
Notes of the Environment & Rural Area Scrutiny Meeting held on 
Monday, 10th January 2011, at 11.00a.m. in 

Committee Room 3, Civic Offices, Telford

Present:  Councillors Tracy Hope (Chairman), Roger Aveley, Bob Groom, Charles Smith.    

Also in attendance:    Keith Harris, Highways and Transport Strategic Policy Manager; Stephanie Jones, Scrutiny Officer. 

Apologies: Councillors Keith Austin and Terry Kiernan, and Scrutiny Co-optee Lynda Baker-Oliver   
	
	Minute/Action
	Action to
be taken by

	1.
	Feedback on the draft LTP3 Consultation
Keith Harris, Highways and Transport Strategic Policy Manager, gave reports on the feedback from the LTP3 consultation.
a) Summary of Consultation Responses to the Draft LTP3.  This had been circulated before the meeting and summarised the number of responses, who had responded, and the key recurring themes.  There were 42 responses in total (23 individuals, 19 special interest groups) and 8 recurring themes which are listed in the report.  
On this report, the scrutiny members made the following comments;
· Agreed with the emphasis on the ROWIP, but that it should cater for all non-motorised users and not just equestrians
· Agreed there should be greater emphasis on reducing carbon emissions, but that that new fuel technology should be looked at when the time is right and the Council could not commit to resourcing innovation that should be industry led
· Suggested that T&P Councils should be involved in identifying strategic routes where dropped kerbs are needed, and that there should be a dedicated budget line for dropped kerbs 
· Supportive of the overall key themes 
b) Response to the Scrutiny Committee’s comments on the draft LTP3.  The response suggested ways in which the LTP3 could be amended to reflect the Committee’s comments.  The comments would be discussed by the LTP3 Working Group on 12th January, and the Group would decide whether or how the scrutiny committee’s comments would be taken into account in the final version. 
The following points were made:
· Point 4 – the members agreed that the re-opening or electrification of rail lines should be a long term strategic aspiration that the Council would support, but that this would require industry or other funding to achieve.   In the meantime, the LTP3 should include looking at attracting funding for investment in existing stations, possibly though national Network Rail funding.  It was thought that Network Rail had announced a £3 billion investment in station improvements nationally.    
· Point 5 – the members reiterated rail access to Ironbridge Gorge should be a priority because the benefits would all accrue locally.
· Point 8 – the members acknowledged that enforcement of speeding limits on rural roads was a police issue and the council has limited influence, but it was suggested a performance measure or satisfaction survey could be looked at to assess the extent of the issue and effect of measures implemented.   
· Point 8 – the members additionally suggested that working with government and manufacturers on technologies to reduce dangerous speeding could be added as an aspiration.  
· After discussion the committee were sympathetic to the view that the ROWIP should be a separate document to the LTP3, otherwise the document would be too long and unwieldy.
· Point 16 – members agreed this section should stipulate challenges for “all non-motorised users” and not single out equestrians.
· There was a debate about reporting deaths and serious accidents as one figure, but KH argued this was the way figures were reported nationally so this had to be done to make figures comparable. 
· Point 18 – the reference to road users in “deprived areas” would be reviewed as the KSI figures for T&W did not reflect a concentration in deprived areas
· Point 24 – the costs of the RFT would be updated
· KH showed the draft LTP3 is considerably shorter than LTP/LTP2 and that attempts had been made to make it short and succinct
· The corporate report format will be reviewed to see if the LTP3 fits with this
· An Executive Summary will be produced.  The members suggested producing a short document listing the policies for the public to read. 
c) The full draft response from Telford Friends of the Earth was circulated for information as an example of comments from a key stakeholder, and how they had been responded to.
Other actions:
· Members requested details about how the costs fro concessionary bus passes had been calculated, for the budget scrutiny meeting on 25th January.
· The members requested feedback from the LTP3 Working Group meeting to show how their comments had been taken into account in the final version.
· The members requested information about how the LTP3 would be circulated and published. It was suggested the document should be available on CDs rather than paper copies, as well as being on the internet.  

	

	2.
	Forward Plan 

The members agreed to add Rural Transport to the Forward Plan as an issue to review, and agreed with the questions that were circulated as Appendix 3 except that question 4 should read “What role can Parish Councils play”.  Information about the budget for rural transport had been requested for the meeting on 25th January so should be covered at that meeting.  The other issues should be picked up at a following meeting.  
The In-depth review was still to be scoped, but initial ideas were around the Green New Deal and sustainable energy.

	

	3.
	Date and time of next meeting

The date and time of the next meeting to review the budget for the priority area was noted.
The lines of enquiry for the meeting were reviewed.  Cllr. Groom requested information about the concessionary travel scheme (as above).  The committee was invited to submit any other questions to SJ if they wanted the information to be presented at the meeting.
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