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COMMENTS FROM AGMA

AGMA sees Green Infrastructure (GI) as potentially a very important part of the environmental policy framework for the Manchester City Region.  It fits well with the structure and geography of the city region and complements the growth strategy outlined in the MCR Spatial Strategy.  

Whilst we support a policy in Draft RSS we are strongly of the view that Natural England’s suggested wording should not be accepted or taken forward by the Panel

· It does not clearly define what green infrastructure is, how it is meant to function as a policy, and how it should be taken forward through development plans and other strategies

· It contains numerous phrases and wording which are imprecise in their meaning e.g. “deliver sustainable outcomes”; “identify appropriate partnerships … in the context of relevant environmental and socio-economic objectives”

· It proposes the preparation of “strategic green infrastructure plans” without saying what these are, who would prepare them and how they would relate to development plans

· The supporting text consists of extracts taken from the Draft GI Guide which are also unclear in their meaning and claim too much for GI as an all embracing panacea.  AGMA considers that it is premature for the Guide to be referenced in RSS as good practice and guidance, since it is a draft and our view is that the approach could be presented in a clearer and simpler way.

In AGMA’s view the policy to be contained in RSS should meet a number of requirements:

· It should describe and define GI precisely and in a comprehensive manner, in terms of how it will operate as a functional entity, and how it relates to wider strategic/spatial planning for social and economic development 

· It should set out the principles for the identification and strategic planning of GI, including its role in: 

· Providing a framework for growth and regeneration

· Its multifunctional role

· The need for high quality in its design

· The importance of GI for creating sustainable communities

· As a mechanism for linking town and country

· A focus for investment from a broad partnership.

· It should set out how it will operate at different spatial scales; in particular how the concept will be developed and elaborated at a sub regional scale e.g. to support the development of sub regional spatial planning and economic and social regeneration programmes, before it is defined in detail at the local level e.g. in terms of local green space, allotments, site based SUDs etc.  GI should only be referenced in LDFs where this strategic framework has been more closely defined at the sub regional level and its purpose is clear.

· It should be taken forward in a flexible way.  Each sub region has its own needs and opportunities which vary according to the distribution and composition of the key environmental components, and the way in which, and extent to which, GI should be integrated with social and economic strategies 

· If expressed as a series of strategic principles, the policy can inform and be delivered through identifiable delivery mechanisms and help to inform new approaches for delivering sustainable development.  For instance, this might be achieved by integrating new development, environmental regeneration and land management.  

· Funding for GI from organizations such as NWDA (as an identified priority in RES), EA and Natural England should be focussed on the priority areas for development and regeneration as defined in RSS.  It needs to be linked to the strategies of LSPs and LAAs in order to get stakeholder buy in and identify the cross-cutting health, social and economic benefits.  

