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MATTER 2A – REGIONAL SPATIAL STRATEGY
1A
Does the draft RSS sufficiently express a spatial strategy that addresses the region’s priorities for growth, regeneration and investment? Does policy RDF1 provide sufficient detail on the spatial priorities for main development locations?
1B
Do the thematic policies and sub-regional policies amount to a consistent and coherent regional strategy?

1.1
The Merseyside authorities support the focus in Policy RDF1 on the city regions of Manchester, Liverpool and Central Lancashire. In particular this policy is right in identifying the regional centres of Manchester/Salford and Liverpool as primary locations for investment and growth. However in our Statement on Matter 2B issue (ii) we argue that this recognition of the unique role of the two Regional Centres needs to be carried through unambiguously into the sub-regional spatial frameworks. 

1.2
The regional spatial framework would be more clearly articulated if the policies for the city regions and other sub-regions were brought into this part of the RSS rather than at the end of the document. These frameworks are a key element in expressing spatial aims and objectives for the region and also amplify the Regional Development Principles.

1.3
At present the spatial strategy does not provide an overall indication of investment and development priorities and how these would be reflected in the spatial distribution of growth and development to achieve the RSS vision and objectives. In former RPG13
 the identification of Regeneration Priority Areas provided this greater clarity. It would be appropriate for Policy RDF1 to clarify this in relation to the role of the city regions and in particular the key role of Manchester and Liverpool city regions and the two regional centres.

1.4
The Merseyside representations on the draft RSS included a proposed re-drafting of Policies LCR1, LCR2 and LCR3 and we would draw the Panel’s attention to these, noting the minor alterations to the policy titles and text highlighted below, which are consistent with our Statements on Matters 2B and 8A.

Policy LCR1 - Liverpool City Region Priorities

Plans and strategies in the Liverpool City Region will:

1.
Support the following spatial development priorities:

(i)
Within the Regional Centre and Surrounding Inner Area
 of the Liverpool City Region: [etc. …]

Policy LCR2 - Regional Centre and the Surrounding Inner Area of the Liverpool City Region

[etc. …]

1.5
A spatial strategy based on the principles set out in Policy RDF1 clarified as above, together with our suggested revisions to the sub-regional policies for the Liverpool City Region, and the changes proposed in our Statements on other Matters, would adequately express our priorities for growth, regeneration and investment.
2
Does the spatial strategy provide a framework for improving accessibility to jobs and services particularly by sustainable modes for all parts of the region?
2.1
The policies which comprise the Regional Transport Strategy, and the Regional Public Transport Framework in particular, provide a broadly satisfactory framework. However, greater emphasis needs to be given in this policy to the importance of bus travel as it is the dominant public transport carrier (85%) and has the most flexibility and cost efficiency in terms of getting people access to jobs, training and shops.
3
Is it appropriate for the draft RSS to omit the previous designation of Regeneration Priority Areas?
3.1
The Merseyside authorities found the designation of Regeneration Priority Areas in RPG13 was helpful in providing strategic support and justification for major regeneration initiatives within the sub-region. Whilst we understand that this policy cannot be simply transposed into the new regional spatial strategy, a clearer statement of priorities does need to be incorporated within draft RSS, as indicated in the comments above.
4
Is the Key Diagram fit for purpose and do the Sub-regional Diagrams add value?
4.1
The value of the Key Diagram could be improved in the following ways:

•
The areas of overlap between the Manchester and Liverpool City Regions should be shown, including Warrington and parts of Vale Royal.

•
The designations are difficult to distinguish between for example 'Broad Locations for Knowledge Nuclei Sites' and 'Broad Locations for Reserve Sites' which are both hatched in very similar colours. It is suggested that the current colours are changed to create a great visual difference.

•
There is an over-emphasis on economic activity and locations for growth and an absence of key locations of environmental significance. It would provide a more balanced picture if regionally significant environmental designations, World Heritage Sites, regional parks and green infrastructure corridors.
� Core Document REG8


� Regional Centre is Liverpool City Centre; and the Surrounding Inner Area is the New Heartlands Pathfinder
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