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ENVIRONMENT SCRUTINY COMMITTEE
MINUTES of a meeting of the Environment Scrutiny Committee held on Wednesday 9 
March 2022 at the Cabinet Suite - Shire Hall, Gloucester.

PRESENT:
Cllr Roger Whyborn
Cllr Susan Williams
Cllr Chris McFarling
Cllr Gill Moseley

Cllr Alan Preest
Cllr Phil Awford
Cllr Mark Mackenzie-Charrington
Cllr Emma Nelson

Officers in attendance: Colin Chick, Philip Williams, Jo Atkins, Julian Atkins and Jon 
McGinty

Apologies: Cllr Dominic Morris, Kathryn Haworth, Cllr Sajid Patel, Simon Excell and 
Cllr Paul Baker

2. MINUTES 

The minutes of the meeting held on 12 January 2022 were approved, subject to Cllr 
David Willingham being added as a substitute.

An update was given on the action at 5.7 of the minutes. Members noted that 
officers were currently liaising with DfT to understand if any other local authorities 
had undertaken research with trading standards on this issue, to ensure 
Gloucestershire took account of any best practice already available.

3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 

In relation to item 6, Cllr Chris McFarling declared his representation on the Joint 
Wye Valley AONB Advisory Committee and as a supporter of the Friends of the 
Lower Wye Group. 

4. CLIMATE LEADERSHIP GLOUCESTERSHIRE GROUP 

4.1 Julian Atkins, the Interim Countywide Climate Change Coordinator, took the 
report as read and highlighted a few key points:

 The report responded to an action at the Committee meeting in 
November for members to receive an update on how the Climate 
Leadership Gloucestershire Group (CLGG) was progressing. 

 The appendix attached outlined 10 themes that the Group were working 
to.

 CN2030, which was the group of climate officers across the county and 
organisations, were working to develop a set of reporting metrics to more 
clearly demonstrate climate change-related work that was going on which 
would lead to an action tracking report that could be considered by CLGG 
at each meeting.
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 The Group were looking to add 2 additional meetings to ensure all 10 
themes were given the time they needed in a calendar year.

 The main area of focus at the moment was transport decarbonisation and 
planning/Joint Core Strategy reviews.

Questions

4.2 The Committee asked whether it would be feasible to receive a progress 
update report for each of their meetings. It was agreed that this would be a 
version of the report provided today, a short update on each meeting for the 
Committee to note, Members could then schedule into their work plan more 
in-depth items if required. It was acknowledged this would help the 
awareness and linkage between the work of CLGG and members, the 
annual Climate Change Strategy report that the Committee would receive in 
November should however remain the main focus for members scrutiny.

4.3 A few members raised that there was a serious overwhelming feeling at the 
amount of information available on climate change, there was a need to filter 
information out to the public but in a simple and digestible way, with added 
links for resident to delve deeper into a particular issue should they wish. It 
also appeared that there was not sufficient liaison between different levels of 
leadership in coordinating and filtering out information to enable action. 

4.4 In addition, a member stressed that councillors did not have the capacity to 
read and digest the hundreds of reports/websites/emails etc. that they 
received every week, and it was therefore vital that officers brought important 
information to the forefront. The regular update from CLGG to scrutiny would 
help with this.

4.5 It was explained that CLGG reported to Leadership Gloucestershire, it aimed 
to act as the strategic coordination and dissemination body for the county, 
creating strategic links with relevant organisations. It was stressed that 
members of CLGG did not have the physical ability to get everything done 
alone. CLGG could identify what and how, but its key role was in leadership, 
coordination, information sharing and action enabling with a focus on those 
strategic actions which were best done together or which cannot be 
delivered isolation.

4.6 It was added that there were other avenues to access information in a 
digestible way such as the Greener Gloucestershire website and GCC’s 
regular sustainability newsletter.

4.7 The Greener Gloucestershire website had been set up to pull together the 
vast amount of work going on in the county, to help those doing the work to 
connect with each other and also act as an information sharing platform for 
the public. Noting that CLGG had agreed for their meeting reports to be in 
the public domain, there was a need to add this to the Greener 
Gloucestershire website going forward.

https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/planning-and-environment/climate-change/greener-gloucestershire-climate-action/
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ACTION: Philip Williams/Julian Atkins

ACTION: To liaise with communication teams at county and district level to 
ensure that key news and messages from CLGG were being shared – 
Philip Williams/Julian Atkins

ACTION: To ensure the join up of CLGG and Western Gateway agendas – 
Colin Chick

4.8 The Committee concluded the discussion by noting the positive start to the 
CLGG work and supporting the proposal for an annual presentation, but in 
addition requesting a regular brief update on matters of urgency/importance.

5. SCHOOL STREET TRIALS 

5.1 Jo Atkins, Thinktravel Co-ordinator, presented this item and members noted 
the following:

 The School Streets initiative initially resulted from a Cabinet decision in 
July 2020 and was supported by the Climate Change and Air Quality 
Fund.

 Its aim was to tackle pollution outside schools during drop off and pick up 
times, by encouraging parents to change the way they travelled and 
resulting in a beneficial impact on their carbon footprint.

 GCC launched its first trial scheme in November 2020. The first phase 
was carried out at 2 schools in the county, Warden Hill Primary and 
Tewkesbury C of E.

 The key aims on slide 3 had resulted from research and learning from 
best practise from other local authority areas.

 Trials used traditional highways intervention coupled with behaviour 
techniques and incentives to implement change.

 Over the past two years, the team had created a prioritisation matrix to 
assist school selection for the next trial phase. The criteria for schools 
being selected included an existing active travel promotion, its location, 
local infrastructure for walking and cycling etc.

 The key benefits were outlined on slide 5. For the existing trials, the team 
had carried out a survey at the start of the trial and one 12 months later 
which was currently being examined to understand any change in views. 
What they had seen in the first survey was safety, climate change and 
health benefits were the most important areas for families.

 The trials were linked in with the Greener Gloucestershire campaign and 
the team also provided a regular School Streets blog to capture on the 
ground positives. 

 The second phase of the trial was planned for spring 2022. A lot of work 
had gone into working with the schools who had been selected, 
especially due to post-Covid impacts on staff shortages etc. 

 Slides 8 and 9 gave an overview of the impacts of the Trial so far.

https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/highways/road-safety/school-streets-scheme-trial/blog/


Minutes subject to their acceptance as a 
correct record at the next meeting

- 4 -

Questions

5.2 In response to a question, it was advised that the scheme only currently 
covered primary schools. Secondary schools had been involved in some 
areas of the country, but it was common for older students to travel 
independently to school rather than rely on parents dropping them off.

5.3 Looking at the trials in more detail, members noted that; each scheme 
involved one street that was temporarily closed at peak times, but each 
parking exclusion zone was different depending on the site. The 
displacement of cars then became wider as not all parents were trying to 
park on the same road. It was not compulsory for schools to have 
stewards/barriers out every day but the enforcement/signs etc. remained 
fully functioning throughout the trial period. Staff at primary schools were 
often around to welcome children so the stewarding offered the same 
opportunity. Schools had begun to consider recruiting volunteers to do this 
however to free up some staff time, especially considering the Covid 
impacts.

5.4 A few members raised concern for children’s safety where they had been 
seen walking in the road due to closures around the school. It was advised 
that the Think Travel team had done a lot of work around road safety with the 
children, including trips to SkillZONE. In addition, the trials had seen roads 
being a lot calmer, avoiding parking outside the gates and huge congestion 
problems around the school which in itself improved children’s safety. 

5.5 It was added that the timing of the trials had been impacted by Covid and 
had made it very difficult for everyone to be involved as previously 
envisaged. The team at GCC had worked above and beyond to roll the 
schemes out within this difficult context, notwithstanding the emotional 
aspect of behaviour change for parents having strong opinions on their 
children’s safety. There had also been very challenging staff shortages at the 
schools due to Covid implications. As we moved into a phase of living with 
Covid, the trials needed time to stabilise to see the full impact/benefits.

5.6 The Executive Director questioned whether the finance and officer effort was 
achieving what the scheme had been set up to do. It would be impossible to 
replicate these two schemes across the county on staff resource implications 
alone, and it was queried if there would be a better way to spend the money 
whilst resulting in the same outcomes for climate change and road safety.

5.7 A member questioned whether the trials had been measured against outputs 
in order to assess whether they had been successful enough to continue, 
expand or alternatively, needed to be closed. It was felt that the report that 
had been presented today gave a view that it was a good scheme to 
continue with, but views shared at the meeting had put this into question. It 
was advised that baseline data had been collected at the start of the trials, 
schools had done surveys, there was air quality monitoring working with the 
districts etc. 



Minutes subject to their acceptance as a 
correct record at the next meeting

- 5 -

5.8 An officer confirmed that the scheme was being run through a Traffic 
Regulation Order, and therefore the decision on whether to continue or not 
remained with the Traffic Regulation Order Committee. It was agreed that 
officers would take an action to explore how scrutiny could be involved in 
making a final decision following the discussion today.

ACTION: Philip Williams

6. RESTORING OUR RIVERS TASK GROUP 

6.1 The Group had one interview session left before they would begin to look at 
formalising their recommendations. They had had meetings with many 
relevant parties to date, including the Environment Agency, Ofwat, pressure 
groups etc.

6.2 The Chair highlighted how well the Group had worked over this period. It had 
been a very good piece of scrutiny work and they hoped to finalise the report 
in time to influence the Environment Bill that was due in September.

7. WORK PLAN 

7.1 Members noted the future items in the attached work plan and made the 
following amendments:

 Officers suggested that the Committee may be interested in a 
presentation on transport decarbonisation. It was noted that this also had 
a close link to Economic Growth Scrutiny so this would be offered as a 
joint item in May.

 In order to avoid overloading the date in May, it was suggested that Flood 
Management and EV charging points be delayed until July. This also 
meant that more information would be available on the EV roll out by this 
point.

 The Chair of the Restoring our Rivers Task Group suggested that the 
Group would aim to bring their final report back to scrutiny in July,but this 
should be tentative for now.

7.2 There was also a discussion on a future item on Strategic Planning. It was 
advised that GCC now had a role in the JCS, but this was only as a 
consultee, the policies remained written and driven by the district councils. 
The issues previously raised about CIL remained, the Executive Director had 
a principal agreement with district councils on a strategic overview planning 
paper from GCC but nothing further had been agreed. The county also 
waited in anticipation for the Planning White Paper.

7.3 The Committee requested that officers took an action to restart the 
conversations on strategic planning with the district councils to see if any 
progress could be made. They noted that this was not just about sustainable 
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growth and climate change, but also increasing pressures on the county’s 
provisions in education/healthcare etc.

ACTION: Colin Chick/Simon Excell

CHAIR

Meeting concluded at 12:30.
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