬁ...,.-"

g .a{,u, .................................................................................................

o | I— i ® !"iﬂ:imm' Liverpos ® Lie . Birmingham
$30,000 : el Natingham

..
't
----
N
......
i
o
e

$25,000 B Bracon

$20,000

City population (millions)



+«Q The South Clyde Growth Corridor
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O (Glasgow Central Metro — potential routes




QO Glasgow Metro at Queen Elizabeth University Hospital (visualisation)
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=-O Figures for rail passenger growth at Glasgow Central
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-Q Stockholm City Rail Tunnel




Glasgow Central/Queen Street tunnel
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Journey Time (seconds)
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QO Daily Journey Time Profile for Westbound Traffic between Junction 22 and 29

123 456178 9101112131415 1617 18192021 2223 4

Hour

e 7019

s 7016
e 017






This mix of roles and responsibilities makes it challenging

to integrate transport provision or take a holistic view of
how the transport network functions and supports wider

Lastly, there is a need to identify and encourage private-
sector investment, and in particular to ensure that the
land around key transport nodes is made as productive

as possible, coordinating individual developments so that
they support the strategic redevelopment of Glasgow city
centre in particular. Experience of other cities impacted

by H52 has demonstrated that planning for new station
capacity can have a strong impact on improving land value
and act as a catalyst for private sector investment. Whilst
the recommendations outlined in this report will require

a significant amount of public funding, it is unrealistic to
expect the public purse to shoulder their entire cost. There
i$ a clear opportunity, particularly given the relatively large
amount of derelict and under-utilised land in Glasgow,

to utilise the land value uplift to finance some of the
infrastructure expenditure identified by the Commission.

socio-economic aims. Unlike in England, the move towards
City Deal funding has not materially addressed these
regional governance issues, resulting in a fragmented

list of (mostly roads) projects subdivided to meet local
political demands and lacking cohesion. This is not an
optimal system of governance to deliver the step-change
in connectivity we call for in this report.

The key question relevant in the context of this report and
our ambitions to transform transport in Glasgow is how

we need to organise to plan and actually deliver significant
projects that will bring benefits at local, regional and
national scales. Given Transport Scotland’s expertise and

track record in delivering major transport infrastructure
projects successfully, there is a clear role for it to play in
projects of similar scope and complexity within the city
region, especially given that we need to move to delivery
of our recommendations as quickly as possible. But to
do so will require a redefinition of its focus and a fresh
negotiation of how it interacts with regional government
and key stakeholders.



