Respondent Number 427
Matter Number 1A and 1B

Vision, Objectives and Overall Approach


The Cheshire Association of Local Councils (ChALC) recognises the imperative that any Vision for the people of the NW Region must incorporate a strong economic development theme in its message.  However, this must be genuinely sustainable and it must be adequately balanced with social and environmental considerations.

The vision for the NW is too strongly focussed on the urban centres and the proposals to expand into the rural areas without any assurances for  sustainability arising from taking these steps.

It is right to identify Liverpool and Manchester as potential world class cities but those who live there need some space especially if much of any population increase lives in homes built to high densities.  They all have transport infrastructures broadly able to support economic development and diversity.
ChALC submits that there must be an entirely separate but integrated rural vision which has also an objective to ensure a sustainable resident population who do not feel threatened by any artificial population influx to meet imposed employment provision in areas of existing high employment. At the same time the tourism and the pursuits of healthy out-door activities in the countryside should be properly analysed.   This vision should also encompass the influences at the margins of the North West Region.  In particular areas of Cheshire bordering on Wales and in the South, border issues with the West Midlands need to be properly addressed as do border issues with the East Midlands on East side of Cheshire.  Also, the assumption that new businesses in the knowledge based economy must be located in clusters built on green field sites has not been justified.
The economic objectives infer the need for people to access work by public transport but entirely fail to recognise that whilst this can be managed using the road network, the substantial assets in the form of railways cannot be so easily managed.  The railways are subject to a combination of national control through Network Rail and some local influence through the TOCs.   A ‘Wish-list’ of transport schemes as set out in the RSS is not a proper basis for a strategy where any capital projects are likely to require perhaps 15 years to gain approval and to execute.  Even small schemes are restricted due to extra-regional factors.
The EiP is an enquiry process that invites questions which need answers.  The Cheshire Association of Local Councils, to respond in greater detail and having minimal resources, asks:

· How are the different pressures on modes of transport, in particular road and rail to be reconciled over the short life span of the Strategy?
· Has the strategy actually given up controlling any road traffic increase so as  to seek the goal of increased employment opportunities in ‘green’ areas?

