INFRASTRUCTURE OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE

THURSDAY 22 JANUARY 2004 AT 10.00 AM

PRESENT:
Councillor Mrs Rutherford (Chairman), Councillors C S Bowman, Mrs Crookdake,  Im Thurn, Joscelyne (as substitute for Councillor Dodd), Miss Martlew and Mrs Parsons (as substitute for Councillor Earp). 

ALSO

PRESENT:
Councillors Bloxham (Portfolio Holder for Environment, Infrastructure and Transport) and Mrs Bowman (Portfolio Holder for Economic Prosperity)

IOS.6/04
APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

Apologies for absence were submitted on behalf of Councillors Dodd and Earp, and Ms Mooney (Executive Director). 

IOS.7/04

AGENDA
The Executive had on 19 January 2004 asked that this Committee consider a confidential report on the Waste Recycling Initiative at today’s meeting, since it was a condition of the DEFRA grant that the initiative was operational by the end of March 2004.   It was necessary, therefore, to deal with the report as a  matter of urgency.

The Chairman noted that there were a number of persons in attendance who were not normally present at the meeting and sought guidance as to whether they should retire from the meeting during consideration of that private item of business.

The Legal Services Manager advised that, since all those present had identified themselves as being members of staff employed by the City Council and were consequently bound by the Council’s rules of confidentiality, they could remain within the meeting room during that item of business.

RESOLVED – (1) That the report concerning the Waste Recycling Initiative be accepted as an urgent item of business in view of the timescales involved and considered as the first item of business at Agenda item B.1.

(2) That the Commercial and Technical Services Business Plan Performance Monitoring Report be dealt with immediately thereafter to enable the responsible Officer to move on to his other business commitments.

IOS.8/04
PUBLIC AND PRESS

RESOLVED – That in accordance with Section 100A(4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the Public and Press were excluded from the meeting during consideration of the following item of business on the grounds that it involved the likely disclosure of exempt information, as defined in the paragraph number (as indicated in brackets against the Minute) of Part 1 of Schedule 12A of the 1972 Local Government Act.

IOS.9/04
WASTE RECYCLING INITIATIVE


(Public and Press excluded by virtue of paragraph 9)

The Head of Commercial and Technical Services presented in detail joint report with the Head of Environmental Protection Services (CTS.01/04 and EPS.07/04) providing an update on progress with the DEFRA grant and associated service issues and seeking ratification of key decisions discussed with Eden District Council.

The award by DEFRA would enable:

(a) The provision of a recycling facility at Hespin Wood; and

(b) An extension of the pilot garden waste and green box collection services throughout Carlisle and Eden.

Mr Battersby outlined a series of contract/procurement issues arising from the above, stressing that it was a condition of the DEFRA grant that the initiative was operational by the end of March 2004.

Members’ attention was particularly drawn to a number of risk assessment issues which had been discussed at Officer level and with Eden District Council.  Whilst income and expenditure levels had been based on a prudent level of tonnage collection, that was clearly dependent upon the amount of recycled waste put out for collection by residents.

The Executive had considered the matter on 19 January 2004 and had passed the following decision:

1. That the Head of Commercial and Technical Services, in conjunction with the Head of Legal and Democratic Services and Head of Environmental Protection Services, be authorised to enter into an agreement with Eden District Council to provide a service to collect garden waste from agreed households on the basis of the principles set out in the joint report.

2. That approval be given for the acquisition of three vehicles from Asset Co in accordance with Standing Order 4(2)(b) to provide the garden waste service which are compatible with the new domestic refuse vehicle fleet.

3. That, in accordance with Standing Order 4(2)(b), the principle of entering into a six year contract with Cumbria Waste Recycling for the collection of glass bottles, paper and cans be approved and the Head of Commercial and Technical Services be authorised to prepare a detailed agreement in conjunction with the Head of Legal and Democratic Services and the Environment, Infrastructure and Transport Portfolio Holder.

4. That the additional offer of £162,000 from DEFRA to fund the construction of a composting shed at Hespin Wood be accepted in principle, subject to the preparation of a detailed agreement by the Head of Commercial and Technical Services in conjunction with the Head of Legal and Democratic Services and the Environment, Infrastructure and Transport Portfolio Holder.

5. That the report be referred to the Infrastructure Overview and Scrutiny Committee on 22 January 2004 for scrutiny and comment.

The Committee then scrutinised the matter in some detail, raising a number of issues to which the Head of Commercial and Technical Services, the Environment Officer and the Legal Services Manager responded

Members particularly sought and received conditional assurances as regards delivery of the three vehicles in time for the start of the service, the possibility of developing the service further in future to include plastics for example, the measures which would be built into the contract to protect the City Council’s interest, arrangements to ensure proper monitoring by Overview and Scrutiny, compliance with appropriate EU procurement procedures and the implications for the Council should an objection be received.

At the invitation of the Chairman, the Portfolio Holder for Environment, Infrastructure and Transport, on behalf of the Executive, thanked the Committee for accepting the issue as a matter of urgency.    He commented that clearly there were risks involved but those were believed to be manageable.

RESOLVED – That this Committee endorses the decision taken by the Executive on 19 January 2004 (Executive Decision EX.010/04 refers) and will monitor progress on the matter as part of the Waste Management Plan.

The meeting then continued in public.

IOS.10/04
MINUTES

The Minutes of the meetings held on 23 October, 12 November and 4 December 2003 were agreed as a correct record of the meetings and signed by the Chairman.

IOS.11/04
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

Councillor Mrs Crookdake declared a personal interest in accordance with the Council’s Code of Conduct in respect of the item of business relating to the Three Rivers Project.  Councillor Mrs Crookdake stated that a river ran along land in her ownership.

IOS.12/04
CALL-IN OF DECISIONS

There were no matters which had been the subject of call-in.

IOS.13/04
COMMERCIAL AND TECHNICAL SERVICES BUSINESS PLAN PERFORMANCE MONITORING REPORT

The Head of Commercial and Technical Services presented the Commercial and Technical Services Business Plan Performance Monitoring report (CTS.27/03).

Mr Battersby outlined the content of the monitoring report, which detailed the Unit’s progress against the Business Plan, covering key developments and challenges since the last report to Committee; progress on Best Value; achievement of performance against Best Value Indicators; Corporate Issues; and Budget update.

In addition, the report had been presented to CMT on 1 December 2003 and had been amended, where appropriate, to include their comments.

Members of the Committee were invited to visit Bousteads Grassing to view the changes made since the reorganisation of the Council.  Mr Battersby particularly wished to place on record his appreciation of the work undertaken by his staff in delivering the service throughout a period of great change.

In response to Members’ questions, Mr Battersby explained the recruitment/retention difficulties experienced, particularly within the Streetscene Team.  Efforts were being made to address the same through the corporate plan and the provision of sickness management training for Managers.  It was hoped that progress could be made by the start of the new financial year.

A Member raised concerns as regards the level of this Council’s contribution to the preparation of the next Local Transport Plan.   Mr Battersby and the Portfolio Holder shared those concerns, commenting that whilst the County Council was responsible for preparation of the Plan, the importance of partners’ input had now been recognised. 

The Town Clerk and Chief Executive stressed that it was important for Members to generally inform the debate on the review of the Local Transport Plan, suggesting that this Committee may wish to request a joint session with the County Council to progress the matter.

Members were in agreement and Mr Battersby undertook to take that suggestion forward.

RESOLVED – (1) That the Commercial and Technical Services Business Plan Performance Monitoring Report be noted.

(2) That the Head of Commercial and Technical Services be requested to investigate the possibility of a joint session between this Committee and the County Council to progress the review of the Local Transport Plan.

IOS.14/04
MONITORING OF THE FORWARD PLAN

The Overview and Scrutiny Support Officer presented Report LDS.3/04 highlighting the Forward Plan (1 January 2004 – 30 April 2004) issues which fell within the ambit of this Committee.  

RESOLVED –  That the Forward Plan (1 January 2004 to 30 April 2004) issues which fell within the ambit of this Committee be noted.

IOS.15/04
WORK PROGRAMME 2003/04

The Overview and Scrutiny Support Officer presented the Overview and Scrutiny Work Programme for 2003/04, which took into account matters scheduled to be dealt with by this Committee.

Reference was made to the special meeting of this Committee to be held on 9 February 2004 when the Subject Review of Transport: Modal Balance in Carlisle was to be addressed.   Dr Taylor advised that attendees would include Councillor J Mallinson and Mr Sheard (representing the County Council), Access and Cycling Groups, Capita, pupils from Trinity and St Aidans Schools, and the Head of Commercial and Technical Services.  The Agenda and papers for the meeting would be circulated in due course. 

RESOLVED – That the work programme be noted.

IOS.16/04
REFERENCE FROM THE EXECUTIVE


There was submitted Minute Excerpt EX.288/03 setting out the Executive’s response to this Committee’s Subject Review Report on the Environmental Performance of the Council.

The Executive had noted the report and requested that the Head of Environmental Protection and Head of Commercial and Technical Services undertake a base audit of the City Council’s environmental performance and submit a report to a future meeting of the Executive at which prioritisation could be considered.

Referring to the outcomes and recommendations emanating from the Review, as detailed within the Committee’s report 0S.8/03, the Chairman expressed concern that the Executive had not given any indication of the priority to be given to the base audit, nor the timescales involved.

Members agreed that those concerns should be conveyed to the Executive, together with a request for details of the related priority and timescales.

RESOLVED – That the Executive be requested to note this Committee’s concerns, as outlined above, and to give clarification of the level of priority to be given to the proposed base audit of the Environmental Performance of the Council and the timescale to be attached thereto.

IOS.17/04
SUPPORTING COMMUNITIES BEST VALUE REVIEW

In the absence of Ms Mooney, Executive Director, the Local Plans and Conservation Manager presented report CE.30/03 updating Members on the development of the Supporting Communities Best Value Review Improvement Plan.

He also introduced Ms Lynda Hassall, Sure Start Carlisle South Manager who was in attendance at the meeting.

The Review Team had met on 15 December 2003, the main remit of that meeting being to progress the Improvement Plan in terms of taking forward the key issues.  Mr Hardman drew attention to the completed Plan, a copy of which was appended to the report, together with some of the general points which had informed the drawing together of the Plan.

He explained that the Review Team felt it would be valuable to commission external support to address certain elements of the Improvement Plan identified under the general heading of ‘Partnerships’.  Though the Review Team felt able to undertake some of that work, colleagues were aware of the benefits of external and objective input and that there were areas of the Plan which clearly needed such support, notably the development of Performance Indicators (Key Issue 11) and Policy Development (Key Issue 8).

Funding was available to undertake that work and it was proposed that the timescale therefor be from March – September 2004.  Subject to approval by Members, the Team would begin to identify possible organisations to carry out the work.  A Brief had been compiled and was appended to the report.   The Team was mindful of the Council’s Best Value Policy in terms of commissioning external work and that would be complied with throughout the commissioning process.

The Review Team would then undertake the performance monitoring of the work and reports would be submitted to this Committee, the first possibly in the form of a presentation.

Members then raised the following main issues to which Mr Hardman and Ms Hassall responded:

(a) It was anticipated that completion of the Review would result in the clarification and formalisation of the Council’s role and how it should perform in partnership working.

(b) The Supporting Communities Best Value Review Team would be responsible for implementing certain elements of the Improvement Plan and would work to progress those issues.  Ms Mooney, in her capacity as lead Officer, would continue to monitor that work and progress achieved towards the Improvement Plan.

(c) The capacity of Council staff to deliver ‘extra’ services as a result of the Council’s partnership working required to be considered and risk managed and costed accordingly.   Whilst the mechanisms to achieve that for new partnerships could be considered at an early stage, further consideration would be required as regards existing partnership work.

(d) A Regeneration Strategy and/or Framework was required which made all the strategic links between all Council polices.  The Head of Economic and Community Development would take the lead on development of that key issue.

(e) Members stressed the need to ensure that the Project Brief given to the Consultants was very tightly focussed.  This would ensure that the Council obtained value for money from the research commissioned.

(f) It was conceivable that when engaged in partnership working a change of financial or political input or representation could occur from another body on that partnership, which could potentially affect the work of the partnership.  

At Sure Start, any organisation or person changing on the partnership were reminded of the existing Partnership Agreement.  That format could be fed through all partnerships to reduce such risk and included in the establishment of a policy on the Council’s Partnership Role.

A Member made the point that comments from all agencies would be welcomed to help improve the process and move matters forward.

Members asked that a monitoring report on the Improvement Plan be submitted in six months time or earlier if it became apparent that any issues were not progressing according to expectation.

RESOLVED – (1) That this Committee approves –

(a)  The further development of the Improvement Plan and the performance monitoring arrangements contained therein, subject to the issues raised above; 

(b)  The commissioning of external support to progress a number of key issues identified within the Improvement Plan, utilising the funding allocated for Best Value Reviews.

(2)  That the Executive Director be requested to submit a monitoring report on the Improvement Plan to this Committee in six months time or earlier should it become apparent that any issues were not progressing according to expectation.

IOS.18/04
PLANNING SERVICES BEST VALUE REVIEW

The Local Plans and Conservation Manager presented report P.09/04 updating Members on the Review of Planning Services.

Mr Hardman then provided details of the latest position as regards the analysis of Development Control applications, the outcome of the Members’ Workshop held on 4 December 2003, consultation, and a comparison with national performance and Best Value Audit Commission Inspection Report.  

Arising from the sample of Development Control applications, it had been the intention of Officers to undertake further consultation with applicants and agents on their experience of the same applications.  Unfortunately, that proposed consultation had clashed with the requirements of Best Value Indicator 111 and it was therefore considered unreasonable to ask applicants/agents to complete an additional survey in close conjunction.

Members’ views were therefore requested on whether that survey work should be undertaken February to April this year or whether a separate survey should be programmed into an Improvement/Action Plan for a later date picking up on the findings of BV111.

In addition, a customer survey had been undertaken and the results again would be known at the end of January.

As regards the next steps, it was considered that Officers would consolidate the work and findings undertaken for the Review in time for the next meeting of the Committee to be held on 4 March 2004.  Officers would also bring a draft structure for an Improvement Plan which would enable Members to have an overview of the whole process and consider the issues to be included for improvement.  Due to the availability of resources a completed Improvement Plan would not be available for that meeting.

In considering the matter, Members commented that:

(a) The survey work identified at paragraph 4 of the report be undertaken at a later date.

(b) Referring to the notes of the Councillors Workshop/Discussion appended to the report, the following points were made – 

(i) At the section entitled ‘General’  the words “then refused” where they appear at the end of the first sentence be replaced by “were actually refused”.

(ii) Under ‘External Advice’ the Member had in fact queried the level of payment made to external consultants for the provision of advice.

Delayed responses from the Highway Authority could contribute to the Council receiving a lesser award of Planning Delivery Grant.

It was advised that the City Council had a duty to consult the Highway Authority for such advice and could not directly approach any other agency if such advice was not forthcoming.  The Head of Planning Services had written to the Authority and a response was awaited.  The matter would be kept under review.  Members asked that they be provided with a copy of the response when that became available.

(iii) Under ‘Parish Councils’ – the provision of indicative layout plans to the Parish Councils should be investigated.  A Member further suggested that Planning Services should liaise with all Parish Clerks in an attempt to resolve current shortfalls in the consultation process.

RESOLVED – (1) That the survey work identified at paragraph 4 of report P.09/04 be undertaken as a separate survey and programmed into an Improvement/Action Plan at a future date.

(2) That the Head of Planning Services be requested to submit an Overview Report of the Review and draft structure for the Improvement Plan to the next meeting of the Committee.

(3) That the Head of Planning Services be requested to circulate to Members a copy of the response from the Highway Authority when that became available.

The meeting adjourned at 12 noon and reconvened at 12.08 pm.

IOS.19/04
CARLISLE DISTRICT LOCAL PLAN – REVIEW

The Local Plans and Conservation Manager presented report P.08/04 setting out the intended Core Policies for the reviewed Carlisle District Local Plan which, together with later Policies, would be combined to form the Deposit Local Plan.

Mr Hardman introduced Ms P Goodridge (Principal Assistant Local Plans Officer) and Ms H Lewis (Assistant Local Plans Officer) who had been working on the Local Plan.

He outlined the background to the matter, commenting that this was the first of two reports on the subject, and the second (which would be submitted to the March meeting of this Committee) would include greater detail, particularly as regards local issues.   Members’ attention was drawn to the proposed content table for the revised Plan attached at Appendix 1 to the report, which set out the list of Policies for the Plan.  The Policies made a clear distinction between a section of Core Strategic Policies, which all proposals would be judged against, and Local Policies which referred to specific sites/issues within part of the District.  

Members’ views were invited on any Policy areas that they considered should also be included.  

The Core Policies were attached at Appendix 2 to the report, the intention being that these would apply to all types of development proposals, whether it was a new dwelling or a new factory.  As a result the Policy should transcend the traditional housing or employment chapters, thereby avoiding the necessity to duplicate Policies such as those covering disabled access in the current Local Plan.

It was further intended that these Policies would form part of the Deposit Local Plan.  The Deposit Plan was the first published copy of the reviewed Plan put out to public consultation known as ‘Deposit’ for a statutory period of six weeks.   

Dealing with each Core Policy in turn, Mr Hardman gave a detailed explanation of the new Core Policies, those which had been amended and the reasoning behind such amendment.

Mr Hardman invited Members’ views on the Policies and responded to their questions.

The Committee then gave detailed consideration to the matter, raising the following issues which Mr Hardman undertook to investigate as appropriate:

Core Policy 1

The definition of ‘sustainable development’ had not been included and it was felt that that omission should be addressed in order to assist the general public’s understanding of the matter.

The reasoning behind the selection of the villages could be explained more clearly.

In response to a Member’s question, Mr Hardman advised that Parish Councils would be consulted in advance of the public consultation process.

Core Policy 2

Reference was made to the Regional Planning Guidance for the North West which stated that local planning authorities would provide the strongest levels of protection for the North West’s finest landscapes and areas of international and national importance, and their settings and yet the area was being inundated with wind turbines.    

Members felt that the policy was not as strong as those relating to the built environment and further emphasis should be given thereto.

Core Policies 3 and 4

On page 21, the penultimate line of point 2.  – it should be clarified that the reference to ‘Corby’ was in fact ‘Great Corby’.

Core Policies 5 and 6

The wording of the policy should be strengthened as far as possible to protect sites of special scientific interest.  Members reiterated the general point that the wording of policies to protect the natural environment appeared to be weaker than those designed to protect the built environment.

Core Policy 15

A Member stressed, In her capacity of Chairman of the Drug and Alcohol Group for the area, the importance of ensuring that any new development or redevelopment was of a layout and design which minimised the potential for crime and anti-social behaviour.

Core Policy 18

Members questioned the systems in place to conserve energy in new development and also the use of water as a source of renewable energy.  They were advised that energy conservation fell under a separate policy and the use of water could be investigated.

Referring to point 4 (any increase in levels of waste arising will be dealt with using a suitable means of disposal), a Member commented that it was unclear whether the aim was for more or less waste.  He requested that the wording be more robust.

More generally, Members asked whether more of the core policies could include stronger positive statements where the City Council was seeking particular types of development.  For example, core policy 19 could begin with “the City Council encourages energy efficient buildings”.

Core Policy 19

Further emphasis should be placed on the need to ensure that the principles of energy conservation and efficiency were introduced in the early stages of the design process.

Core Policy 22

Permission was still being granted for the erection of low bridges which often resulted in debris being trapped, thus preventing the proper flow of water.   The Policy should include guidance on the acceptable height of bridges.

Core Policy 25

The Policy should be amended to include reference to pollution generated by the use of buildings, together with the traffic impact on the locality arising as a result of persons travelling to and from such developments.

Core Policy 30

A Member expressed concern at the shared usage of roads and pavements, particularly on new residential developments, which resulted in pedestrians, cyclists and motorists all competing for the same space.  She believed the need for a safe environment for all must be highlighted.

Core Policy 31

A Member requested that the words “which is not objected to by neighbours” be added to the end of the final paragraph.

Core Policy 34

Referring to point 5. (landscape design should prevent opportunities for concealment and access to property), a Member noted that such design was often undermined by residents planting trees, erecting high fences, etc to protect their privacy.  The restrictions governing the matter appeared rarely to be enforced on estates with consequent safety implications.   She requested that the matter be investigated.

A Member further suggested that when planning new development, developers be requested to consult with the Crime and Disorder Partnership.

RESOLVED – That, subject to the issues raised by Members as outlined above, the Policies attached at Appendix 2 to report P.08/04 form the basis of the Deposit Local Plan.  

IOS.20/04
SUSPENSION OF COUNCIL PROCEDURE RULE

It was noted that, during consideration of the Carlisle District Local Plan – Review, the meeting had been in progress for three hours.  It was moved and seconded, and

RESOLVED – That Council Procedure Rule 9 in relation to the duration of meetings be suspended in order that the meeting could continue over the time limit of three hours.

IOS.21/04
PLANNING SERVICES BUSINESS PLAN MONITORING REPORT

The Local Plans and Conservation Manager presented the Planning Services Business Plan Monitoring report (P.07/04).

Mr Hardman outlined the content of the monitoring report, which detailed the Unit’s progress against the Business Plan, covering key developments and challenges since the last report on 23 October 2003; progress on Best Value; achievement of performance against Best Value Indicators; Corporate Issues; Key Decisions update; and Budget update. 

In addition, the report had been presented to CMT and amended to include their comments.

A Member referred to the ever increasing number of planning applications received and processed and the resultant increase in fees, questioning whether some of that money could go towards the appointment of additional staff within the Unit.

In response, Mr Hardman advised that Development Control currently had a full complement of staff and it was hoped that performance would continue to improve as a result of that.  It may, however, prove difficult to keep the student places filled.  In addition, the Building Control Section was experiencing recruitment and retention difficulties, details of which were provided.

Referring to the consultation paper issued by the ODPM on a Review of Planning Best Value Indicators, a Member questioned whether the ODPM now looked more favourably on quality as opposed to speed of processing applications and the impact that would have on the allocation of Planning Delivery Grant.

Mr Hardman advised that the ODPM would make that judgement, based in the main on speed, although other elements would also be taken into account.

RESOLVED – That the Planning Services Business Plan Monitoring Report be noted.

IOS.22/04
THREE RIVERS PROJECT

Councillor Mrs Crookdake, having declared a personal interest in this item of business, remained within the meeting room and took part in the discussion thereon.

The Head of Economic and Community Development presented report ECD.36/03 setting out options for the development of a Three Rivers Project.  

An existing document ‘Carlisle 2000 Three Rivers Strategy’ dating from the early 1990s had assessed the opportunities for tourism, leisure, ecological and environmental projects in the river corridors of the Eden, Petteril and Caldew, concluding that further consultation should be undertaken and a masterplan produced.  Since that time some of the proposals from the Study had been implemented but the overall masterplan was not produced.

A cross service Officer Working Group had now been established and had made an initial assessment of the potential scope of the work, topics that a feasibility study could cover and the objectives of any new Strategy.

Three options were submitted to take forward feasibility work, details of which were provided.  It was the recommendation of the working group that the second option to investigate and improve public access was likely to prove of most immediate benefit, building on initiatives already underway.  In taking any work further, the views and involvement of landowners, users and appropriate partner agencies would need to be sought, including the Environment Agency, English Nature and British Waterways as well as Tourism and Heritage  partners, community organisations and river related interest groups.

The matter had been considered by the Executive on 18 December 2003 (Minute EX.326/03 refers) when it had been resolved:

1. That it be agreed to pursue Option 2 in taking forward any feasibility work and investigations should also be made into the part of Option 3 dealing with the potential for economic regeneration along some of the rivers.


2. That the report be referred to the Community and Infrastructure Overview and Scrutiny Committee meetings in January 2004 and the Head of Economic and Community Development be requested to submit a further report to the Executive incorporating the comments from those meetings.

Ms Elliott then responded to Members’ questions.

In considering the matter, Members were concerned that the proposed feasibility study may identify outcomes for which the Council had no funding.

Members suggested that the following could be explored:

· The EU Life Fund included the rivers Caldew and Eden, but not the Petteril;

· The potential to give publicity to the beautiful sculptures along the river Eden;

· Provision of canoe lessons on the Eden;

· Facilities to enable people to enjoy dinner, with music, on the terrace at the Sands Centre;

· It was not possible to fish from the bank of the Eden without a permit;

· A strategy to develop uses for the industrial area from Denton Holme to the Eden, to improve the footpath along the river Petteril and also the area from Upperby to Melbourne Park.

RESOLVED – That this Committee endorsed the decision of the Executive to pursue Option 2 in taking forward any feasibility work and that investigations should also be made into the part of Option 3 dealing with the potential for economic regeneration along some of the rivers.

IOS.23/04
THE LANES REFURBISHMENT PROGRAMME 2004

The Chairman drew attention to a briefing note from The Lanes Commercial Director, which had been circulated to  Members via e-mail on 19 January 2004, regarding The Lanes Refurbishment Programme 2004.  She was particularly concerned at the lack of consultation with all Members of the City Council.  There was also a general problem as regards the supply of information to Members throughout the Authority. 

Members were in agreement with those concerns.

RESOLVED – (1) That the Executive be requested to take on board the Committee’s concerns as regards the lack of information being conveyed to Members in general and investigate measures to improve the situation.

(2) That there should have been specific Member involvement in The Lanes Refurbishment Programme 2004 as a vehicle to address their concerns.

[The meeting ended at 2.10 pm]

