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Carlisle Core strategy Options Reasonableness Test Screening Table July 2011
Theme Objective Option YR80 Comments
Infrastructure | To ensure that 2. This guestion was formulated with the proposed
appropriate southern relief road and the inner orbital route in mind.
infrastructure measures | Q| 1.Should development be Option could be further clarified.
and community facilities | focused only in locations There is a risk that Botchergate is never going to be
are put in place to cope | which would help with the o | v seen as sufficiently attractive as a location for
with the impact of new provision of new highways : development.
development. infrastructure?
(pages 16-17)
Q | 2. Should development be
spread around the city to o e
minimise the impact on
existing road infrastructure?
Is a further option needed needed to allow a
Q | 3. Should development be ane ;
el T e e combination of the above 3 options.
where there are existing v |
pressures on the highway
network, if so, where?
Housing To enable the
aspirations development of a range

of high quality, energy
efficient housing, in a
variety of locations, to
meet the aspirations of
the existing community
and those wishing to
move to the area, and
which will help build
communities and
support economic
growth.

(pages 18-27)

H1. With reference to an
overall housing target across
the whole of Carlisie District,
which of the following options
will help to deliver the housing
objective set out at the start of
this paper?
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Carlisle Core strategy Options Reasonableness Test Screening Table

July 2011

Theme

Objective

Option

2

3

2. Should new housing
allocations be concentrated in
a maximum of two or three
different locations of a
significant size on the edge of
the city?

Q H4 With reference to the
location of rural housing
development, which of the
following options will benefit
the rural area and its
communities the best?

1. Continue with the current
approach?

2. |dentify land for housing in
the larger rural settlements
e.g. Brampton, Longtown,
Dalston, Scotby, Wetheral,
and have a policy which
allows housing in the
remainder of the LSCs?

3.Redefine the list of LSCs,
recognising that villages often
work in clusters and are
interdependent on each other;

2. Needs further detail

4. Include smaller villages
within a two mile radius of
Carlisle as suitable locations
for development, provided
they have good public
transport, cycle and footpath
connections, e.g. Linstock
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Carlisle Core strategy Options Reasonableness Test Screening Table

July 2011

Theme

Objective

Option

2

3

Q H7. With regard to the
hierarchy of settlements within
the district for the purposes of
preferred locations for new
development:

1.Should we continue with the
existing settlement hierarchy
with the focus of development
being the City of Carlisle,
followed by the key service
centres of Brampton,
Longtown and the 20 Local
Service Centres listed below;

2. Should Dalston be added to
the list of key service centres
to reflect the range of services
and facilities that are available
within the village?

3. Should the question of
whether a village is classed
as a local service centre be
dependent on whether it
meets a specified range of
services/facilities and public
transport connections. For
example a school, shop, post
office, pub, village hall, church
etc. Have you any
suggestions for the level of
services that would lead to a
village being classified as a
local service centre?
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Carlisle Core strategy Options Reasonableness Test Screening Table

July 2011

Theme

Objective

Option

2

3

Economy

To create opportunities
for economic growth by
increasing the working
age population, the
skills available, the
diversity of the economy
and the physical
infrastructure to deliver
it.

(pages 27-32)

Q E1 The Carlisle
Employment Land and M6
Corridor study identified two
scenarios and these best
represent the options
available. Which of the
scenarios is appropriate for
Carlisle?

1.The baseline scenario
forecasts a rise in total Full
Time Equivalent (FTE)
employment of 1,200 in
Carlisle between 2009 and
2026 (50,100, rising to
51,300) — representing growth
of 2.4%.

2.The inspirational scenario
forecasts a total increase of
4,300 FTE jobs in Carlisle
over the same period (50,100,
rising to 54,400) —
representing higher growth of
8.6%

Unknowable at present - however scenario
established in the Carlisle Employment Sites Study
evidence base.

Q E2 How should we treat
existing employment areas
and are they all the same or

do we develop different areas.

Which of the following should
apply?

1. Support the retention and
improvement of existing
employment areas?

2. Allow their redevelopment

to increase investment but
P ‘

develepment2reinvestment

in alternative locations?

Clarify
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Carlisle Core strategy Options Reasonableness Test Screening Table

July 2011

Theme

Objective

Option

2

3

Q E6 Are there new
opportunities for rural
employment we should
address?

v

Examples of what is meant by this to improve
clarity.

Q E7 Do we continue to resist
the loss of agricultural and
other buildings away from
rural employment uses?

Q E8 The Auction Marts in
Longtown and Carlisle are
significant uses dependent on
the agricultural economy -
how do we cater for the future
needs of Carlisle’s auction
mart and can this be met on
the existing allocated site or
do we open up another
opportunity?

Q E9 The university of
Cumbria will play a vital key
role in Carlisle’s economy.
What measures do we need
to take to support its
contribution?

Do we allow redevelopment
and rationalisation of existing
sites?

Where could we develop new
facilities for the longer term?

Where should we locate
student accommodation and
how much?

10
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Carlisle Core strategy Options Reasonableness Test Screening Table

July 2011

Theme

Objective

Option

2

3

Retail

To ensure that Carlisle
fulfils its status as a
centre for regional
shopping providing a
vibrant mix of retail
opportunities to meet
changing consumer
demands.

(Pages 32-36)

Q R1 What future strategy
should we pursue for food
stores?

No more large retail
superstores until a review at
20217

Would not contribute towards fulfilling the objective
of the Plan as it would seek to restrict superstore
development, ‘

There is still a need to
strengthen the City Centre
food offer and a new
superstore in the City centre
should be provided.

Should existing food stores be
allowed to extend their current
size to cater for future
growth?

For smaller food stores should
we continue to allow them to
develop in smaller
neighbourhoods?

Q R2 How should we plan for
future comparison shopping?

Restrict comparison goods to
city centre to ensure that
remains the prime location for
development and redevelop
existing areas to cater for
greater demand, if so where?

Problem with the size of existing units would need
to encourage the development of larger retail units
to enable this to be a realistic option.

Allow a relaxation of goods
sold for non city centre retail
units to increase occupancy
and attract larger operators

Full impacts of this approach would have to be
understood to assess whether the approach would
be contrary to PPS4 and negatively impact upon
the vitality and viability of the City Centre.

12
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Carlisle Core strategy Options Reasonableness Test Screening Table July 2011
Theme Objective Option 2|
Tourism, To encourage and Q THC 1 Is it appropriate and
Heritage, support tourism and necessary for the core
Culture and cultural proposals for strategy to promote the
Leisure conserving, enhancing development of tourism |
and promoting Carlisle’s | opportunities throughout the
heritage and District or should this be
opportunities provided included in a subsequent
by the natural development plan document?
landscape to generate Q THC2 Hotel
maximum social and Accommodation
economic benefit whilst How likely is it that delivery partners will be found,
ensuring that proposals : potential sites can be identified but will need private
m“.m Pmpaticlic _m the | 1 should the core strategy sector commitment.
Mwﬂmuwhmmwc:,_:mamm_ identify a strategic site for the v |V
: development of a 4/5* hotel?
special.
(pages 37-40)
2.If so, where should the hotel
be located?
Firmer evidence required to support need for a
a. in the city centre, or 4/5* hotel.
v | v
Location may make the option unlikely
b. in Brampton, Longtown,
Daiston, or
VR4

14
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Carlisle Core strategy Options Reasonableness Test Screening Table July 2011
Theme Objective Option 288
3. Should the Core strategy Delete this option, unnecessary
give priority to the o :
achievement of other
objectives over and above the Sl
preservation and
enhancement of architectural
and heritage assets?
Local To protect the quality of | Q LC1 to maintain and
Character the District’s landscape | enhance the Districts
and townscape in terms | distinctive local character,
of its distinctive local should new development
character, and to
explore opportunities for | 1.Aim for standard densities Delete this option, wouldn’t meet the objective
enhancement. across the district v | v
(pages 40-41) 2.Be influenced by local
character and densities R4
3. Aim for a mix of density
within each site? | it
Health and Create a thriving, QHW1 To promote health and
wellbeing successful and healthy | wellbeing

community for all.

(pages 42-43)

1. Can you suggest ways that
the core strategy can
influence (either through
policy or a specific site
allocation for a health service
facility) the health and well
being of the residents of the
District?

16




Ll

iyoeal 0] aney
[IM SsWoy Mau (e ydiym 910g
Aq 9 |oA9| sawoy a|geuleIsns
10} 9p02 1B piepue)s uogien
0Jaz ay} Bunasw 0} 9NgIU0D
saloijod bW MOH "8ZOD O

;alaymasie
3S11 pOO)} pasesatoul Ul

}NSaJ Jou Op YoIym sainseaw
PUB S[aA8] J00]} pasiel se yons
salnseaw ubisap Buipnjoul
3)s14 pooy} 8jebijiw pue joJiuod
0} 2JNSEaW apnjoul pue

pue| padojeaap Ajsnoinaid uo
ag }snuw } 1eyy aa1be noA op
(£18Z sz4 "o1) sease ysu pooj)
JayBiy ul pajeso| Ajjeuondeoxa
aq 1snw juswdojaAap
jeyjjueAs sy uI'qL00 O

4LEZ4 PloAe pue

(124 "e'1) |lenusjod ysu pooyy
}Samo| ay] Jo seale ul 9|qissod
SE Yonw Se pajeJjuasuod

aqg pinoys juawdojaAap

leyy ealbe nod oq BLDD D

(L¥-t¥ sebed)

‘abueyo ayewo

01 uoneydepe juawajdiul
pue SuoISSIWd

8pIXoIp uogJes

pue saseb asnoyusalb
10 SUOISSILWS 92Npal 0]

Sl pooj}
» abueyo
2jewl|D

¢ Seljiunwiuioo
Ayljeay abeinoous 0] sani|ioe)
uonealoal pue jods ‘aoeds
uado jo juswasueyus pue
uoisiaold pauue|d ay) a|qeus
0} Ao1j0d B aAeY am pInoysg °z

€

%

uondo

1=l (e o)

away |

L1og Aine

8|qe | Buiusalog 159 sseus|qeuoseay suond Absjesis 8109 ajsie)




Carlisle Core strategy Options Reasonableness Test Screening Table

July 2011

Theme

Objective

Option

2

3

Q CC3a Should the core
strategy set a % target (e.g.
10-20%) for on site renewable
energy in alt new
developments?

Viability — setting a target figure doesn’t necessarily
allow for other costs associated with development
therefore may not be appropriate in all instances.

Q CC3b Should the core
strategy set a sliding scale of
targets with larger
developments being required
to meet a higher %?

Q CC3c Should the core
strategy policy on climate
change have a spatial
element, with a different %
target for on site renewables
being developed for the City
and the rural area?

Q CC3d Should all new
developments be required to
demonstrate in a sustainable
design statement that energy
efficiency options have been
considered?

Delete option — wouldn’t this go into the validation
checklist, not a core strategy issue.

Q CC4 Do you agree that new
development should be
located in the most
sustainable locations possible
that decrease car dependency
and have the best available
access to jobs, facilities and
services?

18
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Carlisle Core strategy Options Reasonableness Test Screening Table July 2011
Theme Objective Option 2 |l
Landscape Carlisle is a District with | Q L1 In terms of the core

diverse and stunning strategy approach to
landscapes of the protecting and enhancing
highest quality. We important landscapes, which
need to meet the need of the following options, or
for development combinations of options do
together with ensuring you agree with?
these landscapes are 1.Develop a criteria based
managed, conserved policy for landscape
and enhanced for the protection based on the vV
future. Cumbria Landscape
Character Guidance Toolkit;
(pages 48-49) 2. To retain the Urban Fringe
Landscape designation (as
allowed for by PPS7 para. 25) v |V

in conjunction with option 2
1above.
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