  

  EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE - 29 OCTOBER 2007 

SUSTAINABLE AND ENVIRONMENT POLICY AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE –   23 OCTOBER 2007 

PART   I – NOT   DELEGATED   
11a.  
  REGIONAL ECONOMIC STRATEGY FOR THE EAST OF ENGLAND: DRAFT STRATEGY FOR CONSULTATION, SEPTEMBER 2007 

(  DLE) 
1.
Summary
1.1
  To comment on the Strategy.
2.
Details

2.1
  The Regional Economic Strategy for the East of England (known as the RES) prepared by the East of England Development Agency (EEDA) is a parallel strategy to the East of England Plan. It sets out a long term vision for the six eastern counties to 2031 with an emphasis on “sustainable” economic development. By nature it is a “broad brush” regional document rather than a site specific one. Nevertheless it identifies “engines of growth” which include the “London Arc” in which Three Rivers is located. It states the following.
2.2
The (London Arc) area has performed strongly but faces increasing pressures in terms of managing growth and competition.

2.3
Watford is a “key centre” defined by having mainline rail and motorway connections to London.
2.4
The regional role of the western end of the Arc is strongly affected by Heathrow airport.

2.5
The Building Research Establishment is identified as a “major research institute”.

2.6
The area has “a national and international centre for the media/TV/film sector with studios at Borehamwood and Leavesden, linked to the London creative cluster”.

2.7
It has the “strongest skills base and highest average earnings in the region, strongly influenced by the London economy”.

2.8
One of the region’s largest business parks  is located in the western Arc (Maylands in Hemel Hempstead).

2.9
The RES sets down the following “Headline Ambitions” which are relevant to Three Rivers.

2.10
Support for improvements in sustainable transport connections between key centres. Retain and enhance the quality and frequency of train services to London.
2.11
Support measures to raise employment rates across the arc by overcoming barriers to employability and raising basic skills and participation in deprived wards.

2.12 Support further expansion of higher education to support the Arc’s globally competitive position.

2.13 Deliver a high-quality and sustainable urban environment across the Arc that supports historic assets, brings forward brownfield sites for development, and delivers new town regeneration.

2.14 Establish a positive strategy for green space across the Arc that consolidates a reviewed and robust greenbelt definition and positively manages a “green grid” strategy to enhance natural assets.
2.15 Overcome shortages of affordable and key worker housing and other community infrastructure by supporting the delivery of high quality and sustainable development as part of an integrated package for growth.

2.16 Ensure a mix of employment land and premises in sustainable locations that meets the needs of business, supports the requirements of key sectors, growing businesses, innovators and start-ups.
2.17 Deliver an integrated package of high quality, leading edge energy efficient developments, which build on the tradition for innovation in new settlements, and harness the expertise of the Building Research Establishment and the skills of the local population.

2.18 Create vibrant town centres.
3.
Options/Reasons for Recommendation
3.1
  The ambitions in the RES generally reflect this Council’s objectives. However, the following comments are suggested.
3.2 While the RES can be supported, further consideration needs to be given as to how important objectives such as providing sufficient affordable housing, community infrastructure, jobs in “deprived” wards, genuinely sustainable development and sustainable transport can be achieved in practice. The Council should seek EEDA’s reassurance that it will work closely with other agencies to provide the necessary infrastructure and deliver the objectives.

3.3 EEDA should be reminded that Three Rivers is an area of high quality landscape and small historic towns which has experienced extreme pressures for development as a result of proximity to London and the M25. The future scale and character of development should reflect local needs for a sustainable living and working environment and should safeguard the predominantly rural character of the area.

3.4 The Chilterns Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty and adjoining areas of attractive landscape should be specifically identified as forming a key element of the green and open character of the western part of the Arc.

4.
Policy/Budget Implications
4.1
The recommendations in this report are within the Council’s agreed policy for achieving sustainable communities and budgets.  
5.
Financial Implications
5.1
  None.
6.
Legal Implications
6.1
  None for this Council.
7.
Equal Opportunities Implications

7.1
Relevance Test

	Has a relevance test been completed for Equality Impact?


	Yes  

	Did the relevance test conclude a full impact assessment was required?

This strategy was produced by the East of England Development Agency. It has been assessed and found to address (in broad terms) the economic needs of particular groups who could experience exclusion and deprivation.
	No 


7.2
Impact Assessment  

What actions were identified to address any detrimental impact or unmet need?


See comment in 7.1.
8.
Staffing Implications
8.1
  The strategy has been assessed by staff in the Development Plans and Transportation section who are ensuring that it links to the Local Development Framework and other Council strategies.

9.
Environmental Implications
9.1
  The strategy addresses the environmental impact of new development and contains important statements in regard to protecting and enhancing countryside and historic centres.
10.
Community Safety Implications
10.1
  None specifically although measure to address pockets of deprivation could have benefits in terms of crime reduction.
11.
Customer Services Centre Implications
11.1
  None.
12.
Website Implications
12.1
  The full Regional Economic Strategy can be viewed on the EEDA website at http://www.eeda.org.uk/1441.asp
13.
Risk Management Implications
13.1
The Council has agreed its risk management strategy which can be found on the website at http://www.threerivers.gov.uk.  The risk management implications of this report are detailed below. 

13.2 The subject of this report is covered by the Development Plans and Transportation service plan. Any risks resulting from this report will be reported in the risk register for the service plan. 
13.3 The following table gives the risks if the recommendation(s) are agreed, together with a scored assessment of their impact and likelihood: 
	Description of Risk
	Impact
	Likelihood

	1
	EEDA may not consider that this Council’s comments require to be specifically highlighted in the Strategy and this Council may be required to base the LDF on the existing generic wording.
	II
	D


13.4
The following table gives the risks that would exist if the recommendation is rejected, together with a scored assessment of their impact and likelihood:
	Description of Risk
	Impact
	Likelihood

	1
	The Council will have less opportunity to influence the strategy
	II
	D


13.5
The risks above are already included in service plans:
13.6
The above risks are plotted on the matrix below depending on the scored assessments of impact and likelihood, detailed definitions of which are included in the risk management strategy. The Council has determined its aversion to risk and is prepared to tolerate risks where the combination of impact and likelihood are plotted in the shaded area of the matrix. The remaining risks require a treatment plan. 
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13.7
In the officers’ opinion none of the new risks above, were they to come about, would seriously prejudice the achievement of the Strategic Plan, and are therefore operational risks. The effectiveness of treatment plans are reviewed by the Audit Committee annually.

14.  
Recommendation 

That the Executive Committee be recommended that:-

That the East of England Development Agency be advised that   the Council welcomes the opportunity to participate in the development and implementation of the Regional Economic Strategy for the East of England, and wishes to make the following comments on the Draft Strategy for Consultation.
14.1 Further consideration needs to be given as to how important objectives such as providing sufficient affordable housing, community infrastructure, jobs in “deprived” wards, genuinely sustainable development and sustainable transport can be achieved in practice. The Council seeks EEDA’s reassurance that it will work closely with other agencies to provide the necessary infrastructure and deliver the objectives.

14.2 EEDA be reminded that Three Rivers is an area of high quality landscape and small historic towns which has experienced extreme pressures for development as a result of proximity to London and the M25. The future scale and character of development should reflect local needs for a sustainable living and working environment and should safeguard the predominantly rural character of the area.

14.3 The Chilterns Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty and adjoining areas of attractive landscape should be specifically identified as forming a key element of the green and open character of the western part of the Arc.


Report prepared by:
  Peter Kerr, Chief Development Plans and Transportation Officer
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The recommendations contained in this report DO NOT constitute a KEY DECISION.


APPENDICES / ATTACHMENTS

  Appendix 1 – Relevance Test
Appendix A - Form A – Relevance Test - Economic Development Initiatives

	Function/Service Being Assessed:


1. Populations served/affected:

√ Universal (service covering all residents)?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Targeted (service aimed at a section of the community –please indicate which) ?

2. Is it relevant to the general duty? (see Q and A for definition of ‘general duty’)

Which of these three aspects does the function relate to (if any)?:

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 1 – Eliminating Discrimination  

√ 2 – Promoting Equality of Opportunity

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 3 – Promoting good relations   

Is there any evidence or reason to believe that some groups could be differently affected?


√Yes 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
   

Which equality categories are affected?

√ Race

√Age

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Sexual Orientation

√ Disability

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Gender

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Religion

3. What is the degree of relevance?

In your view, is the information you have on each category adequate to make a decision about relevance?

√ Yes (specify which categories) We have census and IMD data which helps identify possible types of exclusion or excluded groups. One of the duties of the Council’s economic development work will be to ensure there is no exclusion from opportunity for any group.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No (specify which categories)

Are there any triggers for this review (for example is there any public concern that functions/services are being operated in a discriminatory manner?) If yes please indicate which:

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

√ No

4. Conclusion 

On the basis of the relevance test would you say that there is evidence that a medium or high detrimental impact is likely? (See below for definition)


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes


√ No

Note: if a medium or high detrimental impact has been identified then a full impact assessment must be undertaken using Form B.

Completed forms should attached as an appendix to the relevant report and a copy sent to the Community Partnerships Unit in Corporate Development, Strategic Services.

Definition of Low, Medium or High detrimental impact.
For any one (or more) equality group the following evidence is found:

	
	Evidence may come from one or more of the following sources:

· Local service data
· Data from a similar authority (including their EIA)

· Customer feedback

· Stakeholder feedback

· National or regional research

	High Relevance
	There evidence shows a clear disparity between different sections of the community in one or more of:

· levels of service access;

· quality of service received; or

· outcomes of service.

	Medium Relevance
	The evidence is unclear (or there is no evidence) if there is any disparity in terms of:

· levels of service access;

· quality of service received; or

· outcomes of service.

	Low Relevance
	The evidence shows clearly there is no disparity in terms of:

· levels of service access;

· quality of service received; or

· outcomes of service.. 
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