Manchester Core Strategy Seminar - Sustainable Neighbourhoods Partnership Forum

8th December 2009

Lord Mayor's Parlour, Manchester Town Hall.

Background - Purpose of Seminar 
The period of consultation on Manchester Core Strategy Proposed Option, ran from 9th November 2009 until 4th January 2010. The draft document has been available online from 9th November at www.manchester.gov.uk/cityplan.
The Manchester Core Strategy Proposed Option is a key document in the Local Development Framework covering a wide range of themes directly relevant to the Sustainable Neighbourhoods Partnership.

Manchester City Council Planning Strategy undertook the consultation, and formal submissions were invited within the time period. In addition to the formal consultation, there were a number of roadshows held, and the seminar on 8th. These were intended to give individuals and representatives of organisations opportunities for clarification prior to submissions through the mechanisms of formal consultation. 
The Seminar – Tuesday 8th December 2010.

Invitations were sent out on 9th November from Councillor Richard Cowell, Executive Member for Environment, on behalf of Manchester City Council. Attendees were asked to register in advance. 

Two sessions were offered, either afternoon or evening. At each there were introductory presentations followed by a series of question and answer workshops (supported by Manchester City Council Officers), to inform and discuss the policies contained in the Core Strategy Proposed Option document. The discussions assumed that attendees have read the consultation document.

Seminar Programme

Registration and buffet

Introduction 

Two workshop sessions

Conclusion / thanks

The presentation from Peter Babb, Head of Planning is attached at Annex 1.
The list of workshops is attached as Annex 2.
51 delegates attended the session in afternoon and 12 in the evening. In addition to the questions, comments and discussions people were asked to write comments on “stickies” – and these have been transcribed verbatim, and presented by topic below.
These comments are presented to give a flavour of the issues raised and questions, and are not a comprehensive list of everything that was discussed and said.

People’s assistance with this is appreciated. These notes help reporting to the sustainable Neighbourhoods Partnership (SNP), and those who could not attend. 
This report will be widely circulated – to those on SNP and  MCC Planning Strategy contact lists.
Informal Comments 

Topic - Housing 

· How buildings meet or interact with street level. 

· Unit size in mixed use development.
· Crucial to get United Utilities and Highway Agency on board in planning provision of support to development and housing as it is often poorly coordinated and seemingly

uninterested in joint working e.g. locally not supplying electricity to new street lighting for months etc.
· Open space and land that are neglected along Withington Road in Whalley Range, why are they not developed for housing?
· Insufficient supply of desirable housing in order to attract and retain skilled workers.

· Sites for housing affordable in central and south Manchester (because of the regional spatial strategy). 

· 2 Opportunities to build near new Metrolink link stations.

· Metrolink – housing changes.

· Why is so little housing development planned in South Manchester? Much tired Victorian property there would lend its self to renovation or replacement. Its green quality makes it pleasant.

· Why is so many housing developments planned for the city centre? This will mostly be apartments which are already apparently too often void.

· What if the new government removes the RSS housing targets?

· Re-introduce Parker Morris space standards to give Manchester a quality unique selling point.

· Relationship between strategic housing sites and open space.
· How will the core strategy address the quality of open space provision within the above sites?

· Housing – open space for new developments - where? 
· Students. 

· Home ownership target.

· Access to homes for homeless people etc.

Topic - Economy and Airport 

· Economy – more ‘green jobs’. Plan needs to reflect this.

· Airport - acknowledge the tensions.

· Key pieces of the evidence must be in place to inform the development of the CS [Community Strategy]
· These are  

Landscape

Heritage assessment 

The definition of character areas.
· NB Importance of showing enhancing of biodiversity re developments.

· Importance of Architect’s and conservation experts in planning department for consultation and advice. 

· Is the character study (p157) the same as the landscape and heritage assessment (p158)?
· The character study should be used to fine tune the tall buildings policy and give it greater locational specificity.

· The city’s economy needs to capitalise on its global assets e.g. airport and key growth sectors.

· Needs to demonstrate the clear links to the regen strategies being clear about skills, transport and jobs.
· Overview of economic & airport sections.
· Jobs matching local people, can we address worklessness?
· Co2 emission reductions v. growth.
· Population / migration. 

· City centre as residential area. 

· Training/skills e.g. for jobs at airport. 

· Economic issues for each regeneration area including city centre.

· Hospitals and universities.

· Airport options explained. 

· Airport as economic development.
· Local economies affected by numbers of students in same areas.
· Are there/there should be proposals for a park and ride facility with airport expansion plans?
· How do we marry the 2003 Air Transport Bill with the 2008 Climate Change Bill?

· Preference for brownfield redevelopment at the airport and not to develop the green belt.

· Liaison with surrounding planning authorities obviously important.
· How does the city think it will square the growth aimed for the strategy with the promise of cut Co2 by 41% by 2020 in the council action plan?
· Airport options – given the likely impact of climate change measures and peak oil.
· On the future airport activity, options 2 & 3, which further threaten the Green Belt around the airport - should be rejected. (In fact the council needs a strategy to wean itself off the airport).
Topic - Environment and Open Space
· Ardwick needs to keep all its current parks including the Gartside Gardens.     
· More land is needed for allotments (not just more sharing of allotments).
· CCAP and education re: climate change. 

· Renewable energy targets. 

· Can new trees be planted before old ones are taken down?

· Food growth in city.

· Importance of trees.

· Increasing, local food growing is a good way of reducing city’s carbon footprint. 

· Discrepancy between intention to protect green space with current spate of planning applications – Chorlton Meadows, Heaton Park, Birley Fields, Hasty Lane.

· Regeneration initiatives should allow protection of trees and green/open space.

· Air quality protection is important too.

· Stop people paving gardens / drives by enforcement especially when conversions are being done.

· Tree cover by 10% means presenting all current trees (not dangerous) as well as new trees.

· Allotments standards. Access to them.

· Tarmacing over driveways must be banned.
· Tree preservation and good management instead of felling trees. 
· Solar energy promotion.
· Run through environmental policies. 
· How to make residents aware of change in law. 
· Tree strategy.
· Open space across city. 
· City centre and open space.
· Standards must work in practice.
· Regeneration initiatives should allow proportion of trees and green/open space.

· Need for real impact for checks on biodiversity and protection of green open spaces.

· “Mitigation” does not always improve the part that is developed if it occurs else where.

· Ecology Unit really needs to be involved early and have teeth.

· Make sure that “words” put out by the developer are checked on e.g. GMPTE [Greater Manchester Passenger Transport Executive] Metrolink extension.

· Increasing biodiversity.

· Infrastructure planning. 

· Community improvements. 

· Open space standards.

· Building an open space? 

· Green infrastructure. 
· All current open space to be improved and protected. 
· Allotments.
Topic - General and Centres

· I feel that this plan needs to have some acknowledgement that other agencies need to be compelled to deliver on the issues under their control and on which the success or viability of this plan depends.  
· Environmental Agency

· United Utilities

· Nationally directed constraints on train operators

              Virgin versus the rest
· There is an obvious gap in attendees/participants from transport planners and providers. Have they been involved in the process elsewhere? e.g.  
Explain more about the cross boundary planning work that has taken place and has therefore driven the position of development set out in the plan.
By the same token, more work needs to take place about properly coordinating development aspirations across boundaries.
· Services and facilities standards set for centres in similar way to open spaces. 

· Some of the transport issues and intentions carry the risk of being used to produce silly results e.g. the idea that transport needs to be met by a hierarchy of walking, then cycling, then public transport – not accurate. Sometimes the distance to walk to public transport e.g. Metrolink link is too far; and sometimes buses on the same route (e.g. 22) will not accept return tickets from another operator.

· Unless some recognition is made that a grip needs to be taken on the delivery of public transport, it is essential that proper provision is made for the use of and parking of cars for both working parents in the houses that are planned to achieve the target of 60% owner occupation within the city. 
· The sustainable and renewable energy polices are quite ambitious – will the city council provide assistance on the expertise required to deliver these and acknowledge the costs involved?
· Parking standards. 

· Transport from other districts.
· Drainage – is it adequate?
· Infrastructure.
· Flood risk and surface water management plans. 

· Transport related activities and parking standards. 

· Needs to demonstrate that clear links to the regeneration strategies being clear about skills, transport and jobs.
· How do many of south Manchester’s district centres flourish when the high proportion of students living there aren’t actually there for large parts of the year?
· Turn centres hierarchy on its head to give more focus on local centres. 

· Limited transport from Whalley Range to District Centre in Cholton.

· Transport to include waiting and cycling routes not too much parking. 

· Fresh food offer must be affordable and accessible.

· Recognise the need for orbital public transport networks.
· Very concerned by 11.8 pages 84.

The district centres in south Manchester need more families not more high density development. We want sustainable balanced neighbourhoods.
· Need to consider other options in mixed used developments not just offices. 
· Can we have a list of the local centres?

· Can we get an orbital bus route for Chorlton? Can we write a policy to support it? 
· Can we limit the number of take aways? Explicitly.

· Can we specify need for (some) large retail units I.e. to support clothing retail? 

· Metrolink – spine only. 

· Re-regulation of bus transport.

· Car parking.

· Twenty years ahead no fuel for private cars.

· Senior officers to live within Greater Manchester.
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