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1 Introduction 

1.1 My name is Neil Chadwick. I am a Director with Steer Davies Gleave, a consultancy 

firm specialising in the transport sector.  

1.2 My academic qualifications are: 

• BA (Hons) Natural Science (Physics), University of Oxford 

• MSc Transport, University of London 

• MA Public Administration and Public Policy, University of York 

 
1.3 I have 28 years’ transport planning experience. In that time, I have led and contributed 

to business cases for rail and rapid transit schemes in the UK and overseas. I have 

appeared at previous Transport & Works Act Order and Local Planning Inquiries, as 

well as inquiries of a similar nature in the Republic of Ireland.  

1.4 The scope of my evidence is to establish the Value for Money (Economic) Case for the 

Birmingham Eastside Extension. As such, my evidence contributes to the 

consideration of Matters 1, 4, 7 and 9 of the Statement of Matters [INQ/3]. 

1.5 The Value for Money appraisal of the Scheme has been undertaken in line with the 

Department for Transport’s appraisal guidance (WebTAG) and accordingly meets 

wider Treasury economic appraisal requirements. In my opinion, the appraisal of this 

Scheme has been undertaken in a way that is proportionate to the cost of the Scheme 

and the scale of its impacts. 

1.6 Following this approach, the benefit cost ratio of the scheme has been calculated as 

4.8:1.  

1.7 As well as the cost benefit analysis, an assessment of the scheme’s wider social and 

economic impacts and its impact on the built and natural environment are integral to 

the consideration of whether a scheme offers Value for Money. 

1.8 In my opinion the economic performance the Scheme does represent Value for 

Money. This view is derived from a consideration of the benefit cost ratio of the 

scheme, the additional wider impacts that do not form part of this benefit cost ratio, 

alongside the qualitative assessment of other impacts. The benefit to cost ratio of the 

Birmingham Eastside Extension project means that it is considered ‘very high’ value 
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for money. Consideration of other non-monetised impacts of the scheme does not lead 

to any adjustment of this assessment. 

1.9 The benefits of the scheme outweigh its monetary costs and other disbenefits, and as 

a consequence public sector funding of the project is warranted.  

Witness Declaration 

1.10 The evidence I shall give is true, given in good faith and represents my professional 

opinion regarding the Value for Money case of the Order Scheme.  

 


