Lake District National Park Authority 

Respondent Number 573

Matter 11A: Delivery

	Question:

	(i)
	Could the clarity and consistency of the draft RSS be improved?  Is the draft RSS “user friendly” in terms of understanding the strategy and how the policies are to be implemented?


The clarity and consistency of draft RSS could be improved through better cross-referencing of policies within the text, better cross-referencing between RSS and other documents such as the Technical Appendix and the Implementation Plan, and giving greater emphasis to issues requiring strategic policy direction within the Cumbria and North Lancashire Sub-Region (see comments in Matters 1 and 2).

(Word count for (i): 58)

	Question:

	(ii)
	Does the draft RSS provide an appropriate level of detail for the preparation of Local Development Documents?  Does it provide appropriate guidance for other local plans (eg LTPs) and delivery mechanisms?  Do the proposals in Chapter 19 of the RSS adequately provide for the transition from Structure Plans to the new LDF system?


With the advent of the new Planning system, it will be necessary to allow some flexibility regarding the saving of Structure Plan policies to enable local planning authorities to move from the old system where Structure Plan policies provide the sub regional detail necessary to support local policies to a system where RSS can remain of a sufficiently strategic nature but provide the necessary sub regional hooks on which to develop LDF Core Strategies.  In the longer term, RSS policy as currently expressed will be sufficient but in the short term it would be helpful to local planning authorities to have the option to retain certain Structure Plan policies to provide the necessary detail until this can be incorporated into LDDs.  If it is considered reasonable to retain relevant Structure Plan policies which consider sub-area issues in more detail, by saving these in LDDs, in addition to the RSS policies then this would provide an appropriate level of detail for the preparation of LDDs and avoid a policy vacuum.

As both the strategic and local planning Authority for the area the National Park Authority has placed its resources in reviewing the Joint Structure Plan with Cumbria County Council.  The Authority was advised to continue with the review of the Structure Plan when the new planning system came into force.  This document was only adopted in April this year.  The Local Plan for the National Park was adopted in 1998 and policies within the Plan will be saved until 2007 unless an extension period can be agreed.  The Joint Structure Plan takes forward relevant and up-to-date policies but draft RSS intends replacing these policies on adoption.  Policy wording in the Joint Structure Plan provides more detailed policy appropriate to the sub-region and the National Park and if policies in RSS supersede Structure Plan policies and the life of Local Plan policies is not extended, this would leave a policy vacuum in the Lake district National Park until the Core Strategy document is adopted as part of the LDF.  This will not be adopted until 2009 in the current Local Development Scheme.

The proposals in chapter 19 do not, therefore, currently provide adequately for the transition from Structure Plan policies to the new LDF system.  On the basis of the current wording of RSS policies, the Lake District National Park Authority wishes to retain the following Structure Plan policies until the relevant policy framework can be incorporated into the LDF:

ST3, ST4, ST6, ST7, ST12, EM13, EM15, EM16, H20, H21, H22, T24, T25, T27, T30, T31, T33, E34, E35, E36, E37, E38, E39, E40, R45, R48, R49, R51, L52, L55, L57.

(Word count for (ii): 439)
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