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Federal Ministry of Transport, Building and
Housing, “Federal Transport Infrastructure
Plan 2003: Macroeconomic evaluation
methodology” , January 2005.

III Supplementary Transport Mode—Specific
Explanations
B Transport Mode: Road

2. Benefit Elements

2.5 Spatial advantages

2.6 Environmental relief

2.6.1 Reduction in noise exposure

2.6.2 Reduction in exhaust emissions
2.6.3 Reduction of community severance

I 3 BE—RIZHE L% B 57 BH
BXRXEE—F:EK

2. EmIEH

25 ZERIMEAE(ERAIEIE)
26 IRIZFERER

261 EBEEED

26.2 K&SHEERELD, CO2F
2.6.3 hish o B

II BCA EVALUATION COMPONENTS
9. Spatial advantages
9.1 Employment effects

I EREEMTOERESR
5. ZZRERBLLTE
50 ERADIRE

Projects given a NKV < 1 rating in the benefit—
cost analysis results are not pursued further.
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3.5 Benefits of road projects 35 EREBXNDER

(FrRE)

Road user benefits considered include: ERAAEOERILUTOEENEENS,
- travel time cost savings (including those gained - EfTHFERENE G e, RITEEEZS
from reduced traffic congestion and improved trip )
reliability)

(FrRE)

- comfort and productivity benefits from sealing an | * $HiE(C KA BEsE D RBEER LEEEEHED
Land Transport NZ unsealed road [k
“Economic evaluation manual Volume - driver frustration reduction benefits from passing | - IBWNBILEBEESQEMIZKAMTA4TE D
1 Amendment No.1”, October 2007. options
(HRZ)

- carbon dioxide reduction benefits - CO283E

2.9 Benefit cost rations 29 ERREALE
A project is regarded as economic or worthy of EXDOIRAMENEFDIREMEZLRS.
execution if the PV of its benefits is greater than ITHHEB/CHAIOLUETHNIE. FDEE
the PV of its costs, i.e., a project is economic if PEFHNTERIMETSEALEIND,
the BCR is greater than 1.0.
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Department for Transport Homepage

2008.http://www.webtag.org.uk/sitepages/ne

ws.htm

TAG Unit 3.5.7 --- provides guidance on the
estimation of monetised estimates of reliability for
motorway and dual carriageway schemes and for
public transport schemes.

TAG Unit 3.5.71&., (FHBR) 8848 - 2B 8518 .
NEBEICETSEEEEEDEERE
IEDT=ODHAZF U RERIET S,

Department for Transport, " The NATA
Refresh” October 2007

the Department released guidance on how to apply
monetary values to the assessment of noise and

greenhouse gas impacts within transport appraisals.

RBEIIRBEECBITIBS L EED
BRAROMEDEHBEILAEIZDONT,
HAFT O REDNFRLT=,

Monetary values for the health benefits of walking
and cycling have recently been included within
NATA guidance on walking and cycling proposals.

HIT-HA0) T ICLHBEERED TR
Ziblk, &EICHE->THIT-HA49) 5 1C
Bd ANATAD ERIZEEN D EIZHoT=,

Department for Transport, " Transport
Analysis Guidance Unit 3.6.1, The Option
Values Sub—Objective" June 2003

Methodologies for calculating option values and
avoiding the double—counting problem noted above
are discussed in an unpublished report to OPRAF

entitled Planning Criteria Research Requirements
(ITS, March 1999).

RBFERZEEOEROEAAEETT
WA NEREITAHFEIZDOWNTIE, ITSD
LAR—K(1999 (R FK) ) FSHEDO L,

Department for Transport Homepage “Wider
Economic Benefits in the NATA Refresh —
Summary of Discussion Seminar Slides”

February 2008

we will provide guidance to appraise the wider
economic welfare impact from transport.

BRIGBEIL, 3BICEDLELFEFHE
(ERAMR) DERTHD=HDH(FT VR
ZIRMIDFETHD,

Department for Transport “Guidance on
value for Money”

Poor VfM: BCR less than 1
Low VfM: BCR between 1 and 1.5

The second column makes it clear that the starting
point for the groupings is the BCR, but significant
non—monetised impacts also need to be examined
to see how they increase or reduce the overall
value for money assessment.* * *non—monetised
impacts need to be unusually high to move an

option two or more 'value for money’ categories.

ZLELWIM:B/C 1LLF
{ELWIM:B/C 1-1.5 (FRES)

22HDATIA)-HERFERIEOHER
BOFALHEN, EELAEERETE SN
TOWEWHIENEHEBT N T LERE
EPT, HLLLELT DI ERET HHE
NHd. (PR BRERLEDHTI)—%
ARSKESEDFEFRIBTHRT . EF
=BWLENHD,
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“"Méthode d’ évaluation économique
des investissements routiers en
rase campagne', circulaire n.98-99
du 20 octobre 1998.
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