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Name of Facilitator: 


Table Number:

You have an hour for discussion. The suggested time spent on each question is outlined below. Please also allow time to ensure you have summarised the key points for the open feedback session. You will only be asked to feedback the top 2-3 points on one of the questions but all feedback from your table will be collated and fed back to the NWDA on behalf of the sub region. Feedback will be available after the event on the CWEA website at www.cwea.org.uk. 
1. Do you agree that the four strands and key spatial issues proposed should provide the basis for the Regional Strategy? 10 minutes
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2. Do you agree with the potential action areas set out for each strand? 20 minutes
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3. What are your views on the outstanding questions and strategic options?  10 minutes
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4. Have the key assets, opportunities, challenges, and what might be done, been identified for this sub-region? 20 minutes
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Points to feed back:


Generic feedback re Strategy – it could apply to anywhere.


General – main consensus across the four strands is that it is OK but the detail will need more debate.





Points to feed back:


Strand 2 should include food and drink too.


Question re specifics e.g. unmanned vehicles.


Debate needed to understand if a sector such as “growth or priority sectors” will support these to happen at a cost to other sectors.  Need more discussion on this


How easily will the priorities be adjusted in response to changes in the economy – will there be a two-tier system?


What does “supporting knowledge transfer” really mean?


Funding of universities – national and potential mismatch between this and what is suggested re innovation.


International connectivity – how realistic that connectivity during boom time has seen international linkages reduced – when maybe overly optimistic.


Don’t forget Crewe – capitalise on linkages as an ‘international rail link/hub’








Points to feed back:


(b) Role of North Cheshire:


	- also link connectivity of Cheshire to Wales


	- debate re North Cheshire – to what extent is this about migration?





(h) Should be both higher and lower





(k) “Struggling” is wrong word.  Need to invest into keeping investment in areas


       where there is need – should be balanced.


	








Points to feed back:


Sub-regional assets – MMU not mentioned in Crewe or Daresbury in Warrington.


Cheshire – primary focus on “small” pockets of deprivation – areas that are surrounded by affluence but are deprived - “hidden pockets of deprivation” being ignored as focus implies most deprived areas will get the support.


Some areas missed out.  Ellesmere Port not included and it should be.


Why 50+?


“Define the role of Crewe”





David Goode
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