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In the interests of avoiding duplication and for the convenience of the Examining Inspector, a group of objectors to this scheme, including Transport Solutions for Lancaster and Morecambe (TSLM), the Campaign to Protect Rural England (CPRE), the North West Transport Roundtable (NW TAR) and the Campaign for Better Transport (CfBT) are working together. 
1. The applicant has failed to assess the potential effectiveness of an integrated package of alternative measures against the scheme objectives or the overall needs of the area, although they have examined a several non-road building interventions in a piecemeal manner over the course of a number of years. For this reason alone the scheme should not be consented, as it is impossible to assert with confidence either that it is the most effective solution to the transport problems of the area, or even that it is a necessary component of the solution.

2. However, given that the applicant acknowledges that the scheme alone will not address the transport problems of Lancaster and Morecambe, and that support for the scheme in the Local Plan and from the previous planning permission depends upon the delivery of a package of complementary measures, if the scheme is to be consented the Examiner should be confident that such a package of measures is in place before giving that consent.
3. Currently identified measures do not meet the requirements of the Local Plan or the needs of the area. A study by Faber-Maunsell, jointly commissioned by the applicant identified, sifted and approximately costed a wide range of potential measures; but it is not clear what the applicant has done to progress work on this since 2008. An independent transport consultant has produced a potential package of measures drawn from this study which, taken together, could be considered as an alternative to the scheme, rather than merely ‘complementary’ to it. 

4. The proposal for a Park and Ride facility at Junction 34 is badly flawed in its current form and cannot be considered to be an effective part of an integrated package.

5. A full list of measures, drawn from the Faber-Maunsell report, with a timetable for delivery and clearly identified funding mechanisms, must be in place before the scheme can be considered fit for approval. The Examiner should also be satisfied that these measures will be effective in practice, for example requiring resolution of issues around the need for dedicated bus lanes for the park and ride system. These measures should then be included as requirements in Schedule 2 of any Consent Order. 
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