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COUNTY COUNCIL – 8 September 2021
PUBLIC QUESTIONS 

1. Questioner’s name: Alick Miskin Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith

How many 20mph limits/zones were introduced between 2009 and 
2013 and where were they in Gloucestershire?

How many 20mph limits/zones were introduced between 2013 and 
2017 and where were they in Gloucestershire?

How many 20mph limits/zones were introduced between 2017 and 
2021 and where were they in Gloucestershire?

How many 20mph limits/zones were introduced in the Stroud District 
and where were they, between 2017 and 2021?

How many of the 20mph limits/zones, introduced between 2017 and 
2021 (when its Think Travel Policy, 'designed to help people consider 

There were five 20mph limits introduced in this timeframe, for 
roads in Cirencester, Rodborough/Minchinhampton, Painswick, 
Stroud and Gloucester City.

During the same period one 20mph zone was introduced for 
several roads in Lydney

There were eight 20mph limits introduced in this timeframe, for 
roads in Innsworth/Churchdown, Bisley, Southrop, Blockley, 
Stroud, Cirencester, Gloucester, and  Bourton on the Water. 

During the same period two 20mph zones were introduced for 
several roads in Randwick, Whiteshill, Ruscombe, Rodborough 
and  Minchinhampton.

Three 20mph limits were introduced in this timeframe, they 
include various roads in Stow on the Wold, Moreton in Marsh and 
Longborough.

In this period none were introduced in Stroud District.

20mph limits are an important tool to help deliver safer roads but 
can be used to deliver a range of broader objectives including 
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their travel choices and encourage use of more sustainable modes of 
transport', had been running for 2 years) were focused on 
encouraging Active Travel and 'behavioural change' in its residents, 
rather than the perceived economic benefits of tourism and safer 
shopping?

supporting economic regeneration and place making. Maintaining 
the viability of rural villages can help to maintain local businesses, 
employment and reduce the need for longer distance car travel. 

2. Questioner’s name: Claudia Williams Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray

What action has been taken in relation to each of the 
Recommendations made by the Scrutiny Task Group in their 
November 2020 report on single use plastics 
https://glostext.gloucestershire.gov.uk/documents/s67610/FINAL%20
report.pdf?

The Scrutiny Task Group on Single-Use Plastics made a number 
of recommendations within its Nov 20 report. An update on 
progress against each of the actions follows:

1. The waste management team, supported by the 
communications service held a “Clear on Plastics” 
communications campaign in March/April 21. This was 
delivered jointly with district councils through the 
Gloucestershire Resources and Waste Partnership 
(GRWP) and included information for residents on how to 
reduce and recycling plastics, and outlined the importance 
of doing so.

2. Within GCC’s maintained schools the policy is that food is 
no longer served in SUP containers.  Clingfilm is no longer 
used in school kitchens.  Children also pre-order their food 
in advance to reduce food waste. Any food waste is sent 
for recycling to produce energy.

3. An update on progress on the procurement toolkit is 
scheduled for the next meeting of the Corporate Overview 
and Scrutiny Committee.

4. Information on compostable packaging was added to the 
Gloucestershire Recycles website as part of the “Clear on 
Plastics” campaign.

5. AMPS provided a briefing at the following meeting on 16 
January 2020
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The Task Group has presumably been dissolved after making its 
recommendations, but clearly the issues around single use plastics 
remain (and have worsened with the pandemic) - what is the council's 
plan to help reduce the use of disposable plastic across the county 
from this point on? Who will be taking the work forward in the 
council?

6.   An annual communications plan has been developed with 
partners within the GRWP, which includes the promotion of 
waste reduction messages at key holiday dates throughout 
the year (this includes plastics as well as other commonly 
generated wastes).

7.   The action to set up a competition for the best SUP 
reducing initiatives has not yet been taken forward, but will 
be considered as part of our waste reduction campaign 
planning for 2021/22.

The council remains committed to working with district council 
partners through the Gloucestershire Resources and Waste 
Partnership on this issue. The partnership has committed to 
developing and delivering an annual communications plan that 
encourages residents to reduce, reuse and recycle as much as 
they can. The council’s waste management team continues to 
lead on this work. 

AMPs continues to work with its suppliers and contractors to 
remove single use plastics from use in its cleaning and catering 
contracts. A requirement has been included in all future contract 
tenders to reflect this and is subsequently monitored by GCC 
staff. Ongoing dialogue with the rural/farming community is 
underway in order to reduce single use plastics on the GCC farm 
estate.

Ongoing dialogue with the rural/farming community is underway 
in order to reduce single use plastics on the GCC farm estate.
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3. Questioner’s name: Jane Robertson Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray

In a recent enquiry by Wild Justice, 43 local authorities were asked 
about their use of glyphosphates, their policies on pesticide reduction 
and the instructions they give to contractors. All LAs act under the 
same regulatory framework but compliance with the regulations, and 
practice on the ground differ enormously between LAs. Some 
authorities have moved very strongly away from use of glyphophates 
and have outstanding examples of good practice – Glastonbury and 
Frome, along with others, were given as examples. Other LAs are in 
the process are making changes.
I wonder what Gloucestershire CC position is on the use of 
glyphosphates? Is a significant reduction in pesticide use and 
improving practice on the ground being actively investigated or have 
changes already been made?  

We have actively moved away from the use of glyphosates and 
have identified an alternative product for weed control of noxious 
weeds (knotweed, giant hogweed etc.) which will eliminate the 
use of glyphosates.

4. Questioner’s name: Caroline Sherwood Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray

Both Gloucestershire County Council and Cheltenham Borough 
Council have passed climate emergency motions. Cheltenham 
Borough Council is also committed to making Cheltenham ‘net zero’ 
by 2030. Does the county council recognise that this ‘net zero’ target 
requires there to be zero transport emissions in Cheltenham by 
2030? If so, will you work urgently with Cheltenham Borough Council 
towards making Cheltenham a zero transport emissions zone by 
2030? 

Cheltenham Borough Council didn’t engage with us before setting 
their target of 2030.

The county council recognises the importance of the public sector 
working together to tackle critical issues such as climate change. 
This is why we were instrumental in proposing and jointly funding 
the appointment of a countywide climate change coordinator to 
help achieve this.

This year we have also commissioned Atkins to benchmark our 
transport generated carbon emissions. The second phase of this 
project, which is underway, will inform decisions on setting a 
trajectory for reaching net zero by 2045. This is our target for 
Gloucestershire and a date adopted by many other members of 
the UK100 Countryside Council Network.
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5. Questioner’s name: Caroline Sherwood Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith

In light of the need to encourage people away from private transport 
and encourage active travel by making cycling safer (the way to do 
that being through segregated cycleways and a network), if CBC 
produced a design for a segregated cycle way, would you work with 
them to implement this urgently?

We strongly encourage Cheltenham Borough Council to engage 
with county officers in the development of the Local Cycling and 
Walking Infrastructure Plan. The government has made it clear in 
Gear Change and in LTN 1/20, two recent publications on cycling 
strategy and network design, that major new investment in cycle 
infrastructure proposals must be included in the LCWIP to stand 
any chance of securing funding.

6. Questioner’s name: Paul Barker Respondent’s name: Cllr Lynden Stowe

The council agreed that land on Paygrove Lane would not be built on. 
two documents obtained from Gloucestershire Archives state that the 
council would not build on them following the school closure.

I would ask for the council to immediately stop the sale and honour 
their agreement with the community not to build on this land.

The documents referred to are 33 and 35 years old and are 
minutes of a governors meeting held about the possible closure of 
the secondary school that used to occupy this site and a 
Headteacher’s report. In the final Headteacher’s report prior to the 
school closing he reported that this land would remain to serve 
the new junior school. This has not been required as the school 
has significantly more playing field land that it needs or could ever 
use. This land has been unused for many years now and on 11th 
September 2013 the Council declared the land surplus to its 
requirements and agreed to its sale.

7. Questioner’s name: Chas Townley Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith

I applied to add a public right of way to the Definitive Map on 26 April 
2008 [file reference :573/11/214(9)], which was determined on 18 
July 2016 to be added as a footpath, resulting in a Definitive Map 
Modification Order being made on 12 October 2016; As an objected 
order can the Cabinet Member advise, what is the current target date 
for this order to be referred to the Secretary of State for decision and, 

There is no statutory time frame for the referral of orders to the 
Secretary of State for decision. There is currently no target date 
for this action.
We currently have a number of orders which have been submitted 
to the Secretary of State for decision. Until we receive direction 
from the Secretary of State in respect of those, which may require 
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apart from funding, what is holding up the order being referred to the 
Secretary of State? 

Public Inquiry, we do not propose to submit further cases.

8. Questioner’s name: Chas Townley Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith

The Cabinet Member for Highways and Flooding will be no doubt be 
aware I emailed him on 15 August 2021, setting out considerable 
concerns about the process of updating the Definitive Map of Public 
Rights of Way, including the backlog of 30 opposed orders made 
more than 2 years ago (including 14 orders made between 10 and 20 
years ago and 3 which were made more than 20 years ago) which all 
require referral to the Secretary of State for determination; in 
response, does he 

(a) Accept the analysis of the resource gaps in this statutory duty 
service of the council, including likely demand in the years 
leading up to the “cut-off date” legislation in 2026, and ;

(b) If not, why not; and
(c)  what medium term financial strategy growth item(s) are 

currently under consideration for the 2021-2022 annual budget 
making process to ensure that Definitive Map Modification 
Orders, including opposed orders, can be completed within a 
reasonable timeframe?

Officers have replied directly to you on this matter. The Council 
has many demands made upon its limited resources. A bid for 
additional funding has been submitted as part of the Council’s 
budgeting process for the next financial year. 

9. Questioner’s name: Chas Townley Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith

I wrote by email to the Cabinet member for Highways on 29 July 2021 
concerning the fact that over 5 miles of the 40 year old cycleway in 
the Stroud Valleys are not formally adopted as Public Highway; what 
action is the Council proposing to take, including an envisaged 
timescale, to include all of this route as adopted highways under the 
Highways Act 1980 and record them as Public Rights of Way in 
accordance with the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981? 

The process for adding paths to the definitive map involves 
consultation, and in this case informal consultation has revealed 
unease amongst some local councils about the proposal to add 
the route as a bridleway. We are therefore considering alternative 
options.
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10. Questioner’s name: Chas Townley Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith

The County Council’s Rights of Way Improvement Plan was 
approved in 2011; what plans are there to review and update it and 
when will it be the subject of public consultation?  

A light touch review of the Rights of Way Improvement Plan is 
underway working with the Gloucestershire Local Access Forum, 
a formal statutory advisory group representing users and 
landowners. No date has been set for public consultation.

11. Questioner’s name: Chas Townley Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith

On 27 June I emailed the Council about the possible obstruction of a 
public right of way in Painswick Parish, recorded on the Council’s on-
line mapping as a Restricted Byway MPA 140, when I recently 
received an update I was advised that it is currently under internal 
investigation. Accounts that I have been given by other path users 
suggest it has been reported to the Council on various occasions 
over the last 15 years, in addition to being raised at meetings of the 
Gloucestershire Local Access Forum, with offers of funding for new 
gates by an amenity organisation; why hasn’t this matter been 
satisfactorily resolved in a timely and efficient manner and what 
action is now intended to be taken?

This restricted byway has been obstructed for many years; we are 
presently in discussions with the landowners affected about 
resolving the problem and that process is ongoing. 

12. Questioner’s name: Chas Townley Respondent’s name: Cllr Dom Morris

The Chair of the Environment Scrutiny Committee will be aware that I 
emailed  him on 15 August 2021, to which I have had no reply, setting 
out considerable concerns about the process of updating the 
Definitive Map of Public Rights of Way, including the backlog of 30 
opposed orders made more than 2 years ago (including 14 orders 
made between 10 and 20 years ago and 3 which were made more 
than 20 years ago) which all require referral to the Secretary of State 
for determination; In response what action does the Chair intend to 
take to ensure that the issues raised in the briefing paper, attached to 

The Environment Scrutiny Committee is meeting on 9th 
September and item 6 on the agenda is the Work Plan for the 
Committee. It is for members of the committee to decide whether 
these issues are taken forward in the Work Plan. I would also 
make you aware the Council has a Commons and Rights of Way 
Committee (CROW) details of which can be found on the Council 
website. 
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my email, are considered by the Environment Scrutiny Committee?

What scrutiny enquiries has your Committee (or its predecessor 
bodies) undertaken into the processing of applications for Definitive 
Map Modification Orders resulting in formal recommendations to the 
Council’s Cabinet in relation to executive functions under Section 9FE 
of the Local Government Act 2000 (which came into force during 
2012) or under Section 21 in relation to the preceding period or in 
relation to non-executive functions of the Council?

If there have been any formal recommendations made in answer to 
the question above, what responses have been given to the Scrutiny 
Committee on the matters raised?

What performance management information does your committee 
receive and consider on the processing of Definitive Map Modification 
Orders on a routine and regular basis?

The Committee has asked for, and received, several updates on 
this work area. Following these changes were introduced in 2019 
to the way that officers manage DMMOs in order to increase 
capacity and productivity.

There have been no formal recommendations from the 
Environment Scrutiny Committee or its predecessors to the 
Council’s Cabinet on this matter.

Please see above.

The numbers of applications for DMMOs and their current status 
have been regularly reported as part of the Commissioning 
Director’s report to the committee. 
The number of undetermined DMMO applications is one of the 
performance indicators for Environment, Economy & 
Infrastructure Directorate.

13. Questioner’s name: Chas Townley Respondent’s name: Cllr Colin Hay

The Chair of the Audit and Governance Committee will be aware that 
I forwarded him the email I sent  to named members of the Council 
on 15 August 2021, setting out considerable concerns about the 
process of updating the Definitive Map of Public Rights of Way, 
including the backlog of 30 opposed orders made more than 2 years 
ago (including 14 orders made between 10 and 20 years ago and 3 
which were made more than 20 years ago) which all require referral 

The role and powers of the Audit and Governance Committee are 
set out in the Council’s constitution and include reference to the 
role of Internal Audit.  It is for the committee itself to determine 
whether or not this warrants further investigation, but I am happy 
to refer it to the committee at our next meeting.
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to the Secretary of State for determination; In response what action 
does powers of investigation does the Council’s internal audit service 
have; and what steps he and his committee can do to arrange for an  
internal audit investigation, taking account of the likely demands on 
the Council as a result of the “cut off” date legislation which could 
extinguish many miles of rights of way unless the council has a well-
resourced DMMO team within the Council?

14. Questioner’s name: Jan Mallett Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray

We understand from the Examination of the Tewkesbury Borough Plan, that 
the Tewkesbury Garden Town concept plan is to now form part of the JCS 
review. 

In response to the Inspector’s question under Matter 3.1 “The TBP does not 
consider potential allocations in the Northway/Ashchurch area, leaving this 
to the ongoing strategic planning process which forms part of the JCS 
review. What is the area covered by these emerging strategic proposals?” , 
TBC provided a revised and much expanded map of the concept plan to 
show the area covered. This was published on their dedicated website but 
was quickly removed and replaced with a revised document which had the 
original map of the concept plan. We’ve been advised that this was a 
’clerical error’. Our questions are;

What is the status of the revised map?

What is the current timetable for the JCS review and specifically for the 
concept plan to go to Regulation 18 public consultation?

We note that the dedicated JCS website is back up but there is no up to 
date information, news or timescales. When will the website be updated?

This question should be addressed to Tewkesbury Borough 
Council.

This question should be addressed to the three JCS authorities – 
namely Cheltenham Borough Council, Gloucester City Council 
and Tewkesbury Borough Council.

This question should also be addressed to the three JCS 
authorities – namely Cheltenham Borough Council, Gloucester 
City Council and Tewkesbury Borough Council.
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15. Questioner’s name: Jan Mallett Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray

Why did TBC include the original concept Masterplan schematic in 
their submission to the Planning Inspectorate [see “Matter 3A Written 
Statement”] and then substitute a significantly different version after 
the Inspector provided his review findings on 16th June? Is the 
Planning Inspector aware that TBC have radically altered the concept 
Masterplan?

The updated concept Masterplan reflects a reduction in available 
MoD land for housing (c70-80 hectares) but why is this over-matched 
by circa three times with new land allocations (142 ha of new housing 
& 65 ha for employment development) beyond originally declared 
boundaries to the East of the B4079?

Why does the Tewkesbury Borough Plan exclude the area of 
Ashchurch/Northway from the housing/employment allocations, 
leaving this to the ongoing strategic planning process which forms 
part of the JCS review.?

These questions should be addressed to Tewkesbury Borough 
Council.

16. Questioner’s name: Jan Mallett Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray

Western Gateway/GCC are expected to shortly publish proposed 
routes for a new A46 Ashchurch bypass with submission of a 
business case for DfT funding approval in Spring 2022.  Have Atkins 
and Highways England been shown the updated concept Masterplan 
and, if so, how can the route for a new bypass be decided before 
there has been any public consultation on proposed land allocations 
for a new Garden Town?

GCC and Atkins staff are working closely with Tewkesbury 
Borough Council and Highways England on the M5 J9 & A46 
Ashchurch Transport Scheme and are having ongoing 
discussions around the emerging work on the concept 
masterplan.

17. Questioner’s name: Jan Mallett Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray

In May, TBC published a Garden Town update that stated “To This question should be addressed to Tewkesbury Borough 
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support the vision, an innovative Concept Masterplan has been 
drawn up in collaboration with many stakeholders and specialists”. 
Why has this collaboration not included any consultation with Parish 
Councils or residents?

Council.

18. Questioner’s name: Peter Wormington Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray

‘Active travel’ is a key part of GCC’s strategy for transport but is 
currently trumped by the need ‘to maintain traffic flow’. We do not 
know what that means in practice so at the last meeting of the full 
GCC Council in June 2021 I asked if the council would convene an 
‘Active Travel’ forum to bring all the individual organisations that are 
working on active travel together to relate and share our problems 
and to help us understand GCC’s position. In his reply to my June 
question Councillor Gray did not refer to this suggestion for a forum: 
please would he now answer my question? 
  
The format of the forum might be similar to Stroud MP Siobhan 
Baillie’s online ‘Stroud Cycling Forum’ that has been very useful in 
getting different groups talking to each other on issues related to 
local cycling. 
  

Since my appointment to the Cabinet I have held discussions with 
the Executive Director for EE&I on the benefits of refreshing the 
Cycling Advisory Liaison Group to bring together advocates of 
cycling from across the county and members and officers of the 
council. I hope to be able to announce more details shortly.

19. Questioner’s name: Peter Wormington Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray

‘Active travel’ is a key part of GCC’s strategy for transport and in the 
reply to my question of June 21 Councillor Gray said that GCC is 
expanding capacity ‘to engage communities on Active Travel’. How 
long does GCC guesstimate that it will take to roll out schemes to 
support Active Travel across the whole county, what percentage of 
rural communities does GCC guesstimate will be covered by 2035 and 
by 2050 and is this compatible with GCC’s overall transport strategy? 

In my response in June I referred to our bid to the DfT Local 
Authorities Capability Fund. Since then there has been further 
correspondence with the DfT to clarify some matters and we are 
now hopeful of receiving a green light very shortly. This funding is 
for the next year only but is likely to be continued in future years 
as part of the government’s pledge to invest more in walking and 
cycling. Without more certainty about funding I am not able to 
extrapolate from 2021 and make projections about our service 
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delivery in 2035.

Investment in supporting Active Travel will focus on the areas with 
greatest opportunities for making a difference, and this does not 
necessarily mean only urban areas. Active travel can also be a 
viable and attractive option for residents of market towns and 
other rural communities.

20. Questioner’s name: Peter Wormington Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray

A recent Chalford Climate Action Network survey of local residents 
found that the safety of the existing road network was the major 
factor deterring them from Active Travel. To improve road safety 
Chalford Parish Council would like to introduce an extensive 20mph 
limit in the parish. In his June 21 reply to my question Councillor 
Gray said that such schemes must pass through the hurdles of ‘clear 
evidence of need, such as a road safety collision history, air quality 
management area, form part of a coherent plan to enable more 
walking and cycling trips and will be enforced by the police’. What 
grounds do GCC have for insisting on these criteria in rural areas and 
villages? 

Further to this question, what stops GCC from simplifying their 
approach to 20mph schemes - why could they not accept, at least in 
principle, all such schemes that are shown to be supported by a 
significant majority of local residents; and then use whatever capacity 
they have to support the relevant parish councils to implement the 
schemes and associated traffic orders?

The Environment Scrutiny Committee is considering the issue of 
20mph speed limits at it’s meeting on 9th September. In the report 
being presented to that committee it is recommended that 
Chalford be one of a group of “test sites” to enable us to explore 
how such limits can be introduced more easily in a range of 
different locations including both rural and urban.

Please see my answer above.

Councils are required to follow statutory processes and guidance 
when consulting upon and introducing Traffic Regulation Orders. 
These require that the Police are formally consulted as 
enforcement is a police matter which cannot be delegated or 
contracted out.  Whilst it is important for schemes to have public 
support this is insufficient in itself to justify implementing a 20mph 
limit if there are other significant objections. 

Wider priorities and resources must also be taken into account, to 
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ensure that priority is given to improving safety on roads where 
people have been killed and seriously injured.

21. Questioner’s name: Peter Wormington Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray

Given the council’s preference for making Cam and Dursley a 
transport hub for the Stroud district rather than developing a new 
Stroudwater station, what plans do the council have to improve 
access to this station from Stroud? 
  
For reference: Cam & Dursley station is 8 miles from Stroud and the 
proposed Stroudwater station would be 4 miles from Stroud.   It 
currently (August 25) takes an hour and 10 minutes by bus to travel 
from Stroud to Cam & Dursley (including a 10 minute walk from the 
main road to the station), 40 minutes by bike and 20 minutes by car, 
on narrow roads and passing through several villages. 

I fully agree that a new rail station in Gloucestershire on the 
Gloucester to Bristol line is needed (alongside additional 
significant other investment in the Birmingham to Bristol line) and 
a new rail station south of Gloucester is proposed in the County 
Council’s recently adopted Local Transport Plan (LTP). GCC 
continues to look at the most suitable location for a new 
station and we are currently building a multi modal model to help 
us assess this. In the meantime, Cam and Dursley station 
remains the only rail station on the Bristol to Birmingham line in 
Stroud District. 

As set out in the LTP, GCC will work with partners and lobby for 
improved services at Cam and Dursley station which has the 
potential to accommodate additional MetroWest rail services 
which would provide a half hourly service to Bristol. The LTP 
states that, in the short term, Cam and Dursley station needs 
additional car parking, electric vehicle charging points and 
improved highway, bus and cycle links.

As a long term ambition, the LTP refers to significant 
improvements to Cam and Dursley station, including a high 
quality station building to support its role as a strategic multi-
modal interchange with improved and enhanced walking, cycling 
and bus accessibility. In order to achieve this, the LTP proposes 
the following 3 scheme priorities:

 Access improvements for Cam and Dursley ‘Active Travel 
Route’ to Railway Station;
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 Park and Interchange hub at Cam and Dursley Railway 
Station; and  

 Cam and Dursley Railway Station enhancements.

In the last few years, GCC has successfully bid to Stroud District 
Council for Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) funding to 
improve the station and has invested in car parking expansion 
and cycle stands. We are currently in the process of bidding for 
further CIL funding towards the active travel route between Cam 
and Dursley and the station. 
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COUNTY COUNCIL – 8 September 2021
Members’ Questions 

1. Questioner’s name: Cllr David Willingham Respondent’s name: Cllr Stephen Davies

In the Corporate Parenting Panel - Independent Review Report of 
14/7/21, sections 12.3 and 12.4 note that some of our cared for 
children have had a considerable number of different social 
workers and independent reviewing officers over the last two 
years, could the Cabinet Member please advise what is being 
done to improve stability in the service? 

Social Worker workforce planning to improve recruitment and retention has 
been, and continues to be, a key priority. Continuity of relationship between 
social workers/IROs and children, young people and their parents/carers is 
recognised as one of the most important features of relational practice. 
There is a national shortage of qualified and experienced social workers. 
The service has invested heavily in several recruitment pipelines for a 
number of years now to ‘grow’ the workforce, including the employment of 
newly qualified social workers (NQSWs) in their first assessed and support 
year in employment (ASYE), national training and qualification programmes 
like ‘Step-Up’ and ‘Frontline’, overseas social workers from India, 
apprenticeships etc. The GCC Children’s Social Work Academy plays a 
pivotal role in offering excellent Continuing Professional Development (CPD) 
across the professional career pathway which significantly supports staff 
retention. There is a dedicated HR Recruitment Team which works closely 
with the Director (Children’s Safeguarding and Care) and Business Manager 
to help manage and promote all recruitment. Reasonable caseloads are 
critical to our improvement plan and there is a pledge that social workers 
should have no more than 18 children and young people on their caseload. 
Given the latent demand in the children’s social care system currently this 
pledge is severely under pressure with only 61% of the social worker 
workforce having a caseload of no more than 18. There has been a 
significant increase in the number of children in care, which has recently 
increased to a peak of 840 and is currently 826 (as of 03.09.2021). In 
addition to agreeing increase in staff to help manage these pressures there 
is a detailed Medium Term Financial Strategy (MTFS) bid to recalibrate the 
children’s social worker workforce to meet the demand increase.

2. Questioner’s name: Cllr David Willingham Respondent’s name: Cllr Stephen Davies

In the Corporate Parenting Panel - Independent Review Report of 
14/7/21, section 12.9 highlighted serious problems with paying the 
personal allowances of our cared for children.  Does the Cabinet 
Member agree that failures in this process should be classed as a 

Paragraph 12.9 entitled ‘Resource decision-making and allocation’ of the 
relevant report outlines a specific example of a 17 year old young woman 
who experienced difficulties with her personal allowance. This was identified 
and escalated by the IRO and resolved on the same day. 
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“never events”? 
Any disruption that a young person faces in respect of receiving their 
personal allowance is clearly very concerning and this is recognised and 
accepted by the service. The identified issues have already been 
investigated and reviewed in respect of individual young people and the 
learning used more widely to improve the process. Of course difficulties of 
this sort should always be classed as “never events” and any identified 
difficulties should always be resolved quickly and robustly. 

3. Questioner’s name: Cllr David Willingham Respondent’s name: Cllr Stephen Davies

 Could the Cabinet Member please advise what changes have 
been made to processes for paying our cared-for children their 
allowance to ensure that failures like this never happen again?

The relevant report referred to some examples of individual young people 
who had experienced a difficulty and the example of the 17 year old 
mentioned above was included to illustrate a specific example. The issues 
for that young person were identified, escalated and resolved on the same 
day. There isn’t evidence to indicate a widespread or systemic failure in the 
system or the process. 

As outlined above however, any disruption for individual young people is 
clearly a concern and the service continues to be committed to resolving 
any issues of this type if and when they may occur. Meeting the needs of 
our care experienced young people remains the paramount concern.

4. Questioner’s name: Cllr David Willingham Respondent’s name: Cllr Stephen Davies

 In the Corporate Parenting Panel - Independent Review Report 
of 14/7/21, section 12.9 details our cared for children having 
serious problems with how this council was assessing and 
handling their transport provision.  Does the Cabinet Member 
agree with me that these should also be classed as “never 
events”? 

Paragraph 12.9 of the relevant report refers to the same 17 year old young 
person mentioned above who also experienced an unacceptable 4 month 
delay in receiving her buss pass. 

As indicated above, of course difficulties of this sort should always be 
classed as “never events” and any identified difficulties should always be 
resolved quickly and robustly. On this occasion for this young person a 4 
month delay in receiving her bus pass was unacceptable.

5. Questioner’s name: Cllr David Willingham Respondent’s name: Cllr Stephen Davies

 Could the Cabinet Member please advise what changes have The service routinely ensures that care experienced young people are 
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been made to travel assessment processes for our cared-for 
children to ensure that failures like this never happen again?

supported to receive their full entitlements, including personal allowances, 
bus passes and a range of other allowances and entitlements. The GCC 
Care Leaver Offer was refreshed and relaunched in April 2021 so that key 
information is well publicised and promoted and can form part of the 
pathway planning process for each young person. 

The issuing of a bus pass is not dependent on a travel assessment, unless 
of course there are specific travel training requirements identified to meet 
the young person’s individual needs and circumstances. Young people are 
supported by their allocated Social Worker or Leaving Care Personal 
Advisor to make a bus pass application which is processed corporately. This 
process has been in place for several years and fortunately the evidence 
shows that this works well in the vast majority of cases. 

6. Questioner’s name: Cllr David Willingham Respondent’s name: Cllr Dave Norman

On 4th June 2021, a serious house fire occurred on Arle Road, 
Cheltenham. Given the seriousness of the incident and concerns 
of the local community, could I get an assurance from the Cabinet 
Member that once the matter is no longer sub judice, a Serious 
Case Review or similar type of multi-agency enquiry, will take 
place to examine in detail what happened; and that relevant parts 
of the report from that review or enquiry will be published?
  

The house fire in Arle Road on 4th June 2021, involved a resident who has 
been identified as having care and support needs so support and 
interventions for this resident have been part of a multi-agency approach. 
The lead organisation is Adult Social Care. Gloucestershire Fire & Rescue 
Service have been working in partnership with Adult Social Care and other 
agencies to endeavour to reduce the risk from fire at this property. We will 
continue to support all agencies in their attempts to engage with this 
resident and it is anticipated that further multi-disciplinary team meetings 
will be held to identify learning which would improve practice and to create a 
safety plan. Gloucestershire Fire & Rescue Service would be a key partner 
in any learning review and would actively support all agencies in reducing 
the risk but cannot give an assurance on specific actions which rest outside 
our authority.

7. Questioner’s name: Cllr David Willingham Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray
Around 30th July 2021, the media reported that the Taishen 
nuclear reactor in China was shutdown, due to concerns about 
the build-up, and possible release into the atmosphere, of 
radioactive noble gases (krypton and xenon).  The media also 
reports that this reactor uses the same European Pressurised 
Reactor (EPR) technology that is currently being deployed at 
Hinkley Point C.  Could the Cabinet Member please provide 
details of what radiological monitoring is present in 

Radiological monitoring is really a question dealt with at a national level and 
is not something that GCC has a direct responsibility for.

Following the Chernobyl reactor accident in 1986, a nationwide nuclear 
radiation monitoring and nuclear emergency response system (Called 
RIMNET), was installed at 96 sites in the UK to monitor the consequences 
for the UK of nuclear incidents The Government’s Department for Business, 
Energy and Industrial Strategy (BEIS) is currently leading on a programme  
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Gloucestershire and confirm what civil contingency measures are 
in place or are being planned in the event that there were to be a 
similar occurrence once Hinkley Point C becomes operational?

to develop a new nationwide system called NERIMNET which will combine 
the existing RIMNET system with the MOD’s NERIMS system and provide a 
robust radiation monitoring system for the UK. 

UK civil nuclear sites are very heavily regulated and monitored and the 
Government’s Office for Nuclear Regulation inspectors undertake regular 
inspections of all sites. The Radiation (Emergency Preparedness and Public 
Information) Regulations 2019 (REPPIR 19) require Somerset County 
Council to prepare an Offsite Emergency Plan for the Hinkley Point C Site to 
mitigate the consequence in the unlikely event of a radiation emergency 
outside the Operator’s premises. REPPIR 19 regulations also place 
statutory responsibilities on the Operator to have regularly reviewed and 
tested onsite plans and arrangements in place to respond to and mitigate 
any radiation emergencies. 

Within Gloucestershire, the Gloucestershire Local Resilience Forum (LRF) 
Major Incident Procedures Manual provides a tried and tested framework for 
multi-agency partners to respond to any emergency or major incident that 
may impact the county. There are a number of other generic LRF plans that 
may also be implemented to support the response to any emergency e.g. 
Warning and Informing (Communications), Evacuation and Shelter, 
Recovery. In addition the Gloucestershire County Council Emergency 
Response Guide provides details for how the County Council will support 
the multi-agency response to any emergencies affecting the county. 
Gloucestershire County Council is also represented on a Local Authority 
Nuclear Working Group (which includes representatives from relevant 
Government Departments) where any emerging issues relating to civil 
nuclear sites and radiation emergency planning and response are 
collectively discussed and addressed.

8. Questioner’s name: Cllr David Willingham Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray

Could the Cabinet Member please detail what investigations and 
considerations are currently in place, and what are planned, to 
facilitate charging of electric vehicles (EV) on terraced roads 
where the houses are all without driveways?  Could the Cabinet 
Member please explain how EV charging is envisioned to be 
safely facilitated on the public highway in this type of road, how 
the provision would be made in areas with permit parking and 

In June Cabinet agreed plans to invest in 1000 electric vehicle charging 
points across Gloucestershire, key to delivering on our Ultra Low Emission 
Vehicle strategy for the county. The invitation to tender is due to be 
published very shortly.

Like many authorities we do not support the use of private cables across the 
pavement/footway for the safety reasons you have cited. Our significant 
investment in on street EV charge points acknowledges that without access 
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areas without permit parking, and how other factors such as 
preventing hazards from trailing/hanging wires and ensuring 
pavements are accessible to wheelchair users and parents 
pushing baby buggies?

to affordable and convenient EV charging residents of terraced houses and 
flats risk missing out on the opportunity to switch to electric vehicles. This 
could set back efforts to tackle climate change and improve air quality.

Officers have been working with other authorities to identify and tackle the 
practical considerations and will take these into account in the delivery 
phase. These include installing charge points on build outs where 
pavements are too narrow and ensuring that we have sufficient numbers to 
cater for demand both within and outside of permit parking areas.

9. Questioner’s name: Cllr David Willingham Respondent’s name: Cllr Dave Norman

Could the Cabinet Member please detail what the review process 
is for advisory blue badge parking bays painted on the public 
highway by this council and how residents in a street can request 
such a review if they believe it to be necessary?

The Council has an agreed policy for providing advisory blue badge parking 
spaces, full details of which are available on its website. 

In summary, disabled badge holders who have no alternative parking 
available, may apply for an
advisory disabled marked bay. This may be placed on the highway 
immediately outside or near to the applicant’s residence and would be 
available for use by any disabled badge holder. 

The law does not permit markings on all roads and some locations are 
unsafe or unsuitable for a disabled bay so applications are assessed on an 
individual case by case basis.

10. Questioner’s name: Cllr Chris McFarling Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray

Globally, it may be possible to plant and conserve enough forests 
to remove from the atmosphere an amount of carbon equivalent 
to a cut in business-as-usual fossil fuel emissions of 12–15 per 
cent between now and 2050. (1)

Acknowledging that there aren’t enough trees to offset all of 
society’s carbon emissions – and there never will be; that carbon 
capture technology remains unproven and expensive(2); 
deforestation and forest wildfires are increasing in frequency and 
severity as the planet heats up; and that it takes many decades 
for a mature tree to begin to offset the average carbon footprint or 
plane flight; and that we need to address the climate emergency 

I agree that planting our way out of climate change is not a panacea to 
tackle climate change. Nevertheless tree planting and other forms of carbon 
sequestration can make a valuable contribution to achieving our target of 
net zero carbon emissions in the county by 2045. It also supports a much 
wider range of objectives such as flood risk mitigation, achieving the UK 
biodiversity targets and creating better places to live.

When Cabinet agreed our Climate Change Strategy this included a rolling 
five year action plan comprising short and medium term measures. One of 
these workstreams is to develop a baseline and road map to achieving net 
zero, understanding sources of emissions and how quickly these can be 
reduced in each sector. This work is underway, aided by the recent addition 
of a Gloucestershire Climate Change Coordinator who is working closely 
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with urgency, could you please tell me:

a) how many trees will need to be planted to sequester the 
carbon emissions Gloucestershire will emit by 2030 and by 2050?

b) how much appropriate land will be needed in Gloucestershire 
to plant them?

c) how long will it take these newly planted trees to absorb the the 
carbon emissions we are emitting today and expect to emit by 
2030, or 2050?

d) how will we monitor our carbon sequestration achievements as 
a key performance indicator to track progress towards net zero for 
this council as well as in our partner authorities across the 
county?

e) if we can’t plant enough trees in time, what must we do to 
achieve our ‘net zero’ targets?

1. Growing trees to sequester carbon in the UK: answers to some 
common questions
M.G.R. CANNELL 

2. Please can someone find me an example of commercially 
viable carbon capture and storage technology operating in this 
country?

with our six districts, the NHS and Police to develop a joined up approach.  
As the local highway authority we have already started work on our baseline 
and trajectory for reducing transport generated emissions which will form an 
important component of our strategy.

Until this work is complete we do not have the answers to the first three of 
your questions, as the number of trees and the land they need will depend 
on the gross carbon emissions forecasts for 2030 and 2045 and the extent 
to which other forms of carbon sequestration are used. In response to the 
fourth question (d), we currently monitor the council’s emissions using 
nationally recognised methodology agreed by DEFRA and publish this 
information quarterly. This is also a requirement of our partner authorities in 
the districts.
In the mean time we are working with the Gloucestershire Local Nature 
Partnership and other bodies to increase our capacity – staff, volunteers and 
funding – required to engage landowners to identify suitable land for tree 
planting and plant the right types of trees, including native species.   I hope 
to provide more news about this shortly and in the run up to COP26.

11. Questioner’s name: Cllr Chloe Turner Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray
The quarterly KPIs considered by Cabinet and therefore the 
Corporate Overview Scrutiny Committee seem to give patchy 
coverage of the council’s strategy, with some oddities and 
omissions. In particular: 
a) Why is a national survey used as the measure for customer 
satisfaction with the Highways network? It does not reflect the 
specific service received by the residents of Gloucestershire, so is 
not a valid metric. Will the Cabinet member consider replacing 

a)  Participating in the NHT allows us to benchmark against other local 
authorities across a range of areas including customer satisfaction.

b) An indicator on the % of premises with superfast broadband is included 
in the corporate dataset and is reported to Corporate Overview Scrutiny 
Committee quarterly. 

c) The purpose of the Corporate dataset is to provide a high level overview 
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this with a metric that uses satisfaction data for Gloucestershire 
alone? 
b) Is there no KPI for domestic superfast broadband? This 
remains a big issue in rural communities. 
c) Why has the delivery of the council’s Climate Change Strategy 
been reduced to two KPIs?  
d) Why don’t we have a KPI for biodiversity?
e) Why don’t we have a KPI for air quality? 
f) Why don’t we have any KPIs for climate change/adaptation eg 
flood events (other than gully emptying)? 
g) Will the council’s adoption of social value accounting be 
reflected in the KPIs for 2022/3?  

of the Council’s performance across all outcomes.   However, COSC is 
always consulted on the contents of the performance dataset, and we are 
happy to respond to requests for additions where the data is available on a 
timely basis.

d) Our work on biodiversity is being taken forward in partnership with the 
Gloucestershire Local Nature Partnership. We are helping fund the 
development of a Biodiversity Off-site Offsetting Scheme as part of a wider 
project with the Woodland Trust. We recognise that there are no corporate 
biodiversity indicators and propose to work with the GLNP and district 
councils to develop shared indicators. These could be similar to those used 
to measure and report on UK biodiversity. I will ask officers to bring 
proposals back to Environment Scrutiny Committee once we have had input 
from the GLNP and districts.

e) DEFRA requires lower tier local authorities in Gloucestershire (districts) 
to monitor air quality and publish data in accordance with national 
standards. This includes Air Quality Management Areas where Nitrogen 
Oxide levels exceed legal limits. We do not intend to duplicate districts’ 
work but recognise that there may be merit in reporting at a high level. As 
part of our Climate Change and Air Quality Action plan we have appointed a 
Climate Change and Air Quality Officer who started this week. With their 
support we will look into this and bring back proposals to Environment 
Scrutiny Committee.

f) I refer to my response to question 11 e and will ask officers to explore this 
through the climate change partnership we have with district councils and 
bring back proposals to Environment Scrutiny Committee.

g) We are currently reforming how we collect and hold information on Social 
Value and we plan to publish Social Value Data from 2022 onwards.

12. Questioner’s name: Cllr Chloe Turner Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith

Please could the Cabinet member for Highways explain why the 
council is so opposed to the use of ANPRs by parish councils, 
permitting their use only as a “last resort”, even where the council 
has the funds and the local commitment to monitor the data and 
work with police to put it to use? They seem to be widely and 
successfully used in other counties.

There are many ways in which parish or town councils can act to help to 
address speeding traffic issues within their areas. These can be found in our 
document “Community Approaches to Reducing Speed”. 

Officers are currently working with Gloucestershire Police to confirm and 
update our joint approach to the use of ANPR cameras for this purpose. 
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Cabinet members are keen to ensure that we focus resources on roads 
where there is a road safety problem. The approach will need to strike a 
balance, improving road safety and managing resource pressures and 
liabilities on highways budgets.

Further details will be provided to councillors and to parishes this autumn 
once they have been considered by cabinet members.

13. Questioner’s name: Cllr Chloe Turner Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith
I am increasingly being contacted by local constituents greatly 
concerned with the impending 2026 deadline for the recording of 
historic rights of way, both in relation to the work that needs to be 
done for rights which have yet to be recorded, but also because 
of the large backlog of existing Definitive Map Modification Orders 
awaiting referral to the Secretary of State, many of the 
applications more than a decade old. My experience of the 
PROW team is of an excellent group of officers under immense 
resource pressure, which seems likely to get significantly worse 
over the next few years. As a result, residents are not receiving 
the service they need in relation to rights of way. I'd be grateful if 
the Cabinet member could advise:   
a) How many unresolved DMMO applications are currently in the 
queue?  
b) What performance management measures are in place for 
reviewing progress in relation to the backlog?  
c) When can we expect the backlog to be cleared?  
d) How will this work, and the larger task leading up to 2026, be 
resourced? 
e) Will the 2011-2026 ROWIP be updated and reissued (or has it 
already been) for the remaining period to 2026, given the 
significance of this 
period? https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/media/3278/rowip_20
11_to_2026-45038.pdf

The answers to the questions raised are:
a. There are currently 110 DMMO applications at various stages of 

being processed
b. We have an annual target to reduce the number of applications 

which have not been determined within 12 months of application
c. If the current level of resource is maintained, no additional 

applications are received, and the relevant sections of the 
Deregulation Act 2016 are enacted, then it would be possible to clear 
the backlog of undetermined applications by 2026. The processing of 
determined applications where objections have been received 
requires action by the Secretary of State, and we therefore cannot 
estimate the length of time required to clear the backlog of this area 
of work.

d. We are currently looking at this issue.
e. We have started a light touch review of the Rights of Way 

Improvement Plan with the Gloucestershire Local Access Forum, our 
strategic advisory group, with an aim of extending the life of the 
ROWIP to 2041.

14. Questioner’s name: Cllr Cate Cody Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray
Published 02.07.20 

Gloucestershire County Council will be given more money than 
Throughout the Covid pandemic the council has monitored traffic levels, 
including the level of cycling across a number of key locations. The spike we 
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previously allocated by Government to help make it easier to walk 
and cycle during Covid-19 restrictions 

The Department for Transport (DfT) has given Gloucestershire 
£321,757 for emergency “pop-up” walking and cycling 
improvements, against the initial allocation of £288,000. In the 
award letter, the DfT praised the proposals, saying “in some 
cases authorities have been given more than their indicative 
allocations where their proposals were particularly strong.”

The proposals submitted to government for included the four trial 
schemes already announced – Bath Road in Cheltenham, 
Bourton on the Water village centre, Tewkesbury High Street and 
London Road in Gloucester.

Three out of four schemes are already in place, receiving positive 
feedback from shoppers and residents who are now able to follow 
social distancing guidance safely.

The council has taken the learning from these trials in to account 
when assisting district councils with their individual plans to safely 
reopen their highstreets and busy shopping areas. 

Cllr Nigel Moor, cabinet member for environment and planning, 
said: 

“It is excellent news that the Department for Transport have 
highlighted Gloucestershire County Council’s plans to promote 
cycling and walking as particularly strong, and that we’ve got over 
£30,000 extra as a result. This will allow us to take forward even 
more projects to make it safer and more attractive to cycle or walk 
in our county.”

Last week, the council agreed to promote cycling options in the 
county to support cyclists as well as encourage more people to 
take up cycling as a sustainable way of travel.

saw in the first lockdown, in early 2020, showed clearly that many people 
felt able to return to cycling as road traffic fell to levels not seen since the 
1950’s. It is not surprising that as lockdown restrictions eased and traffic 
levels rose so levels of cycling fell from this peak. This trend has been seen 
nationally and is not just a local phenomenon.

During the summer of 2020 the county council delivered one of its most 
ambitious cycle routes yet, creating continuous and wide cycle lanes over 1 
mile long along the B4063 London Road in Gloucester, using the 
government’s EATF funding.

On the back of this we secured further funding from the DfT Active Travel 
Fund to help build flagship route linking Gloucester and Cheltenham via 
Churchdown and Staverton, in partnership with Highways England which is 
investing over £5m itself. Since then Council has agreed a £3m investment 
in its budget for 2021/22 and we have secured funding and support from 
Sustrans. We have a contractor ready to deliver the first part of this, 
between Arle Court and the M5 overbridge, and spades will be in the ground 
in the next couple of months.

In addition to this record breaking level of investment in high quality cycling 
infrastructure in our county we have also been supporting people of all ages 
and abilities, and family groups, with cycle training. For more details I refer 
you to my answer to Question 17.
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At its peak, cycling in Gloucestershire increased by 190 per cent 
during the coronavirus lockdown and the council is keen for this 
trend to continue; as a result dedicated cycle routes will be 
promoted more widely. The county already has a large number of 
available cycle routes and increased maintenance is hoped to 
make a difference.

Now funding has been awarded, London Road in Gloucester will 
see a new cycle lane along both sides, which will help connect 
the cycle routes near the University of Gloucestershire’s Oxstalls 
Campus and the centre of the city.

Proposals from all six district councils have now been reviewed 
and the council will start to roll out changes soon. Some changes 
are quicker and easier to put in place than others and more 
details will be announced when they are available.  

Find out more about the Cycling and Walking Social Distancing 
scheme, and wider improvements in Gloucestershire online 
at www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/cycling-and-walking-social-
distancing-scheme

Extra information

Following an announcement from the Government, 
Gloucestershire County Council in partnership with district 
councils is improving walking and cycling routes around the 
county to help residents to socially distance safely during the 
Coronavirus pandemic.

A fast-tracked statutory guidance, published 10 May 2020 and 
effective immediately, asks councils to consider reallocating road 
space for significantly increased numbers of cyclists and 
pedestrians.

Emergency Active Travel Fund - the indicative funding allocated 
to Gloucestershire was £288,000 for Tranche 1, and is 
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£1,153,000 for Tranche 2. We are awaiting further information 
regarding how to access Tranche 2 funding and what it should be 
used for.

Question 1 

If "cycling in Gloucestershire increased by 190 per cent during the 
coronavirus lockdown and the council is keen for this trend to 
continue.” What has the Council done to continue this trend?  

15. Questioner’s name: Cllr Cate Cody Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray
Question 2
What has the current level of cycling in Gloucestershire fallen to? The most recent daily cycle flows across our 11 cycle counter sites 

showed a total of 2200 cyclists per day during week 34 of 2021, in 
mid August.

The count for the same week last year was 1905 cyclists per day.

As cycling levels are influenced by weather and seasonal factors they 
are highly variable especially over the short term so it is not good 
practice to compare levels at different times of the year so longer term 
monitoring is necessary to establish reliable trends.

16. Questioner’s name: Cllr Cate Cody Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray
Question 3
I live in Tewkesbury and saw absolutely nothing that made it 
easier to walk and cycle during Covid-19 restrictions.  Despite me 
suggesting a trial of pedestrianising the High Street and asking for 
maps of routes for walking and cycling into town from areas such 
as Prior’s Park, Wheatpieces, Northway and Stonehills where 
many people are still not aware of easy, pleasant routes to walk 
and cycle which would help them to avoid using their cars.  

It looks as though the money was spent on a few stickers and 
some water filled barriers located in the Town Centres where 
presumably many people arrived by car. 

Of the £321,757 grant approximately one third was revenue funding used to 
pay for the EATF Tranche 1 pop-up schemes in Tewkesbury, Cheltenham 
and Bourton. This helped towards the cost of signs, stencils and stickers 
here and elsewhere – e.g. social distancing in Minchinhampton – plus staff  
introducing schemes and agency staff to help develop schemes and work 
with Districts on their High Streets projects. Any balance and the capital was 
spent on the London Road scheme. Overall we invested more than we 
received in order to enable local communities stay safe and healthy with 
social distancing and cycle routes.

P
age 25



14

Please could I have a breakdown of what the £321,757 was 
actually spent on.

17. Questioner’s name: Cllr Cate Cody Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray
Question 4
“The council agreed to promote cycling options in the county to 
support cyclists as well as encourage more people to take up 
cycling as a sustainable way of travel.” 

Please could I have information on what has been done to do 
this. 

Staff in the Thinktravel team, with funding from the Bikeability Trust, have 
been busy delivering the County’s Bikeability service to enables more 
people to have the skills and confidence to ride safely. The programme 
focuses on Primary pupils in years 5 & 6 and Secondary pupils in years 7 & 
8.

Thinktravel have increased the capacity to deliver cycle training to just over 
5,000 pupils for 21-22 through:  

 Securing more funds from the Bikeability Trust; 
 Successfully recruiting additional Bikeability Instructors and 
securing a Bikeability Trust Bursary grant to cover 50% of instructor 
training costs; 
 Increased the opportunity to access training for all schools, 
providing additional courses in Winter months and summer holidays; 
 Delivering led bike rides and 121 confidence sessions to 
women and families for 60 families;
 Implementing a communications plan to promote our services 
and one to one training through GCC/Thinktravel social media 
channels, instructors and schools, resulting in excellent uptake. 
 Refreshing our cycling web pages and Thinktravel website is 
also currently being developed with GCC comms to enable quick 
and access to countywide cycling information.  

This year we have bid to the Department for Transport for Local Authority 
Cabability Fund grant funding to expand and further promote Active Travel 
in new ways across communities and businesses. 

Working in partnership with Active Gloucestershire we will use the Love To 
ride/Gloucestershire platform to run a 365 cycle challenge programme which 
will be free and accessible to all residents and employers in 
Gloucestershire. #Cycle September is underway so register now to take 
part.

The Thinktravel team will also lead on co-ordinating the delivery of 
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business-led adult cycle training programme to enable lapsed cyclists and 
those who have never ridden to develop skills to ride to work. 

With Capability Funding we also intend to organise a series of inclusive 
adapted cycling events to enable people with disabilities to enjoy cycling. 

18. Questioner’s name: Cllr Cate Cody Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray
Question 5
The money allocated by Government was supposed to help make 
it easier to walk and cycle, how much of the money was spent on 
cycling and what exactly were the measures? 

I refer to my response to questions 15, 16 and 17 and the record level of 
investment by this administration to provide high quality cycling 
infrastructure and training for the people of Gloucestershire.

19. Questioner’s name: Cllr Cate Cody Respondent’s name: Cllr Lynden Stowe
Question 6

We were very grateful to have been given a packed lunch at the 
Full GCC Council Meeting in June, however, members had asked 
that it would be single-use-plastic-free and some of us were 
consequently dismayed to see the single-use plastic water bottles 
for all council members and staff.  Surely elected members 
should be leading by example?  Owning a reusable water bottle 
really is page one.  Needless to say the Green Councillors all 
returned their bottles unopened as we had our own which were 
filled up in the canteen.  My question to Council is to ask how this 
can be prevented from happening again and to ensure that water 
jugs are provided instead of single-use plastic bottles. 

The Council avoids using single-use plastics wherever possible including 
plastic bottles.  In light of the Covid-19 restrictions, packed lunches were 
ordered from an external caterer for the Council meeting on 30 June 2021. 
They were asked to ensure that single-use plastics were not used and whilst 
they were able to do that for the sandwiches they were only able to provide 
water in bottles.  We have asked them not to include any drinks in the 
packed lunches for the Council meeting on 8 September 2021.  Water jugs 
will be available in the room but in an effort to be Covid-safe members are 
being requested to bring their own drinks and/or reusable cups.  There is 
also a café on site if members wish to purchase their own drinks there.

20. Questioner’s name: Cllr Paul Hodgkinson Respondent’s name: Cllr Mark Hawthorne

Given the sharp rise in cases in the South West and 
Gloucestershire in the last few weeks and the reports in the 
media that certain counties will have extra restrictions advised by 
the Government (including mask wearing and social distancing), 
what is the administration’s plan for Gloucestershire? The picture 
in Scotland is that once the schools returned there was a huge 
rise in cases. England may well follow. I have constituents who 
are genuinely concerned about how this autumn might unfold.

We continue to carefully monitor COVID-19 cases in the county and 
are reinforcing messages that the COVID-19 pandemic is not over but 
that personal responsibility is now required to reduce the spread.  We 
are reminding people of the key things they can do which include:

•Getting the vaccine if you are eligible.

•Isolation if you test positive or have symptoms remains a legal 
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requirement.

•Contacts of a confirmed case that have had both doses of the 
vaccine, have taken part in or are currently part of an approved 
COVID-19 vaccine trial or are not able to get vaccinated for medical 
reasons don’t need to isolate but should still get a PCR test and limit 
socialising to keep loved ones and the wider community safe. 

•In schools and some workplaces, regular rapid testing is also crucial 
to prevent passing on the virus to others.

•Wearing masks in busy or enclosed environments like public 
transport.

We are supporting schools and parents with key messages and 
advice as children return next week to reduce spread in schools.  We 
continue our work with businesses to encourage COVID-19 safe 
measures and monitoring larger outbreaks in high risk settings and 
providing additional support when required. 

Additional restrictions are only permitted when an area is designated 
as an Enhanced Response Area, which is a Ministerial decision.  We 
are working with colleagues across the South West to escalate our 
concerns about rising rates.  

21. Questioner’s name: Cllr Paul Hodgkinson Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith

We’ve all witnessed the frightening impacts of climate change this 
summer around the World. I hope I’m wrong but this autumn and 
winter may bring serious heavy rainfall to our area and therefore 
flooding. What is the administration’s plan for dealing with these 
potential flooding events in Gloucestershire?

The County Council takes flood alleviation very seriously and 
engages with various external partners (such as the Environment 
Agency and Risk Management Authorities) to prepare for, respond to 
and aid recovery from, flooding. Through the County Council’s Lead 
Local Flood Authority (LLFA) team, a significant programme of flood 
alleviation schemes have been both planned and delivered, 
benefitting from GCC capital and Government funding – targeted at 
communities at risk. The team also scrutinise proposals for all new 
major developments across the county to ensure that flood risk to 
neighbouring communities is not exacerbated. GCC Highways also 
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has an extensive programme of drainage maintenance and gully 
cleansing to ensure flooding from the highway is mitigated as far as 
possible. 

The LLFA team also publishes useful information, including an 
‘Essential Flood Guide’, to enable communities and businesses to 
take steps to help protect themselves from future flood events. This 
sits alongside the Civil Protection Team and District emergency 
planning teams that respond quickly and effectively to any ‘live’ 
flooding incidents in line with the Multi-Agency Flood Plan. 

Following flooding incidents, investigations are carried out and reports 
are collated by the LLFA to inform priorities for future flood alleviation 
works, including engineered schemes alongside softer ‘natural flood 
management’ and catchment-based approaches.

22. Questioner’s name: Cllr Roger Whyborn Respondent’s name: Cllr Dave Norman

Since S106 money was awarded for traffic calming-related 
measures, following construction of ASDA in 2010, Borough and 
County Councillors in Benhall and Up Hatherley have been trying 
to progress suitable schemes. This was paused by GCC in 2013, 
and resumed in 2018 following demands by local Councillors for a 
20 mph wide area limit scheme. Will you explain why progress 
has been so ‘glacial’ since? In particular, following members’ 
feedback to officers on 26th May 2021 on a draft but incomplete 
scheme, why have GCC have failed to revert to members with a 
developed and scoped proposal, which takes full account of 
members’ feedback; that is with a plan which can go into the TRO 
consultation process. And when will this be rectified?

Considerable time has been spent this year designing a scheme 
based upon the feedback officers have received in meetings with 
yourself and other local members. Since the detailed presentation you 
received at the end of May further design work has been completed 
and a Road Safety Audit carried out with the police, resulting in some 
amendments to the design. Progress has been slower than we’d like 
as officers from several teams have had to take time to review your 
request to expand the scheme to a much broader area. You received 
an informal briefing from the Lead Commissioner in late July 
recommending that the focus be on managing traffic speeds on the 
core route along Hatherley Road and Hatherley Lane. This is the 
route officers have been working on and doing this should reduce the 
risk of further delays. 

As you will know it is critical that we have police support for any new 
proposals for a 20mph limit and that the scheme works for bus 
services and passengers. Meetings are being arranged with these 
key stakeholders and officers will arrange a date to brief you again 
once these have been confirmed. 
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Local section 106 contributions are expected to form the main source 
of funding for this scheme. Local contributions and some of the £100k 
agreed for 20mph schemes will also be required. 

23. Questioner’s name: Cllr Roger Whyborn Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith

Various companies are currently re-cabling Cheltenham for super 
speed broadband. Whilst in principle this is a good thing, I am 
getting reports from numerous sources that much unnecessary 
damage is being done, and whilst the County Council has claimed 
in a detailed email that they are getting on top of this situation, the 
reality on the ground continues be one of: blocked access and 
obstructed carriageways, poor workmanship to pavements, 
damage to drives and property, ill-thought out use of temporary 
traffic lights, rudeness of crews, and reckless disregard for other 
utilities. When will we see the effect of more active management 
of the situation by the County Council?

GCC’s Streetworks team are working hard to keep abreast of all of 
the issues associated with the continued roll out of faster broadband 
as part of the ongoing Fastershire project. The Streetworks team 
have repeatedly told several suppliers, including City Fibre who are 
currently delivering significant commercial investment in Gloucester 
and Cheltenham that they need enhanced supervision on site, as the 
issues described are not acceptable. I am pleased to report that more 
supervisors have now been secured as a direct result of this 
intervention by the Streetworks team. Streetworks have weekly 
progress meetings with City Fibre and fines are administered when 
considered appropriate.

It would be helpful if residents report any issues to the team directly at 
streetworks@gloucestershire.gov.uk. Officers can then ensure that 
residents’ issues are documented and resolved.

24. Questioner’s name: Cllr Roger Whyborn Respondent’s name: Cllr Dave Norman

In February, the Liberal Democrats secured £100,000 to advance 
20 mph schemes across Gloucestershire.  Six months on, can the 
Cabinet Member responsible for highways advise on how this 
money has been spent or allocated and what schemes have been 
delivered?

This money has been allocated to the TRO budget. It will be used to 
fund staff time, legal costs and implementation costs to trial a number 
of different locations, urban and rural, for the development of a county 
wide 20mph policy.

A 20mph scheme has been delivered in Moreton in Marsh this year. 
Other schemes are in various stages of progression including the 
Hatherley scheme in your division.

25. Questioner’s name: Cllr Paul Hodgkinson Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith

Can the Cabinet Member for highways please provide a Cycling - It should be noted that cycle data pre 19/20 was collected 
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breakdown of all capital spending on cycle ways and footpaths 
(separately) over the past five years, both in monetary terms and 
as a percentage of the overall highways budget.

differently. Prior to this only schemes where the sole purpose was to 
assist cyclists/pedestrians were recorded and therefore excluded 
safety schemes and facilities provided as part of other projects.
17/18 - £488k (1.31%)
18/19 - £1186k (2.38%)
19/20 - £1971k (4.06%)
20/21 - £2678k (3.98%)
21/22 (forecast) - £8629k (13.04%)

Walking - It should be noted that walking data pre 19/20 was not 
collected. Prior to this only schemes where the sole purpose was to 
assist cyclists/pedestrians were recorded and therefore excluded 
safety schemes and facilities provided as part of other projects.
17/18 – n/a
18/19 – n/a
19/20 - £2818k (5.81%)
20/21 - £4451k (6.62%)
21/22 (forecast) - £3227k (4.88%)

26. Questioner’s name: Cllr Paul Hodgkinson Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray

In February, the Liberal Democrats secured £100,000 to pay for 
every district in Gloucestershire to have a trial School Streets 
scheme by the end of the calendar year. Can the Cabinet 
Member responsible please advise what progress has been made 
to securing the four outstanding School Street schemes, and 
provide feedback on the two schemes that have been running for 
nearly a year?

Applying learning from our first round of school streets we have 
developed a prioritisation approach for all new school street schemes. 
Over the summer officers have started approaching schools to 
determine the next four trial streets. 

Over the past year we have run two trial schemes in Warden Hill 
(Cheltenham) and Tewksbury. Conditions for most this time have 
been far from normal due to Covid, however consultation feedback 
has been generally very positive at both locations, with the School 
Street creating a much calmer place to arrive by foot, scooter and 
bike.

27. Questioner’s name: Cllr Ben Evans Respondent’s name: Cllr Stephen Davies

In February, the Liberal Democrats secured £100,000 to support 
children's development in their first 1,000 days.  Six months on, 

Funding has been used to provide support to help children and 
families who are at risk of, or displaying early signs of, difficulty with 
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can the Cabinet Member for Early Years please advise what 
progress has been made and how this fund has been spent to 
date?

language development.

Our aspiration is for the Early Years workforce and parents/carers to 
understand the lifelong impact that poor language and communication 
has and to confidently identify and meet the needs of children at risk 
of communication and language delay (impacting on school 
readiness).  Our expectation is that this would have a significant 
impact on reducing the number of children who later require a 
statutory response.

The additional support has enabled us to facilitate 50 families to 
access at least one group session and run 5 groups per week.  In 
addition 120 early years practitioners have benefited from PEEP 
training and 153 early years practitioners have attended training in 
trauma informed practice.

Together these initiatives are helping to create more resilient families.

28. Questioner’s name: Cllr Linda Cohen Respondent’s name: Cllr Philip Robinson 

In February, the Liberal Democrats secured £100,000 to support 
children at risk of exclusion and to help them reintegrate into their 
schools.  This fund was specifically intended to pay for youth 
workers and trusted adults to work with a group of schools with 
particularly high exclusion rates.  Can the Cabinet Member for 
Education please advise of progress with this fund and what 
money has been spent to date?

Funding has been used to support the delivery of the Team Around 
the Locality Cluster (TALC) programme. A multi-agency model that 
includes education professionals, youth services, Early Help, 
Inclusion, CAMHS, Social Care, the Police etc. 

TALC provides an opportunity for the agency partners to share 
information and agree a plan of support/intervention for children and 
young people at risk of exclusion.  

78 cases have been supported so far, with 38 having gone through a 
12 week review point.  At the point of referral the school identifies the 
likelihood of exclusion on a scale – imminent, high, moderate, low.  
100% of the children and young people reviewed at the 12 week point 
have seen a decrease in the likelihood of exclusion.   
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29. Questioner’s name: Cllr Colin Hay Respondent’s name: Cllr Lynden Stowe
I thank the officers who have once again organised for this Full 
Council to be relocated to Oxstalls Tennis Centre, including all of 
the audio and video technology that ensures our democracy can 
remain open to the public. Can the Cabinet Member please 
provide a total and breakdown of how much the first two Full 
Council meetings cost to hold at Oxstalls Tennis Centre?

Total cost for the Council Annual Meeting on 19 May 2021 was 
£7345.00 comprising:
Room hire - £1800.00
AV including microphones for each table,  speakers, sound 
deadening, sound management and web streaming - £5000.00
Hire of tables and chairs (unpadded) - £545.00

Total cost for the Ordinary Council Meeting on 30 June 2021 was 
£10525.25 comprising:
Room hire - £2250.00
AV including microphones for each table, projector screen, additional 
tv screens, speakers, sound deadening, podium, sound management 
and web streaming - £6890.00
Hire of tables and chairs (padded) - £768.75
Packed lunches - £616.50

The costs associated with meeting remotely are being funded from 
the additional Government funding that has been provided to cover 
COVID-related costs.

30. Questioner’s name: Cllr Colin Hay Respondent’s name: Cllr Lynden Stowe

With the upcoming Full Council meeting on 8 September also 
being held at Oxstalls Tennis Centre, can the Cabinet Member 
please confirm how much it has cost to stage this third meeting 
and a breakdown of those costs?

Same as 30 June 2021 above - £10,525.25.

31. Questioner’s name: Cllr David Willingham Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith

Residents have been in touch to complain of DMMO applications 
taking many years to resolve (with some being stuck in the 
system for nearly a decade).  How many DMMO applications are 
awaiting determination and implementation and how many have 
been waiting for one, two, three or more than three years?

There are currently 73 applications which are undetermined, of these 
52 are archived applications awaiting the enactment of the relevant 
sections of Deregulation Act 2016. Of the 21 other undetermined 
applications, 10 have been waiting for more than 3 years, 2 for 2-3 
years, 2 for 1-2 years and 6 for less than 12 months.
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There are currently 37 applications which have been determined, but 
which have received unresolved objections to their orders. Only 2 of 
these have been waiting for less than 3 years. 

32. Questioner’s name: Cllr David Willingham Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith 
What immediate steps is the Cabinet Member taking to resolve 
this long standing issue.” Over the past 18 months the team has trialled changes to roles and 

recruitment to a new outreach officer post. Unfortunately our ability to 
engage with communities was then significantly hindered by the onset 
of the Covid pandemic and rules which limited movement and social 
contact.

33. Questioner’s name: Cllr Paul Baker Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith 

Residents living near to the Mead Lane Trading Estate in 
Cheltenham are constantly plagued by HGV’s using their narrow 
residential streets to access the businesses on the estate, many 
we believe are using SatNavs to get the shortest route. This must 
be a common problem in many of our towns and villages, is there 
anything the Highways Authority can do about this?

Unfortunately with so many different sat nav and mapping providers in 
the market it is difficult for the Highways Authority to influence 
particular routing strategies used within systems.  However, it is 
suggested that the Councillor review the issue with the Local Highway 
Manager to see if there are any local interventions which may be 
possible.

34. Questioner’s name: Cllr Paul Baker Respondent’s name: Cllr Dave Norman

I am often advised that to get things done in relation to highway 
safety it must be evidence based. I am also told there is no 
money available to conduct traffic counts and gather speed data 
other than my Highways Local budget, which is already over 
committed repairing roads and pavements. How does the Cabinet 
Member suggest I gather data to evidence the need for safe 
crossing points and lower speed limits for example?

The road safety team carry out an annual review of the entire 
Gloucestershire network in order to provide the evidence base for 
allocation of road safety funds which will make the most impact on 
casualties.  In order to progress potential future priorities within a local 
area, it is suggested that the Councillor review priorities for Highways 
Local funds with their Local Highway Manager to allocate a proportion 
for data surveys.

35. Questioner’s name: Cllr Paul Baker Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith 

I believe that road safety mirrors can play an important role in 
improving road safety. I am therefore dismayed that when they 
are damaged or removed they are not now being replaced, as at 
the junction of Naunton Lane and Whitecross Square for 

Road mirrors on or next to the public highway are not normally 
recommended as they can be misleading at night when reflecting 
headlights, damaged by vandals or by accident, affected by glare 
from sunlight, sometimes obscured by condensation and dirt, difficult 
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example. I believe this is a backward step in terms of road safety, 
what is the evidence or reason(s) to support this policy?

to site satisfactorily, misleading due to difficulties of judging speed 
and distance.  In the first instance the location should be discussed 
with the Local Highway Manager to consider what other measures are 
possible.

36. Questioner’s name: Cllr Paul Baker Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith 

I am very proud of my town and proud that the Lib Dem Borough 
Council constantly tops up the Highways budget to deliver a much 
higher quality of finish to many of our pedestrian areas. I am 
therefore very disappointed that when repairs are required the 
Highways Authority invariably replaces slabs and brick paving 
with tarmac leaving a shocking and unsightly mess. Can I ask the 
reasons for this unsatisfactory solution and an assurance that in 
future like will be replaced with like?

Cheltenham Borough Council is responsible for public realm, 
however GCC made a contribution of £340k towards the recent works 
outside John Lewis, as well as officer time to help CBC deliver the 
scheme. 

On repairs, a like for like replacement is always preferred.  The first 
priority is to keep the public safe and sometimes it is necessary to 
carry out a temporary repair in bituminous material to make an area 
safe.  However in these instances a permanent slab repair will be 
programmed to follow – it is usually most cost effective to programme 
a group of these repairs rather than each one individually.  There are 
occasional circumstances when it is not possible to source matching 
slabs immediately.

37. Questioner’s name: Cllr David Willingham Respondent’s name: Cllr Mark Hawthorne 

A number of constituents have raised concerns with me about 
unlicensed e-scooters being ridden in a way that is dangerous or 
antisocial. I have contacted the PCC in both June and July to 
enquire how policing these e-scooters fits within his policing 
policies, but have not had a response; does the leader speak to 
the PCC, and if so can I get an assurance that the antisocial use 
of e-scooters will be raised with the PCC when he next has a 
formal conversation with the PCC about policing priorities?

Our top priority is public safety. That is why since the start of the e-
scooter trials, the County Council, Police, our Members of Parliament 
and Zwings (our e-scooter operators) have worked to ensure that e-
scooters are used safely and responsibly. Zwings have a report it 
function on their website (https://www.zwings.co.uk/reporting/ ) where 
the public can report antisocial and irresponsible use and can lead to 
riders being banned. 

Unfortunately many of the instances brought to our attention involve 
privately owned e-scooters so it is hoped that national legislation will 
be enacted next year to apply lessons learned from the e-scooter 
trials and provide clearer rules to police to help tackle misuse. 
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Meanwhile, it is a shared hope between Gloucestershire County 
Council and the District Councils where the e-scooter trails are taking 
place (Gloucester and Cheltenham), that e-scooters will reduce 
congestion and help us move away from carbon emitting transport.

38. Questioner’s name: Cllr Chris McFarling Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray 

Throwing things away is a waste of the energy and the resources 
taken to make the product. Reducing the number of things that 
need to be thrown away, reduces the amount of materials which 
have to be quarried and mined, then processed, transported and 
ultimately incinerated. Reducing waste is top of the waste 
hierarchy.
 As the waste disposal authority how is the council proactively 
working with Gloucestershire local authorities to encourage waste 
reduction and/or prevention? 

The Council is committed to promoting efficient use of resources. It 
has a programme of waste minimisation activities, which it delivers in 
partnership with district councils through the Gloucestershire 
Resources and Waste Partnership (GRWP).
 
The council continues to incentivise the use of reusable nappies and 
supports home & community composting. The council is also keen to 
support community led waste reduction activities (such as repair 
cafes and “plastic free” initiatives), which can be an effective way of 
encouraging sustainable behaviours and practices within 
communities.

The council operates a Residual Waste Incentive Scheme whereby 
payments are made to district councils based upon the amount of 
residual waste collected in their areas. This is a discretionary 
payment over and above the statutory recycling credits scheme. It 
aims to provide additional funding to districts for waste reduction, 
reuse and recycling. As part of this scheme, a shared partnership 
budget for the joint promotion of waste reduction and recycling across 
the county has been established and is overseen by the GRWP.    

39. Questioner’s name: Cllr Chris McFarling Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray 
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How much was spent on waste reduction this year and in past 
years?

Waste reduction activities are funded from both the council’s Waste 
Projects budget (£52k per year) and the Gloucestershire Resources 
and Waste Partnership budget (up to £120k per year, held by the 
council on behalf of the GRWP). 
Last year’s expenditure was as follows:
Waste Projects - £50,382
GRWP - £81,689
District council residual waste incentive payments - £607,245.

40. Questioner’s name: Cllr Chris McFarling Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray /Colin Chick
What effect is the incinerator having on recycling rates in the 
Gloucestershire authorities? How is this being monitored? The Gloucestershire Energy from Waste facility has had a beneficial 

effect on recycling performance through the recovery and recycling of 
metals from the household residual waste delivered to it. The facility 
recycled 2,119 tonnes of metal in 2020/21 that would previously have 
gone to landfill. 

District councils continue to offer comprehensive kerbside recycling 
collections and the county council’s HRCs continue to segregate a 
wide range of materials for recycling. 

Tonnages of all wastes are recorded in real time using weighbridge 
data from the various waste recycling and treatment sites used by the 
council and are monitored and reported on a monthly basis.

41. Questioner’s name: Cllr Rebecca Hoyland Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith 

As it has been deemed necessary to close both roads in and out 
of the Forest of Dean, the A40 and the A48, overnight for the best 
part of 3 weeks is it possible that alternative methods of transport 
are put in place such as extra train services stopping at Lydney 
and a bus service that can negotiate the road works. Particularly 
for key workers on nightshift these closures are causing stress 
and costing them time and money.

We are aware that there are two closures running concurrently. The 
streetworks team are working with our structural maintenance team 
and Highways England. Both of the diversions do not interfere with 
each other, the bus operators are aware of the diversions and will 
take measures if required to maintain the service.
There is currently a train that stops at Lydney from Gloucester at 
19:22, 20:18, 21:44, 23:29, 6:35 and 18:52, 20:34, 21:54, 23:30 and 
6:54 in the return direction departing from Lydney.
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42. Questioner’s name: Cllr Rebecca Hoyland Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray 

New research from The UK Centre for Ecology and Hydrology on 
the impact of LED street lighting in a real world setting has shown 
up to 50% drops in the number of caterpillars in areas lit by 
streetlights. 

The abundance of moth caterpillars in hedgerows by rural roads 
in England was 52% lower under LED lights and 41% lower under 
sodium lights when compared with nearby unlit areas. 

In grass margins, moth caterpillar numbers near LEDs were a 
third lower than in unlit areas, whereas sodium lights had little 
effect on abundance. The white LED lights are more energy 
efficient but produce more blue light, say scientists, which is the 
colour predominantly seen by insects.
The government’s own guidance 
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/light-pollution#possible-ecological-
impact suggests that lighting needs to take wildlife into account 
when installing street lighting. 

LEDs are energy efficient, leading to reduced emissions so a 
balance needs to be found between the safety that street lights 
provide, the energy they use and their effect on habitat. LEDs are 
dimmable, can be linked to motion sensors and can have cheap 
filters fitted to screen out blue light. 

1. Would it be possible for Parish Councils to identify 
streetlights that could be on timers or sensors as 
appropriate for the situation and minimises light pollution

2. Are the filters mentioned above used in Gloucestershire, if 
not can they be?

Over the past five plus years the County has been actively engaging 
with Parish and Town  Councils about the opportunity of dimming 
street lights and switching off during the early hours of the morning 
when there is low street use. As you rightly point out there is a 
balance between public safety and nature conservation, one where 
the County actively treads carefully.

We currently use a colour hue in the lamps that is on the warmer end 
of the spectrum for street lighting. We can investigate the impact of 
applying filters to the lamps, there would be a cost to purchase, 
installation and likely a turning up of the brightness, thus more energy 
usage, to achieve the same safe street lighting levels. Funding for 
initial feasibility and costing will be required prior to any decision to 
implement, if practical.

43. Questioner’s name: Cllr John Bloxsom Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray 

Why did the County Council enter into a contract for the transfer 
of waste to the incinerator which involved use of a facility at 
Wingmoor Farm which, it has now transpired, did not have the 

The contract was awarded following a competitive tendering exercise, 
with the winning bid being the Most Economically Advantageous 
Tender to the council. Evidence of planning and permitting was 
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necessary planning consent for this particular activity? provided and assurance was given by the winning provider that all 
necessary consents were in place. It has since transpired that a 
variation to the existing planning consent is required and this is the 
subject of a current planning application made by the provider.

44. Questioner’s name: Cllr John Bloxsom Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray 

What action will the County Council take in respect of the waste 
transfer contract if the current application for retrospective 
planning permission for waste transfer at Wingmoor Farm is 
refused?

This question is pre-empting the County Council’s future 
determination of the current planning application at Wingmoor Farm 
(ref.19/0066/TWMAJW). This application is anticipated to be 
considered by the County Council’s Planning Committee later this 
year. Until this ‘live’ planning application is determined, I am not able 
to comment on a ‘what if’ scenario. 

45. Questioner’s name: Cllr Paul Hodgkinson Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith 

In June 2019 you were informed, by my colleague Iain Dobie, that 
two of the three underpasses at Elmbridge Court Roundabout 
were unsafe owing to a lack of adequate lighting.  You were 
reminded of this last month by Alex Hegenbarth, yet no 
commitment was made to work with Highways England to rectify 
this dangerous situation.  Can the Cabinet Member please 
confirm what conversations he has personally had with Highways 
England since he was first alerted to this situation in June 2019 
and can he confirm a timeline on when this lighting will be fixed?

The Council undertook to review the lighting for which it is responsible 
and this has been done.  With respect to those under the 
responsibility of Highways England, we are aware that the lighting is 
designed for underpasses and not subways.  I am happy to ask 
officers to pass on comments pertaining to the quality of lighting in the 
other underpasses to an appropriate Highways England contact for 
their consideration.
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