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COUNTY COUNCIL – May 2022
PUBLIC QUESTIONS 

1. Questioner’s name: Alfred Roberts Respondent’s name: Cllr Philip Robinson

Public Transport Links across Cotswold's between 
Cheltenham and Thames Valley are very poor.
They are especially a problem when EAST WEST 
RAIL the re-opening of the Oxford - Cambridge railway 
and the new Oxford - Chilterns - London train service 
is factored in to the equation.
A restored DEVIATED Cheltenham to Kingham railway 
line would go a long way to alleviating these 
difficulties.
What is the Council's view of restoration of a 
DEVIATED railway between Cheltenham and Kingham 
- DEVIATED where land has been redeveloped in 
Cheltenham, Andoversford and Bourton - on - the - 
Water?

The cost of restoring, with all the required deviations, the route between 
Cheltenham Spa rail station and Kingham rail station would be prohibitively 
expensive. As referred to in the question, parts of the original route, particularly 
through Cheltenham, have been built on since the line was lifted in the mid-
1960s. The suggested scheme is not included in the recently adopted 
Gloucestershire Local Transport Plan (LTP) 2020 – 2041. However, support is 
given in the LTP for improvements to services on the North and South Cotswolds 
lines which provide connectivity with services at Oxford and the wider Thames 
Valley. The priority for the County Council, therefore, is to focus its resources to 
support improvements on existing routes.

2. Questioner’s name: Cath Hodsman Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith

I’d like to put a few additional questions to the Council 
concerning the responses I received to the questions  I 
put to the them on the Council's herbicide use at the 
council's public  meeting on the 8th Dec 2021: - 

Chemicals are used as a last resort, in a targeted fashion for the most severe 
weed problems, and in this respect we have moved away from glyphosphate use.  
In addition, for Ragwort, which makes up a significant proportion of the noxious 
weed removal, we pull and remove by hand.  Weed pulling is only viable in certain 
circumstances, for example small areas and doesn’t work well for tap rooted 
weeds, and therefore we continue to investigate alternatives (e.g. steam/hot 
foam) for future use.
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Question 3. Questioner’s Name: Cath Hodsman

1.       You provided me with the name of the 
weed killer the county uses to deal with injurious 
weeds.  It’s ICADE (MAFF No: M19069) This is 
meant to be a safer alternative to glyphosphate 
herbicides and yet on the instructions for its use 
produced by Dow Agro Sciences,  it states that 
it:  “ Causes serious eye irritation. May 
cause damage to organs (Kidney) through 
prolonged or repeated exposure. Very toxic 
to aquatic life with long lasting effects.”

My question is, how can this chemical be classed as 
more acceptable and safer to use?  Why not pull the 
noxious weeds up rather than spray them with 
poisons? 

3. Questioner’s name: Cath Hodsman Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith

2.       Question 8. Questioner’s Name: Cath 
Hodsman 

I asked why Gloucestershire can’t go pesticide-free, 
like many other towns, cities and places in the UK.  
You said that you have a legal duty to deal with 
noxious weeds and are committed to protecting 
biodiversity, then my new question to this answer is. 
Why can’t these weeds be pulled up rather than 
sprayed with poisons? Surely there has to be a safer 

Weed pulling is only viable in certain circumstances, for example small areas and 
doesn’t work well for tap rooted weeds, and therefore we continue to investigate 
alternatives (e.g. steam/hot foam) for future use.
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alternative to weed control in the region. Using 
herbicides causes harm to biodiversity, rather than 
protect it. 

I look forward to receiving your responses to these 
questions. 

4. Questioner’s name: Lesley Thomas Respondent’s name: Cllr Kathy Williams

I posed this question to the Council just over a year 
ago at a time when there was public furore regarding 
public, and particularly, female personal safety but the 
respondent came back to me to say that they did not 
know what I meant in asking that question.

As another year has elapsed, and we have again 
faced restrictions on where we can go and what we 
can do, may I pose the question again.  With single 
people, like for like, paying more council tax to 
Gloucestershire County Council than their co-habiting 
equivalents, how did the Council shape it's response in 
terms of the services that it provided to reflect this?  
What particular measures did you put in place to 
reflect that the restrictions would have a 
disproportionate impact on single households and how 
did you recognise that the Council had still asked them 
to pay over a thousand pounds in most cases to cover 
its social services staffing ambitions in each of those 
years?

The council tax rate is set annually and funds a wide range of services for the 
residents of Gloucestershire.  Some of the services the Council provides benefit 
all residents to a degree, for example the quality of our roads.  However, a lot of 
services are focused on supporting the most vulnerable, for example children’s 
and adults social care services.  The most recent spending review allowed local 
authorities to increase their council tax by 1%, known as the Adult Social Care 
precept in order to support the growing demand for such services.  To that end 
many of our services are targeted at vulnerable groups and do not necessarily 
reflect that some of residents live in single occupancy households.

5. Questioner’s name: Adrian Oldman Respondent’s name: Cllr Mark Hawthorne
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As someone who has submitted questions to full 
Council in the past, I note that the timescale for asking 
questions not relating to items on the agenda has 
been brought forward by two days. 

This indicates to me that the current process and 
timings can change. On this basis, I would like to ask 
the Council if it would increase the time for 
questioners to respond to tell you that they wish to ask 
supplementary questions in person. Currently, the 
timescale is in reality just a couple of hours. This 
doesn't allow people who work to arrange time-off, re-
schedule meetings, or for others it doesn't give much 
time to arrange transport to the meeting, child or carer 
cover, and it pre-supposes that the questioner is sitting 
at their laptop etc to look at the answers and take a 
view almost immediately. 

Therefore, to ensure that as many people as possible 
are able to take advantage of this chance to take part 
in the democratic process, for the next full Council, I 
would like to ask the Question: 
 
"Would the appropriate committee agree to extend the 
time period between the publication of the answer to 
the question(s) and the time that the questioner is 
given to decide whether or not to attend the meeting 
to a minimum of 48 hours? 

Unfortunately, it isn’t possible to bring forward the publication of answers to 
questions as this would reduce the time available to respond to those questions.  
Given the number of questions received, we need to make sure officers have 
sufficient time to research and draft answers, and for those to be approved by the 
relevant Councillor(s).  

The answers are published as soon as they are available.

However, the hybrid meeting technology that the Council now has in place means 
that members of the public can, if they wish, dial into a meeting remotely in order 
to ask a supplementary question.

In practice, so long as we know 30 minutes before the meeting begins, we can 
accommodate requests to either attend or to join the meeting remotely.

6. Questioner’s name: Peter Wormington Respondent’s name: Cllr David Gray
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The £30m that GCC are spending on cycling 
infrastructure is great, as is the vision of a cycling 
spine from Stroud to Bishops Cleeve. However the 
county’s target is for 50% growth in cycling.   What part 
of this 50% growth does the council estimate will be 
delivered by the ‘spine’ project, and if this falls short of 
50% what other projects are planned and what 
percentage increase is it hoped that they will each 
deliver to ensure the county meets its stated target?

Gloucestershire’s adopted Local Transport Plan (LTP) sets a target to increase 
cycling across Gloucestershire by 50% from 2015 to 2031. As a target applying to 
the whole of the county, this cannot be achieved by a single project in one 
location and wider scheme priorities have been set in the LTP for further walking 
and cycling investment throughout the county until 2031. 

The Stroud to Bishop’s Cleeve cycle spine was identified as a route of strategic 
importance for safe cycle facilities with the highest potential for growth in the 
county, given the proximity to employment, education and housing. The intention 
is for the cycle spine to become the main arterial link with a series of smaller 
routes running from it.  

It is not practical, or meaningful, to give specific percentage allocations for the 
impact of the spine, or indeed any of the many other schemes.  Rather, the 
schemes, and the numerous other initiatives supported by GCC, should be seen 
as complimentary, contributing to a change in our travel culture, making cycling a 
practical, environmentally sustainable, healthy and popular choice for our 
residents across the County.

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

GCC is to sign a contract for 1000 vehicle charging 
points. Can we assume the charging points will use 
only green electricity? If they do, what specific and 
measurable contribution will they make to the councils 
targets for net zero?

The electricity used to power the EV charge points is 100% green energy. 

In its Transport Decarbonisation Plan the government set out its plans for 
achieving net zero through a range of measures including electric vehicle 
charging policies. We are currently developing a local transport decarbonisation 
plan for Gloucestershire and propose to measure the contribution made by our 
own EV charging points by monitoring electrical energy consumption.

8. Questioner’s name: Peter Wormington Respondent’s name: Cllr Philip Robinson

The GCC target for bus passenger numbers is a 10% The council is continuing to develop a strategy for investment and improvement in 
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increase from 2019 levels by 2025 – a 40% increase 
from 2021 (BSIP).    What backup plans does the 
county have now that the government has not provided 
the funds outlined in the BSIP?

bus services to ensure they are in the best possible health following the impact of 
Covid 19 on passenger levels. This will also help achieve the passenger level 
increase target by 2025. The lack of a funding allocation at this stage of the BSIP 
process does not mean this work ends or the targets reduced.

9. Questioner’s name: Helen Munro Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith

Grass Cutting In Bishop’s Cleeve

At the March meeting of this Council I asked if the 
grass verges in Bishop’s Cleeve, formerly cut by our 
local housing association, Rooftop, were now included 
ion the County grass cutting schedule and when the 
first cut would happen.  
The reply was that 

“The Local Highways Manager has been in contact 
with Tewkesbury Borough Council and has agreed the 
way forward in this area. 

The areas that form part of the publicly maintainable 
highway will now be included in Tewkesbury Borough 
Council’s cutting regime on behalf of GCC. 

The grass cutting schedule will be determined by 
Tewkesbury Borough Council and further information 
will be available from them concerning their 
operations.” 

Unfortunately this does not seem to reflect Tewksbury 
Borough Council’s understanding of the position. As at 
April 19th TBC has advised that it is not responsible for 
this land, it has no agreement in place with the County 
Council  for this land and that all complaints need to be 

This area was highlighted at the end of last summer and further discussions have 
been undertaken with Tewkesbury Borough Council concerning the grass cutting 
in this area.  This area will be included in the area cut by TBC on GCC’s 
behalf. We are unsure of the programme of grass cutting for Tewkesbury Borough 
Council, but the wider county grass cut is not programmed to start until the end of 
this month.  Officers will go back to our colleagues at TBC to ensure there is 
clarity of the plans for grass cutting this year and ensure this area is not missed.
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directed to the County Highways team. Tewkesbury 
Borough Council confirmed this is still the position as 
at May 5th.

It’s not appropriate that it should be up to individual 
councillors to resolve such matters between two 
councils. The grass still hasn’t been cut.

So please can the County Council confirm that it has 
reached an agreed position with Tewkesbury Borough 
Council or another grass cutting provider to cut the 
County owned grass in Bishop’s Cleeve formerly cut 
by Rooftop and please can the date of the first cut be 
advised. If there is no contract in place, please can the 
County Council advise of its interim arrangements for 
the grass to be cut.

The grass is still growing and the lack of cutting just 
isn't fair on local residents who are pretty fed up.

10. Questioner’s name: Keith Terry Respondent’s name: Cllr Carole Allaway Martin

Regarding The Elms, Residential, Nursing and Respite 
Care Home, Stonehouse

How much of any reduction in demand can be 
attributed to fear of Covid infection and may, therefore, 
be short term?

The Elms residential home was under occupied prior to the recent pandemic. 
More people are taking the decision to stay independent in their own homes and 
communities; making use of technologies and living aids to support their health & 
care needs.

11. Questioner’s name: Keith Terry Respondent’s name: Cllr Carole Allaway Martin

Has the Council recognised the detriment to wellbeing, 
health and survival caused to residents required to 

We have taken into account a number of pieces of evidence in relation to 
managing the impact of any potential closures including our own experience in 
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leave closed Care Homes? (Forced relocation 
between nursing homes: residents’ health outcomes 
and potential moderators JM Holder & D Jolley, 
Cambridge University Press 19 October 2012)
What affordable Respite, Nursing and Residential care 
will remain available in Stonehouse?

What is the timescale for development of the site?

Where (and how) will residents be dispersed?

What assurances are made for their continuing care?

managing the impact on staff and residents.

On average a new development would take three to four years. We would aim to 
have a new facility in place in approximately 2025.

Should the home close the choice of new homes will be managed in consultation 
with the residents, their families and friends and will depend on the individual 
needs and circumstances of each individual

Should the home close all residents will be allocated an Adult Social Care 
practitioner to assess their needs and support them to make informed choices.

12. Questioner’s name: Keith Terry Respondent’s name: Cllr Carole Allaway Martin

How confident are the Council that redeveloped 
facilities can attract the required number of Carers? 
Research suggests that a substantial number of 
Carers made redundant do not return to the sector.  
(Skillsforcare.org.uk)

Should the home close the aim is that the majority of staff will find alternative 
employment within their current employers staffing teams.

13. Questioner’s name: Keith Terry Respondent’s name: Cllr Carole Allaway Martin

Loss of Residential Care places has an obvious 
negative impact on Bed Blocking in NHS Hospitals.  
Was this considered in plans for development?

The decision to manage the market and the work we undertake as part of wider 
system flow are linked. Some of these discussions are outlined in the Cabinet 
report. The two areas of work, though linked are not interdependent.

14. Questioner’s name Chas Townley Respondent’s name: Cllr Vernon Smith
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Referral of Objected Definitive Map Modification 
Orders to the Secretary of State

In a 2020 Definitive Map Modification Order decision 
concerning a footpath in Lincolnshire the inspector was 
asked to rule on an objector’s costs application (link 
below), whilst the Inspector ultimately did not award 
costs, it was determined that there had been 
unreasonable behaviour by the Surveying Authority 
with the Inspector noting:-  

“ The nearly 30-year delay between the Council 
reaching a decision to make an Order and the 
making of the Order is clearly unreasonable. As 
set out in my interim decision, it leads to 
difficulties for applicants and other interested 
parties. It is contrary to the advice contained in 
paragraph 4.13 of Defra Circular 1/09.”  
(paragraph 35) 

“Surveying authorities should put in sufficient 
resources to undertake their statutory duties.” 
(paragraph 37)

The Council has only referred 4 orders to the 
Secretary of State in the last 10 years, and  there are 
33 objected orders (the oldest of which was applied for 
on 29 October 1990) and 11 have been with the 
Council for more than 20 years and 18 with the Council 
for between 10 and 20 years. 

Recent correspondence with the Council, gives no 
assurance that any objected orders, which may result 

The Lincolnshire case cited relates to a delay in publishing the order to add the 
claimed path, not a delay in submitting a contested order.

As you have been previously advised, submission of contested orders is in 
accordance with the statement of priorities set out in the Rights of Way 
Improvement Plan.  On occasion we may submit applications ‘out of turn’ where 
pragmatically we can (for example) secure the removal of an objection or where 
an objection is legally irrelevant.  However, there is no policy to not refer 
applications which may result in a Public Inquiry.

Additional resource has been agreed by Council in the 2022/23 budget and 
officers are in the process of recruiting to these positions. Whilst there are no 
current plans to further increase that resource, the situation will continue to be 
monitored.
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in a formal inquiry, will be referred to the Secretary of 
State at any time in the foreseeable future. What 
assurance is the Cabinet Member able to give that 
resources will be further increased to ensure that the 
County Council fully complies with its statutory duties 
to maintain an up to date and accurate definitive map 
coverage? 

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/up
loads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/941717/ro
w_3210139_costs_decision.pdf 

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

Under the previous 1949 legislation the provision of a 
definitive map was only discretionary within the former 
County Borough of Gloucester and whilst the City 
Council determined to maintain a definitive map for 
most of the City, part of city area is not covered. On 
the 28 February 1983, under the Wildlife and 
Countryside Act 1981,  it became a statutory duty for 
the County Council to produce a definitive map for the 
whole county. On current plans, on what date will the 
definitive map for the exempted area of the City be 
published? 

There is no current timetable to republish a Definitive Map for the Gloucester City 
area; however, any Orders confirmed as a result of a Definitive Map Modification 
Order (DMMO) or Dedication will contain/be accompanied by a Legal Event 
Modification Order, which will add to the current City PROW provision.

16. Questioner’s name: Adrian Oldman Respondent’s name: Cllr Philip Robinson

The County Council has included and has previously 
committed to the installation of two Real Time 
Passenger Information (RTPI) screens in Stroud 
District in 2022/23. These will not be funded by monies 
from either the BSIP or the District Council's LEF bid, 

No BSIP funding was required for any previously committed installation of RTPI 
screens in the county, everything that has been committed to should take place in 
2022/23.

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/941717/row_3210139_costs_decision.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/941717/row_3210139_costs_decision.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/941717/row_3210139_costs_decision.pdf
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so are now urgently required. Can the Council please 
put a timescale to the installation of these units and 
confirm the two sites.

17. Questioner’s name: Adrian Oldman Respondent’s name: Cllr Philip Robinson

Dransfield Estates Ltd, the owners of Stroud's Five 
Valleys shopping centre also own land adjoining the 
Merryfields bus stop area in Stroud. They have had 
designs drawn up to significantly improve the customer 
and bus service users experience in the area of 
Merryfields. Will the Council commit to meeting with 
Dransfield and representatives of Stroud town Council 
and Stroud District Council with a view to costing and 
making detailed improvement plans for the area?  

The success of such a project depends on the active involvement and inclusion of 
the County Council, Shopping Centre and local tiers of government in Stroud. We 
are aware of current plans to improve the offer and would be delighted to meet 
with any representative.

18. Questioner’s name: Adrian Oldman Respondent’s name: Cllr Philip Robinson

Now that the Council's BSIP has failed to be awarded 
Government money, the County's bus network is short 
of £millions of investment. What plans does the 
Council have to deliver bus improvements in the 
County? When will it publish these detailed plans as 
far as they affect Stroud District residents, who will 
gain no benefit from the transport hub at Arle Court 
Park and Ride or the rolling out the new rural on 
demand bus services in the Forest of Dean and 
Cotswolds?

The Council is working to sustain the existing bus network, parts of which have 
lost significant levels of patronage since the pandemic. There will also be a 
promotional campaign to attract people to the bus. Additional work is underway to 
develop a strategy for much higher levels of bus priority on the main bus 
corridors. This work will include consideration of the scope for making 
improvements in Stroud and the route through Stonehouse to the A38 corridor 
towards Gloucester. This will take into account the new developments proposed 
in the Stroud Local Plan.  Information relating to this will be released publicly at an 
appropriate point during the proposal development.

19. Questioner’s name: Adrian Oldman Respondent’s name: Cllr Philip Robinson

What plans does the Council have to extend through 
ticketing across the county in general and in Stroud 

Multi-operator ticketing remains a high priority for the council however all councils 
have been advised by the DfT to await the development of a national back-office 
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district in particular, and what are the timescales by 
which bus users can expect to be able to benefit from 
through ticketing? 

system before progressing any further. This will prevent the risk of lost investment 
into bespoke systems and help ensure integration between systems. Once this is 
available, we will move this forward as a priority.

20. Questioner’s name: Adrian Oldman Respondent’s name: Cllr Philip Robinson

Given the Government has announced the withdrawal 
of subsidy for Councils under the CV19 support 
scheme for buses in October 2022, what plans does 
the Council have for bus route funding after the end of 
the subsidy? 

The Council is working to support the existing bus network, both commercial and 
subsidised. The overall aim is to improve the efficiency of the bus network, to 
encourage more patronage through a promotional campaign, and to focus limited 
resources appropriately in light of the reduced passenger numbers and increased 
cost of operation.

21. Questioner’s name: Adrian Oldman Respondent’s name: Cllr Philip Robinson
Almost half (43%) of the councils that applied for 
funding for their BSIPs were successful. Does the 
Council accept that its inability to attract funding under 
this scheme means that it has to change tack, and 
work with bus users and the constituent district 
councils in order to improve the county's bus network? 

As highlighted in my response to earlier questions (including Members Question 
number 5) we remain fully committed to our public transport network in the county 
and are pressing ahead with our Enhanced Partnership work and investment in 
bus priority measures. We will review the DfT’s feedback on our BSIP submission 
before drawing any further conclusions.


