PfE Response to IN35 Action Points Week 11

PfE Response to IN35 Action Points from week 11 hearing
sessions.

Introduction

This document provides the PfE responses to IN35 — Action Points from Week 11
hearing sessions.

As requested by the Inspectors, in previous weeks’ Action Points, the modifications
are set out in relation to the wording in the submitted Plan!. They are presented as
the whole policy as set out in the submitted Plan with the changes identified in the
usual way using strikethrough and underlining. This includes those proposed in
response to IN35, but also to previous Action Points. Where the response to IN35
supersedes, or requires alterations to, modifications proposed earlier in the
examination clarification is provided to explain these modifications, where necessary.
Where consequential modifications are required to other parts of the Plan, these
have been indicated with footnotes.

Where the GMCA, on behalf of the PfE districts, considers it essential to make
changes to parts of the policy that have not been referred to in the APs, these have
been included in the response for the Inspectors’ consideration.
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Policy JP-S2 — Carbon and Energy

AP136. GMCA to amend the draft modification set out in GMCAZ21.1 to include:
e Deletion of “from 2028” in criterion 8a.

e Clarity about ‘regulated’ and ‘unregulated’ emissions in criteria 8a i-iii and in
relation carbon offsetting.

e Clarity about when the carbon offsetting approach would be implemented.

e Consideration whether either the policy and/or supporting text should be
amended to clarify the role of districts and/or district local plans in identifying how
carbon offsetting could be implemented.

GMCA Response

In response to this Action Point (AP136), it is proposed to amend policy JP-S 2
criterion 8a and to modify the reasoned justification for Policy JP-S 2, for clarity, as
set out below. These modifications supersede proposed modifications set out in
GMCAZ21.1 and other Action Points.

For completeness, modifications proposed through GMCA21.1 (paragraphs 1.32-34)
in relation to criterion 8a are as follows:

8a Work toward being Be net zero®? carbon from 2028 by-following-the-energy
hierarchy, which means;

i. 2022-2025 - applies to emissions in ‘operation’;

ii. 2025-2028 - in addition to (i) and unrequlated emissions; and

iii. 2028 onwards - in addition to (i) and (ii), emissions ‘in construction’ should

be considered.

(wWWith any residual carbon emissions offset) by following the energy

hierarchy, which in order of importance seeks to: [...]

Footnote 31:
netzero-inconstructionfrom-2028-onwards: Target trajectory is expected to be in
line with 2025 Future Homes Standard; net zero carbon is defined in the UK GBC

Framework (https://www.ukgbc.org/ukgbc-work/net-zero-carbon-buildings-

aframework-definition/). Minimum-carbenreduction-target-expected-to-be-inine-with
2025-Future Homes-Standard-of- 80%-
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e Deletion of “from 2028” in criterion 8a
e Clarity about ‘regulated’ and ‘unregulated emissions’ in 8ai-iii and in relation

to carbon offsetting.

The proposed modification to JP-S 2 8a is set out below and deletes “from 2028” in
line with discussions during the Week 11 hearing session and also clarifies which
parts of the timeline definition of ‘net zero’ carbon relate to the calculation of
‘regulated’ and ‘unregulated’ carbon, to ensure clarity to 8ai-iii. It also clarifies when
carbon off-setting becomes relevant.

From the adoption of the PfE Plan, ‘net zero’ carbon will only apply to ‘operational’
emissions (these are ‘regulated’ emissions, ie. energy use as regulated through
building regulations). A proposed modification to footnote 31 is suggested to clarify
this definition.

From 2025, developers to achieve ‘net zero’ carbon will need to consider both
‘regulated’ emissions and also ‘unregulated’ emissions (such as those associated
with cooking and small appliances), paragraph 5.15 of PfE as submitted currently
explains this further.

However, to make this clearer and the policy more effective, a modification is
proposed to both the policy and supporting text in paragraph 5.15. The policy
approach and timeline definition of ‘net zero’ are based on the recommendation of
the Carbon and Energy Implementation Study Part 1 [04.01.01] (page 26 and 35-40).
The study recommends the GMCA to adopt a robust London Plan-style policy
(London Plan Sl 2) that considers energy efficiency, carbon and energy reduction
and the ability to off-set the remaining emissions from the building through a carbon
off-setting mechanism.

The timeline is considered realistic and achievable and would be future-proofed in
line with proposed change to building regulations (Future Homes Standard). The
proposed modification as set out below clarifies this timeline and moves the
reference to the energy hierarchy, as set out within GMCA21.1, to the supplementary
text which follows 8a parts i. ii. and iii. However to assist in explaining the
relationship between carbon offsetting and its place within the energy hierarchy
some further additional text is proposed.

In addition, paragraph 5.10 of the PfE Plan explains that this timeline is based on the
UK Green Building Council definition of ‘net zero’ carbon and that there is no single
definition for net zero carbon buildings. Footnote 31 provides a website link to the UK
GBC Framework for a more detailed explanation, if required.

Proposed Modification


https://www.greatermanchester-ca.gov.uk/GMCAFiles/PFE/Supporting%20documents/04%20Sustainable%20and%20Resilient%20Places/04.01.01%20Carbon%20and%20Energy%20Implementation%20Part%201%20-%20Technical%20Analysis%202020.pdf
https://www.london.gov.uk/sites/default/files/the_london_plan_2021.pdf
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Following consideration of AP136 as set out, criterion 8a, the proposed modification

is as follows:

8. An expectation that new development will:

a. Work towards being net zero (31) carbon, which means;

i. Reducing greenhouse gas emissions ‘in operation’;

ii. From 2025, calculate and minimise ‘unregulated’ emissions (those connected
with cooking and small appliances) alongside ‘requlated’ emissions: and

iii. From 2028, all emissions ‘in construction’ should be considered.

Development proposals should set out how this has been achieved in an energy
statement in accordance Wwith the energy hierarchy, which in order of importance
seeks to:

i. Be Lean - Minimise energy demand;
ii. Be Clean- Maximise energy efficiency;

iii. Be Green - Utilise Use renewable energy/ low carbon energy and/or connect
to district heat networks;

iv_Utiliselowcarbon-energy-and Finally as a last resort, residual carbon
emissions should be offset.

From 2025, residual carbon emissions that cannot be fully mitigated on-site should
be offset, in agreement with the relevant district, through a financial contribution to a
carbon offset fund.

Footnote 31: A
net—ze#e—m—eens#uenen—#em—zez&emwrds— Net Zero carbon operatlonal enerqgy:
when the amount of carbon emissions associated with the buildings operational
energy on an annual basis is zero or negative. Net Zero carbon— ‘in construction’:
when the amount of carbon emissions associated with the building’s product and
construction stages up to practical completion is zero or negative. UK GBC
Publication * Net Zero Carbon Buildings: A Framework Definition’.

https //ukqbc orq/resources/net -Zero- carbon buildings- framework/ Minimum-carbon
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e Clarity about when carbon off-setting approach would be implemented.

The proposed modification to 8aiii) and the further additional following text (set out
above) clarifies that when calculating carbon emissions from 2025, the opportunity
for carbon-off-setting residual carbon will be available. This is considered to be the
point at which it will become more challenging to meet ‘net zero’ carbon through on-
site measures, due to the requirement to consider the ‘unregulated’ emissions in the
calculations [Carbon and Energy Implementation Study Part 1 [04.01.01] page 35/6].

This date also aligns with the timeframe for introduction of the government’s Future
Homes Standard (changes to Part L and Part F of the Building Regulations for new
dwellings) which is scheduled for 2025 and is the point at which carbon off-setting
will become relevant. Carbon off-setting will only apply once all opportunities for on-
site mitigation have been considered using the energy hierarchy. This is made
clearer through a proposed modifications above in relation to the energy hierarchy.

e Consideration whether either policy and / or supporting text should be
amended to clarify the role of districts and / or district local plans in
identifying how carbon offsetting could be implemented.

In response to AP136, a modification to paragraph 5.16 is considered necessary to
clarify the role that districts and/ or district plans will play in setting up carbon
offsetting mechanisms and in setting a local carbon price. This is informed by the
evidence set out in the Carbon and Energy Implementation Paper Part 2 [04.01.02]
produced by CSE, which sets out how such carbon offsetting mechanisms could
work across the nine PfE districts and considers the legacy of the London Plan policy
as a suitable implementation model.

Proposed Modification

The following modification is proposed, deleting the first sentence of paragraph 5.15
of the supporting text and adding a new first sentence for clarity:


https://www.greatermanchester-ca.gov.uk/GMCAFiles/PFE/Supporting%20documents/04%20Sustainable%20and%20Resilient%20Places/04.01.01%20Carbon%20and%20Energy%20Implementation%20Part%201%20-%20Technical%20Analysis%202020.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/the-future-homes-standard-changes-to-part-l-and-part-f-of-the-building-regulations-for-new-dwellings
https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/the-future-homes-standard-changes-to-part-l-and-part-f-of-the-building-regulations-for-new-dwellings
https://www.greatermanchester-ca.gov.uk/GMCAFiles/PFE/Supporting%20documents/04%20Sustainable%20and%20Resilient%20Places/04.01.02%20Carbon%20and%20Energy%20Implementation%20Part%202%20-%20Fund%20Size%20Appendix%20B.xlsx
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A consequential modification to the last sentence of paragraph 5.16 of the PfE
supporting text is also proposed. This will help clarify the role of the districts in carbon
off-setting. In addition to using the existing Greater Manchester Environment Fund as
a carbon off-setting fund, districts may choose to set up their own carbon off-setting
mechanisms and set their own local carbon price.

For completeness, the proposed modification of paragraph 5.16, set out in GMCA21.1
paragraph 1.35, is as follows:

5.16 By following [...]. The Mayor of Greater Manchester is has developediqg the
Greater Manchesteran Environment Fund, which will provide a mechanism for carbon
offset payments to be made.

The proposed modification in response to AP136 is as follows:


https://gmenvfund.org/
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Policies JP-J3 — Office Development and JP-J4 — Industry and Warehousing
Development

AP137. GMCA to amend the draft modifications for policies JP-J3 and JP-J4 set out
in GMCAZ21.1 to include:

e Deletion of references in proposed reasoned justification for both policies to
employment land requirements not being able to be rolled over beyond 2039.

e Deletion of references in proposed reasoned justification for both policies to
phasing of office/industrial and warehousing floorspace or provide justification as
to why this is necessary to make the plan sound.

GMCA Response

In response to this Action Point (AP137) it is proposed to amend the modified
policies for JP-J3 and JP-J4, as set out below, to remove references in both policies
to employment land requirements not being able to be rolled over beyond 2039 and
to the phasing of office/ industrial and warehousing floorspace. It is not considered
that these are necessary to make the plan sound?.

The entire amended modified policies and reasoned justifications for both JP-J3 and
JP-J4 are set out below. These amendments supersede that proposed in GMCA21.1
and any other previous Action Points.

Policy JP-J3: Office Development

At least sqm of accessible new office floorspace will be

provided in the Plan area over the period , with a focus on:

1. The City Centre, accounting for more than half of all new office floorspace in
the sub-region and taking advantage of existing and proposed public transport
connectivity, including the proposed new HS2 and Northern Powerhouse Ralil
links which will further enhance its position as the premier office location
outside London

2. The Quays, significantly expanding this distinctive office location and the
continued growth of the nationally significant MediaCityUK

3. Manchester Airport and its environs, taking advantage of the
extensive international connections, public transport accessibility, and

proposed HS2 and Northern Powerhouse Rail links

2 1n light of these modifications an alteration to the modification proposed in GMCA11.1
to paragraph 1.57 will be necessary, clarifying that the minimum requirement figures set
out in Policies JP-]3, JP-]4 should be used to inform local plan target(s).
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4. Town centres, offering a strong local profile and lower cost options with
excellent public transport connections and access to services, with
opportunities being sought to significantly increase the supply of new office
floorspace beyond that currently identified especially in the northern parts of
Greater Manchester.

The refurbishment of existing office accommodation will be encouraged including

improving standards of accessibility
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6.23 A wide range of office development opportunities have been identified by
districts through their strategic employment land availability assessments,
capable of accommodating just sgm of
floorspace. This will help to ensure that there is a diverse range of
opportunities, providing choice and flexibility in the market. The vast majority
of these are in the key locations* identified in Policy JP-J 3 'Office

Development' and are on previously-developed land.

3 For the avoidance of doubt the reasoned justification text proposed in GMCA21.1 in
relation to the employment land requirements for JP-J3 is no longer proposed here.
4 This additional modification (paragraph 6.23) is considered necessary to ensure
consistency with JP-J1 point G and to remove any ambiguity.
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Existing supply of office sites identified in strategic employment land

availability assessments 2020-203%

Legend

[ Local authority boundaries
[ Places for Everyone boundary
F'™™ Greater Manchester boundary

[ Offices land supply 2020

5 10 km
| | |

‘
© Crown copyright & database rights 2021 OS 100037229 e 4 0 25 5mi

6.24 Although this supply is sufficient in numerical terms to meet the minimum

office floorspace requirement up to , it is considered that the very

limited release of some existing Green Belt land within the Manchester Airport

EnterpriseZone key location® is required to maximise the competitive

advantages of Greater Manchester.

6.25 Table

'Office land supply summarises the

sources of office land supply up to

5 Main modification to

Figure 6.2 to be updated as a result of the change to the plan

period and updated 2022 land supply.

6 This additional modi

fication (paragraph 6.24) is considered necessary to ensure

consistency with JP-J1 point G and to remove any ambiguity.

10
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Table Office land supply

11
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Industry and Warehousing

6.26

6.27

6.28

6.29

Industrial and warehousing accommodation is essential to a wide range of
businesses across many economic sectors. It is particularly important to the
key sectors® of advanced manufacturing and logistics but is also
crucial to supporting other parts of the economy and its continued provision
will help to reduce inequalities.

Although there have been continued reductions in the numbers employed in
manufacturing over many decades, it continues to be a very important sector
for Greater Manchester, delivering high levels of productivity and income.
Advanced manufacturing is a particular strength, supported by the city-
region’s high concentration of research assets. Greater Manchester is
recognised as an internationally important test-bed for new products and
services, renowned for its ability to drive adoption of approved innovations at
pace and scale. Enabling the success of this sector will be important for the
wider prosperity of the North of England.

Logistics is a sector that is becoming increasingly central to the economy,
enabling the efficient functioning of other sectors such as manufacturing and
retail, and supporting changes in consumer behaviour. Greater Manchester’'s
central position in the North of England, its large business and customer
market and its excellent international freight connections via Manchester
Airport, the Manchester Ship Canal and the nearby Port of Liverpool, as well
as its motorway network, notably the M6, together provide opportunities to
significantly increase logistics activity within the sub-region. This not only has
the potential to promote higher levels of economic growth, but also to support
environmental objectives by reducing the number of HGV journeys from the
ports and distribution parks across England.

There is already a varied range of industrial and warehousing locations,
ranging from major areas with strong brand recognition such as Trafford Park
to numerous smaller employment areas that are an important source of local
employment and business opportunities. However, our long-term economic

success will partly depend on the ability to continually renew and enhance the

° This additional modification is considered necessary for the plan to be consistent with
NPPF paragraph 123 which refers to key economic sectors.

13
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supply of accessible industrial and warehousing premises, responding to
changing business practices and demands. Rising levels of automation and
digitisation, increased customisation, greater integration of product services,
and demands for more functionally and energy efficient premises are all
leading to the need to increase the supply of new high quality floorspace,
often with larger floorplates. At the same time, there will continue to be a
demand for smaller and/or cheaper accommodation to support local
businesses and start-ups that may often be working on narrow margins but
make an important contribution to our economy. All of this points to the need
for a diverse portfolio of sites and premises, both retaining existing premises
and providing new ones of varying size and location. Promoting and
supporting access to the sites and premises by sustainable modes of
transport will help to ensure that they will be accessible from both our existing
and new communities.

There is evidence that past industrial and warehousing completions have
been constrained by a lack of suitable sites within Greater Manchester,
resulting in the city-region being unable to compete for some major occupiers.
When combined with the need to secure a significant increase in the quality of
accommodation available to respond to evolving business requirements and
increasing global competition, this means that a considerable uplift on past

development rates is needed.

Policy JP-J4: Industry and Warehousing Development

At least sgm of new, accessible, industrial and warehousing

floorspace will be provided in the Plan area over the period

To achieve this, a high level of choice and flexibility will be provided in the supply of

sites for new industrial and warehousing floorspace.

14
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Each district will contribute to providing the overall minimum requirement for industry

and warehousing development as set out in table 6.3.

Industry and Warehousing Requirement

To ensure the required provision of new, accessible, industry and warehousing

floorspace over the plan area, each district should deliver their portion of the overall

requirement of 3,538,000 sgm over the period of 2022-2039. Individual district

minimum requirements for industry and warehousing floorspace provision have been
identified in table 6.3.

Table 6.3 Minimum District Industrial and Warehousing Floorspace Requirement for
2022-2039

District Total Supply Minimum District Industry and
2022-39 (sgm) Warehousing Requirement (sgm)

Bolton 705,861 609,022

Bury 608,584 525,090

Manchester 75,693 65,308

Oldham 278,922 240,656

Rochdale 584,883 504,641

Salford 548,316 473,091

Tameside 274,072 236,471

Trafford 543,919 469,297

15
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6.31 The need to provide the level of industrial and warehousing land within the

6.32

Plan reflects the need for Greater Manchester to compete internationally for
investment and provide sufficient choice and flexibility to respond to the varied
needs of different businesses. This will help Greater Manchester to maximise
its ability to attract and retain businesses and hence support its long-term
economic growth prospects and the availability of local jobs. The new sites
will be important in enabling the relocation and expansion of existing
businesses, which will free up some poorer quality current employment sites
for redevelopment for uses such as housing, as well as attracting new
investment into the sub-region. The large amount of flexibility in the supply is
also necessary because some existing employment areas may be utilised for
employment-generating uses other than industrial and warehousing
floorspace, which, whilst making an important contribution to economic
growth, may mean they are no longer available for industry and/or
warehousing purposes.

A range of industry and warehousing development opportunities have been
identified by districts through their strategic employment land availability
assessments, capable of accommodating just over sgm

of floorspace.

10 For the avoidance of doubt the reasoned justification text proposed in GMCA21.1 in
relation to the employment land requirements for JP-J4 is no longer proposed here.

16
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Existing supply of industry and warehousing sites identified in strategic

employment land availability assessments

Legend y .
[ Local authority boundaries P AR o
g Places for Everyone boundary : Seens’ 5 10 km
'~ Greater Manchester boundary L | |
[ Industrial and warehousing land ; " SO |
supply 2020 © Crown copyright & database rights 2021 OS 100037229 00 8 | 0 25 5mi

6.33 The existing supply of potential industrial and warehousing sites identified in
the districts' strategic employment land availability assessments are
insufficient to meet the overall identified need. Many of the sites they contain
are also likely to be attractive primarily to a relatively local market and/or
smaller businesses, due to their location, size and surroundings.
Consequently, if Greater Manchester is to meet its future development
requirements and increase the supply of high quality sites that can compete
regionally, nationally and even internationally for investment, including from
businesses requiring large modern premises, then there is a need to identify
additional sites across the city-region. The only realistic option for doing so is
to remove some land from the Green Belt.

6.34 TFable 62 ‘Industry and warehousing land supply

summarises the sources of industry and warehousing land supply up to

11 Main modification to Figure 6.3 to be updated as a result of the change to the plan
period and updated 2022 land supply.

17
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. Although all of the sites could potentially be developed in full
during the plan period. In practice, the high level of land supply, the size of
some individual sites and infrastructure requirements mean that some of the
Green Belt sites may come forward in part after 2037 . This will help to
ensure that there is a diverse range of opportunities, providing choice and
flexibility in the market. Additionally given the scale of some of the
opportunities, almost a further sgm has been identified

which is likely to be delivered after

18
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Note for Table

1.

6.35

6.36

The floorspace arising at Policy JP Allocation 1.1 'Heywood / Pilsworth (Northern
Gateway), has been split between Bury and Rochdale based on illustrative plans
and may be subject to change following comprehensive masterplanning.

The floorspace arising at Policy JP Allocation 2 'Stakehill', has been split between
Oldham and Rochdale based on illustrative plans and may be subject to change

following comprehensive masterplanning.

New industrial and warehousing development has an important role to play in
addressing the economic disparities across Greater Manchester, and in particular
to boost the competitiveness of northern areas. It can help to deliver more
balanced growth across the sub-region and tackle deprivation. Consequently, the
release of Green Belt for employment use is focused primarily in the northern
parts of Greater Manchester, with a string of high quality opportunities of varying
sizes focused particularly around the key motorway corridors. Overall, this will
result in around two-thirds of the supply being in the districts of Wigan, Bolton,
Bury, Rochdale, Oldham and Tameside, whereas just over one-half of the supply
in land availability assessments is in those six districts. The strategic location of
Northern Gateway will alone account for about one-fifth of the Greater Manchester
supply.

It will still be important to ensure that there is a good supply of industrial and
warehousing in other parts of Greater Manchester, and so there is also some
Green Belt release in the central and southern areas. The Green Belt sites have
been selected in order to make the most of key assets and locations, with a focus
on realising the potential of transport infrastructure such as the motorway network,
the Manchester Ship Canal and Manchester Airport. The lowest level of rew
supply is in Tameside **, where there will be a greater
reliance on existing sites and premises, such as in the

Tame Valley, which will need to be protected accordingly.

14 This main modification relating to the industrial and warehousing land supply in Tameside
is considered necessary to ensure it is consistent with the supply evidence.
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Monitoring Framework

AP138. Having regard to the discussions about the monitoring framework and
indicators, GMCA to amend the draft modifications set out in GMCA70 to include:

e Consideration of whether the suggested indicators are adequate to monitor against
the Plan’s strategic objectives and, if not, suggest amendments.

e Clarification as to what the ‘key priorities’ are, as referred to in paragraph 12.23,
consideration of whether the suggested indicators are adequate to monitor against
them and, if not, suggest amendments.

e Amendments, where considered necessary, to ensure that all relevant policies are
identified for each indicator and/or ‘policy outcome’.

e Clarification about the role of the monitoring framework and how it will reported on (for
example, is the intention that the indicators would be reported on in each District’s
Annual Monitoring Reports (AMR) and/or that the GMCA will prepare their own AMR).

e Clarification about the geographical scale at which indicators are intended to be
collected (for example at a district, ‘strategy’ area and/or plan-wide level). To ensure
the spatial strategy of the plan is being delivered it will be necessary for some or all
indicators to be collected and reported on at least at the ‘strategy’ area geographies
set out in policies JP-Stratl, JP-Strat5, JP-Straté and JP-Strat9. Any district level
requirements should also be monitored at that level, as well as any overall
requirements.

e Amendments, where considered necessary, to ensure indicators are consistent with
the wording of the policy (for example, if a policy refers to floorspace then what is
being measured should be floorspace).

e Amendments, where considered necessary, to provide clarity about the scope of any
indicators (for example, what aspects of affordable housing are being monitored,; all or
only those delivered through planning obligations or condition; are different types of
affordable housing to be monitored).

e Amendments, where considered necessary, to ensure a consistency of approach to
monitoring policies in the Strategy chapter.

e Amendments to indicators relating to planning obligations to break down the different
types of contribution (to better illustrate links to relevant policies and outcomes).

e Reintroduction of monitoring indicator for adaptable and accessible homes.

GMCA Response:

In line with the Action Points above and the discussion at the Hearing on the 29" March
the GMCA have reviewed the monitoring section of the Plan.

The Strategy section of table 12.1 has been removed and new columns have been added
to show the geographical area(s) that each indicator will be monitored against. This will
ensure that the framework will adequately monitor against the vision and strategic
objectives including analysis of delivery within the spatial strategy area geographies set
out in policies JP-Stratl, JP-Strat5, JP-Strat6 and JP-Strat9. The map provided in
GMCAG6.1 provides indicative boundaries for collating data in strategy areas. However, this

22
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map was prepared in response to a specific query and the GMCA response to PFQ26 is
clear it is not intended to have weight in relation to Places for Everyone. On that basis, it
may be appropriate to review certain boundary details to ensure they are effective for
monitoring relevant PfE policies.

Paragraph 12.23 has been amended to remove reference to ‘key priorities’ and to clarify
how the framework will be used.

The table has been amended to ensure that all relevant policies are identified for each
indicator and/or ‘policy outcome.

A final sentence has been added to explain that the PfE monitoring will form part of each
of the districts own Local Plan Authority Monitoring Reports.

Indicators have been amended where necessary to be consistent with the wording of the
policy

Although the PfE does not set a target for affordable housing, the framework does include
an indicator on the total number of affordable housing units. Indicators are also included
to show the amount of S106 funds received to provide affordable housing.

A link to each Districts Infrastructure Statement/Annual S106 monitoring report will be
provided as part of the PfE monitoring report to show how much funding is collected in
total through S106 agreements and how this is spent. This will be broken down into the
different types of contribution where information is available.

Consideration of each of the spatial strategy policies and the practicalities of collating the
information has informed the geographical area against which each of the indicators is
measured.

The indicator for measuring the percentage of homes meeting the adaptable and
accessible standards remains in the monitoring framework.

The proposed changes to the Monitoring section of the Plan including Table 12.1 are
shown below.

Text proposed to be added is shown underlined and text proposed to be deleted is struck
through. Please note the order of the columns has been modified and new columns have
been added.

Proposed modifications to Chapter 12

12.21 Monitoring is a key component of any development plan document and therefore is
key to the success of this Plan. To be effective plans need to be kept up-to-date and
monitored. We need to regularly monitor performance to assess whether we are
achieving our strategic objectives and whether our policies remain relevant, or

whether they need to be updated.

12.22 This plan is based on a number of projections, forecasts and research available at

this point in time. While these provide a sound basis for the plan’s overall strategy

23



PfE Response to IN35 Action Points Week 11

and policies, it is important to understand that circumstances can change and that
the plan is flexible to this change. It is therefore important to establish indicators that
can be robustly monitored, to gain an understanding of any significant changes that
could give rise to reconsideration of the content of the strategy or policies and to

update the associated evidence base where required.

12.23 The table below sets out the proposed monitoring framework for the Plan.

24
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Places for
Everyone
Strategic

Objective

Indicators

Sustainable & Resilient

25
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Places for
Everyone Indicators
Strategic
Objective
Reduce carbon emissions from 2,5,7,8,10
new development
2,3,5,7,8,9 % of
development on
(brownfield) land for brownfield land
development
No 2,8

homes and employment
premises at risk of flooding
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Places for
Everyone Indicators
Strategic
Objective
Improve air quality 2,5,7,8,10
Jobs
Improve access to jobs 4,5 JP-Strat 1 to | Number of local labour
12 agreements
JP1-J1
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Places for
Everyone Indicators
Strategic
Objective
Increase overall 3,5
Homes
Deliver net increase in new 1,2,3,5,7,10 Deliver approx.

homes

annually by 2025

Deliver approx.
annually by 2030

Deliver approx.
annually by 20379
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Places for

Everyone Indicators

Strategic

Objective

1,2,5,10
Increase the number of homes 1,2,5,10 % new homes meeting
meeting Nationally

(NDSS) (NDSS)
Increase the number of new 1,2,5,10 % new homes meeting
homes meeting A&A standard
(A&A) standard

Greener
Enhance the green 2,5,7,8,9,10

infrastructure network

Gross area of new habitat
created from the
application of
biodiversity net gain
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PfE Response to IN35 Action Points Week 11

Places for
Everyone Indicators
Strategic
Objective
Increase tree planting 2,5,7,8,9,10 Number of trees planted
annually
Increase access to green 2,5,7,8,9,10 Number of hectares of
infrastructure green infrastructure
People
Conserve, sustain and enhance 2,4 Increase % of buildings

our historic environment and
heritage assets

on the “at risk register”
with a strategy for their
repair and re-use
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PfE Response to IN35 Action Points Week 11

Places for

Everyone Indicators

Strategic

Objective
Provision of additional school 2,9 umbers of
places to support new school places
development

3,5

Connected
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PfE Response to IN35 Action Points Week 11

Places for
Everyone Indicators
Strategic
Objective
Increased proportion of daily 2,5,6,7,10 % of daily trips made by
trips by modes other than the public
car transport,
Digital connectivity 2,3,4,5,6 Number of premises with

full fibre connectivity
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PfE Response to IN35 Action Points Week 11

Places for
Everyone Indicators
Strategic
Objective
Increasing EV charging 2,6,7 Number of EV charging

infrastructure

points

Delivering the Plan
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PfE Response to IN35 Action Points Week 11

Places for
Everyone
Strategic

Objective

Indicators

Ensuring the right infrastructure
is delivered at the right time

1,2,3,4,5,
6,7,8,9,10

Secure appropriate S106
contributions

1' 2' 3' 4[ 5I
6,7,8,9,10
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