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(ii) Are there sufficient and appropriate links to delivery agencies and funding mechanisms to ensure delivery?

More dialogue and guidance is required on the role delivery agencies are expected to play.  The role of lead and supporting partners in delivering and monitoring progress must be agreed. 

An agreed Implementation plan underpinned by an effective Annual Monitoring reporting is essential if there is to be successful partnership approach to the delivery of RSS.  
Solutions we call for:
· Greater emphasis on the role of the implementation plan to deliver and monitor co-ordinated spatial environmental and socio-economic policy.
· The Implementation Plan needs to be taken forward, approved and agreed with lead partners and others to clarify roles and expectations in RSS implementation and delivery.
· The implementation of policies in RSS must be measured and reported on through the setting of meaningful targets and the collection of reliable and robust data.  This is particularly important in relation to the main mitigation policies within RSS as failure to implement these will undermine the sustainability of the plan (see comments on Matter (vii).   
(vii) Is there a need for a focused early review of the RSS? If so what should be the focus and timetable, and what would be the implications for Local Development Documents?

The Environment Agency has increasingly raised its concern over uncertainties around environmental limits and infrastructure capacity that could represent a constraint to sustainably achieving the growth within RSS.  

It is uncertain how the environmental policies will play a part in any early review if they are not mitigating negative effects from the growth strategy.  

Our recommendations on policy DP1, EM5 and the waste policies are critical in ensuring we have the environmental capacity and infrastructure to deliver RSS.  This ability to accommodate growth may change as a result of climate change.  

Our report to inform an RFRA and the water studies undertaken with United Utilities may result in the need for a review.  There are several major waste studies underway which will provide useful additional information, but not in time for the EiP.  The impacts of this information on RSS and the need for a review must also be considered.  We must also recognise the impacts that the Water Framework Directive and the Habitats Regulation Assessment might have on tightening environmental standards or indicating that region may not have the capacity to accommodate growth.  

The sustainable delivery of growth is dependent on the full implementation of several mitigation policies within RSS.  The delivery of improved standards of sustainable construction, especially around energy use and water efficiency, is critical if we are to minimise pressures on the environment.  If monitoring shows that these critical policies (DP1, EM5) are not being implemented, this places a question mark over the wider sustainability of RSS.  

The following issues may require an early focussed or even full review of RSS:

· Failure to achieve high enough water efficiency rates, a reduction in deployable output from European habitats sites in Cumbria (see comments on matter 1E (ii)) or failure of the timely provision of a new source of supply without environmental harm will affect the sustainable supply of water in the North West (see comments on Matter 6A (iv)).  

· Lack of an early and strategic consideration of flood risk, particularly in those parts of the region with high current risk and high levels of development pressure (see comments on matter 6A (iii)).  

· Failure to deliver sufficient waste water treatment infrastructure to serve identified levels and locations of growth (see comments on matter 6A (iv)).

· Failure to deliver the required types and capacities of sustainable waste management facilities to cope in the correct locations (see comments on matter 6B)    

Solutions we call for:
· Support further investigation into capacity issues, particularly water infrastructure.  The regional planning body and local authorities must engage with this process.  

· Production of a regional flood risk assessment.

· Re-examination of waste tonnage data in tables 11.3, 11.4 and 11.5 and the identification of the broad locations of any nationally, regionally and sub-regionally significant facilities to manage this. 

An early focussed review may be required of the growth policies in RSS (W2, W3, W5 and L4) as a result of environmental capacity matters and monitoring the effectiveness of policies DP1 and EM5.  A review of the waste policies may also be required in light of the evidence produced as part of the North West Surveys of Commercial and Industrial and Construction and demolition waste, currently expected to be published in April and August 2007 respectively.
