
Notes of a Working Group meeting of the  Environment & Rural Area Scrutiny Committee held on Friday, 29th October 2010 at 9.30 a.m. in the 
Scrutiny Meeting Room, Civic Offices, Telford
	1.
	Present: Councillors T. Hope (Chairman), R. Aveley, R. Groom, T. Kiernan, C. Smith and  E.M. Swift 
In Attendance – M. Barker (Head of Planning & Transport), S. Hall (DP&S Service Manager), K. Harris (Transport Policy Team Leader), S. Jones (Scrutiny Officer) and P. Smith (Senior Democratic Services Officer)

	Action

	2
	Apologies for Absence

L. Baker-Oliver (Co-optee)


	

	3.
	Draft minutes of the E&RA Scrutiny Committee on 15th September for information
Noted

	

	4.
	LDF/LTP3 Governance Arrangements 
Members received an update from Michael Barker (Head of Planning & Transport) on the development of the Local Development Framework (LDF) and Local Transport Plan (LTP3). The LDF would need to be reviewed to reflect Council priorities, any revised housing targets and expected changes in national planning guidance. The details of the way forward in revising the LDF would probably be known early in 2011.
In response to a question about the key settlement policy in the LDF Core Strategy, Mr Barker stated that he expected there to be a complete review of this policy to reflect a more inclusive approach. The Chairman added that one issue that needed to be addressed was that of incentives for landowners in the rural area to bring forward land for development.

	

	5.
	Local Transport Plan 3 2011-2026 (LTP3)
Keith Harris provided an overview of the draft LTP3 document that would be published on 1 November for a 6 week consultation period. A copy of the full document had been e-mailed to Members. The LTP was the Council’s over-arching strategy for maintaining & improving the transport network, and a number of supporting plans and documents would contribute to achieving the overall goals of the Plan. 
The contents of the Plan had been shaped by a detailed consultation exercise that included roadshow events, responses from the Council’s Community Panel and satisfaction surveys. The main issues/priorities for residents appeared to be highways and footpath maintenance, reducing congestion and road safety, and these had been reflected in the six goals that were set out in the draft LTP3. 
Following the further 6 week consultation period (which included a Members Seminar) and the outcome of the Council’s grant settlement in December, the Plan would be finalised for approval by full Council.
- reductions in government grants may jeopardise subsidised bus services 

Response – only 2% of the bus network was currently subsidised, so only a small number of routes might be affected. But it was not yet known what money would be available.

- has the Business community been consulted?

Response – yes, but there were not a lot of direct responses. It was intended to engage with the new Local Enterprise Partnership over the next 6 weeks.

- car parking charges are a good revenue earner - what advice was there on their implementation?

Response – would need to develop a parking strategy, which would involve looking at how enforcement would be carried out and funded. There were no detailed proposals in the draft LTP3 for car parking charges

- there were issues around the segregation of cycle routes from footpaths, and the security of some of these routes.
Response – there was a perception that some routes were not safe, and work needed to be done to address that

- concern that the use of traffic calming measures leads to higher  carbon emissions from vehicles.

Response – the main aim of traffic calming was to slow traffic down, and this should reduce fuel usage. However, in balancing the desire for a free-flowing network against the need for safety, it was accepted that “pinch points” (where queues of standing traffic developed) should be avoided.

- was the Council looking to introduce speed limits on estates and around schools?
Response – speed limits were always subject to review, but it was not envisaged that there would be any great change in the system for doing this. Any proposals for a change in speed limits needed to be supported by clear evidence. 

Was the use of bridlepaths and green lanes by 4x4 vehicles covered in the Plan?

Response – not in any broad sense – any concerns could be addressed in the Rights of Way Improvement Plan

Proposals for a railway line to the Ironbridge Gorge were welcomed. Could the power station site be used in future as an intermodal transport hub?

Response – the power station site was in the Shropshire Council area. The future of the power station was not yet clear, but the “Supporting Tourism” section of the Plan could be strengthened in terms of encouraging better access to the World Heritage Site.

- concern that illuminated road signs are not being maintained properly, and at particular problems with blocked drains in rural areas.

Response – these issues would be included in the Transport & Asset Management Plan, along with a need to look at new technology to help reduce energy usage of illuminating signs.

AGREED – that a further meeting be held in the next six weeks to consider and comment on the draft LTP3 in more detail 
To facilitate the above, it would be helpful if information on the location of traffic calming features/traffic lights etc in the Borough could be made available to Members

	Scrutiny Officer

Scrutiny Officer;
Transport Policy Team Leader

	6.
	Forward Plan

The extra meeting agreed earlier to look in detail at the LTP3 would need to be added to the Plan, and this might mean some amendments to the number and timing of future meetings. 

In relation to the Updates on Flood and Water Management, it was AGREED that these could be e-mailed to Members, but that if any significant issues arose, Chris Butler should be asked to report back to the Committee. 


	Scrutiny Officer



