
 

The Group felt that the reference to ‘business sectors’ should be made more explicit and questioned whether it applied to waste 
management.  They also felt that the emphasis should be on local businesses. 
 
The achievement of this objective needs to be balanced with other aims and objectives and it was not considered appropriate to 
exploit the growth potential of business sectors at any cost. 
 
In terms of waste management, the Group felt that it would be appropriate to promote businesses further up the waste hierarchy. 

The Group agreed it was important to reduce sub-regional economic disparities noting that there currently is a north/south 
divide within the region.  However they felt that the social and health implications of these sub-regional disparities should also 
be addressed.   

The Group agreed with this objective but questioned the financial implications of delivering it.   

The Group considered that this objective was ambiguous and that it was not clear what constituted a ‘healthy’ labour market.  It 
was suggested that the objective should refer to the need to maintain an adequate labour market. 

   Blue Group 



 

The Group strongly agreed with this objective noting that the canal system is under-exploited.   They also considered that there 
should be an expansion of light rail. 

The Group agreed with this objective. 

The Group supported the need to promote resource efficient housing but noted that the need for such housing should not be 
restricted to affordable housing.   
 
They discussed whether resource efficient housing would pose an additional financial burden and would make housing less 
affordable but considered that this needed to be balanced with long term savings in both financial and environmental terms. 

The Group agreed with this objective. 
 



 

The Group agreed with this objective in principle. 

The Group agreed with this objective but felt that the word ‘appropriate’ should be clarified.  
 

As with the previous objective, the Group felt that the reference to the word ‘appropriate’ was ambiguous.  It was not clear who 
would determine whether or not it was appropriate.   
 
The Group also felt that the objective should refer to landscape and landscape accessibility. 

The Group agreed with this objective. 



 

The Group agreed with this objective. 
 

The Group agreed with this objective. 
 

The Group agreed with this objective but noted that the biodiversity of brownfield sites is often overlooked and should be 
recognised. 
 

The Group agreed that it was important to mitigate and adapt to climate change wherever possible and noted that it was 
important to act locally. 



 

The Group agreed with this objective but again questioned who decides what is prudent. 

The Group agreed with this objective but felt that it should be done equitably.  The financial burden should not preclude certain 
sections of the community. 

The Group felt the objective should be re-ordered so that the need to minimise waste comes first.  Alternatively it should be re-
punctuated as follows:  To manage waste sustainably; minimise waste, its production and increase re-use, recycling and 
recovery rates. 

The Group felt that external factors would also have a bearing on Greater Manchester and that as a result there should be an 
objective dealing with national and regional strategy. 


