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LoTAG Traffic & Transportation Best Value Working Sub-Group

28 February 2001
14:00 – 16:00

4th Floor Meeting Room

Apologies

Ify Nonyelu – LB Richmond

Nigel Kent – Waltham Forest

Present

Bram Kainth – LB Camden (Chair)

Caroline Kerley – LB Camden (Minutes)

David Webster – LB Redbridge

Stuart Foster – LB Haringey

Danny Gayle – LB Hackney

Minutes of Previous Meeting

Minutes of meeting 6/12/00 agreed.

Democratic Renewal

The group discussed key issues from Government Regulation i.e. What can be approved by officers and what needs to be approved by Cabinet.   In cases where there are problems and objections raised, if these issues cannot be resolved on Area Basis, then the Cabinet becomes the next option.  

Tom Fisher provided the meeting with information on Democratic Renewal.  He gave the definition of a ‘key decision’, as defined by regulations:

· Decisions which are likely to result in the LA incurring expenditure which is, or the making of savings which are, significant having regard to the LA’s budget for the services or function to which the decision relates: or

· Decisions which are likely to be significant in terms of its effect on communities living or working in an area comprising two or more wards in the LA area.

The group looked at other ways that decisions are made regarding schemes, major issues, and policy issues.  David Webster gave the example that in Redbridge, there is a problem of defining policy per scheme, and that there are also problems with different policies within the same borough.  A question was raised on how is everyone dealing with Democratic Renewal.  Area working, deputisation and scrutiny committees were also discussed, but the emphasis was on each member going back and looking at their own working processes.

Action:  All group members to look at legislation regarding democratic renewal and how it is dealt with in their section, and report back to the next meeting.

DETR Response to Bus Priority BVPI’s

Chloe Meacher from DETR sent an email to LB Camden, stating

‘London Boroughs do not have to report n BV 94, 101, 102, 103 and 104.’

Action:  Email to be sent to Chloe Meacher asking her to send the same information in a letter to LB Camden.

Future of the Group

Due to the fact that most London Boroughs have been working with Best Value for a substantial period of time now, it is becoming less of an issue for this working group, however there is still a high turnout for the Main Best Value Group.  The group attributed this to the generic scope of the meeting.  It was suggested that the area of work covered by this meeting be abandoned, by the meetings continue focused more on general service issues as they arise, and the impact BV would have on these issues. However, the meeting would need to cover traffic and transport issues.

The group also discussed looking into the possibility of a TfL forum, as the opinion was that it would be more beneficial working with TfL on certain transport issues.

Any Other Business

The group had a general discussion on Customer Satisfaction Surveys. The average response is 10 – 15%.

Best Value Inspections were raised, because the Engineering & Traffic Service is due for the inspection.  It was agreed that this is an important issue and should stay on the agenda.

Date of Next Meeting

June 6 2001

14:00 – 16:00

Committee Room 3
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