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Matter 8: Liverpool City Region
(i) Does the strategy communicate a clear, sustainable and appropriate vision for the sub-region? If not, how should it be modified? In particular:
· do the proposals for employment, housing, transport and environment amount collectively to a coherent and appropriate vision for the sub-region

· are the proposals for employment land appropriate and achievable

· are the transport proposals adequate and logical in relation to the strategy as a whole

· is adequate attention paid to the issues of climate change and the protection of the environment?

· are there any material deficiencies which you perceive in the plan as it affects the sub-region

· do you believe the proposals to be deliverable, through the development plan or in other ways

· how will the sub-region sub area priorities be monitored  

8.1 
The vision in 13.3 and 13.4 is an exciting one and reflects the direction that the city should be going in. The quality of life that is referred to in the vision needs to be underpinned by further reference to the considerable historic and natural environmental assets that are intrinsic to the character of the city-region. This should be followed through in the strategy by policies that go further than 13.6 and identify sustainable and holistic methods for conserving and enhancing the natural and historic environment. This should plan for the step-change in landscape, biodiversity and the historic environment that is promoted in EM1. The environmental aspects of the city-region are substantially underplayed in the sub-regional strategy and must be integrated into the whole of the strategy. There is an over-emphasis on economic development and this is inconsistent with the desire in the vision to create vibrant communities and high quality of life, this would require an approach which does not seek economic growth at the expense of environmental protection. 

8.2
As the Sustainability Assessment highlights, each sub-region is different in terms of its character and performance, for example, regarding pollution, greenhouse gas emissions, biodiversity, buildings at risk. The draft RSS is a lost opportunity to raise the game for each sub-region in areas where they are currently under-performing.

8.3
This strategy fails to analysis or address the predicted impacts of climate change on the city-region and therefore may not be sustainable or meet future needs. The strategy should be climate-proofed to take this into account and promote adaptation to change. 

In particular, Policies EM1 and EM6 should be referred to in LCR1, as coastal change is already dramatically affecting the city-region’s coastline and is predicted to escalate with climate change. The natural assets of the Mersey Basin and Liverpool city-region are vulnerable to insensitive economic development (a possible result of 13.9) and need to be protected. There should be recognition of this in LCR1 and LCR2, with cross-references to EM1 as the guiding principle.

The strategy should also show how the city-region can contribute to the national targets for reducing greenhouse gas emissions through schemes such as renewable energy, energy and transport demand reduction and sustainable land management.

8.4
The strategy seems to focus largely on urban needs and does not adequately consider the needs in rural parts of the city-region. 
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