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January 2003 

Subject: Review of RPG indicators

We haven't looked at the questionnaire in detail - partly time and partly as CPRE is not yet aware of course how the existing one's have worked for 2002 - but a few thoughts:
 

1. Brown-field take up - More detailed examination of brown-field statistics seems important (in comparison with the figure in the Regional Sustainability Framework Annual Progress Report) As per our email exchange, low build rates could be hiding the real picture and the simple percentage figure presented there may not be so promising as first appears. Information on actual acreages of green-field development in comparison to brown-field site take up seems needed.
 

2. Employment land - Our CPRE branches in the SW report that employment-land allocations on brown-field sites are frequently being re-allocated for housing and then new edge of town green-field sites are being allocated for employment. So it seems important to monitor employment land too, to get the full picture for housing.
 

3. Density - I understand that nationally density is proving very difficult to shift upwards. The original indicator in RPG for density was limited to new development. So perhaps there could be more emphasis on density. RPG needs to be looking at density in a more sophisticated way - to find out what is happening re urban regeneration as a whole, rather than simply looking at new development.
 

4. Urban capacity - The density issue ties in with the urban capacity work which planning authorities have been carrying out - which should be picking up the potential for increased density from a range of different ‘categories’ as well as use of brown-field sites. When we met last year you indicated that the data from these studies wasn't technically part of the original RPG indicator suite. Perhaps that could be reviewed. Monitoring against the various categories of capacity identified (e.g. conversions, vacant property, etc) could help to give us a clearer picture of progress with urban re-generation in the South West.
 

5. Countryside character - Our branches are concerned that in the change to the new system of Local Development Frameworks, the tie in with Community Strategies (which currently have an urban focus in the region) could result in the countryside between being neglected. One way forward might be to increase the emphasis in RPG monitoring on Countryside Character. The Countryside Agency has been looking at ways of protecting the Forest of Dean, for example, without a special designation - and the outcome is that to do so a good base-line of information from a detailed Countryside Character analysis is needed - with associated training for planning staff in its use. Perhaps the RPG indicator could be extended therefore from simply monitoring countryside character policies incorporated in plans, to assess how many planning authorities have commissioned full countryside character assessments and implemented training  programmes on it for their staff. We've a feeling that countryside character policies are being introduced (and local landscape designations in older plans lost) - but that no change in practise is happening. 
 

I hope this is of some help.
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