[image: image2.jpg]CHESHIRE

COUNTY COUNCIL




                                                                                                              1C/426

[image: image1.jpg]CHESHIRE

COUNTY COUNCIL





[image: image1.jpg]                                                                                                              1C/426

[image: image2.jpg]

Matter 1C: Assumptions Underpinning the Draft RSS
(i) Are there economic assumptions (including growth and activity rates) in draft RSS appropriate and achievable?

1 Any assumptions underpinning the spatial policy formulation is difficult and subject to sometimes wild fluctuations and there is inevitably an amount of guess work.  The draft RSS is no exception and it is clear that the economic assumptions are related closely to the RES and work carried out by the constituent sub regional economic partners.

2
Whether they are appropriate and achievable is a bit of an open-ended question. The decline of traditional manufacturing in the urban areas of the region and in cities such as Liverpool and Manchester has created many problems but both have witnessed exceptional growth in certain sectors, and sub regions within those city regions have performed very well, such as North Cheshire and South Manchester. 

3 Focussing on strengthening the regional economy by essentially clustering in various city regions is the main thrust of the strategy.  This is of course success in business terms by concentrating success, but it does not lend itself to the creation of mixed use sustainable communities.  The growth assumptions are aimed primarily at narrowing the gap between the North West and the South East.  This is too simplistic and tends to overlook the complexities of the economy.  The region needs to stop looking over its shoulder and play to its strengths, such as environmental technologies and knowledge based industries
(ii) Are the assumptions about population change in draft RSS appropriate?

4 The demographic trends assumed by draft RSS are based primarily on the premise that there will be a considerable increase in older people by 2021.  This is coupled with the complexity associated with changing lifestyles.  The current trends of generally falling numbers of births and longer life expectancy are already having major impacts on public services and the economy. 
5 Whilst this is an understandable position to take, it is felt that it is over simplistic generalisation of the whole region and indeed even since the publication of the draft there has be a revision of the proportion of older people in Cheshire.   The growth in older people has been mitigated to some extent by net inward migration of young people. Indeed the pattern is reversed in some areas however, and another recent trend has been the increase in foreign nationals within the workforce, particularly from Eastern Europe.
6 Nevertheless, Cheshire, along with the rest of the North West, is facing the challenge of many young graduates moving southwards.  This is a worrying trend when one considers that this age group is traditionally the most dynamic, productive and innovative portion of the workforce.   
(iii) Are the economic, population and other assumptions consistent between the regional and sub-regional policies in draft RSS?

7
There is an inherent inconsistency within the assumptions between the regional and the sub-regional policies that are inevitable.  By assuming a general growth in the economy and a predictably aging population then the aspirations for the Manchester and Liverpool City Regions to concentrate on clusters means that there is a tension between the desire to promote economic growth whilst at the same time addressing the needs of an increasingly elderly population. 
(iv) Are the national and regional constraints on development clearly articulated?  Are the development proposals consistent with Green Belt, flood risk policies and other constraints such as transport, water supply and sewerage infrastructure? 

7 The national and regional constraints are articulated adequately but as stated throughout our submissions there is a lack of clarity and the Green Belt Policy RD5 is a classic example.  Exactly what does “…exceptional substantial strategic change to the Green Belt….” mean?  The axiom less is more is something that needs to be applied throughout the RSS to allow clear and concise policies to address all necessary issues.  There is little mention of flood risk, water supply and other infrastructure within the Regional Spatial Framework.  
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