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SUBMISSION TO EXAMINATION IN PUBLIC
SUB-MATTER 5A: EMPLOYMENT LAND POLICIES
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2  Importance of the Marine Industries to Regional Economic

Development
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Marine South East Ltd

2 Venture Road

Chilworth Science Park
Southampton S016 7NP
Telephone 023 8076 6751
Facsimile 023 8076 3701

E-mail info@marinesoutheast.co.uk
Web www.marinesoutheast.co.uk

Marine South East is a SEEDA funded initiative
! See Marine South East Economic Analysis August 06 on the Marine SE web site
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2.1 Ports & Shipping
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2.2 Marine Tourism
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% The UK Ports Review is ongoing, under the Dept for Transport
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2.3 Marine Manufacturing & Repair
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2.4 Naval Defence & Security
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3  Significance of the RSS for Marine Industrial Employment
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® The Woolston Riverside regeneration in Southampton is a prime example.
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4  Responses to Specific Sub-Matter Topics

4.1 Should the draft RSS include indicative employment growth targets or
employment land/floorspace targets?
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4.2 Does the draft RSS provide appropriate guidance on the scale and
location of employment land needed (Policy RE2 and sub-regional
strategies)? Should strategic employment sites be identified (section D2,
para 3.1)?

In general terms it is difficult for the RSS to second-guess the future need for employment land, which

depends on a variety of micro- and macro-economic factors. However waterfront employment land is

an inherently limited resource. It is extremely difficult to create new waterfront industrial sites, and

therefore it becomes vital to manage very carefully the existing waterfront employment sites for future
generations.
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Waterfront strategic employment sites need to be identified as a priority. As noted above, the
Waterfront Strategy will identify strategic sites, and a process is needed to ensure that the output of
that Strategy is taken into account in planning decisions.

Policy RE2 does provide useful guidance for preparation of Local Development Documents.
However, it should also include a criterion requiring special consideration of sites adjacent to
waterways and infrastructure assets.

In addition, RE2 should recognise that mixed use development of waterfront sites should only proceed
if replacement industrial land is made available with comparable waterfront access, for those
businesses that require access to the waterway.

4.3 Does the draft RSS provide appropriate guidance to deliver regeneration
in those areas that need it? How successful are the tools set out in Policy
CC9 and RES5 likely to be in reducing intra regional disparities?
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