NWRSS EiP- Panel Questions- Matter 7A-7B


NORTH WEST REGIONAL SPATIAL STRATEGY

EXAMINATION IN PUBLIC

PANEL QUESTIONS

TUESDAY 16 JANUARY 2007

MATTER 7A: MANCHESTER CITY REGION AND SOUTH CHESHIRE - SUB REGIONAL STRATEGY

Preamble

The Panel do not intend to produce additional questions for matters 7-10, but offer the following guidance to assist participants.

The attention of participants is drawn to Briefing Note 20 produced by the North West Regional Assembly, and to Briefing Note 2 produced by the Government Office for the North West. Both documents contain suggested revisions to the Regional Spatial Strategy, which may be discussed throughout the Examination in Public.

Participants should so far as possible make themselves aware of the discussions which have already taken place during the EiP. The Panel accept that there may be some repetition of previous debates but would obviously wish to keep it to a minimum.

Parties who have previously taken part in the EiP should not repeat evidence which they have already given.

Participants are asked not to repeat what is in their statements, which the Panel have read. Where they wish the Panel to recommend changes to the Draft RSS participants should be as precise as possible as to the change they wish to see.
7A (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;

· 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, especially in relation to High Peak;

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

The purpose of these questions, which are the same for each sub-region, is essentially to provide an opportunity for those who have not previously been invited to take part in the EiP – particularly the District Councils – to put to the Panel those points which they believe to be particularly important.

Housing will not be discussed under this item.

7A (ii) Is there an inconsistency in the strategy as it affects the Manchester City Region in that most of the economic opportunities are said to be in the southern parts whereas most of the housing is not?  If so, does this raise issues of sustainability?

7A (iii) Are there any issues affecting the South Cheshire sub-region which might require the plan to be modified?

These are questions which are specific to each sub-region. Some of them have been previously discussed at various points in the EiP but the Panel wish to hear views from the area concerned.

WEDNESDAY 17 JANUARY 2007 - AM

MATTER 7B: MANCHESTER CITY REGION AND SOUTH CHESHIRE - HOUSING ISSUES

Preamble

The total housing figures for the region were discussed in Matter 4; the purpose of this discussion is to consider the distribution between Local Authorities (and the PDL targets). Participants may find it helpful to look at the questions which the Panel asked under Matter 4 page 2 (Distribution of the proposed housing)

7B (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?
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