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Referendum on an elected assembly
for the North East of England

A Held in November 2004
A Resounding no vote (78%)
Ga¢KS gK2fS ARSIF 2T NB.
0f 26y 2dzi 2F GKS 61 (¢
(Bernard Jenkin, Conservative MP

A Created a governance vacuum and an
opportunity for the rise of City Regions In
England?



City Regions issues arising from literature

A Underbounded cities (Bennett, 199
A Fuzzy boundaries (ODPM 2006)
A Multi-level governance

Hhuddying of the watei@

A Layering of institutional bodies & politics of rescaling
(Brenner 2009)
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2000)
A Treasury led growth agenda (Pike & Tomaney 2009)
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Four issues explored in the paper

1. An additional layer (in vertical hierarchy)

Lity regions share one characteristic: not one
of them functions as a unitary acfQr

(Seberg, 2007)
2. Horizontal integration (Brenner 2004)
Differential status and selection

4. Relationship with central state (Rodriquez
Pose 2008)
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(CLG/BIS)

Multi -level Governance of
Economic Development Iin
England

Regional
City regions may be regarded (RDA)

as an extra layer in the
governance of economic S

development in England City Region
(MAA)

They create new vertical and !
horizontal relationships with Local

institutions above, below and Authority
around them




Multi -level Governance of
Economic Development in the
North East

Additional layeric Northern Way
panregional strategy for North of
England; promoted the concept
of city regions but are proegion

Complex horizontal and vertical
relationships around MAAs e.g.
Emergency Services, Health,
Transport etc.
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(CLG/BIS)
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A wider perspective of City Region

Wi -r@gioi i8 essentially about the economic, social and
environmental reach of the city into its hinterlaridis not a
homogenous concept with clear boundariBsit it recognises
that decisions taken by peoptavhere to live, work, travel to
work, shop, visit for entertainment and leisarand the
economic activity by firms and investagre/ith customers and
suppliersg means that there arenportant economic,
environmental and social interdependendietween the city
YR A0Qa ySAIKo2dzNAYy3I G26Ya
relationships are not usually accounted for in local authority
administrative boundarie?

(Hildreth and Clark, 2005)



City Regions: an economic construct

WXO2YyUAYydzS 02 0S GKS 02y auiNMzC
rather than politicians. They provide thasis for prescribing
networks and policy coordination rather than new political
institutions Any new political institutions would require another
round of local government reorganization, which would be
fiercely resisted. There igiak of urban dominangavith the
cities and their leaders being perceived as neglecting the
separate identities and interests of rural areas. Finally, some o
the arguments advanced against city regions are similar to
those advanced against regional assemblies: that they are
essentiallytechnocratic, of interest to elites not ordinary people
and at best a patchwork solutién

(Hazell, 2006)



Sub Regional partnership arrangements in England

O Su p er Manchester seeking to become th Economic Prosper Statutory
Boards angenate governance
of council leaders structures

established
Statutory City Pilots:Manchesté& Leeds City mayinclude EPB  Statutory
Region: Regions and may combine
(MAAwDwith with Integrated
budgets) Transport Authorit

(ITA)

Multi Area None designatednsultation To be determined Statutory duty to
Agreement wi document published by CLG (201 meetargets
Duties
(MAAwD

MultArea Tyne and Wear, Tédley, South  public agreement Voluntary; no

Agreement  Yorkshire, Liverpool, Leicestershir with Government; additional power:
Pennine Lancashire, Birmingham, enhanced freedon agreement to wo
Coventry & black Country, North k and flexibilities to targets

. West of England, Fylde Coast l



Why study the North East?

WeKS 6SI]T YR FTNIX IYSY
In the North East suggests that consolidating
governance functions of local authorities and
strengthening governance capacity at the city

NBIAZ2Y S80St YIa 08 |
(OECD, 2006, p 12)
Two contrasting City Regions Iin the North East:
A Tees Valleymature; forerunner of MAA
A Tyne and Weag relatively new; developing



City Regions in the North East of Engl




Tees Valley
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Tees Valley Governance

LEADERSHIP BOARD

Tees Valley
unlimited

PLANNING
& ECONOMIC
STRATEGY

TRANSPORT
FOR
TEES VALLEY
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Map of Tyne and Wear City Region

Source: One NorthEast, 2005
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Tyvne and Wear City Strategy Partnership

Tyne and Wear City Region
Executive Board

Tyne and Wear City Region — == Northumberland :
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County Durham l I
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Frogramme Managers Group
Commissioning Panel Froject Task and Finish

Group Groups

Stakeholders

TYNE &WEAR
CITY REGION

7~



Comparing Tees Valley/Tyne & Wear

Population

Boundary

Profile

Maturity

Partners

Governance

Future

650,000 core/850,000 wider spt 1,650,000

Tight/prescribed Fuzzy/permeable

Heavy industry; energy genera Professional servicelgrde universities;
petrechemical; steel; Teest Nissan; Port of Tyne & offshore

Mature (10 years in the making Immature (2 years); little remained aft
continuitiollowing abolition of  abolition of Tyne and Wear Metropolit:
Cleveland Metropolitan County County; have had to rebuild structures

5 metropolitan authorities; cohe 7 councils (5 metropolitan; 2 unitary
but exclusive counties); maoirgclusive

Non Local Government chair of Representation by leaders of 7 author
leadership board; engagemigimt technocratic organisa@ahking external
private sector engagement at present

Carbortapture & storage; proce: Creative sector; eleatekicles; wind
industries; transition to low carb turbine manufacture; research and
development



How will you reconcile the quality of
economic development with quantity?

Wi KNRdzZAK GKS LINAAY 27
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want growth that has tradeoffs on the
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(City Region Director)



