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Summary:
This report updates Members on the work towards a Supplementary Planning Document for Rickergate
Questions for / input required from Scrutiny:
Members are to consider the progress to date and future direction for the Supplementary Planning Document.
Recommendations:
That the work on Rickergate be integrated into a wider Area Action Plan for the City Centre.
	Contact Officer:
	Chris Hardman
	Ext:
	 7502


1.0
Background

1.1
The City Council’s Local Development Scheme lists the documents which the Planning Policy team will prepare as part of the Local Development Framework.  These will become statutory planning documents in due course and form part of the development plan.  They will then be able to be used to determine planning applications and be referenced as necessary in any appeal against refusal of permission.

1.2
The Rickergate Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) is listed to be prepared this year.  This will implement Policy DP2 Regeneration in the Carlisle District Local Plan 2001-16 which states that development briefs will be prepared.

1.3
It was acknowledged that the Council’s planning policy team would not be able to accommodate all this work alongside other policy production.  Funding to undertake this work was therefore provided with support from Carlisle Renaissance to ensure that not only was a supplementary planning document prepared, but that it also took into account the development property market to produce a realistic development brief.
1.4
A draft tender document has been prepared in consultation with Carlisle Renaissance in order to appoint consultants for the work.  In determining who should be involved in the appointment of consultants and managing the project, officers took account of the extensive involvement Save our Streets have had during the Local Plan policy development.

1.5
All supplementary planning documents involve consultation with local residents and businesses especially where they are produced for a defined area.  Rickergate was envisaged to be no different from this.  For the Rickergate area however there has been continuing dialogue between Save our Streets and officers.  It was therefore decided that before the tender was awarded the draft tender brief would be sent to Save our Streets for comment.  
1.6
The draft tender brief has been the subject of ongoing discussion and meetings with Save our Streets to ensure that the brief takes account of the concerns of Save our Streets.  It has always been acknowledged that any consultants appointed to undertake this work should have up front discussions with Save our Streets and be provided with any information which was submitted to the Council as part of the Local Plan Inquiry (such as the referred to “Option 3”).
2.0
Future work on Rickergate

2.1
At the time of preparing this report the tender brief is still not finalised and discussion continues with Save our Streets.   The opportunity to utilise Carlisle Renaissance funding has not been realised during this financial year.  Given the time available to finalise the tender document, advertise and appoint, it will not be feasible to do this before the year end.

2.2 
In the short term and in order to utilise the funding in year 2009/2010 officers consider that resources can be diverted and initial work can be undertaken in the Botchergate area of the City.  This would use the Carlisle Renaissance funding on preliminary work to feed into an Area Action Plan.

2.3
For the Rickergate there are two ways to take this work forward.  

a) The work continues towards a supplementary planning document following discussions with Save our Streets on the draft tender brief 

b) Work is encapsulated within a wider city centre area action plan which would bring together county council transport plan objectives and land use planning objectives and consider the wider city centre area.

2.4
The extent and remit for work on a City Centre Area Action Plan is still to be determined however the role of Rickergate cannot be disassociated with city centre uses such as the presence of the Civic Centre and nearby retail offer.  It must however consider how the Rickergate community interacts with the surrounding area taking account of environmental, social and community aspirations for the area.
2.5
As the remit of the City Centre Area Action Plan is not yet confirmed it is also possible that the diverted resources to Botchergate and the St Nicholas Area Action Plan could be incorporated within a wider plan allowing resources to be focussed on city centre priorities for a number of areas surrounding the central core retail area. 

3.0
Recommendations:

3.1
That the work on Rickergate be integrated into a wider Area Action Plan for the City Centre.
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