Consultation Responses to SA of the North West Regional Spatial Strategy Scoping Report 










	Respondent
	Section
	Response
	Comment

	Q1: Additional Plans and Policies

	Woodland Trust Lancs, Manch & N merseyside
	2.3.1
	We would add to the second comment that the environment should not be viewed as a constraint but as an opportunity in urban renaissance. (more public benefits for an attractive and greener environment in urban areas.
	Accepted comment to be added within SA Report.

	Woodland Trust
	Objective 22
	‘to limit and adapt to climate change’ we are concerned that there is no indicator to measure this.
	There are 5 against the climate change objective with Table 5.1.

	Woodland Trust
	Objective 23
	Concern that soils have been omitted from objective, need to protect them as outlined in Water Framework Directive
	Objective 22 amended to read ‘To restore and protect land and soil’ with a sub question asking,  ‘Will it reduce the loss  of good soils to development’?

	CPRE
	Sub-regional options
Table 6.1 matrix
	Want more clarification as to how sub-regional studies will be tied into the overall appraisal process.
The temporary/permanent nature of effects is not captured in this table.
	Needs further discussion with NWRA
To be captured within Commentary box.

	CPRE
	National and Regional strategies
	PPG2- lack of recognition of need for permanence of Green Belt (green belt designated not because of its quality but for its location) should be referred to in Objective 4 as a tool for compact communities or in Objective 23 considering land as a finite resource (not objective 16).
PPS7- lack of reference to land use efficiency to protect countryside, (table B.1 does not pick up on this) should be incorporated into a rural regeneration objective, landscape protection objective or land use efficiency objective. 

PPS7- lack of recognition of important role of farming (fourth objective) objective 5 should refer to this.

Sustainability Communities Plan- lack of recognition for low demand housing (Table B1,B.11 says low demand housing is not relevant for Plan), disagree stating that ‘in fact its an integral part of urban regeneration agenda.’
North West Regional Housing Strategy- Table B.1 should include the strategies 4 priorities as part of baseline data.

Sustainable Farming and Food Strategy- Not reflected in ‘implications for SA column’
	Greenbelt removed from what is now Objective 17.  Reference to GB as a restriction to development made within SA Report.  Reference to function of keeping land permanently open made within Table B1.
Reference to land-use efficiency to be put in revised Table B1.  Land-use efficiency not to be included as a specific objective but there will guidance questions on density and the re-use of brownfield land.
Objective 5 refers to: ‘Will it support viable farming  enterprises and rural diversification?’
Accepted, Table to be revised.
Strategy for Sustainable Farming and Food - Facing the Future to be included.

	CPRE
	Objective 3-market the regions image
	Duplication of first question in Appendix D and those of Objective 16/21 (this question should be deleted and the two questions in AFS integrated Appraisal Toolkit (IAT) section 9 should be considered instead.
	Positive image forms part of RSDF priorities and goals for region – keep overall objective, replace first sub question with IAT question.

	CPRE
	Objective 4- urban renaissance
	Need baseline data that shows patterns of migration of residents and business locations. (use Regional Intelligence Unit’s State of the North Wst Economy sub-regional report?) Questions in Appendix D should be supplemented by ‘will it make the best use of existing buildings and physical infrastructure? (or could be included in Objective 21)
	Population change indicator added.
Sub-question Will it improve the quality of the built and historic environment? Replaced as recommended but with historic reference retained..

	CPRE
	Objective 5-rural regeneration
	Appendix D should include question ‘will it support the viability of farming practices in the region? (information from ERDP schemes could be used)
Suggests data on Countryside Stewardship schemes or Env Stewardship

Appendix D should include baseline data for access to village services (Countryside Agency’s State of the Countryside reports could be used?)
	Question ‘Will it support viable farming  enterprises and rural diversification?’ added.
Added

Already provided within Appendix C.

	CPRE
	Objective 9- reduce need for travel
	Average time taken to get to work is not a useful indicator, suggestion to support the current indicator for ‘average distance to fixed place of work’ with similar one for average distance to other amenities.
Recommendation 4.11.4 need objective for modal shift away from road traffic or reducing negative impacts of travel
	Time is already included within baseline table Appendix C p23
Existing Objective seeks to reduce need to travel with sub-question reducing car and lorry traffic – covered.

	CPRE
	Objective 11 good quality, affordable and resource efficient housing
	First proposed indicator does not relate to housing issues and can change rapidly, better indicator would relate to numbers of statutory households accepted by LAs as unintentionally homeless. 
CPRE suggests alterations to Appendix D question ‘will it reduce number of unfit and empty houses?’ this needs to be accompanied by: ‘will it reduce the number of homeless people?’
	First indicator is ONS derived and produces a good indicator for planning purposes.  Many needing homes may be living with relatives/sharing and homeless indicator would not pick this up.  Keep.
Question seeking to meet all people’s housing needs considered to cover homeless.

	CPRE
	Objective 16 Places, landscapes, buildings of value
	No reference to Heritage Counts work done by English Heritage. Reference to Structure and Local plan policies on landscapes of local value should be mentioned in baseline data
Land use efficiency should be handled in Objective 21

There is no recognition in report of value of ‘ordinary’ landscape which PPS7 refers. (landscape character should be made part of objective 17.)
	Reference to be made in final SA Report.  Difficulty in understanding how reference to local landscape value in plans can be reported.  Planning docs moving away from identifying areas of ‘special value’.
Landscape Objective re-worded as per RSDF.

	CPRE
	Objective 17- local environmental quality
	Appendix D- question on landscape quality should be moved from objective 21 to this objective and should read ‘will it protect and/or enhance local landscape character?’
Use Countryside Agency’s Countryside Character Areas (CCAs) and Countryside Quality Counts for developing suitable indicators.
Use Quality of life Counts headline birds indicator instead of farmland birds indicator.
	Landscape objective re-worded see above
This has been included within baseline and will be reported within SA Report

	CPRE
	Objective 18- biodiversity 
	Consider indicators from county and regional Biodiversity Action Plans and their targets.
	To be reviewed.

	CPRE
	Objective 21- land quality
	Rename objective ‘land use efficiency’ or ‘land resources’
Para 4.23.1 compares North West and North East as two regions with highest levels of previously developed land (PDL) should the latter not be South East?

Table B.1 should include reference to RPG annual monitoring report indicator 2.3 of amount of industrial and/or commercial development on PDL

Green belt indicator would be useful (available in D.4 in ODPMs Land Use Change in England 2003 stats.)
	Renamed as protecting land and soil
To check

Reference to be included



	CPRE
	Objective 22- climate change
	Consideration for role of air transportation needed within baseline data.

Recommendations should include demand management of road and air traffic.
	Agreed that air transport should be included either here or against reduction in travel.
Agreed

	CPRE
	Objective 23- natural resources
	Appendix D questions on soil quality in objective 21 may be better placed here. (use Panel Report for RPG13 review discussion on minerals for baseline data.)
	Objectives re-ordered

	NWDA
	Para 2.1

Key Principles
(5th bullet point)
	Need to recognise Central Lancashire as a 3rd City Region in the North West
	Agreed providing it is taken forward within RSS revision.

	NWDA
	Para 2.2

RSS objectives
	RSS option paper only recently issued, should use RPG13 objectives as starting point for RSS
	

	NWDA
	Para 2.3.1
	Not appropriate to recommend changes to RPG13 objectives at this stage of the RSS process and as part of a Sustainability Appraisal
‘environmental consideration’ should be rephrased ‘environmental responsibility’
no need to add ‘with regard to environmental implications’ to the urban renaissance.

Add the word ‘environmentally’ to the coastal objective is accepted.
	NWRA stated that RSS objectives will remain as RPG
Agreed

Not Agreed

Accepted.

	NWDA
	Para 3.1
	More clarification needed as to whether AfS Sustainable Development Principles and Priorities or 30 AfS objectives have been considered in the Scoping Report.
	To be undertaken

	NWDA
	Para 3.2.1
	Under ‘economic’ sub-heading it is important to remember that ‘trans-regional’ does not necessarily mean ‘long-distance’. (High Peak area of East Midlands is closer to Manchester Airport than many parts of the North West)
More consideration needs to be given to the importance of Manchester Airport
	Accepted
Accepted

	NWDA
	Para 4.13.1
	2nd paragraph refers to changes ‘over the three year period’, but is not clear which 3 years is being referred to.
	Will Clarify

	NWDA
	Para 4.13.3
	Unfit housing can only provide a decent home if its brought up to an acceptable standard.
Vacant dwellings are not necessarily in areas where affordable housing needs are most acute.

Need to address how the overall quality of the region’s housing stock can be improved to help support overall economic growth and competitiveness.
	Accepted
Accepted

Accepted

	NWDA
	Para  4.16
	No need for objective 14 as it’s already been covered in objective 8.
	 To be retained

	NWDA
	Para 4.17
	In objective 15 words ‘and use of’ should be deleted
	Accepted

	NWDA
	Para 4.23.1
	Objective 21 should include the need to safeguard the region’s best and most versatile agricultural land.
Final paragraph needs direct relevance to protecting and improving land quality.
	Reference to ‘Will it reduce the loss of good soils to development’ baseline considers amount of agricultural land lost to development.
To be added.

	NWDA
	Pg40
	Abbreviation ‘AMR’ should be outlined in full.
	Accepted

	Countryside Agency
	Key Env Issues

3.2.6
	Reference should also be made to Lake District, Peak District and Yorkshire Dales NPs.
	This will be added

	Countryside Agency
	Key Env Issues
	Also make mention of Community Forests (Red Rose, Mersey) these are relevant to sustainability objectives
	Reference to be made.

	Countryside Agency
	Appendix B

Key data sets
	Draft Sustainability objective 17, reference could also be made to National Parks, the Community Forest and Quality Counts.
	Quality Counts Character Area data added as a figure.

	GO-NW
	Pg10, B38
	Analysis should be based on 2003 Regional Housing Strategy not the 2001 one.
	Accepted

	GO-NW
	Pg B11 (5th row)
	Low demand and abandonment of housing IS relevant to the plan.
	Already accepted see CPRE

	GO-NW
	General Housing
	There is an over reliance on provision of new affordable housing via the planning system/housing associations.
	As opposed to market?  Will look to redraft.

	GO-NW
	Map C7 and C8
	C7 not needed, C8 more informative (need to move away from LA area data)
	C7 and C8 to remain.  LA data provides opportunity to profile significant issues facing different geographical areas within the region.

	RSPB
	Objective 5
	Agri-environment scheme take up is important and links to objectives 17 and 18.
Farmland bird index would be useful monitoring tool here.
	Countryside Stewardship now an indicator/baseline data collection
Rural Renaissance objective seeking identify rural, economic issues.  Farmland birds best used elsewhere.

	RSPB
	Objective 17
	Farmland bird index ok but perhaps narrow focus, headline wildbird index include a wider suite of species
	Accepted

	RSPB
	Objective 18
	Over reliance on woodlands, doesn’t cover all areas of biodiversity.
Wildbird index would include wider species of bird rather than woodland bird index.

Reference should be made to the County Biodiversity Action Plans within the North West.
	Accepted
Can make reference but difficult to monitor all within the region.

	Environment Agency
	2.1/3
	RSS principles and objectives link with current RPG13 should be explained
	Accepted

	Environment Agency
	2.3
	Explanation into how compatibility matrix was formed needed.
	Accepted

	Environment Agency
	3.1 and 6
	Section would be better at the beginning of the document.
A flowchart showing RSS and SEA processes would be helpful.
	Accepted, should come before compatability assessment of RSS objectives.
Accepted, processes have been refined since scoping and flow chart will be provided within final SA Report

	Environment Agency
	3.1/7
	Use AfS Framework document for wording of objectives in appraisal rather than IAT where subjects are the same.
	Done

	Environment Agency
	3.2
	More clarification needed on implications for the RSS and the SA framework
Commentary boarders on being an appraisal of the strategies in question
	To be reviewed

	Environmental Agency
	4
	Need to identify ‘likely evolution of objectives without implementation of the plan or programme’
Need better linking of baseline SA framework questions and objectives. 
	Trends identified within appendix D, SA Report will highlight key trends against SEA themes, flora, fauna etc

	Environmental Agency
	4.3.2 & 4.4.3
	Need to be clear what strengths and weaknesses refer to baseline information or policy responses?
	To clarify

	Environment Agency
	6
	Need for description of spatial options.
	NWRA did not supply any – to be included within final SA Report

	Environment Agency
	Table 6.1
	Appraisal matrix needs more detail on:
1 .timeframes (short, medium, long)

2 .temporary or permanent nature of effect

3. cumulative impacts of plan need to identified and addressed.
	To be amended.

	Environment Agency
	2.3.1
pg5

para1
	Assumption that ‘progress is likely to be realised in urban areas’ needs to be justified
Should include environmental goal
	Accepted
Recommendation to be modified in light of earlier consultation comments.

	Environment Agency
	2.3.1
pg5

para4
	No need to add ‘sustainable’ to objectives.
No need to add ‘with regard to environmental implications’ (should not be raised above social and economic issues)

*same in para6 environment picked out above other issues* 
	‘sustainable includes for social/economic/environmental these three topic areas should be supported through the renaissance of the urban area.
Second comment accepted in light of above.

	Environment Agency
	3.1.1
	Suggestion to include other reports (list provided in response)

	Additional reports will be added where relevant.

	Environment Agency
	3.2.1
pg10

para1
	Need evidence to support the opening statement (it is important to clarify how ‘sustainability issues’ have been identified from the documents.)
	Examples would be Planning Policy Statements (EG PPS1) that explicitly refer to the UK SD strategy and which, in turn are referred to in Structure Plans or the former RSS.
Sustainability issues may be better described as Key Issues facing the region.

	Environment  Agency
	3.2.1
pg11

para5
	Bias towards environmental issues throughout the report (report an SA not and SEA)

	Not clear on comment.  However whilst report is SA, it must also give due consideration to SEA requirements, particularly those environmental themes contained within annex 1 to directive.  Reference will be made to performance against these themes within the final Report.

	Environment Agency
	3.2.1
pg13

para2
	Issues identified under environment are entirely focused on climate change
Rephrase ‘the impacts of climate change….will increase in severity’ with ‘…are expected to be felt in a greater extent and with more frequency’.

Objectives identified following ‘in order to address the impacts of climate change’ are mitigation objectives not adaptation objectives to minimise the impacts.
Need to mention social and economic issues associated with climate change.

Reference to the Air Quality Framework is misleading, the supporting legislation and pollutants selected are mainly based on protecting human health rather than contributing to climate change.

No mention of other measures introduced such as climate change levy and emission trading.
	Accepted – this will be broadened
Accepted, final report will broaden climate change impacts

	Environment Agency
	4.5.1


	NW image is about more than business investment, in the SA framework questions on the preservation of high quality built and natural environments need to be addressed.
	Have included reference in the table to the environmental, cultural and built env.objectives elsewhere in the baseline scoping report. 

	Environment Agency
	4.6.1
	Indicators don’t reflect the objective (need more information on regeneration of urban areas and on quality of the built environment)

Cheshire and Cumbria are the most rural counties in the region and don’t fully represent urban renaissance. 
	Emailed representatives at GONW for URBAN programme and for Obj1-3 programmes to get annual spend data on a ward level.  Contacts: http://www.go-nw.gov.uk/contacts.html#esf 

No info for Merseyside and G.Man.  No possible further action.



	Environment Agency
	4.7
	Use information from within the ERDP’s Rural Enterprise Scheme

Is low level farming a challenge? Why? And can RSS do anything about it.
	Emailed tony percival tony.percival@defra.gsi.gov.uk. His colleague provided data on numbers and amounts of assistance for the counties except Merseyside.  Added.

Have added indicator relating to productivity However need to identify worst performing rural areas – do they correspond with the national statistics NUTS3 areas?

Added: Employment, skills & business formation rates in market towns.Data GAP?

	Environment Agency
	4.11
	What evidence is there that the majority of goods transported by road is from and stays within the region.

Objective should also focus on water and air (in particular issues relating to Manchester Airport)
	 Majority exported to other regions see. DFT stats: http://www.dft.gov.uk/stellent/groups/dft_control/documents/contentservertemplate/dft_index.hcst?n=12589&l=4

	Environment Agency
	4.12
	Could be discussion here about access to open space, green infrastructure and opportunities for informal recreation.
Could also identify some of the health effects associated with prior environmental quality and climate change.
	Stats not currently available, ONS hope to release them later this year.


	Environment Agency

	4.13
	No baseline information for the resource efficiency for housing. (Carbon Trust may have stats.)
Problem with the information relating to this objective.

Need a baseline for unfit homes.
	Reference to BREEAM added
Unfit homes is presented within figures C6

	Environment Agency

	4.17
	No reference made to access to open/greenspace.
	No data currently available, NWRA to be consulted with regard to information collected by LPAs.

	Environment Agency

	4.18
	Need mention of functionality of soil in the protection of our archaeological heritage
Recommendations focus entirely on re-use buildings, need to focus on protection of non-built heritage as well.
	Awaiting clarification of comment from Agency

	Environment Agency
	4.19
	More needs to be said about local environment quality 
*use data from study in NW into spatial correlation between poor environmental quality and health issues*

appraisal should look at environmental inequalities as part of the assessment

the indicator of farmland birds seems inappropriate as its part of a national indicator for biodiversity.
	To be investigated, data awaited from Agency

	Environment Agency
	4.2
	Use the RSS biodiversity indicators and targets as a baseline.
	Regional biodiversity indicators to be reviewed.

	Environment Agency
	4.21
	Spreadsheet attached summarising regional information on water quality for the NW area is available.
	Water quality info supplemented with EA spreadsheet data on sub regions.  Bathing waters comments already covered.  Flood risk figures have been added.  No baseline year provided by EA.  

	Environment Agency
	4.22
	The RSS can take a more strategic approach to the air quality issue of the NW.
The role of using renewable energy  could be discussed here
	Renewable energy generation baseline considered elsewhere

	Environment Agency
	4.23
	More could be said about improving land quality (the recommendations could go further than a repetition of national planning guidance)

No account is taken of the broad spectrum of contamination that might be present
	Could reference support for brownfield remediation for POS uses i.e. Renew and Revive

	Environment Agency
	4.24
	NW has a significant policy issue in terms of CO2 emissions
There is mention here of the number of objections made by the Environment Agency to high-risk planning applications, this indicator may be better placed under the water objective

The recommendations sector under this objective makes no mention of adaptations which is a significant gap (the NWRA’s report on spatial implications of climate change and UKCIP’s report on Climate adaptation provide further information on this topic)
	Recognised
Water objective considers quality

SUDs as indicators?

	Environment Agency
	4.25
	More can be said re: water resources for the region (consultation with United Utilities ongoing to improve this section) (some key issues already identified for the region are provided)
	Agency have provided contact details for United Utilities – David Harding.

	Environment Agency
	4.26
	Domestic gas consumption being ‘slightly above England averages’ is not a strength, why is it higher?
Sustainable construction could be mentioned recommendations
	To be clarified.
Accepted

	Environment Agency
	4.27
	The baseline information is slightly focussed on municipal waste management
Need to make reference to regional waste strategy

Lack of void space for the deposit of waste needs to be identified here
	Accepted.

	Environment Agency
	4.28
pg37

para.1
	Remember that report is an SA not a SEA
	SA that incorporates SEA, accepted

	English Heritage
	Appendix B
	Additional plans and policies could be added:
1.International Commitments and Directives (UNESCO World Heritage Convention and European Landscape Convention)
2. Relevant National Policy Documents (Government Statement on the historic environment; The Historic Environment: A focus for out future DCMS 2001)
3. Relevant National PPSs and PPGs 

PPS1- need to add reference to protecting and enhancing the quality of the historic environment in rural and urban areas and to the quality and character of the countryside (para. 1,5 and 17)
PPG2- need to add purpose of green belt ‘to safeguard the historic character and settings of settlements’
	Accepted - To add where appropriate


	English Heritage
	Appendix C
	Pg C40 includes the objective concerning the historic environment and gives the baseline data as AfS, a better source of data would be English Heritage’s series of Heritage Counts reports along with their annual buildings at Risk Register.
Heritage Counts provides important (more up to date statistics for NW)

Scheduled Monuments 1,309

Listed Buildings 25,684

Parks and gardens 129

Conservation areas 808

Urban and historic landscape characterisation should be included in the table
Pressure on landscape character should be included (perhaps rate of loss of historic landscape should be included in table) 

World Heritage Sites should be added to the landscape designations and included in the table


	Agreed and amended.
Not aware that this info is available at regional level.

To add.

	English Heritage
	Appendix D
	Would be helpful if the objectives and related questions were numbered. 
The economic objective ‘to encourage sustainable economic growth’ should have as a question – ‘will it protect and enhance the regions environmental assets’ (natural, built and historic)
The question for the image objective should add ‘historic’ after natural and before environments

‘historic’ should also be added after built in the second urban renaissance objective in question.

A question relating to the protection and enhancement of the natural, built and historic environment should be added to the rural areas objective questions.
The following rewording of the first Environmental objective is recommended:

‘preserve and enhance the character and appearance of archaeological sites, historic buildings, conservation areas, historic parks and gardens, and other culturally important features and areas, and their settings’.

An additional objective is an option ‘protect and enhance the character and appearance of the regions townscape and countryside maintaining and strengthening local distinctiveness and sense of place’
Consideration should be given to an objective which will secure high quality and sustainable design.

The objective on prudent use of resources should include a question covering the re-use and repair of existing buildings.
	Accepted
There is a separate objective covering this.

Accepted

Accepted

Not Accepted this would lead to double counting given that there is a specific objective concerning the historic environment.
Has been reworded as has sub-question

New sub-question under landscape objective

Accepted

	English Heritage
	Table 6.1
	The assessment of cumulative impact is welcomed, however when making a judgement on significant effects on the historic environment, the following should be considered:
1. rarity and trends

2. the historic environment is irreplaceable

3. more understanding of historic environment  can inform new development and reduce significant impacts

4. the link between the historic and natural environment

5. cumulative impact, careful consideration needs to be taken that impacts on individual heritage sites are not strategically significant
	Significant effects will be judged through workshop at which EH will be invited to attend.

	English Heritage
	3.2 Sustainability Issues
	Housing section should refer to the regions Housing Market Renewal Initiative Pathfinder areas.
Impacts of Climate change have a significant impact upon the historic environment and should be included in the environment section.
	Both Accepted

	English Nature
	Appendix B
	Following changes are recommended:
EU Directive on the Conservation of Natural Habitats……..

Replace existing text under ‘implications for plan’ with: ‘RSS policies should seek to protect and enhance natural habitats and landscape features of importance to wildlife, including the protection of Special areas of Conservation.’

Replace existing text under ‘implications for SA’ with: ‘SA framework should consider objectives to protect and enhance habitats, and landscape features of wildlife importance’

Working with the grain if nature- a biodiversity strategy for England

Under implications for SA recommend that sustainability objectives refer to achieving regional targets for reversing the decline in farmland bird populations and delivering regional biodiversity targets.
Action for Sustainability…..

The Action for Sustainability Programme (pg30) contains 6 regional indicators to assess biodiversity sustainability. Which should be compatible with the SA objectives and indicators.
Rural Strategy 2004 (DEFRA) 

Add in reference to the NW Regional Rural Delivery framework (currently in development by GONW)
	Comments to be considered in drafting of final report.
Docs to be referenced in plans, programmes section.

	English Nature
	Appendix C
	pgC40. under ‘indicators’ remove reference to earth heritage SSSIs. (these are related to geology, not historic/heritage features) 
pgC44 take out reference to farmland bird populations they are an indicator of biodiversity

pgC45 add reference to farmland bird populations in same section as woodland birds.

pgC45 replace the woodland bird trend with: An overall increase since 1994, with most of this occurring between 1994 and 1998 and a stable trend subsequently.

pgC45 under the ‘protect and enhance biodiversity’ objective add a further indicator: Regional biodiversity targets for priority habitats.
	Done
Already accepted

Accepted
Accepted

Possible targets to be scoped.

	English Nature
	Appendix D
	Under objective ‘protect and enhance biodiversity’ add ‘and geodiversity’
Under key questions for this section replace existing text with:

Will it protect and enhance existing designated wildlife and geological sites, and species populations?  Will it protect and enhance biodiversity habitats and species, provide opportunities for new habitat creation and reverse the fragmentation of wildlife networks? Will it increase the economic benefit derived from the region’s natural environment?

Objective ‘to encourage sustainable economic growth’ should have as a question, will it protect and enhance the region’s environmental assets (natural, built and historic)?

Objective ‘to deliver urban renaissance’ add to third question:….quality of public open spaces and access to natural greenspace? 
Objective ‘to regenerate rural areas’ Add a question relating to protection and enhancement of the natural, built and historic environment.
	Accepted
Changes made

Reference made

His may lead to double counting – see comments against EH.

	English Nature
	Table 6.1
	Timescale should include:
Short term- up to 5 years

Medium term- up to end of plan 2021

Long Term- beyond 2021
	Timescale to be agreed with NWRA and explicitly referred to in final SA Report

	English Nature
	Page13 Key sustainability issues-environment
	This section inadequately reflects the important environmental issues in the region and has not picked up those referred to in plans and strategies in Appendix B (such as the England Biodiversity Strategy)
	Section to be revised

	English Nature
	4.20 Objective 18 pg29
	Put farmland bird information into this section rather than under objective 17
	Agreed, as above

	English Nature
	4.20.4 Recommendations
	Replace text with: RSS should support the protection and appropriate management of SSSIs, further encourage an increase in quantity and quality of all the relevant biodiversity habitats in line with the regional biodiversity targets, and support agricultural practices which have environmental benefits.
	Text to be replaced.

	NWRA
	
	A mainstreaming approach ton to the consideration of Rural Issues is needed
	Matrix considers urban and rural impacts of every option/policy.

	NWRA
	Spatial Framework
	An up-front consolidated rural settlement policy to include key service centres and development in the wider countryside
	This is for NWRAauthors to consider, may be a recommendation of SA report if not undertaken

	NWRA
	
	Additional rural policies for ‘sparse’ and ‘less sparse’ areas, in line with the Government’s new Urban-Rural Classification. 
	Again for NWRA RSS authors.  May be a recommendation in SA report if not undertaken.

	Wildlife Trust
	Para 2.2 RSS objectives
	we are anxious that the building of achievement around seven key objectives does not lead to a “silo” approach and that the integrated approach identified in PPS1 is maintained.
	These are existing RSS objectives, comments need to be fed to RSS revision policy authors.

	Wildlife Trust
	4.20.1
	Units are not specified.
Are the Percentage figures given for ha of SSSI or number of SSSI?
	Number of SSSIs

	Wildlife Trust
	4.20.2
	Units are not specified. 

Are the increases in the populations of woodland birds in NW England expressed in absolute numbers, or by individual species, breeding populations, numbers of additional species, or some other unit or index? 
Why is this identified as a strength?
	As per index (100 in 1994)

Increase in woodland birds support relevant BAP targets.

	Wildlife Trust
	4.20.3
	This should also refer to the challenges that will be presented by the EU Water Framework Directive.

The decline in population sizes and numbers of many species of farmland birds presents a biodiversity challenge.
	Challenges relate to baseline conditions, but accepted that this could be added.
Accepted

	Wildlife Trust
	4.20.4
	Retention and sympathetic management of ancient woodland would be more effective at delivering woodland biodiversity targets. 

This section should recommend progress on the delivery of actions and achievement of targets in county and regional Biodiversity Action Plans


	Accepted

	Wildlife Trust
	4.21.4
	The adoption of SUDS and of environmentally friendly agricultural practices will be delivered under the EU Water Framework Directive. This needs to be expressed here.

We would wish to see transport demand management included as a recommendation
	Reference will be made to the Directive in appropriate sections.

	Wildlife Trust
	4.25.1
	The fact that the region’s reservoirs “are approaching capacity during the winter of 2004/05” does not seem much of a strength, other than in the very short-term. Surely longer-term measures are needed before a realistic assessment can be made.
	Accepted, seeking better data from EA

	Wildlife Trust
	4.25.2
	Soils are a fundamental natural resource but their prudent use has not been addressed here.
	Soils will be considered under a revised objective.

	Wildlife Trust
	Table 6.1
	Unit of measurement should be specified throughout.

‘to regenerate rural areas’
“Additional ha woodlands/forestry through diversification support” is a very narrow measure.  We suggest that it would be better replaced by additional hectarage brought under agri-environment schemes (Environmental Stewardship; England Woodland Grant Scheme).
‘to reduce the need to travel’

“Average time taken to travel to work” seems a poor measure of need to travel as, if likely travel time is reduced, commuters are likely to tend to be prepared to travel further to work.

This section does not address the need to measure travel for leisure, shopping etc., which is probably a significant component of travel in our region.

‘to protect and improve local environmental quality’

We would suggest that the farmland bird measure (however quantified) be exchanged with the woodland bird measure in the section below (“To protect and enhance biodiversity”), as many woodland bird species are characteristic of parks and gardens
We would suggest an additional measure focused on access to semi-natural greenspace, based either on English Nature’s ANGSt measure or, if such data is lacking, on access to area of statutory Local Nature Reserve (LNR) per head of population.

‘to protect and improve land quality’
we are wary of proposed measure ‘percentage of land changing to developed uses previously agricultural’ assuming a narrow definition of quality based solely on immediate agricultural productivity, regardless of inputs is not to be used

‘to ensure the prudent use of natural resources and the sustainable management of existing resources’

we would prefer to see ‘primary land won aggregates’ replaced by ‘primary aggregates’
	Presume Table 5.1
To be considered, recommendation relates more as an indicator of environmental improvement.

Accepted, indicator is one of measuring congestion.  TTW data is readily available.

Indicator recommendations accepted.

Again this is a measure as to the information that is readily available.

	Forum for the Future
	2.1
	It hasn’t been decided whether the RSS will have a vision
	Accepted

	Forum for the Future
	3.2
	It should be made explicit that its key sustainability issues that emerge from other strategies rather than key sustainability issues in general.

Environment section doesn’t refer to pressure on natural resources including energy 

Says it should seek to support sustainable communities – it should add ‘as defined in the Sustainable Communities Plan’ as the new SD strategy has a different interpretation.
	Introductory paragraph to be revised.
To be expanded – see EA comments

Noted.



	Forum for the Future
	Baseline Information
Objective 2
	It would be good to have a summary table of the objectives here.

 Growth of social enterprises not mentioned

Recommendation says ‘RSS should support the economic development of growth sectors….be appropriate’ – how should the RSS do this?
	Table will be reformatted to make objectives more explicit.
Through spatial planning policies supporting RES activities

	Forum for the Future
	Objective 3
	 Tourism is not mentioned i.e. no of visitors attracted to the region.  

In recommendation again mentioned that RSS should support employment opportunities without saying how the RSS can do this.
	As above

	Forum for the Future
	Objective 5
	in recommendations sounds like the RSS should support an increase in journeys by car – just needs rewording
	Noted

	Forum for the Future
	Objective 9
	Obesity should be mentioned as a key challenge for the future. Can also include relevant baseline information
	Objective 10?  Health baseline to be expanded.

	Forum for the Future
	Objective 8
	challenges could include new causes of social exclusion such as lack of access to ICT and an increasing Digital divide.
	Noted and to be included

	Forum for the Future
	Objective11
	No mention of resource efficient housing including how much housing currently meets Bream or eco-homes standard. This could also be included in recommendations.
	BREEAM baseline now obtained

	Forum for the Future
	Objective 14
	Could include some baseline information on immigration and the different backgrounds of communities in the North West. This could indicate whether this is likely to become more of an issue for the future
	Baseline info to be sought

	Forum for the Future
	Objective 22
	Could have more on adaptation to climate change such as buildings being developed to cope with more extreme weather events and agriculture having to diversify to cope with a different climate. Again no mention of impacts on tourism. Largest omission here is flooding – an obvious challenge for the North West?
	Accepted, further baseline to be collected.
Flooding is referred to in baseline.

	Forum for the Future
	Objective25
	Impact of reduction in amount of waste that can go to landfill? How should RSS support waste minimisation?
	Recommendations to be made to encourage waste minimisation

	Forum for the Future 
	5.3

Indicators

1.1 Additional Indicators
	Number of tourists to the region

Access to broadband

Access to computers

Obesity levels

% of houses built to Bream or eco-homes standard
	Noted and to be considered

	Cumbria County Council
	Appendix D sustainability appraisal objectives
	The County Council questions the suitability of the key questions outlined under the broad sustainability objectives.  Many of the questions are far too detailed for a sustainability appraisal on a regional document
When looking at strategic options and policies it is very difficult to make a judgement on specific questions, such as ‘will it reduce prejudice?’
the County Councils view that this framework should be amended to reflect the strategic nature of regional policy, with less detailed questions and criteria.
	Questions follow RSDF and IAT
Accepted that not all questions are necessarily appropriate to all 



	National Trust
	Vision
2.1 and 2.2 Key Principles and Objectives
	It is noted that RSS will contain a vision for the NW. (this does not exist in the current RSS documentation, it is unclear ho w this vision is to be developed) USE PPS1

Drawn straight from existing RSS documentation they have failed to address recommended changes since August 2004. Need to take into account changes put forward to the RPG Partial Review Public Examination.
	If RSS is to have a vision, this will be provided by NWRA
Where provided by NWRA

	National Trust
	Table 3.1
	Under ‘National’, DEFRA’s Soil Action Plan should be included; including the following:

‘DEFRA will work with ODPM to ensure that soil issues are taken into account, where appropriate, in the creation and implementation of plans at both the regional and local level under the proposed new planning system.’
	To include in plans review.

	National Trust
	4.3 Objective1
	Is GVA a good measure of sub-regional and regional disparities.
	GVA is a good measure of relative economic performance

	National Trust
	4.6 Objective4
	It is not considered that ‘jobseeker’s allowance claimants in most deprived areas’ is a suitable indicator for this objective. 
The number of new businesses and the number lost would be preferable measures here.
	Accepted better placed in economic objectives

	National Trust
	4.7 Objective5
	Relevant indicators include the rate of take up of ERDP Schemes, and access to local services.
	Baseline has been amended

	National Trust
	4.11 Objective9
	Two issues mixed up and should be separated into two objectives:
1. the desirability of reducing the need to travel

2. when travel is necessary the desirability of the journey being by a mode other than a car

‘average time taken to travel to work’ and ‘average distance travelled to work’ are not overly helpful, consideration should be given to length of leisure and shopping trips.
	As previously recorded TTW are details are collected, leisure travel is not.

	National Trust 
	4.18 Objective16
	Objective should be reworded to ensure it covers all aspects of the historic environment:
to make specific reference to archaeological sites, conservation areas, and registered historic parks and gardens, and it should also encompass the settings of these features, and refer to their character and appearance.

Information compiled in the annual Heritage Counts reports is the most comprehensive and up to date source of information on the historic environment.

Green belt is not a measure of landscape quality; an important indicator will be the area of the green belt lost to development. (information on landscape character is available, including Historic Landscape characterisation). 
Loss of landscape features is an indicator which should be considered.
	Reworded as per RSDF
Heritage Counts data 2004 now used

Accepted.

	National Trust
	4.19 Objective17
	Farmland bird numbers not a good indicator, use Quality of Life Counts headline bird indicator
Other important indicators of local environmental quality need to be considered.
	And woodland to be used – see Wildlife trust comments.

	National Trust
	4.20 Objective 18
	Use Indicators relating to the priorities and targets set out in County BAPs
	Consideration will be given to any high level indicators that could be used for the region.

	National Trust 
	4.24 Objective 22
	Indicators should include demand management measures, especially in respect of road and air travel.
	Not aware this data collected.

	National Trust 
	4.25 Objective 23
	First indicator should relate to ‘primary aggregates’ so account can be taken of marine, as well as land won, aggregates.

Availability of water is not the only concern, more integrated approach is needed which has regard for Water Framework Directive

Consideration should be given to soil quality in accordance with DEFRA’s Soil Action Plan
	Check to be undertaken for baseline info.
EU directive to be referenced

Soil Plan to be referenced in earlier section

	National Trust 
	6.4
	Timescales set out against future steps proposed would be useful
	Next Steps section will be provided in Environmental report.

	National Trust 
	Table 6.1
	It is unclear how sub-Regions are to defined/identified
	Sub-regions are defined by RSS policy authors

	
	Appendix D
	Economic 2- additional question ‘will it protect and enhance the Region’s natural, built and historic environment’
Economic 3-Amend question ‘….development of high quality natural, built and historic environments..’
Economic 5- Additional question ‘will it maintain or enhance landscape character and the natural, built and historic environment?’

Social 3- Additional question ‘will it improve access to open/green space?’
Environmental 1- first question should refer to ‘local distinctiveness and character?’ the second question should include ‘historic park and gardens’ and make reference to the ‘settings of features of the historic environment.’

Environmental 2- reference should be made in the first question to ‘townscape’

Environmental 3 – first question should include consideration of geological matters Second question would be better to consider the ‘creation and enhancement of wildlife corridors’ as opposed to the minimisation of fragmentation.

Environmental 6- first question should refer to ‘landscape character’
Environmental 8- add a question relating to the re-use of historic buildings.
	Sub-questions have been re-worded although protection of historic environment/landscape quality is already covered within another headline objectives and will not be added here to ensure no double counting.
Question already exists under social qu 8

Objectives reworded in line with previous consultation comments.

Geodiversity to be included within rephrased objective.

Objective has been re-written to be more specific to land and soil quality.

Re-use is covered elsewhere.



	Transport Advisor to NW Business Leadership Team
	General
	Need to consider the serious and increasingly urgent need to address global warming and in the transport context initiate action to mitigate and eventually resolve the problem of the substantial contribution of transport in its various modes to carbon dioxide emissions. 

I suggest the Template and the introduction to the questionnaire should highlight this substantial

contribution of transport related emissions to global warming as well as the point you make about increases in respiratory diseases - more important I suggest, than the direct effects you mention of climate change on transport.

Need to address the growing congestion on our road network, which in itself is a contributory factor to increased emissions, but also a threat to maintaining our relatively good economic record of recent years.

I make a strong personal plea for a more action oriented approach, which places the issue of replacing fossil fuel, with its highly undesirable effects on our health and well being, with more eco friendly alternatives, coupled with more pragmatism in recognising and taking action to avoid the prospect of gridlock on our road system.


	Greater emphasis on transport emissions as contribution, in particular air travel to be made within baseline.
Accepted reference to congestion to be made.

Demand management and alternative fuels recommendations to be made.
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