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PUBLIC QUESTIONS TO CABINET – 27 November 
 

Question 1 
 
Ms V Stinchcombe, Dulas 
 
To: cabinet member, children and families 
 
In light of the climate emergency declared by Herefordshire council (and thank you for declaring 
that) I’d like to ask how schools and young people are being prepared and supported, both in 
terms of clear and honest information and an emphasis on the skills they will need as things get 
progressively worse. We can’t allow them to face this crisis uninformed and unprepared. 
 
Response 
 
Thank you for your question linked to our declaration of a climate emergency and your concerns 
about how young people and schools are being supported to get accurate and helpful information 
on this complex and significant challenge we all face.   
 
As you are aware, schools do follow a relatively set curriculum which we have limited influence 
over. Academies have more flexibility over the content than do maintained schools but all have 
some control over how it is taught. In addition, over recent years the council has reduced its 
activities within schools for a number of reasons – with financial constraints being a major lever 
but also a move towards a school led system. However, Herefordshire Council currently has a 
number of excellent projects in which schools participate. These include our Active Travel 
programme, including “Bikeability”, which aims at moving people (including young people at 
schools) away from fossil fuel forms of transport to more environmentally friendly and healthier 
options, such as walking and cycling. In addition, there is also an opportunity for schools to 
engage with renewable energy projects through the Marches Renewable Energy programme, 
which would enable schools to consider how to reduce their climate impact through the use of 
renewables. Furthermore, we are currently revising our carbon management plan (due to 
achieving our 2020/21 target two years early) and also to keep in line with our new ambition of 
being carbon neutral by 2030/31. As part of our work to reduce council emissions, we will also 
look at ways in which we can show leadership across the county and this will include aspects 
such as considering young persons engagement within our aim to include Herefordshire resident, 
businesses and schools in community engagement for a countywide carbon emissions reduction 
strategy too.   
 
Finally, we have a corporate aim to ensure our young people have easy access to clear, honest 
and accurate information. This is a significant issue and one which the council is taking very 
seriously indeed. It will take time for plans, actions and changes to see evidential impact but it is 
a challenge which we intend to address courageously so we can look forward to future where 
climate breakdown is not on their list of worries. 
 
Question 2 
 
Mr D Hall, Leominster 
 
To: cabinet member, infrastructure and transport 
 
Being in your role for over six months now, you will note in the last number of weeks and months, 
the increasing continued breakdowns and incidents/RTCs across the county, not least on the 
'new bridge' in Hereford, particularly at peak times, which effectively brings Hereford to a 
complete standstill, increasing pollution and congestion. 
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Therefore, how long can this administration continue to prolong a by-pass, when you will 
categorically realise that without one, Herefordshire cannot prosper socially, economically and 
environmentally and will encounter continued underfunded investment and jobs being diverted 
elsewhere whilst Herefordshire will be doomed to the 'dark ages'. 
 
Response 
 
We are committed to supporting the economy of the county and protecting the environment.  All 
decisions we take must be compatible with the climate emergency, carbon reduction and emerg-
ing policy. We believe that there are other options that could deliver transport and growth objec-
tives in Herefordshire and these should be considered. This is why I have taken the decision to 
review the bypass scheme which was developed as part of the Hereford Transport Package.  
 
I feel you are making an assumption that the only way we can combat congestion is by building 
more roads, I don’t agree that building roads is the only way to do that. I do believe a second 
bridge crossing is a strategic necessity but as important is getting a high percentage of people 
who live in the City to travel a different way – by foot, by safe cycling, by electric bus.  I am also 
examining the potential of removing traffic lights to improve traffic flow through the city. This all 
requires investment and planning to enable people to have the opportunity to choose to travel a 
different way. Motorways and bypasses are as congested at many times as Greyfriars bridge.  
 
I recognise the importance of keeping traffic moving and the Council and our delivery partner 
Balfour Beatty Living Places works very closely with the emergency services to respond to 
incidents as quickly as possible.  I am also in discussion with Highways England (which is 
responsible for the A49 through Hereford) to explore what more they can do to ensure that they 
clear incidents quickly and ensure traffic flows smoothly which may include recovery service. 
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COUNCILLOR QUESTIONS TO CABINET – 27 November 
 

Question 1 
 
Councillor Symonds,  
 
To: leader of the council 
 
Could the Leader please provide a progress report on implementation of Community 
Infrastructure Levy, adoption of which was agreed in principle in July 2019, including confirmation 
that CIL can be implemented by 1st January 2021 and details of key decision dates necessary to 
achieve this? 
 
Response 
 
At its July meeting, Council resolved to ask the executive to investigate the adoption of the 
Community Infrastructure Levy as a matter of urgency, ensuring it is implemented for 
Herefordshire no later than January 2021. The executive has yet to formally determine its 
response but, as reported to Council in October, the core strategy review is underway with initial 
work focussed on reviewing existing plan documents against the revised national planning policy 
framework and the identification of evidence requirements. This work will inform a decision early 
in the New Year as to the detailed scope and timetable for the core strategy review will 
encompass a response to the resolution. 
 
Question 2 
 
Councillor Nigel Shaw,  
 
To: leader of the council 
 
Following disclosure under a Freedom of Information Act request I have discovered that the grant 
provided by the LEP via Shropshire Council (SC) for the SWTP has fourteen grant clawback 
terms including, “If in the reasonable opinion of (SC) progress towards delivery and completion 
of the Project is unsatisfactory.” Following the LEP decision at their emergency board meeting 
on November 7th to refuse the Authority’s request to amend the delivery profile and contrary to 
his comments published by the Hereford Times on October 17th will the Leader now admit that 
the grant has clawback criteria and that the £3.8m already received is at risk and should be 
identified as such in the corporate risk register and earmarked reserves following the 
requirements of the Code of Practice on Local Authority Accounting, SeRCOP and the Prudential 
Code? 
 
Response 
 
I am aware that the funding agreement for the SWTP includes the provisions identified.  The 
Monitoring Officer has advised that the current construction pause in relation to the Southern 
Link Road does not constitute a trigger for claw back of the grant monies. The grant so far totalling 
£3.8m paid by the LEP, was paid to the council, in arrears for the stages of the scheme certified 
as allowable and defrayed expenditure in accordance with the grant conditions. The Council has 
not received any request from the LEP for the repayment of this grant.  If the grant is deemed to 
be repayable, then the council would need to consider all of the funding options open it to revise 
the funding of the South Wye Transport Package. These options could include the use of revenue 
budgets or reserves as well as alternative sources of capital funding.  
 
There is a project risk register is in place for this project. As risks are identified they are recorded 
and quantified and monitored regularly. The possible loss of funding for this scheme from the 
Marches LEP is identified as a risk in the project register and was considered in the recent 
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Cabinet Member decision on the Hereford Transport Package and South Wye Transport 
Package taken on the 22nd October 2019.  The SWTP is also identified within the current 
Corporate Risk Register under the Economy and Place Directorate, reported to the Audit and 
Governance Committee on 19th November 2019, identifies that discussions are ongoing with 
funders and the risk will be updated as these discussions progress in accordance with the 
Council’s Performance, Risk and Opportunity Management Framework. 
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