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Matter 9: Central Lancashire City Region

9A (i)
Does the strategy communicate a clear, sustainable and appropriate vision for the subregion? 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;

· are the proposals for employment land (of various kinds) appropriate and achievable;

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

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

· are there any other 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 system or in other ways;

· the extent to which cross-border issues have been considered;

· how will the sub-regional sub-area priorities be monitored.

9.1. The vision and strategy for the Central Lancashire City Region is positive and welcomed.  However, it contains insufficient detail – certainly much less than for the other two city regions in the north west.  In this context Elevate supports the comments submitted on this issue previously by ELCHEX (the East Lancashire Chief Exectutives Group) and Blackburn with Darwen Borough Council, and endorses their proposed amendments and proposed additions.
9A (ii)
Does the Central Lancashire City Region have any coherence in functional, social/cultural, geographic or economic terms?

9.2 Elevate acknowledge that the Central Lancashire City Region is unlike the other city regions in the country (with the possible exception of the Tees Valley), chiefly in that it is polycentric.  However it does have coherence in aspects of its economic and social structures as set out in the first CRDP, and developed further in the forthcoming second version.  Collectively the centres display many of the characteristics of a larger urban area, share many of the same characteristics and issues, and are very together very different from the rest of the region.  It is therefore sensible to treat them together in RSS policy.

9.3 Elevate’s experience of working with partners from across the City Region in developing the City Region Development Plan has been very positive.  Partners now have greater understanding of the relationships between their respective areas, share good practice and work jointly on various housing, planning and regeneration issues.  This is helping generate real momentum around the City Region concept, and the institutional relationships being developed offer great potential to foster future growth. 

9a (iii)
Should the draft RSS provide a more proactive and coherent framework for the regeneration of the East Lancashire Towns?

9.4 See paragraph 9.1 above.  The RSS sets out a positive framework, but needs more detailed policies for East Lancashire and the rest of the City Region.  

9B: Housing

9B (i)
Is the sub-region’s housing provision and distribution appropriate and achievable? Are the PDL targets in Table 9.1 realistic, deliverable, and based on robust evidence?

9.5 The housing figures for the City Region are appropriate.  Elevate conducted a housing market assessment in preparation for its 2005 Scheme Update submission to DCLG (The Transformational Agenda).  This links household projections with economic forecasts, looking at three scenarios.  The data used was more locally sensitive than that used by the NWRA, and accordingly produced different results than the Nathaniel Lichfield study.  However, the differences were resolved satisfactorily during the discussion and policy application process through which the Assembly produced the submitted version.  

9.6 Elevate refers the panel to the responses of the constituent local authorities regarding the PDL targets.  
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