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Comments on the proposals by Natural England for a revised EM3, as invited by the Panel Chair on 11-1-07.

Cheshire County Council is broadly supportive of the proposal by Natural England for a revised Policy EM3, although the policy as presented is considered to be too long and would benefit from being more concise.   Much of the policy is concerned with process which would be more appropriately discussed in the supporting text.  However, the County Council is supportive of urban contexts being identified in the policy as the priority for Green Infrastructure (GI) initiatives.  We would like to see plans, strategies, proposals and schemes emphasise the need to integrate GI provision within existing and new development.
The County Council is concerned that EM3 should deliver added value, and the policy and supporting text need to explain what difference GI will make to existing land management initiatives. It is therefore recommended that the definition of GI is amended to read:

The network of natural………between the North West’s cities, towns and villages, which and provides multiple social, economic and environmental benefits.
This therefore focuses GI upon those green areas that have a variety of uses and functions i.e. the urban/ sub-urban context, rather than assuming that it is a concept that has relevance in all areas and at all scales.  The concept, as with the policy, needs focus.

The County Council still has concerns over the principles for GI planning, design and implementation, and the steps that are set out by Natural England.  For example, the first principle should be to identify where GI is needed and desired.  This would be followed by the establishment of partnerships to take forward any GI initiatives.
The explanation offered by Natural England in the supporting text, as to how Green Infrastructure differs from ecological frameworks, is welcomed.  Explanation also needs to be given as to how GI fits with existing water, rural and other agendas.
Cheshire County Council is concerned that the supporting text for GI should be concise and should allow for the provision of adequate coverage of EM1, which EM3 should be seen as being secondary too.  GI is in many ways a management tool, which is concerned with combining the assets defined in EM1 with socio-economic agendas.   
GI is very much a new concept that is still emerging; it is untested and for the large part has yet to be fully debated in the North West, in particular with local authorities who are likely to be at the forefront of progressing this work area.  As such, until there is greater clarity amongst the relevant professionals as to what GI is and what it can realistically achieve, it is suggested that references in the supporting text of RSS are limited and the extraction of text from the GI Guide, which is a draft document without status, is avoided until greater agreement over the concept can be reached.
Finally, the aims of the wording suggested by the CPRE are also broadly supported.   
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