INFRASTRUCTURE OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE 

– SPECIAL MEETING

WEDNESDAY 29 JUNE 2005 AT 2.54 PM

PRESENT:
Councillor Mrs Mallinson (Chairman), Councillors Allison,  Dodd, Miss Martlew, Mrs Rutherford and Im Thurn.

IOS.63/05
APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

Apologies for absence were submitted on behalf of Councillors Mrs Crookdake and Stockdale.

IOS.64/05
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

There were no declarations of interest affecting the business to be transacted.

IOS.65/05
COMMUNITY AND HOUSING RECOVERY ACTION PLAN
The Executive Directors submitted report CE.15/05 detailing the following recommendations of the Community and Housing Recovery Group for schemes to spend the £1.5 m Government funding granted to the City Council to be spent within the flood affected area, primarily on private sector housing –

· Stock condition survey - £98,000;

· Decent Homes (identified through the stock condition survey) - £325,000;

· Uninsured vulnerable properties (based on 13 properties at approximately £25,000 each) - £325,000;

· Energy efficiency (loft insulation, air source heat pumps and ICE packs to vulnerable people) - £50,000;

· Private security patrols (Crime and Disorder Reduction Partnership to provide additional £45,000) - £15,000;

· Spring clean/landscaping/drainage/footways (including New Deal arrangements) - £130,000;

· Pilot flood resilience work in the rural area for vulnerable people - £180,000;

· Lanes in flood affected areas, to cover works such as surfacing and increased lighting - £297,500;

· Small landscaped areas - £10,000;

· Allotments (Willowholme, St Aidans and Botcherby Paddock) - £65,500;

· Enhancement of private land adjacent to highway - £3,000;

· Warwick Road alleygating (£5,000 funded through the Crime and Disorder Reduction Partnership);

· Restoration of bollards behind Warwick Road - £1,000.

The Committee’s observations were requested for submission to the Executive at its meeting on 4 July 2005.

In considering the matter, and further to discussions in the combined meeting of the Community, Corporate Resources and Infrastructure Overview and Scrutiny Committees held earlier that afternoon, Members raised the following points - 

(a) Concern as to whether sufficient staffing resources existed to undertake works generated by the additional £1.5 m funding and whether that would be to the detriment of existing City Council services.

The Head of Commercial and Technical Services explained the position as regards each of the options for spending identified within report CE.15/05 as he understood it.   The additional funding would supplement the City Council’s normal work and investigations would be made into recruiting additional staff resources through New Deal.  He was aware of the need to maintain normal working and procurement issues were being investigated.

(b) A Member referred to item 4 (Energy efficiency – loft insulation, air source heat pumps and ICE packs to vulnerable people - £50,000) and item 8 (Lanes in the flood affected areas – to cover works such as surfacing and increased lighting - £297,500) and questioned whether there was a case for re-examining the amounts assigned to those two areas.

Mr Battersby replied that the objective had been to establish a package of proposals.  Thereafter if it was possible to produce evidence to justify further claims to Government then that would be valuable.   The Working Group could monitor the overall effectiveness of the programme.

(c) A Member noted that 13 properties had been identified as being uninsured vulnerable properties.  He questioned how many more people would suffer from under insurance and would experience financial shortfalls in renovating their flood damaged properties.

Mr Battersby undertook to ask the responsible Officer to respond on that point.

By way of clarification a Member added that, in his experience, there were always shortfalls i.e. people had to pay excesses when making insurance claims which was why he was concerned at the responsiveness and reach of the Cumbria Community Foundation resources.   He believed that it was now possible for people to reapply to the Foundation for much larger sums of money.

(d) Referring to spring cleaning of flood affected areas, a Member indicated that she would be happy to look at the Petteril and report back on the position.  

Mr Battersby explained that teams in dedicated vehicles would be instructed to tidy up such areas.   However, the large numbers of people currently working in those areas, numbers of parked vehicles, debris, etc were problematic and a strategy was required to shape how work could be undertaken.  Work had started, via the Denton Holme Forum, to look at the Caldew.  The aim must be to respond to the public’s concerns and expectations.

(e) Members questioned whether United Utilities had added to the problem.

In response, Mr Battersby commented that when problems arose they were conveyed back through Capita.  Ideally works should be co‑ordinated with United Utilities’ programme of works, but that could not be guaranteed.

(f) Members stressed that a co‑ordinated approach should be adopted as regards repairs to lanes in order that works encompassed improvements to drains, lighting, etc.

Mr Battersby fully agreed with that sentiment, commenting that it was about the impact lanes had on the quality of life, safety and environment of particular areas.  He would endeavour to meet with colleagues at the County Council to ensure a co‑ordinated approach.

(g) A Member referred to the potential for match funding and commented that it would not always be possible to obtain match funding from the County Council since it had to consider works to the whole of Cumbria and not just Carlisle.

(h) In response to a question on the enhancement of private land adjacent to the highway, Mr Battersby stressed the need to recognise roads such as Warwick Road as main entrances into the City.  He suggested that the Council encourage owners of private land to improve their land or offer to do work on their behalf at Council expense.

(i) In response to a question, Mr Battersby reported that the restoration of bollards behind Warwick Road had been raised through the Crime and Disorder Reduction Partnership.

(j) A Member questioned the timescale for undertaking the spending options identified.

Mr Battersby replied that, subject to Executive approval and no call‑ins, he would be meeting with his team to discuss how to take the programme forward as of Monday of next week.

A Member sought clarification as to whether spending had to be endorsed by full Council.

In response Dr Gooding (Executive Director) referred the Member to the financial implications as detailed within the report, commenting that a budget provision for the scheme was contained within the 2005/06 revised Capital Programme.

RESOLVED – That the comments outlined at (a) – (j) above be conveyed to the Executive as this Committee’s observations on the Community and Housing Recovery Action Plan.

[The meeting ended at 3.27 pm]

