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 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

1.1 Introduction  

The purpose of the Option Selection Report is to present the project constraints, the assessment of 
alternatives, the developed options and associated assessments that were undertaken in order to identify 
the Preferred Option for the project. Feasible options have been identified and assessed in order to identify 
a Preferred Option to be progressed to Phase 3-Design and Environmental Evaluation and Phase 4-
Statutory Processes in accordance with TII’s Project Management Guidelines (PE-PMG- 02041). 
 
Mallow lies at the confluence of two national routes, namely the N20, which is a national primary route linking 
Cork and Limerick cities, and the N72, which is an east-west national secondary road linking the N25 near 
Dungarvan in County Waterford to the N70 in Killorglin in County Kerry. The N20, N72 and N73 represent 
principal routes in the wider road network serving the central part of Munster. The N72 and N73 National 
Secondary Routes are key routes connecting Tralee-Killarney Key Towns to Mallow Key Town, the Atlantic 
Corridor and the M8 and on to the N25 and to Rosslare Europort. Mallow train station is on the Dublin to 
Cork railway line with direct services to both these destinations and Tralee. 
 
The Mallow town area experiences a level of both local and through traffic using the N72/N73 that is 
contributing to congestion within the town centre, which is compounded by the relatively large number of 
HGVs passing through the town and making deliveries within the town.  This has contributed to poor safety 
and environment for non-motorised, in particular vulnerable road users.  The poor VRU safety and 
environment has been deteriorating within Mallow town centre and its environs, with shorter and intra-town 
trips that are more conducive to walking and cycling being discouraged and displaced with the prevailing 
traffic condition.  The N72 through the town is also prone to flooding during heavy rainfall events, which 
exacerbates traffic congestion and further contributes to the lack of resilience of the existing road 
infrastructure within Mallow.  
 
The Preferred Option commences from a proposed junction on the N20 close to the Mallow General 
Hospital. It continues in an easterly direction crossing the townlands of Ironmines and Spaglen and crosses 
the N73 at Ballyviniter Lower. It then joins the N72 at a proposed junction east of Oliver’s Cross. The 
proposed scheme is envisaged to consist of an offline Type 2 single carriageway of circa 5km in length with 
associated 3m cycleway/footway running parallel to the main carriageway. The cross section and junction 
strategy will be confirmed during Phase 3 of the planning and design process.  When doing so, impetus will 
be placed to accord to needs of those walking, wheeling, and cycling. 
 
As a fundamental part of the scheme, an offline active travel facility is proposed connecting the active travel 
facilities along the relief road with Mallow Train Station.  As part of the scheme traffic management measures 
are also proposed to compliment the proposed relief road and help to improve the existing conditions for 
vulnerable road users in the town centre.  These traffic management measures include a 30 kph speed limit 
throughout the town centre and some reconfigured signal timings in the town centre to facilitate longer 
pedestrian / cyclist crossing times.  In addition, a ban on HGVs travelling through Mallow town centre is 
proposed with the relief road providing a suitable alternative route for HGV traffic that does not need to stop 
in the town. 
 

1.2 Scheme Need and Objectives  

The ‘Need for the Scheme’ is defined by the identified deficiencies for pedestrians and cyclists, traffic 
congestion and the operational issues of the existing road infrastructure in combination with aims and 
aspirations of European, national, regional and local strategic policy. 
 
Scheme need arises from several specific issues on the existing N72 network corridor, including:  
 

▪ Unsuitable environment for VRUs and sustainable modes of transport. 
▪ The conflict of strategic and non-strategic traffic through Mallow, resulting in traffic congestion and 

unreliable journey times for users of the N72/N73 national secondary roads which includes private 
cars, commercial vehicles, agricultural vehicles, public transport and HGVs.  
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▪ Varying and inconsistent cross sections along the rural and urban road sections of the N72/N73. 
▪ Substandard alignment, forward visibility and overtaking characteristics along the route. 
▪ Inadequate stopping sight distance arising from substandard alignment and/or reduced 

carriageway/verge widths. 
▪ Varying speed limits along the route. 
▪ Numerous substandard junctions and direct accesses to properties along the route.  
▪ Poor collision history with Personal Injury Collision rates on a number of section of roads around 

Mallow are higher than expected based on the TII Project Appraisal Guidelines National Parameter 
Values.  

▪ Poor journey time reliability which does not meet the criteria set out in the National Planning 
Framework which is to “target an average inter-urban speed of 90kph”.   

 
The objectives of the proposed development are summarised below. These objectives have been derived 
based on the deficiencies of the existing corridors and responding to the aspirations of European, national 
and strategic policy documentation. 
 

Economy 

▪ To accord with the National Planning Framework objective of enhancing regional accessibility and 

enhance connectivity between centres of population of scale. 

▪ To provide opportunities to grow the southern regional economy and improve economic interaction 

by creating better transport linkage for people, goods and services, including road based public 

transport. 

▪ Improve attractiveness for inward investment and employment in the Mallow area through improved 

transport network efficiency 

▪ Provide a scheme at an investment cost that offers good value for money 

▪ Improve the resilience of the transportation of people, goods and services in the vicinity of Mallow 

where road closures due to flooding are a regular winter occurrence.    

Safety 

▪ To improve safety for vulnerable road users: 

➢ by providing Active Travel facilities segregated from traffic directly part of the Mallow Relief 

Road; 

➢ by enabling Active Travel facilities by providing a safer environment for VRUs within the 

study area particularly Mallow town centre. 

▪ To support the RSA Road Safety Strategy to reduce road deaths and serious injuries by 50% by 

2030, through the provision of a safe, forgiving and consistent standard of improved route. 

Environment 

▪ To improve the environment in Mallow town through the reduction of through / strategic traffic. 

▪ To ensure consideration of sustainable development principles and measures to minimise effects 

on the environment including potential climate change effects. 

▪ To protect and enhance biodiversity including both legally protected areas and other areas. 

▪ To reduce the risk of pollutants from surface water drainage from entering watercourses and onward 

to the Blackwater Special Area of Conservation (SAC). 

▪ To support sustainable and equitable mobility to encourage modal shift to help meet Irelands 

Climate change goals. 

Accessibility & Social Inclusion 

▪ Improve journey time reliability for all travel modes including road based public transport within and 

through Mallow town 

▪ To improve accessibility for all, in particular vulnerable groups and those in deprived areas, to key 

facilities such as employment, education, health care and other essential services. 

Integration 
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▪ To facilitate connectivity with public transport interchanges, i.e. Mallow Train Station and Bus Stops. 

▪ To support sustainable development through the provision of appropriate access and adherence to 

the principles of compact urban growth. 

Physical Activity 

▪ Reduce traffic through Mallow town to enable improvement of the public realm environment and to 

facilitate improvements for walking and cycling that will provide a healthier environment conducive 

to active travel. 

▪ To provide improved connectivity for VRUs to key destinations (eg. GAA complex, train station and 

schools). 

1.3 Strategic Fit 

The need for the project is set out in the following plans, policies and strategic documents:  
 

▪ European Policy – Trans-European Transport Network (TEN-T) Network Policy. 
▪ National Policy – Project Ireland 2040 (National Planning Framework 2040 and the National 

Development Plan 2021 – 2030), National Investment Framework for Transport in Ireland (NIFTI), 
Town Centre First Policy, Climate Action Plan 2021 and Climate Action and Low Carbon 
Development Acts 2015 to 2021, TII Sustainability Implementation Plan – Our Future, Ireland’s 
National Waste Policy 2020-2025, National Biodiversity Action Plan 2017-2021, Road Safety 
Authority (RSA), Road Safety Strategy, 2021 - 2030, Sustainable Mobility Policy. 

▪ Regional Policy – Regional Spatial and Economic Strategy for the Southern Region 2020. 
▪ Local Policy – Cork County Development Plan 2014, Draft Cork County Development Plan 2022-

2028.  
▪ Other Relevant Policy Documents – Mallow Special Local Area Plan 2007, Mallow Electoral Area 

Local Area Plan 2015, Mallow Traffic and Transport Study (2011),  

1.4 Constraints and Alternatives Considered 

1.4.1 Constraints  

Study areas were identified to ensure several option alternatives could be assessed. The study areas took 
cognisance of waterbodies, excessive topography and the existing transport network. A Constraints Study 
was carried out during the early stages of the Option Selection process. The Constraints Study collated 
available information on constraints within the study area. The constraints informed the development of 
options, the decision-making process during preliminary options assessment, the appraisal of feasible 
options and the selection of the preferred corridor option.  
 
The Constraints Study considered the natural constraints (landscapes and features), physical constraints 
(the built environment) as well as the external constraints (design standards, policy, legal issues), in 
accordance with the TII Project Managers Manual for Major National Road Projects (PE-PMG-02042) 
February 2019.  
 
The natural and physical constraints were assessed in terms of the environmental factors as per Section 
171A(b)(i) of the Planning and Development Act (2000) as amended by the European Union (Planning and 
Development) (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2018.  
 
External constraints were considered in terms of alignment with design standards, achieving the objectives 
of EU, national and local policies, and meeting legal requirements, e.g., protecting the integrity of SAC and 
SPA designated sites. 

 

1.4.2 Alternatives Considered  

An assessment exercise to identify and consider the range of transport management and modal alternatives 
that may address the project objectives of the N72 - N73 Mallow Relief Road Project and to inform the 
selection of the most appropriate options to bring forward for further consideration was carried out.  
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Transport Infrastructure Ireland (TII) Project Appraisal Guidelines (PAG) Unit 4.0 – Consideration of 
Alternatives and Options (October 2016) provides guidance on the difference between alternatives and 
options from a project appraisal perspective:  
 

• Alternatives – “An alternative refers to a specific transport mode (road, rail, bus, air, etc.) or demand 
management proposal (fiscal, control, ITS measures etc.) which could address the need for an 
intervention”. 

 

• Options – “Options refer to the specific road-based options that fall under the remit of TII. At Phase 
2: Option Selection stage a number of options are considered and brought through a structured 
appraisal process in order to identify a single preferred option”.  

 
An Assessment of Alternatives for the N72-N73 Mallow Relief Road scheme was carried out. The objective 
was to identify and consider the range of transport management and modal alternatives that may address 
the project objectives of the N72-N73 Mallow Relief Road scheme and to inform the selection of the most 
appropriate options to bring forward for further consideration. This has been done with reference to the 
National Investment Framework for Transport in Ireland (NIFTI) Intervention Hierarchy which broadly 
dictates that sustainable mode enhancements should be prioritised where possible over road based 
solutions to benefit private mode users. The alternatives considered included: 
 

• Public Transport Alternatives  

• Demand Management Alternatives 

• Active Modes Alternatives 
 
The Potential Solutions assessment which aligns which NIFTI, assessed different options by improving the 
existing network and prioritising sustainable mode enhancements where possible over road based solutions 
to benefit private mode users, while the MCA looked at the suitability of each mode according to the six DoT 
Common Appraisal Framework themes (Economy, Safety, Environment, Accessibility and Social inclusion, 
Integration and Physical Activity) against the project objectives.  
 
After considering all alternatives, it was recommended that project should proceed to Phase 2 Stage 1 with 
a roads-based solution on the basis of the MCA presented in Section 4 of the Assessment of Alternatives 
Report included in Volume 6. The analysis made it clear that a roads solution is the best placed, in 
comparison with the alternatives, as the primary mode to achieve the project objectives and support the 
development of the region.  
 
The Multi-Criteria Analysis summary is presented in Table 1-1 below. 
 

Table 1-1 Assessment of Alternatives MCA Summary 

 

Mode of 

Transport 

Demand/ 

Traffic 

Management 

Active Modes Bus Rail Road 

Economy 
Low Preference Low Preference 

Medium 

Preference 

Medium 

Preference 
High Preference 

Safety Medium 

Preference 

Medium 

Preference 
Low Preference Low Preference 

Medium 

Preference 

Environment 
Low Preference 

Medium 

Preference 

Medium 

Preference 

Medium 

Preference 

Medium 

Preference 

Access and 

Social 

Inclusion 
Low Preference 

Medium 

Preference 

Medium 

Preference 
Low Preference 

Medium 

Preference 

Integration 
Low Preference Low Preference 

Medium 

Preference 

Medium 

Preference 
High Preference 

Physical 

Activity Low Preference High Preference Low Preference 
Medium 

Preference 

Medium 

Preference 

Preferred Mode 
No No No No Yes 
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The conclusion of the Assessment of Alternatives analysis is that a road-based intervention is the most 

appropriate mode to achieve the project objectives. However, the analysis has also found that bus and 

active mode-based solutions could also provide significant benefits and assist in achieving the project 

objectives. As a result, elements of an active modes solution shall be integrated into the roads intervention 

to support modal shift, and as a result lessen pressures on the local road network in the long term.   

The MCA for Demand Management measures found that they would not solve the traffic problems through 

Mallow on their own.  However, some elements of Demand Management measures, such as traffic 

management measures including HGV / axle ban, lower speed limit and improved pedestrian crossings 

within the town, in combination with a road-based intervention can also provide benefits and assist in 

supporting modal shift.   

The proposed N72-N73 Mallow Relief Road incorporating Active Travel facilities as part of the scheme will 

therefore align with Tiers 1 and 3 of the NIFTI Modal hierarchy and Tier 4 of the NIFTI intervention hierarchy.  

The removal of strategic traffic from the town will also enable measures to achieve alignment with Tier 2 

(Demand Management) and Tier 3 (Active Travel) of the NIFTI intervention hierarchy. 

 

1.4.3 Do-Nothing Alternative  

The ‘Do-Nothing’ alternative represents maintaining the existing N72 in its current layout and condition 
without any proposed upgrade works. Road users of the N72 will still be subject to the sub-standard 
geometric alignment with numerous junctions and accesses. The existing situation will remain as 
significantly hazardous for pedestrians and cyclists especially through Mallow town centre due to the existing 
lack of facilities for vulnerable road users. The Do-Nothing alternative will not reduce HGVs going through 
the town.  
 
Considering future traffic growth, the retention of this existing road network, without any improvement, would 
fail to meet the core objectives of the project.  
 
It was concluded, therefore, at an early stage of the Option Selection process, that the Do-Nothing option 
was not a viable solution and this was accordingly ruled out from further consideration. 
 

1.4.4 Do-Minimum Alternative  

A Do Minimum alignment option was also considered as part of the Options assessment. The Do Minimum 
option consisted of retaining the existing road with minimum online improvements.  
 
However, an online improvement scheme would not provide the appropriate cross-section and junctions 
required to achieve the level of service, journey time reliability, safety and economic benefit required in the 
project objectives. The numerous junctions and accesses would also remain. The Do-Minimum alternative 
will not also reduce HGVs going through the town. 
 
It was concluded, therefore, at an early stage of the Option Selection process, that the Do Minimum option 

was not a viable solution and this was accordingly ruled out from further consideration. 
 

1.5 Option Selection Methodology 

TII Project Appraisal Guidelines (PAG) Unit 4.0 - Consideration of Alternatives and Options, October 2016 
(PE-PAG-02013) outlines the alternatives that need to be considered when selecting options.  
 

▪ Do Nothing Alternative  
▪ Do Minimum Alternative  
▪ Major Scheme Investment Alternative  
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The methodology utilised in the Phase 2 Option Selection process for the N72-N73 Mallow Relief Road 
project covered the following steps in the process:  
 

▪ Stage 1 Preliminary Options Assessment  
▪ Stage 2 Project Appraisal  Matrix 
▪ Stage 3 Preferred Option  

 
Option Selection is an iterative process between the engineering design team, traffic and transport 
specialists and environmental experts with the objective to identify an option which would avoid, where 
possible, likely significant effects on the environment.  
 
As part of the Option Selection process, Non-Statutory Public Consultation forms a key part of this process. 
The purpose of Non-Statutory Public Consultations is to generate awareness of the proposed scheme, 
initiate participation of the public and stakeholders, and to obtain feedback for consideration by the Project 
Team as part of the planning and development of the proposed scheme. Public Consultations were carried 
out on the identification of the long list options at Stage 1 and the Emerging Preferred Option at the end of 
Stage 2. An update was also made available to the public when the shortlist of options was established. 
 
For the Stage 1 assessment each of these preliminary options were examined against the Stage 1 criteria, 
namely:  

 
▪ Engineering  
▪ Environment  
▪ Economy  

 
Equal weighting was given to each criterion and each option was scored for each criterion under the 
following preferences:  
 

Table 1-2 Criterion Preference 

Preference 

High 

Medium 

Low 

 
 
Following completion of Stage 1, a shortlist of options was identified to be taken forward to the Stage 2 
assessment process. The options were identified as feasible options having greater benefits / less impacts 
than the options eliminated at the end of Stage 1. 
 
At the beginning of Stage 2, the shortlisted options were developed to include preliminary designs for online 
improvements, link roads, junctions, roundabouts, etc.  
 
In all cases the objectives were to reduce impacts where feasible. Following this further refinement, a more 
detailed assessment of each of the shortlisted options was undertaken, using the six common appraisal 
framework (CAF) criteria and the relevant sub-criteria, as listed below. In addition, the Stage 2 appraisal 
included Stage F (Parts 1) Road Safety Audit and Road Safety Impact Assessment required under TII PMGs 
to inform option selection. 
 
Economy  

▪ Transport efficiency and effectiveness. 
▪ Wider economic impacts. 
▪ Transport Quality & Reliability.  
▪ Funding impacts. 

 
Safety  

▪ Collision Reduction. 
▪ Security. 
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▪ Road Safety Audit. 
▪ Road Safety Impact Assessment. 

 
Environment  

▪ Air Quality & Climate. 
▪ Noise. 
▪ Landscape & visual. 
▪ Biodiversity (Terrestrial and Aquatic). 
▪ Waste. 
▪ Soils, Geology and Hydrogeology. 
▪ Hydrology. 
▪ Cultural Heritage. 
▪ Material Assets (Agricultural). 
▪ Material Assets (Non-agricultural). 

 
Accessibility & Social Inclusion  

▪ Deprived geographical areas. 
▪ Vulnerable groups. 

 
Integration  

▪ Transport integration. 
▪ Land use integration. 
▪ Geographical integration. 
▪ Other government policy integration. 

 
Physical Activity  

▪ Health benefits. 
▪ Journey ambience benefits. 
▪ Other possible impacts 

 
The project appraisal of options followed the relevant TII Guidance documents produced for the different 
elements of consideration, in accordance with the TII Project Appraisal Guidelines for National Roads Unit 
7.0 – Multi-Criteria Analysis, PE-PAG-02031 (2016). The outcome of each appraisal included both an impact 
score and a preference for each option.  
 
Following the completion of the above process, the individual impact scores for each option under each sub-
criterion are compiled into a Project Appraisal Matrix. The impact scores under each sub-criterion are 
summed to give a total impact score for each option. The higher the score the better the option performs in 
terms of the appraisal. The impact scoring for each of the assessment criteria was based on a seven-point 
scale presented in the Table 1-3 below. 
 

Table 1-3 Impact scoring scale 

Scoring Impact Level 

7 Major or Highly Positive 

6 Moderately Positive 

5 Minor or Slightly Positive 

4 Not Significant/Neutral 

3 Minor or slightly negative 

2 Moderately negative 

1 Major or Highly negative 

 

 
On this basis a high-level ranking of options was derived in accordance with Unit 7.0 of the PAG, which 
states (section 2.5) that: “It is not intended that the sum of each of the individual scores will be used in 
selecting a preferred option. The overall impact will obviously depend on the strength of individual impacts 
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and it is up to the assessor to weigh up the individual impacts and form a view as to the likely overall impact 
of the options.” 
 
Where an option clearly stands out in terms of the Project Appraisal Matrix (sum of the impact scores) and 
preferences, then this option will be considered as the emerging preferred option. Where there is little 
between two or more options based on the matrices and preferences, then a further pairwise appraisal was 
undertaken to determine the emerging preferred option. The pairwise appraisal looks at the top two or more 
options in order to determine their relative advantages and disadvantages to each other. From this process, 
an emerging preferred option will be decided based on the option that performs the best against the project 
objectives. 
 

1.5.1 Stage 1 Preliminary Options Assessment  

Once the ‘Need for the Scheme’ has been established, and a set of Scheme Objectives developed, all 
reasonable alternatives and options, which may address the ‘Need for the Scheme’, are to be identified. A 
total of 23 Preliminary Options were identified in Stage 1 including the 2006 Part 8 scheme route.  
 
Of the 23 Route Corridor Options, 9 options were full-length coloured end-to end route options presented in 
Figure 1-1. The remaining 14 options were combined options, which were combinations of particular 
sections of the full-length coloured options, joined by links in most cases. 
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Figure 1-1 Stage 1 Options 

 

A Public Consultation PC1 of the long list options was carried out virtually due to Covid restrictions between 
the dates 21st July 2020 and 18th August 2020.  
 
The Stage 1 assessment, using the three criteria of Environment, Engineering and Economy, resulted in 
five shortlisted options which were brought forward to Stage 2 of the option assessment process. 
 

1.5.2 Stage 2 Options Assessment and Selection of Preferred Option  

For Stage 2 the indicative alignments were developed and further refined in order to limit, as much as was 
reasonably practicable, the impacts to the identified existing constraints. In total, 11 option combinations 
were considered during the Stage 2 appraisal of options. It was considered prudent to also bring forward to 
Stage 2 the 2006 scheme route for further assessment (Option B).  
 
The previous Do-Minimum option was also developed to include minor horizontal alignment changes to the 
N72 for a section of the road in the rural fringe (Option A). The short list options presented in Figure 1-2 
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were made public by publishing on the project website.  Following the multi criteria assessment Option C 
was identified as the preferred option.  
 

 

Figure 1-2 Shortlisted Options 

1.5.3 Preferred Option  

The Emerging Preferred Option is Option C (Magenta) which includes traffic management and active travel 
provision. 
 
The road element of Option C is approximately 5.1km in length (Including Link Roads). It commences from 
proposed junction with the N20 close to the Mallow General Hospital and north of the Beecher Street 
Roundabout. It continues in an easterly direction crossing Ironmines and Spaglen and joins the N72 at a 
proposed junction east of Oliver’s Cross. The proposed junction will also link the N73 at Ballyvorisheen. The 
new junction will replace the existing N72/N73 junction at Oliver’s Cross.  The road element will also include 
provision of footpaths and cycleways segregated from traffic, which will facilitate safe, efficient travel by 
active modes both as a primary mode and as a supporting mode to access public transport, at a local level. 
 
The Preferred Option includes offline active travel facilities (Figure 1-3) that will provide an offline shared 
footway cycle facility from the proposed relief road at Ballyvinter Lower to Beechers Street junction and will 
investigate a direct link into Mallow train station.  The Preferred Option will also include a link from the 
junction at the eastern end of the scheme to link up with the existing footway outside Mallow GAA complex 
that continues into Mallow Town. 
 
 



 

N72-N73 Mallow Relief Road 

Option Selection Report Volume 0 – Executive Summary 

 

 

  Page 11 

 

 

Figure 1-3 Emerging Preferred Option 

A general overview of the assessed performance of Option C against the other Route Corridor Options with 
respect to six Main Criteria is provided below: 
 
Economy: Option C has a positive Benefit Cost Ratio (BCR) of greater than 1, where the benefits are 
expected to outweigh the costs. 
  
Safety: Overall, all options except Option A performed similarly in terms of road safety aspects with each 
option constituting an improvement for vulnerable road users through the town. 
  
Environment: Option C has the lowest overall environmental impact when compared to all other options. 
  
Accessibility & Social Inclusion: Overall, all options except Option A performed similarly against this 
criterion, providing a positive impact in terms of Deprived Geographical Areas and Vulnerable Groups as 
the scheme has the potential to allow for more efficient and safer accessibility for these areas and groups. 
  
Integration: Option C is the equal best performing along with some of the other options, with the project 
having a positive impact in terms of the sub-criteria assessed. 
  
Physical Activity: Option C is the equal best performing along with other options, providing a positive 
impact for Vulnerable Road Users, as the proposed scheme will make provision for dedicated pedestrian 
and cycle facilities. 
 
A second Public Consultation PC2 of the Emerging Preferred Option C was carried out virtually due to Covid 

restrictions between the dates of the 24th of June 2021 to the 23rd of July 2021. 
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1.6 Preferred Option PABS and Recommendation 

A Project Appraisal Balance Sheet (PABS) is a summary appraisal of project impacts based on the outputs 
of various forms of assessment carried out during the planning and design stages of project development. 
The PABS acts as a tool in summarising the expected impacts of proposed investment. The PABS is 
completed at Option Selection stage on the preferred option and is subsequently updated throughout the 
latter stages of the project. The Preferred Option on the N72-N73 Mallow Relief Road scheme is Option C, 
with complementary offline active travel facilities. 
 
The PABS is based on a qualitative and quantitative evaluation of a range of criteria and elements as 
outlined in the Department of Transport Common Appraisal Framework namely; Environment, Safety, 
Economy, Accessibility & Social Inclusion, Integration and Physical Activity.  
 
In December 2021, the TII updated PAG Unit 13.0 - Pedestrian and Cyclist Facilities (PE-PAG-02036).  This 
new unit provides updated guidance on the appraisal of active modes schemes.  The guidance covers the 
appraisal of stand-alone active modes schemes or the appraisal of active mode components of wider 
national roads schemes.  A key component of this guidance document is a new economic appraisal tool for 
active modes called TEAM.  This economic appraisal was undertaken on the Preferred Option and the 
economic outputs added to the PABS. The scaling statements of the PABS for the N72-N73 Mallow Relief 
Road scheme are shown in Table 1-4 below. 
 

Table 1-4 PABS Summary 

Criteria Scaling Statement 

Economy Slightly Positive 

Safety Highly Positive 

Environmental  Slightly Negative 

Accessibility & Social Inclusion Slightly Positive 

Integration Moderately Positive 

Physical Activity Highly Positive 

 
 
The economic assessment has demonstrated that, based on the scheme costs developed to date and the 
associated forecast performance of the transport network, the proposed option represents value for money.   
 
While avoidance measures were implemented for the key environmental constraints identified, the 
environmental assessment has shown a Slightly Negative scaling statement. Phase 3 Design will continue 
to implement the avoidance measures to minimise impacts on sensitive receptors within the receiving 
environment.  
 
The proposed Relief Road will provide appropriate routes for HGV on the National Road Network that 
precludes travel through the town centre, whilst providing an appropriate level of access and loading facilities 
for commercial deliveries within the town centre.  The removal of strategic traffic, including HGVs will 
improve air quality in the town and in conjunction with the traffic management measures will enable public 
realm and active travel improvements that will help encourage sustainable travel for short distance trips 
around Mallow. This Option Selection Report recommends the preferred option to form the basis of Phase 
3 Design and Environmental Evaluation. 
 


