
 

Please Note: The group all agreed at the start of the workshop to look at the objectives and sub objectives 
together, as they are presented in the Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report.  The group felt that this would allow 
them more understanding of what was meant by the objectives.  As a result the group also commented on the key 
indicators for the objectives as well. 
 
The group did not feel that this objective was related to waste management, and did not really see its relevance to 
waste planning or management. 

The group questioned what the sub-region was in terms of its geographical location and also what the disparities 
are.  Suggested that this issues need to clearly stated for the objective to mean any thing. 
 
The group also question the differences between objectives 2 and 3 in there overall focus – do they not mean the 
same thing? 

Although the group agreed that the image of the region needs to be developed and marketed, the group questioned 
what the regions image was?  And therefore how you can market this.  The group suggested that greater clarity and 
focus is needed. 
 
The group also commented that the objective is also week in terms of its aspirations  

Again the group agreed with the principal of the objective, but the questioned the direct relevance of the objective to 
waste issues. 
 
It was suggested that it might be appropriate to add on the end of the objective ….labour market to deliver the 
required waste management solutions 

 Yellow Group  



 

The group agreed with the overarching objective but again questioned its direct relevance to waste planning and 
management. 

The group agreed with the overarching objective but again questioned its direct relevance to waste planning and 
management. 
 
The group agreed that their was a good positive emphasis with the objective, but questioned the use of the word 
improve as this would be very difficult to monitor or measure, especially over shorter periods of time. 

The group agreed with the overarching objective but again questioned its direct relevance to waste planning and 
management.  The group suggested it may be more focused to simply have:  

 To promote or develop resource efficient housing  

The group agreed with the overarching objective but again questioned its direct relevance to waste planning and 
management. 



 

The group agreed with the overarching objective but again questioned its direct relevance to waste planning and 
management and question what was meant by basic goods?  

The group agreed with the overarching objective but again questioned its direct relevance to waste planning and 
management. 

The group agreed with the overarching objective but again questioned its direct relevance to waste planning and 
management. 

The group agreed with the overarching objective but again questioned its direct relevance to waste planning and 
management. 



 

The group agreed with the overarching objective but again questioned its direct relevance to waste planning and 
management. 
 
The group also suggested that the key indicator should be linked to compliance with PPC / EA monitoring 
requirements.  

The group agreed with the overarching objective but again questioned its direct relevance to waste planning and 
management and questioned if this could be linked with for example objective 14 to reduce the number of 
objectives. 
 
The group also suggested that the use of the number of planning permission conditions should not be used as an 
indicator as this is unnecessarily duplicating the role of PPC conditions.  Should be indicated by dispersion 
modelling or bio aerosol modelling  

The group commented that the objective seems to be pushing us towards urban and brownfield land when this may 
not always be the most sustainable / logical solution. 

The group agreed with the overarching objective but again questioned its direct relevance to waste planning and 
management. 



 

The group agreed with this objective. 

The group agreed with the objective but questioned why it needs to be separated from No. 17 above? 

The group agreed strongly with this objective and suggested that it should also include composting. 
 
The group also commented that this is the best objective and should be the first one!  

Group Attendance:  Andrew Leyssens, United Utilities 
Ted Bleszynski, New Earth Solutions 
Paul Dunn, Greater Manchester WDA 
Mark Barrett, Silk Environmental Ltd 
Janet Cuff, Ramblers Society 
Marcus DuPree Thomas, Pell Frischmann 

 

The group questioned f there should be a prioritisation of the objectives 
as different weight will be applied to different objectives in relation to 
waste planning and management. 
 
Overall the group also question the relevance of the objectives to the task 
in hand and the shear number of them, this leads to a lack of focus.   


