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Wirral MBC



MATTER 2A


MATTER 2. SPATIAL STRATEGY

Matter 2A: Overall Spatial Strategy

(i)
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?

Wirral Borough Council supports the approach that places the Liverpool City Region and Manchester City Region as equal.  It is important that the sequential approach advocated in RPG13 is carried forward, focusing regeneration at the Regional Centres, then within the surrounding areas (as set out in LCR1).  The City Regions are not homogenous and development at the periphery is not of equivalent benefit to regeneration as development at the core.

(ii)
Do the thematic policies and sub-regional policies amount to a consistent and coherent regional strategy?

Wirral Borough Council is concerned that the sub-regional policies are annexed to the main text of the draft RSS and not sufficiently integrated.  There is inconsistency between the City Region policies, which are specific to areas smaller than Districts, and the thematic policies, which do not allow such specificity.  By contrast, the employment land policies (Table 8.2) are set out at sub-regional level and there are no District requirements.

(iii)
Does the spatial strategy provide a framework for improving accessibility to jobs and services particularly by sustainable modes for all parts of the region?

Wirral Borough Council supports the Merseyside response given to this Matter.  Insofar as the settlement hierarchy and distribution of employment and services supports the existing urban structure, Wirral Borough Council supports the approach.  However, there is concern at the Key Service Centre approach (see comments at Matter 2C), which does not adequately reflect the situation in the region’s urban areas.

(iv)
Is it appropriate for the draft RSS to omit the previous designation of Regeneration Priority Areas?

Wirral Borough Council strongly supported the principle of the North West Metropolitan Area in RPG13.  The NWMA was clear and unequivocal in its sequencing of development.  As the response to issue (i) above sets out, the broad approach in Policy RDF1 appears to provide equal weight to all areas of the City Regions.  This is in direct contradiction to Policy LCR1, which sets out that the focus for regeneration should be Liverpool City Centre and its surrounding Inner Area.  That inconsistency should be removed.

(v)
Is the Key Diagram fit for purpose and do the Sub-regional Diagrams add value?

Wirral Borough Council does not wish to submit any additional response in relation to this Matter.
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