Lake District National Park Authority 

Respondent Number 573

Matter 2B: City Regions

	Question:

	(i)
	Does the City Region approach adequately address the different pressures and needs of the various parts of the region or are there alternative sub-regional approaches, which better reflect these needs and pressures?

Should there be greater clarity about:

· The geographic extent of the three city regions;

· The broad scale of development they should accommodate; and

· Their role in relation to each other and to towns beyond the city regions such as Carlisle and Crewe?


The response to Matter 1A provides detail of the issues in relation to this question.  The City Region concentration approach does not adequately deal with the issues facing the Lake District National Park or the sub-region as a whole.  The emphasis on the city regions within RSS is unbalanced and more attention needs to be paid to the issues facing the Cumbria and North Lancashire sub-region as a whole, to fulfil its role as part of the statutory Development Plan.  There is scope to further emphasise the area’s unique characteristics, separate and fragile economies and markets, and broader linkages with other regions and sub-regions.  

(Word count for (i): 105)

	Question:

	(ii)
	Are the City Regions to be treated as being equal or is there a hierarchy?


The Lake District National Park Authority considers that RSS should not apply a hierarchy to any of the sub-regions as this implies preferential treatment.  They should all be of equal status.  The spatial strategy outlined in Policies RDF1 to RDF5 already reflects the ability and need to accommodate development and each sub-region should have the scope to meet its needs and priorities in an appropriate manner.  Any application of a hierarchy could endanger the ability of the sub-regions at the bottom of the hierarchy to secure the appropriate investment and development priority.  

(Word count for (ii): 86)
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