
EXCERPT FROM THE MINUTES OF THE

INFRASTRUCTURE OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE

HELD ON 21 JUNE 2007 


IOS.54/07
CARLISLE RENAISSANCE FUNDING DELIVERY
The Director of Carlisle Renaissance (Mr McNichol) submitted report CE.28/07 concerning Carlisle Renaissance Funding Delivery.

Mr McNichol began by outlining in detail the background to the matter. 

A Concept Proposal had been submitted to Cumbria Vision setting out a draft programme of activities over the period 2007/08 to 2009/10.

Mr McNichol reported that Cumbria Vision and the Northwest Development Agency had invited the City Council to submit a Concept Proposal for funding to support the delivery of the Development Framework and Movement Strategy (DF&MS) and establish an appropriate delivery structure to manage the delivery of the DF&MS and subsequently the Carlisle Economic Strategy.

The report set out the rationale for the inclusion of specific projects in the Concept Proposal and the potential funding required from the Northwest Development Agency, the City Council and other organisations to implement them.  The report also considered the phasing of projects and the potential sources of City Council funding.

Members’ attention was drawn to the revised Concept Proposal form attached to the report.

Mr McNichol believed that there was a real need to start making progress on the ground.  He referred Members to the public realm project in Castle Street which it was proposed would be supported exclusively by City Council funds to provide a quality benchmark and a public realm exemplar with the retail core and would link the key historical and cultural assets of Cathedral and Tullie House.

In conclusion, he advised that the Concept Proposal would be considered by the NWDA and, if approved, a detailed application would be invited on 25 June 2007.

The Executive on 11 June 2007 had endorsed the Concept Proposal as set out in the revised appendix to report CE.25/07 and referred the matter to the Corporate Resources Overview and Scrutiny Committee for consideration (EX.132/07).

In considering the matter, Members raised the following questions and observations:

(a) In response to a request for clarification on the Castle Street public realm scheme, Mr McNichol advised that the raw basic components were:  introduction of high quality materials on footpaths; the alignment of parking in the area; provision of better signage; and improved pedestrian facilities.

Whilst being fully in agreement with the Castle Street scheme, a Member expressed concern that it may not make enough of a difference to stimulate the general public into taking notice.

Other Members felt that many people were happy with the Castle Street area as it was and may not welcome change.  Much of the parking in the area related to the disabled which would require to be borne in mind.

(b) A Member asked whether the City Council would be encouraging businesses to use high quality signage e.g. Hoopers.

In response, Mr McNichol indicated that work was about to commence on an Urban Design Guide for the City Centre.  Officers had visited Hoopers who were embarking upon internal and external improvements to their store.

(c) The Committee particularly stressed the need for greater Member involvement in the Carlisle Renaissance initiative.  Members were unaware of the process/detail and questioned at what point they would become closely involved and have the ability to impact thereon.  That concern was equally relevant to each of the three Overview and Scrutiny Committees.

Mr McNichol acknowledged that that was a real and important issue raised by individual Members, bearing in mind that Carlisle Renaissance would have a significant impact on the whole City.  For him personally it was a question of striking the correct balance between the need for engagement and the formal decision making/overview and scrutiny.

One aspect for consideration by Infrastructure Overview and Scrutiny Committee may be their engagement in the implementation of the Development Framework and Movement Strategy Policy Statement.  Mr McNichol sought Members’ views as to how they would wish to be involved and at what stage.

As a way forward Members suggested that Member involvement could take differing forms e.g. a representative of the Committee could attend meetings where decisions were taken on design issues, etc and report back to the Committee; it would be easier for Overview and Scrutiny to contribute to decisions on specific projects.

It was agreed that the Chairman, Vice-Chairman, Mr McNichol and the Overview and Scrutiny Support Officer and other relevant Officers would discuss arrangements to ensure the Committee’s involvement in the process.

(d) The need for clarity regarding leadership of Carlisle Renaissance was highlighted.

(e) Referring to Section 3.5, a Member noted that the Northwest Development Agency had agreed in principle to the secondment of a Development Manager to the City Council and questioned who was paying for that secondment.

Mr McNichol replied that the Northwest Development Agency was funding the secondment of the Development Manager who would work alongside the Council’s existing Development Manager and focus specifically on taking forward the Rickergate and Caldew Riverside regeneration schemes.

(f) In response to a question, Mr McNichol advised that the Director of Community Services and the Urban Designer were working on the Castle Street public realm scheme and Members were welcome to get involved.


In addition, a meeting was scheduled to take place at 2.00 pm on 22 June 2007 in the Council Chamber, an invitation to which had been extended to all Members via the Member Support Officers and directly by e-mail.

(g) A Member noted that Carlisle was one of five growth towns (alongside Crewe, Chester, Warrington and Lancaster) and asked whether Officers had visited the other towns.

Mr McNichol advised that the Leaders, Portfolio Holders and Officers had been meeting with their counterparts to share experiences.   Detailed discussions had not, however, taken place in recent months in relation to the regeneration agenda due to the Unitary debate. 

RESOLVED – (1) That report CE.28/07 be noted.

(2) That the Executive be recommended to give further consideration to the points raised by the Committee, particularly concerns regarding Members and, particularly, Overview and Scrutiny involvement in the Carlisle Renaissance process.

(3) That the Chairman, Vice-Chairman, Director of Carlisle Renaissance and the Overview and Scrutiny Support Officer and other appropriate Officers give consideration to the mechanism by which this Committee could scrutinise Carlisle Renaissance proposals.







