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Name of Facilitator/Scribe: 


Table Number:

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

[image: image3]
4.
Have the key assets, opportunities, challenges, and what might be done, been identified for this sub-region? 20 minutes
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Key Points:


Insufficient external context in the draft.  What are the challenges and opportunities nationally and globally?  


Needs to be more future gazing.  What innovations might there be, and how should NW prepare itself?  


How representative is both the audience for the strategy and its focus?  Does it reflect large minority ethnic communities in NW? 


Not clear who delivers.  Public and private sector funding under pressure.  


Are we just starting over again?   Not sufficient continuity from previous RES. 


Four strands may be too many. Is one strand overarching (eg. Sustainability)?


Much more emphasis needed on what makes Cheshire a good place to live and visit, and a playground for the Manchester-Liverpool corridor.  


Good that strategy recognises the rural dimension, but more work needed to set out what the opportunities are here.  


Transport – good communications and quality of life important. Connectivity between people and services important, need the infrastructure in place first.


Need to consider neighbouring areas – cross-border effect.


Are we going to make it easier for people to commute OR should we look at improving local employment opportunities?








Points to feed back:


Should the thrust of the strategy be low carbon economy across the board?  Ie everything it pledges to do is determined by the need to reduce carbon.


Or, is low carbon primarily an economic opportunity through environmental technologies sector etc?  This needs to be ‘super clear’.


Is the cost of low carbon to businesses properly reflected?  (Lack of public funds in future.)Need to avoid imposing excessive costs on businesses, because this will undermine economic strength.   


More emphasis needed on the effects of actions.  What will the region be if the strategy is implemented?  What are we aiming to be?  








Points to feed back:


Good to see some emphasis on reducing health inequalities. Need to tie in to economics e.g. healthy workforce.


We need to move away from seeing Cheshire as a playground.  


Not enough emphasis on social fabric implications of the strategy.  Should be more deeply rooted in society. Should we measure levels of happiness rather than GVA? 


Needs a simple SWOT analysis. Very difficult to read at present.  


Actions, opportunities etc. for Cheshire and Warrington need to be set out thematically.  No clear threads at the moment.  











Points to feed back:





Options do not make much sense.  Needs to be about combinations of options rather than individual option.   


Missed ageing population as a major challenge and an opportunity (20% increase in the over 80’s).  For Cheshire in particular, the strategy needs to say much more about this.  


Increasing polarity of wealth – how can we share this?


C&W challenges already being looked at locally.


Public transport remains a real problem, particularly for rural areas and market towns 


Challenges re loss of industries i.e. Stanlow, banks in Chester etc.








Ricardo Gomez/Tina Johnston
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