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(i) Does the Strategy communicate a clear, sustainable and appropriate vision for the sub region? If not how should the strategy be modified? In particular:
· Do the proposals for employment, housing, transport and the environment amount collectively to a coherent and appropriate vision for the sub region
1. As a general point, Liverpool City Council supports the submission made by Merseyside Policy Unit on Matter 2A of this Examination with regards to the location of the city region policies in RSS and the proposed rewording of policies LCR1 to LCR3. 
2. The City Council is firmly of the view that the spatial framework and vision for the Liverpool city region in RSS has to recognise and support the economic resurgence of Liverpool and its role as the economic driver for both the city region and the region as a whole. Data in the 2006 Merseyside Action Plan (Doc FDL/MPU/O2.) confirms that Liverpool’s GVA accounts for 40% of the Merseyside total. GVA growth in Liverpool in 2002 outperformed national, regional and other core cities’ growth rates. 

3.  As highlighted in Liverpool City Region; Transforming our Economy (Doc. SUB6) since 1995, absolute GVA in Liverpool has increased by 43% - an average growth rate of 6.2% compared with the North West region rate of 5.4% over the same period, Liverpool’s productivity – GVA per capita – has grown by 50.6% outstripping national and regional performance rates of 41.8% and 38.9% respectively. This growth performance ranked Liverpool third of the eight English Core Cities. In relative terms, with GVA per capita at 90% of the UK average in 2002 and 91% of the UK average in 2003, Liverpool is moving fast to narrow the gap with the rest of the UK. 

4. RSS has to reflect and build on this economic resurgence and ensure that it continues into the future. RSS can do this by;

· Recognising Liverpool’s key role as a regional centre both in its own city region and in the North West as a whole. Liverpool as core city has a major role to play in the economic growth of the North West ;

· continuing to focus development into Liverpool City Centre and its surrounding inner areas;
· maximising the growth potential of its strategic investment areas – Liverpool City Centre; Atlantic Gateway; Approach 580; Eastern Approaches; and Speke Halewood) and ensure the delivery of regional investment sites within them;

· providing policy support for the sustainable expansion of Liverpool John Lennon Airport;

· maximising the economic potential of the ports of Liverpool in a sustainable manner;

· increasing Liverpool’s housing provision requirement to a level which will facilitate continued economic and population growth whilst enabling housing renewal programmes to be delivered (discussed in more depth under Matter 8B); 

· continuing to focus housing development in the New Heartlands pathfinder and other areas adversely affected by low demand and abandonment; and
· providing support for transport infrastructure required necessary for continued economic growth and to link areas of economic growth and need.

Are the proposals for employment land (of various kinds) appropriate and achievable? 
5. The above policy objectives are not designed purely to help facilitate continued economic growth. Despite this impressive recent economic performance outlined above, Liverpool still has deep seated problems of deprivation. As the aforementioned 2006 Merseyside Action Plan notes (Doc FDL/MPU/O2.page 7), deprivation levels in parts of Merseyside are amongst the highest in the country with Liverpool ranked as the most deprived. 
6. There are spatial patterns to this deprivation. For example, North Liverpool has some of the poorest and most deprived areas in the country with areas of deprivation intrinsically linked to patterns of low economic activity and housing market failure. There remains a clear need therefore, for the continuing economic growth of the city to be a priority in RSS’s spatial development framework in order address deprivation and associated problems, as well as for sustainable development reasons, such as supply of brownfield land and high levels of accessibility by non-car modes. 
7. In this regard, it is essential that the Strategic Investment Areas (SIAs) of Atlantic Gateway and Approach 580 are included under Policy W2 as Broad Locations for Significant Economic Development. Accordingly, the City Council fully supports the statement submitted by the Merseyside Policy Unit under Matter 3 and in particular on Matter 8 regarding the inclusion of these, and other identified areas currently omitted from RSS, within Policy W2. These SIAs not only have considerable economic potential which will be of benefit to the region, they are also located close to areas of significant deprivation. Their identification as broad locations for regionally significant economic development in RSS will help to maximise this contribution to both economic growth and regeneration in a sustainable manner.
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