
 

 

 

  
 

 

 
A meeting of the 

 

West of England Joint Committee 
 

will be held on 
 
 

Date: Friday 2 February 2018 
 

Time:  1pm or the rise of the West of England Combined  
 Authority Committee 

 

Place:  The Council Chamber, Kingswood Civic Centre,  
 South Gloucestershire Council, High Street, Kingswood,  
 BS15 4AJ 

 
 

 
 
 
 
Notice of this meeting is given to members of the West of England Joint Committee as follows: 
 
Cllr Tim Warren, Bath & North East Somerset Council 
Mayor Marvin Rees, Bristol City Council  
Cllr Nigel Ashton, North Somerset Council 
Cllr Matthew Riddle, South Gloucestershire Council 
Mayor Tim Bowles, West of England Combined Authority 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Enquiries to: 
 
Joanna Greenwood 
West of England Combined Authority Office  
Rivergate 3  
Temple Way 
Bristol, BS1 6ER 
Email: democratic.services@westofengland-ca.gov.uk 
Tel: 0117 42 86210 
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West of England Joint Committee  
Agenda 

 
YOU HAVE THE RIGHT TO:- 

• Attend all West of England Joint Committee meetings unless the business to be dealt with would 
disclose ‘confidential’ or ‘exempt’ information. 

• Inspect agendas and public reports five days before the date of the meeting 

• Inspect agendas, reports and minutes of the West of England Joint Committee for up to six years 
following a meeting. 

• Inspect background papers used to prepare public reports for a period public reports for a period of 
up to four years from the date of the meeting. (A list of background papers to a report is given at the 
end of each report.) A background paper is a document on which the officer has relied in writing the 
report. 

• Have access to the public register of names, addresses and wards of all Councillors sitting on West 
of England Joint Committee with details of the membership of all Committees and Sub-Committees. 

• Have a reasonable number of copies of agendas and reports (relating to items to be considered in 
public) made available to the public attending meetings of West of England Joint.  

• Have access to a list setting out the decisions making powers the West of England Joint Committee 
has delegated to their officers and the title of those officers.  

• Copy any of the documents mentioned above to which you have a right of access. There is a 
charge of 15p for each side of A4, subject to a minimum charge of £4. 

• For further information about this agenda or how the Council works please contact Joanna 
Greenwood, telephone 0117 42 86210 or e-mail: democratic.services@westofengland-ca.gov.uk 

 

 
OTHER LANGUAGES AND FORMATS 

This information can be made available in other 
languages, in large print, braille or on audio tape. 

Please phone 0117 42 86210 
 
Guidance for press and public attending this meeting 
 
The Openness of Local Government Bodies Regulations 2014 mean that any member of the public or press 
attending this meeting may take photographs, film or audio record proceedings and may report on the 
meeting including by use of social media (oral commentary is not permitted during the meeting as it would 
be disruptive). This will apply to the whole of the meeting except where there are confidential or exempt 
items, which may need to be considered in the absence of the press or public.  
 
If you intend to film or audio record this meeting please contact the Democratic Services Officer named on 
the front of the agenda papers beforehand, so that all necessary arrangements can be made. 
 
Some of our meetings are webcast. By entering the meeting room and using the public seating areas you 
are consenting to being filmed, photographed or recorded. At the start of the meeting, the Chair will confirm 
if all or part of the meeting is to be filmed. If you would prefer not to be filmed for the webcast, please make 
yourself known to the camera operators. 
 
An archived recording of the proceedings will also be available for viewing after the meeting. The Combined 
Authority may also use the images/sound recordings on its social media site or share with other 
organisations, such as broadcasters. 
 
To comply with the Data Protection Act 1998, we require the consent of parents or guardians before filming 
children or young people. For more information, please speak to the camera operator. 
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1. EVACUATION PROCEDURE 
In the event of a fire, please await direction from Bristol City Council staff who will help assist with 
the evacuation.   Please do not return to the building until instructed to do so by the fire warden(s). 
 

2. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 
To receive apologies for absence from Members. 
 

3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST UNDER THE LOCALISM ACTION 2011 
Members who consider that they have an interest to declare are asked to: a) State the item number 
in which they have an interest, b) The nature of the interest, c) Whether the interest is a disclosable 
pecuniary interest, non-disclosable pecuniary interest or non-pecuniary interest. Any Member who 
is unsure about the above should seek advice from the Monitoring Officer prior to the meeting in 
order to expedite matters at the meeting itself.  

 
4. MINUTES 

To consider and approve the minutes from 7 December 2017 of West of England Joint Committee 
Meeting.  
 

5. CHAIR ANNOUNCEMENTS 
To receive announcements from the Chair of the West of England Joint Committee.  
 

6. COMMENTS FROM CHAIR OF LOCAL ENTERPRISE PARTNERSHIP 
To be presented by the Chair of the West of England LEP. 
 

7. ITEMS FROM THE PUBLIC  
Members of the public can speak for up to 3 minutes each. The total time for this session is 30 
minutes so speaking time will be reduced if more than 10 people wish to speak. 
 
If you wish to present a petition or make a statement and speak at the meeting, you are required to 
give notice of your intention by noon on the working day before the meeting by e-mail to 
democratic.services@westofengland-ca.gov.uk. The deadline is 12pm Thursday 1 February. 
 
If you wish to ask a question at the meeting, you are required to submit the question in writing to 
democratic.services@westofengland-ca.gov.uk no later than 3 working days before the meeting. 
The deadline is 5pm Monday 29 January. 

 
8. PETITIONS 

Any member of the West of England Joint Committee may present a petition at a West of England 
Joint Committee Meeting. 
 

9. LOCAL ENTERPRISE PARTNERHSIP BUDGET AND INVEST BRISTOL AND BATH BUDGET 
FOR 2018-19 
To consider and approve the Budget in respect of the Local Enterprise Partnership and Invest in 
Bristol and Bath for 2018/19 
 

10. TRANSPORT UPDATE 
To set out the West of England’s response to the Department for Transport’s consultation on the 
new Great Western Franchise and recommend the preferred location for the new Henbury station. 
 

11. LEP ONE FRONT DOOR FUNDING PROGRAMME 
To consider business cases seeking approval for funding through the Local Growth and Revolving 
Infrastructure Fund. 
 

12. ANY OTHER ITEM THE CHAIR DECIDES IS URGENT 
 
 

 Next meeting: Wednesday 18 April 2018  
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DRAFT Minutes – Joint Committee 7 December 2017 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

Minutes of the meeting of the 
West of England Joint Committee 

7 December 2017 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Members: 
 
Cllr Tim Warren, Bath & North East Somerset Council 
Mayor Marvin Rees, Bristol City Council  
Cllr Nigel Ashton, North Somerset Council 
Cllr Matthew Riddle, South Gloucestershire Council 
Mayor Tim Bowles, West of England Combined Authority 
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1.  Welcome & Introductions 
 
John McCormack, Interim Monitoring Officer for WECA, introduced the first item 
of business, to elect a chair for this meeting as apologies had been received from 
Cllr Matthew Riddle (Chair) and Mayor Marvin Rees (Vice-Chair). 
 
Cllr Nigel Ashton nominated Cllr Tim Warren as Chair, this was seconded by 
Mayor Tim Bowles.  
 
Cllr Tim Warren took the Chair and welcomed everyone to the Conference Hall in 
Bristol for the third meeting of the West of England Joint Committee. He 
introduced his colleagues Cllr Craig Cheney, Deputy Mayor of Bristol City 
Council, Cllr Toby Savage Deputy Leader of South Gloucestershire Council, Cllr 
Nigel Ashton, Leader of North Somerset Council and Mayor Tim Bowles of the 
West of England Combined Authority. 
 
The Chair drew attention to the fire evacuation procedure and reminded 
attendees that the meeting was being webcast live, and that a recording would 
be available on the website following the meeting.  
 

2.  APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 
 
Apologies had been received from Mayor Marvin Rees of Bristol City Council, Cllr 
Matthew Riddle, Leader of South Gloucestershire Council and Professor Stephen 
West, Chair of the West of England Local Enterprise Partnership. 
 

3.  DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST UNDER THE LOCALISM ACT 2011 
 
None were declared. 

4.  MINUTES 
 
Resolved: 
That the minutes of the meeting on 30th October 2017 were confirmed and signed 
as a correct record. 
 

5.  CHAIR’S ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
The Chair thanked Mayor Rees, Cllr Cheney and colleagues at Bristol City 
Council for hosting the Joint Committee and confirmed that the following items 
would be considered at the meeting: 

• To consider allocations of funding through the Local Growth and 
Revolving Infrastructure Funds for schemes across the West of England. 

• To endorse the proposed approach to the consultation on the new Joint 
Local Transport plan. 

• To approve the submission of a bid to the Department for Transport for 
funding for MetroWest Phase 1, Stage B which would see the introduction 
of an hourly service to Portishead.  
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6.  COMMENTS FROM CHAIR OF LOCAL ENTERPRISE PARTNERSHIP 
 
Professor Stephen West had sent his apologies for this meeting. The Chair 
thanked Professor West for his work to date with the Local Enterprise Partnership 
and LEP Board.  
 

7.  ITEMS FROM THE PUBLIC  

The Chair thanked everyone who had submitted items to the public forum. 

The Chair confirmed that no questions had been received. 

The Chair confirmed that 6 statements had been received and invited attendees to 
speak in the order their statements had been received.  

7.1 
 

David Wallace, The Helicopter Museum 
 
Mr Wallace was not in attendance. His statement regarding funding for the 
Helicopter Museum is appended to the minutes of the meeting. 

7.2 
 

Robert Crockford 
 
Mr Crockford addressed the committee and spoke about his experience within 
rail for the Southern Region (SR) and his findings in the SR Economic and 
Planning Research Office. He expressed concern that in his view Gloucestershire 
generates the fewest rail journeys per head per annum in the region. He 
welcomed the opportunity for joined up public transport for the region through 
MetroWest.  
 
The Chair thanked Robert Crockford for his comments and confirmed that his 
statement would be included with the minutes of the meeting. 
 

7.3 
 

Christina Biggs, Friends of Suburban Bristol Railway 
 
Ms Biggs addressed the committee and expressed concern that in her opinion 
many schemes had not been included in the Joint Transport Study, for example 
the Thornbury Line and Henbury Loop. She was concerned that there might not 
be enough infrastructure for the number of planned housing. She felt that the 
West of England Combined Authority should develop a regional rail plan as part 
of the Joint Local Transport Plan.  
 
The Chair thanked Christina Biggs for her comments and confirmed that her 
statement would be included with the minutes of the meeting. 
 

7.4 
 

Steve Maslin 
 
Mr Maslin addressed the committee and expressed concerns that in his opinion 
strategic opportunities were being missed when considering the health, 
wellbeing, living, education, employment and economic implications of project 
decisions. He believed a West of England Inclusive Sustainability Unit should be 
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created to support public sector, to provide technical support in relation to 
wellbeing of diverse people within the region, and to help public sector 
organisations to address short term and long-term costs.  
 
The Chair thanked Steve Maslin for his comments and confirmed his statement 
would be included with the minutes of the meeting. 
 

7.5 David Redgewell, South West Transport Network, TSSA and Director of Bus 
Users (UK) 
 
Mr Redgewell addressed the committee to express his concerns regarding 
accessibility to Bristol Temple Meads for disabled people, luggage and mothers 
with buggies. He also expressed concerns with regards to transport security and 
urged for Committee to speak with the Transport Police for all public transport 
including MetroBus. He spoke about his view that MetroBus should be integrated 
with rail at Bristol Parkway station and MetroWest, and the need to work closely 
with Network Rail regarding franchising. He also raised concerns about negative 
reporting of MetroBus.  
 
The Chair thanked Mr Redgewell for attending this meeting and for his 
comments, and confirmed his statement would be included with the minutes of 
the meeting. 
 

 The Chair thanked everyone who had spoken at the public forum, and those who 
had submitted statements but had been unable to join the meeting. He confirmed 
that all statements would be appended to the minutes of the meeting.  
 

8.  PETITIONS 
 
No petitions were presented. 
. 

9.  LEP ONE FRONT DOOR FUNDING PROGRAMME 
 
The Chair introduced a report seeking approval for funding through the Local 
Growth Fund and Revolving Infrastructure Funds for schemes across the West of 
England, together with change requests relating to schemes within the One Front 
Door programme. He noted this was an opportunity to encourage economic 
growth within the region.  
 
No members spoke on the item. 
 
The Chair moved the recommendations and moved to the voting, which was in 
line with the constitution. 

Recommendations 1-5  

The Chair confirmed that the voting on these recommendations was a majority vote 
for the four local authorities and the West of England Combined Authority Mayor. 

Cllr Nigel Ashton seconded the recommendations.  
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On being put to the vote the motion was carried unanimously by the four 
local authorities and the West of England Combined Authority Mayor.  

Resolved: 

The West of England Joint Committee agreed to: 

1. Approve the Bristol SETsquared Centre Urgent Expansion Full Business 
Case. 
 

2. Request a Full Business Case for the Hive 2, noting the current 
overprovision of the LGF. 

3. Request that an updated Outline Business Case for the Somer Valley 
Business Centre is produced when the scheme is better defined, noting the 
current overprovision of the LGF 
 

4. Subject to a) the project establishing the final State Aid position, and b) 
further clarification of the economic impact, the Vertical Growth project is 
added to the pipeline should funding become available. 

5. Approve the change requests for LGF schemes set out in Appendix 2. 
 

Recommendations 6 and 7  

The Chair confirmed that the voting on these recommendations was a majority vote 
by the four local authorities 

Cllr Nigel Ashton seconded the recommendations.  

On being put to the vote the motion was carried unanimously by the four 
local authorities.  

Resolved: 

The West of England Joint Committee agreed to: 
 
6. Approve the Full Business Case for the South Bristol SUD Intermediate 

Body with the condition that Technical Assistance funding is secured from 
the European Regional Development Fund (ERDF). 

 
7. Approve the change requests for EDF and RIF schemes set out in 

Appendix 3. 
 

10. WEST OF ENGLAND JOINT LOCAL TRANSPORT PLAN CONSULTATION 
PLAN 
 
The Chair introduced a report requesting the committee endorse the proposed 
approach to consultation on the new Joint Local Transport Plan. He noted the 
report details the proposed approach in which has been developed with officers 
from the local councils and West of England combined Authority and aims to 
engage as widely as possible, in particular with younger people. He noted that 
this was a fantastic opportunity to join up transport within the region. 
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No members spoke on the item. 
 
The Chair moved the recommendation and confirmed that the voting on this 
recommendation required the unanimous decision of the four local authorities. 
 
Cllr Toby Savage seconded the recommendation 
 

On being put to the vote the motion was carried unanimously by the four 
local authorities.  

Resolved: 
 
The West of England Joint Committee endorsed the Joint Local Transport Plan 
consultation plan. 
 
 

11. METROWEST PHASE 1 UPDATE AND FUNDING 
 
The Chair introduced a short report providing an update on MetroWest Phase 1 
and requesting approval to submit a bid to the Department for Transport for 
additional capital funding for MetroWest Phase 1 Stage B, subject to a gateway 
sign off by the Joint Committee in July 2018.  
 
The Chair expressed the need to improve rail for the region and supported this 
report to take it forward. 
 
Cllr Ashton requested clarification on the next steps following the announcement 
in the Budget to release £1.7m for Transport Projects within the region.  
 
Patricia Greer, Chief Executive of the West of England Combined Authority, 
confirmed WECA was waiting for written confirmation from Government regarding 
the funding. 
 
Cllr Savage proposed an amendment to recommendation 4a) with revised 
wording as follows 
 
4a) To seek appropriate assurance form the Government and Network Rail that 
Bristol East Junction upgrade will be funded delivered in 202 by Network Rail.  
 
The Chair approved this proposed revision and asked for a seconder, Cllr 
Cheney seconded this revised recommendation. 
 
The Chair moved to the vote and reminded members that the voting on these 
recommendations required a majority vote of the four local authorities and the 
West of England Combined Authority Mayor.  
 
 
On being put to a vote the motion was carried unanimously by the four 
local authorities and the West of England Combined Authority Mayor 
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Resolved: 
 
The West of England Joint Committee agreed to: 
 

1) Support the progression of MetroWest Phase 1 Stage A and B and note 
progress on the revised scheme design, programme, and estimated capital 
cost and: 

 
a) Request officers continue discussions with Government, Network Rail 

and Wiltshire Council to explore the extension of MetroWest Phase 1 to 

Westbury to remove the need for the Bathampton turnback to reduce 

capital costs. 

b) To continue to look at options to reduce revenue running cost subsidy 

which may be required by the Unitary Authorities over the first three 

years of operation. 

 

2) In respect of MetroWest Phase 1 Stage A (Severn Beach to Bath Spa): 
 

 a) Agree to proceed with delivery of Phase 1 Stage A subject to a further 

gateway sign off by the Joint Committee in July 2018. 

 

3) In respect of MetroWest Phase 1 Stage B (Portishead): 
 

a) Agree to continue the development work for Phase 1 Stage B subject to 

a further gateway sign-off by the Joint Committee in July 2018. 

b) Agree to submit to the DfT by 22nd December 2017 a Large Local 

Major Scheme funding bid seeking £46m of additional funding.  

Submission of the funding bid to be delegated to the CEO of the LEP, in 

consultation with the Chair of the Joint Committee and the local 

authorities Chief Executives and S151 Officers, on behalf of the West of 

England.  Sign off to be subject to appropriate assurances being 

received through the Outline Business Case, Mott MacDonald review of 

costs and the completed Large Local Major Transport Scheme bid 

template. 

c) In the event of 3b) being unsuccessful to continue to explore all options 

to secure additional government funding to close the identified funding 

gap of £58.6m before the next gateway sign-off. 

 

4) In respect of MetroWest Phase 2 (Henbury and Yate/Gloucester) and Phase 
1: 

 
a) To seek appropriate assurance from the Government and National Rail 

that the Bristol East Junction upgrade will be funded and delivered in 

2020 by Network Rail. 

 
5) WECA and council officers to investigate the MetroWest programme 

approach and future governance and bring a report on options to a future 
meeting of the Joint Committee 
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12. ANY OTHER ITEM THE CHAIR DECIDES IS URGENT 

There we no urgent items.  

The Chair thanked public, officers and members of joint committee for their 
attendance. He confirmed the next meeting would take place on Friday 2nd 
February at South Gloucestershire Council, Kingswood Civic Centre and declared 
the meeting closed at 11:50. 

 

 
 
 
Appendix 1 – Public Statements  
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Public Forum  West of England Joint Committee 
Statements  7 December 2017 
 

Public Forum 

Statements Received 

Statement Name, organisation 

1.  David Wallace, The Helicopter Museum 
Vertical Growth Statement  

2.  Robert Crockford 
MetroWest Strategy Phase 2 

3.  Christina Biggs, Friends of Suburban Bristol Railways 
Regional Rail Plan 

4.  Steve Maslin 
West of England Inclusive Sustainability Unit Proposal 

5.  David Redgewell, South West Transport Network, TSSA and Director of 
Bus Users (UK) 
Bristol Temple Meads Station and Portishead Railway Line 

6.  David Redgewell, South West Transport Network, TSSA and Director of 
Bus Users (UK) 
Disable access for all public transport 
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Statement 1 
David Wallace, The Helicopter Museum 
 
Vertical Growth Statement 
 
The Helicopter Museum is the world's largest rotary wing collection, with exhibits ranging from the 
early 1930 autogyros to the current helicopter world speed record holder. We are a registered 
charity, accredited by the Arts Council and recognised internationally for the breadth of our exhibits. 
 
Since being established in 1980 we have received a number of grants from the Heritage Lottery Fund 
and other organisations ,have never borrowed funds ourselves and yet own outright our site, 
engineering and education facilities, display hangars and approx 100 aircraft etc. Most recently we 
secured a Coastal Communities fund grant to restore the original airport control tower and adjacent 
pilots block to create a broader "History of Aviation at Weston-super-Mare" exhibition and two 
weeks ago became the first aviation museum in England to be recognised by the Federation 
Aeronautique Internationale as a "Recommended Venue for Education"...one of only 17 world wide. 
 
However this success means that we now desperately need to upgrade our Visitor Services facilities 
which, because they are not directly linked to historic conservation, fall outside the HLF and similar 
heritage funding criteria. The current buildings, based on two temporary second hand structures 
erected many years ago, are beyond economic repair and no longer fit for purpose, with failed 
heating, roof leaks and rotting timbers ,giving a very negative first image to visitors. They both 
urgently need replacing and ,having explored all avenues over the past two years, we see the LEP 
Local Growth Fund as our last hope to make up the shortfall in funding that we are now faced with. 
 
We do recognise and understand the current funding situation with the LEP but if we could be 
considered for the next LGF opportunity resulting from any underspend in the current budget ,we 
would be very grateful. In the grand scheme of things our ask is very small!  
 
Further ,if we can erect the structure through the LGF then we already have offers of funding from 
the HLF to help our volunteers with the fit out of displays and, in addition, have  been shortlisted by 
the Association of Independent Museums for funding to create a major display in the proposed new 
building on local rotorcraft pioneer Raoul Hafner, based around his R2 helicopter, the oldest 
surviving helicopter in the world which is part of our collection. 
 
LEP funding for this project would also enable us to reopen discussions with the HLF to build an 
additional display hangar, for which we already have planning permission but have had to put on 
hold pending a solution to our Visitor Services dilemma.  
 
So, in essence, early LEP support could kick start twice the value and double the tourist and heritage 
offer we currently provide in the Junction 21 Enterprise Zone.  
 
David Wallace 
Secretary 
The Helicopter Museum 
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Statement 2 
Robert Crockford 
 
METROWEST STRATEGY PHASE 2 

 

I make this statement as a former career railway manager on the Southern Region, learning the 
‘sharp end’ operation and short-term planning of an intense rail network.  Later I operated and 
planned BR’s European surface services, working with every railway in Europe.  Finally I was part of 
the Union Railways planning, consultation and construction team for HS1 (CTRL).   
 

As a transport economist, I spent 5 years in the SR Economic and Planning Research Office. Here I 
analysed a detailed passenger survey of all SR stations, discovering the determinants of trip 
generation.  I found that generally 60% of a station’s origins arrived on foot/bicycle from up to 
1.5/2m.  From 2-4m 60% of the rest came by bike, bus or ‘drop off’.  The levels of generation were a 
function of the ‘pull’ of main destination(s) and the service level (eg. hourly, half-hourly, directness, 
speed).  My detailed analyses informed the strategic planning for new stations, service changes, 
electrification, infrastructure projects & pricing policies in the aftermath of Dr Beeching, when 
funding was as elusive as ever!   
    
I welcome Bristol’s joining the ranks of Regional Cities that benefit from ‘joined up’ public transport, 
and that it seeks the mutual benefits of better links with its neighbours.  Simple research reveals that 
Gloucestershire generates the fewest rail journeys per head per annum (jph/a) in the West Country 
– 40% below most counties and lower even than Hereford!  Typically the Shire counties have 
15jph/a; Glos has just 9.  Down a level, Cheltenham has 16, the City has 9 and Stroud District just 
over 7.  From my transport/economics background plus a detailed knowledge of the Gloucester and 
Stroud areas I can see some clear reasons for the poor performance.   
 

 1 The Stroudwater Corridor (Stonehouse + Stroud) is probably England’s largest economic 
entity, with a population of over 50,000, astride a strategic main line yet without a direct rail link to 
its Regional Centre.  Stroudwater has historic trade connections with Bristol, and now shares a 
vibrant ethos of sustainability and modern technology.  And yet it is disconnected from a sustainable 
rail option.  As a broad-based community it ticks every ‘journey purpose’ box (work, business, 
education, family, leisure) plus a great inward tourism/leisure potential from the beautifully restored 
Stroudwater Canal, and a planned football stadium.  A ‘recycled’ station at Stonehouse is adjacent 
to first class walk, cycle, and road access plus good bus service potential.  It is yards from the Canal 
where the station would be at its western gateway. 
 

Using pair-wise comparisons, I expect a new station would generate around 400k journeys a year (ie 
twice Cam&Dursley and similar to Yate).  In 2001 Halcrow did a soundly based local survey to assess 
the case for re-opening Stonehouse (BR) and found a ‘good case’ with around 200,000k jpa.  Since 
then Stroudwater has grown generally and Stonehouse has substantially more housing/jobs on the 
way.  Local rail traffic has grown c150% since 2004, suggesting that my initial figure is conservative. 
 

2          Gloucester has a slow hourly service to its most significant neighbour, Bristol (cf express trains 
from the Spa for a similar population!).  It needs to have two services, one faster than the other. 
 

3 Charfield is in the WECA area, with the nucleus of a good catchment population.  If 
developments within 2m give a total of 8-10k residents or more a station would be a viable, valuable 
asset to MWest. with benefits to parts of Glos.                
 

I conclude that re-opened stations first at Stonehouse, next at Charfield and with a half-hourly 
service for Gloucester (?? one non-stop from Stonehouse to Yate) would generate over 1m 
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passenger journeys a year, and give a beneficial ‘network synergy’ for further journey possibilities 
eg. to S. Wales. 
 

I welcome the opportunities Gloucestershire is offered by MWest and seek your support for the 
re-opened station at Stonehouse to serve the Stroudwater corridor.  I would add that a proposal 
for a ‘greenfield’ station at an inaccessible site north of Stonehouse is nonsensical;  another site on 
the fringe of Gloucester’s housing estates has some value but has a rather low priority. 
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Friends of Suburban Bristol Railways (FOSBR) 
Statement to West of England Combined Authority Committee 
and West of England Joint Committee, Thursday 7 December 
 
FOSBR note that WECA still do not have a regional rail plan, and urge WECA to 
develop such a rail plan as part of the Joint Transport Plan 2018, along the lines of 
the attached FOSBR Rail Manifesto 2017. In particular we urge WECA to: 
 
A. Henbury Loop re-examination 
We note that the proposed Bristol City Council Rail Resilience Study referred to by WECA at the 
meeting on Monday 30 October 2017 is currently unfunded. We ask that WECA address FOSBR’s 
challenges (attached) to the flawed 2015 CH2MHill report that we consider grossly underestimated 
the potential ridership on the Henbury Loop at that time, as follows: 

1. recalculating the benefit–cost ratio (BCR) by including Severnside employment, the boost to 
existing Severn Beach Line stations from connectivity with the Henbury Loop, and ridership 
from Portway Park and Ride (none of which were considered in 2015); 

2. carrying out a well-publicised public survey of likely new orbital journeys around the Henbury 
Loop and comparing rail transit times with bus times (not assuming everyone has a car, as in 
the 2015 study); 

3. keeping the BCR on a level playing field by not assuming (as in 2015) a 30-year subsidy for 
the Loop line as against a 3-year subsidy for the Spur, and bringing the study up to date by: 

4. revisiting the case for extending the Henbury Loop to Bristol Parkway now that Parkway’s 
fourth platform has been built, and considering double-tracking across the Filton Diamond; 

5. considering recent employment growth at Severnside and a possible station at Chittening; 
6. including the potential of the Brabazon hangar at North Filton, whether for the arena or another 

public amenity; 
7. considering engineering solutions to mitigate the effect of the current level crossing at St 

Andrew’s Gate on road traffic to the port, whether by resignalling or alternative road access; 
8. investigating sources of funding from Highways England and the DfT (e.g. their fund for 

eliminating level crossings) for solving the port access issue; 
9. considering other park and ride sites around the Henbury Loop, such as Henbury West and an 

A38 park and ride to serve Filton College. 
  
B. Rail Infrastructure – Bristol East Junction and Westerleigh Junction  
We draw WECA’s attention to the works currently proceeding well on Filton Bank, just four years after 
Filton Bank was made a campaign priority by local politicians. Please continue to make the case for 
Bristol East Junction to be funded in Control Period 6 (2019–24) to allow MetroWest Phase 1 and 2 
local services to run. In addition we note that Westerleigh Junction is currently inadequately 
configured for the current high volume north–south and east–west services. 
 
C. Maximising use of existing suburban rail stations 
We note that WECA is being offered further funding from central government, and urge that those 
funds are not simply spent on feasibility studies alone. We suggest WECA construct a list of minor 
infrastructure improvements that can be delivered by using the new funding, such as replacing the 
footbridge at Pilning for £2m to permit a Park and Ride service. This could be used by Thornbury 
residents, for example, as soon as 2018. 
 
D. Joint Transport Plan 2018  
We also ask WECA to consider station and line reopenings not mentioned in the Joint Transport 
Study (September 2017). We are cheered that WECA has promised to look again at our Thornbury 
Line proposal, and we draw WECA’s attention to the full list of stations (including Chittening, Coalpit 
Heath, Corsham, Long Ashton and Locking) contained in our FOSBR Rail Manifesto 2017.  We 
believe the FOSBR proposals would better serve the needs of the Joint Spatial Plan. 
 
Christina Biggs (FOSBR Secretary) 
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FOSBR Rail Manifesto 2017 

FOSBR calls on the West of England Combined Authority, our MPs and 
councillors to secure funding for the following projects for Network Rail to 
deliver within Control Period 6 (2019-2024): 

• four-tracking of Filton Bank and remodelling of Bristol East Junction; 

• cross-regional plan for Park and Ride, prioritising Portway P&R; 

• MetroWest Phase 1 to Portishead via Pill and a half-hour service from 
Avonmouth to Bath, as these are long overdue and urgently needed; 

• MetroWest Phase 2 to Henbury, Yate and Gloucester via Ashley Hill; 

• electrification to Bristol Temple Meads via Filton and Bath; 

• Temple Meads Spatial Plan to include Station Street as a minimum; 

• redeveloping and regenerating suburban stations for best use of land. 
 
We also press WECA and the constituent local authorities to make sure the 
following is included in the Great Western Franchise 2020—2027/2030: 

• maximising use of the existing local rail network by optimising public 
access to all local stations (disabled access, local signposting and 
cycle storage at stations and on trains, rail-bus interchange, shelter); 

• multi-modal smart ticketing, with guards for safety on all trains; 

• improve the timetable to complete a 30 minute service to currently ill-
served local stations such as Parson St, Bedminster and Patchway; 

• ensuring that the Phase 1 hourly service to Severn Beach is reliable; 

• increasing service frequency to 20 or 15 minutes according to 
passenger demand, by providing passing loops such as at Sea Mills; 

• replace the footbridge at Pilning to permit a meaningful commuter 
service, starting with a trial daily commuter service to build the 
business case for a Park and Ride serving the M49. 

 
In the longer term, we also urge WECA to make sure the following are 
included in the Joint Spatial Plan (JSP) and Joint Transport Study, and that 
these elements are funded by the 30-year devolution deal as a priority: 

• JSP stations Horfield, St Anne’s, Saltford, Ashton Gate & Charfield; 

• Completion of Henbury Loop and double-tracking Severn Beach Line;  

• Adding FOSBR MetroWest Phase 3 proposals for five further stations 
at Coalpit Heath, Chittening, Uphill/Locking, Corsham & Long Ashton;  

• electrification of local lines using hybrid or battery trains; 

• extending the Tytherington freight line to Thornbury. 
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WEISU 
 

West of England 
Inclusive Sustainability  

Unit 

Proposal:  

 To establish a unit to support public sector entities within the West of England (former Avon area) with 

regards to fostering and delivering Inclusively Sustainable Environments under the Social Value Act, Health 

and Social Care Act, Health and Social Impact Assessments, and the Equality Act (including its Public Sector 

Equality Duty). In other words providing technical support in relation to wellbeing of diverse people in the 

region, including disabled people, younger people and older people, whilst also seeking to help public sector 

organisations to address short term and long term costs.  

 There is also scope to source/ provide additional assessment capabilities within a Systems approach to wider 

Sustainability, such as: Social Return on Investments assessments, Environmental Accounting, Environmental 

Impact Assessments, Strategic Environment Assessments and Economic Evaluations.  This could then provide 

opportunity of wider contextual insights if sought after - in addition to diverse public engagement and 

inclusive health and social (environment and service) assessment.   

 Envisaged participants include:  

o Public sector entities such as: 

 West of England Combined Authority (WECA),  

 West of England Local Enterprise Partnership,  

 Bristol, South Gloucestershire and BANES within WECA,  

 North Somerset,  

 local NHS trusts,  

 local Universities  

 and other organisations within the region who undertake public functions, such as utilities;  

o Other organisations within and outside the region wishing to participate, who wish to better address 

their duties under legislation  

 Incubated via the Schumacher Institute as a Social Enterprise (possibly CIC) aimed at assisting participating 

organisations with their statutory duties - in keeping with the Schumacher institute’s’ People Matter theme.  

 To provide a context in which expertise and public engagement can influence decision making as it impacts 

on the people who live in, work in and visit our region – particularly disabled, younger and older people.    

 To provide means by which members of existing representative / stakeholder groups can, not only continue 

to interact with decision makers, but that outcomes might also improve as a result of a change of approach. 

Reasons: 

 Strategic opportunities are being missed as it applies to considering the health, welling, living, education, 

employment and economic implications of project decisions. 

 Meanwhile, It is apparent that projects are being delivered in the region (either through public bodies or 

through the planning and building regulations) process that often fail to engage with people and fail to 

properly scrutinise proposals nor properly  apply legislation, regulations, standards and guidance.  

 By establishing such a unit, one could achieve economy of scale through regional pooling of resources.  
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Core Aims:  

 To provide strategic Inclusive Sustainability Design thinking on Policy to the extent that it impacts on project 

briefs through to execution.   

 To provide brief development input and scrutiny to: 

o Project Proposals emanating within participating organisations and  

o through the pre-application and Planning application processes of Local Planning Authorities and 

Building Control 

 Core Objectives: 

 To enable participating organisations to better consider health and diverse social needs, including  disabled, 

younger and older people during decision making processes - with the intention of raising the quality of the 

User Experience / Usability of environments for everyone – (including people from different cultures and 

identities) - ranging from young children through to older people. 

 To enable participating organisations to better instruct their project managers, design consultants, 

contractors and facilities managers – whilst better understanding the implications and impacts upon their 

own overall duties under the Public Sector Equality Duty, Equality Act and Social Value Act etc. 

Additional Opportunities: 

 To develop methodology, standards and means for evaluating and accrediting cities and regions with regards 

to the organisational Attitude and Action towards inclusive sustainability and the level of Accessibility 

achieved within given contexts relating to disabled, younger people, older people etc... 

 To foster and engage in action research. 

 In order to sustain and support the core aims there are potential opportunities: 

o To facilitate training and to mentor members of representative / stakeholder groups wishing to up-

skills and participate in audits and reporting. 

o To facilitate Continuing Professional Development (CPD) and mentoring to employees of 

participating organisations involved in policy, decision making, facilities management and scrutiny.  

o To facilitate CPD and mentoring to members of external organisations contracted into project 

delivery - ranging from design team members through to construction team members. 

Core Cost Drivers: 

 Base, Oversite, Administration, Employing Expertise, Transport, use of Engagement Venues and Inclusive 

Communication / Interpretation. 

Revenue Sources: 

 Baseline membership fee from participating organisations in order to sustain a core functions. 

 Not for-profit based fees for undertaking virtual in-house project by project support services  

o In order to enable participating organisations to address their statutory duties 

o supported by standing orders within participating organisation to submit their projects  

 Not for profit fees for supporting project by project core planning and building control scrutiny processes. 

 Training  course fees  

 Research grants. 

Strap Line: A region where everyone – i.e. “We is You” - are included in project decisions 

and outcomes: We is You - WE IS U - WEISU - West of England Inclusive Sustainability Unit 
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Public Forum   West of England Joint Committee 
Statements  7 December 2017 

Statement 5 
David Redgewell, SWTN 
 
Bristol Temple Meads station 
We are concerned about the lack of a master plan for the station due to the works that are about to 
commence on listed building consent for new new entrances and a gate line. 
 
Our concerns are :- 
 
1) On the Bonnaparte corridor it is the effect of having new gates on the platform of the listed  
     building. 
2) The need for full disabled access and ticket gates wide enough for wheelchairs. 
3) a full DIA of the scheme by Network Rail including the addressing the issue of the bollards on the  
    North entrance. 
4) The need to design the scheme to be adaptable for when Platforms 1 & 0 are brought into use to 
    allow cross platform interchange and connections with buses/taxis in the Friary and the ferry  
    terminal.  How will this work when these platforms are open ? 
5) Queen Annes gate should be fully accessible and the cobbles/setts need to be removed for full  
    disabled access. This could mean relaying the setts for wheelchairs/buggies.  A full DIA is  
    required. 
6) The ferry terminal needs to be fully accessible. 
7) Bus shelters should be provided on the approach road. 
8) Zoe Willcox needs to fully involved in the decision making process. 
 
Portishead railway line 
 
1) Portishead railway station needs a full DIA of interchange between modes bus/taxi/wheelchair  
    space. 
2) Ease of connection to local buses needs to be designed into the scheme. 
3) Pill station - a full DIA is required including links to the X4 bus stops from Station Road to the  
    main road including Castle kerbs/dropped kerbs and waiting shelters. 
4) with regards to the ramp an evaluation should be made for a lift alongside it. 
5) Ashton Gate - the ramp is useful but not essential but passive provision should be made for  
    the station at Barons Court. 
6) Parson Street - provision should be made for a lift within Phase 2 of MetroWest.  
7) Handrails and access improvements to the subway and CCTV are required at Bedminster  
    station. 
8) Lawrence Hill and Stapleton Road station need full disabled access. 
9) Avonmouth station requires handrails for disabled access. 
10) Sea Mills and Shirehampton need CCTV as does Severn Beach which should have a new   
      car park. 
11) MetroWest Phase 2 needs fully accessible stations at Charfield, Ashley Down, Henbury for   
      the Mall, Filton North. 
12) An evaluation is required for Saltford, Ashton Gate, Corsham, Stonehouse Bristol Road,  
      Horfield and St Annes as part of ongoing works on MetroWest with MetroBus connections to  
      Yate, Wotton-Under-Edge, Thornbury, Clevedon, Whitchurch and Clevedon. 
13) On tram-train evaluation needs to take place on the Thornbury line, Whitchurch line and  
      Midland Railway line from Bath to Bristol and Yate shared with a cycle path similar to Midland  
      Metro. 
14) We urgently require a WECA bus strategy and work on interchanges such as Bath Spa bus  
      station and MetroBus to Bristol Parkway/Temple Meads/Cribbs Causeway. 
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Public Forum   West of England Joint Committee 
Statements  7 December 2017 

 
 
A lack of a master plan means that the project is going ahead in a piecemeal fashion. 
 
Regards 
DAVID REDGWELL SWTN 
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Public Forum   West of England Joint Committee 
Statements  7 December 2017 

Statement 6 
David Redgewell, SWTN 
 
Disable access for all public transport 
 
Please find our response to the following issues :- 
 
RAIL 
We wish to see a rolling programme of fully accessible stations with each Network Rail route having 
a budget eg the .Western Region should be able to provide full disabled access at Lawrence Hill, 
Stapleton Road, Patchway, Parson Street as part of Metro West, lifts at Weston-Super-Mare, Nailsea 
and Backwell and Cheltenham Spa.  Rural stations Saltash, Crediton, Yeoford, Bruton, Dorchester 
West, Yeovil Pen Mill and Junction also need to be fully accessible.  There should be no derogation to 
Network Rail under the Equalities Act. 
 
First Group has been pushing hard for Network Rail to adhere to design standards for accessible 
railway stations to include fully accessible toilets and baby changing places. 
 
The Access For All Programme is far too slow and needs speeding up on a Mayoral and regional basis 
especially around Temple Meads station North entrance. 
 
We believe it is important to maintain buffets to be specified with railway branding by Network Rail 
and the DFT with adequate opening hours in the same way as they did with British Rail (Travellers 
Fayre).  On train catering is very important to disabled people and should be maintained in the 
franchise agreements by the DFT and Welsh/Scottish Governments. 
 
We are concerned over the move away from maintained buffet services to trolleys and no 
buffet/trolley service whatsoever on Chiltern Railways and Southern Railways. 
 
Action Point 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15 & 16 we want to see the delivery of fully accessible trains 
speeded up by 2020.  The scrapping of all Pacer units in the South West, all units refurbished to 
PRM-TSI standards.  There should be no derrogation by DFT/ORR and the Welsh Government. 
 
Action 20 all buses should be fully accessible with folding ramps including rail replacement services 
which should be specified by the DFT as part of franchises. 
 
Many areas of the South West don't have fully accessible taxis and this needs to be rectified in West 
Dorset and Stroud. 
 
All new franchises should have an Equalities Customer Panel including Network Rail routes and 
disabled mystery travellers in all franchises similar to First Group operations. 
 
All disabled facilities should be tested. 
 
We need to respond to the new Great Western franchise keeping it as one whole unit with Network 
Rail Western.  We do not support a loss making West of England Seven County franchise + the line to 
London. 
 
You should also respond to the South West Railways consultation Bristol - Exeter - 
London/Weymouth lines. 
 

 Page 23 of 82 



Public Forum   West of England Joint Committee 
Statements  7 December 2017 

COACHES/BUSES 
All coach stations should be audited and fully accessible including Megabus and National Express. 
 
The worst examples of poor facilities are Bridgwater services, Birmingham Hill St, Newcastle library. 
 
Coach stations and stops need improving including dropped kerbs, shelters, RTI and subsidy. 
 
FERRIES 
These should be fully accessible on estuary's and local services eg Falmouth, Bristol Harbour. 
 
AIRPORTS 
Need improvement in customer service assistance to disabled people in the Airport Master Plan. 
 
METROBUS 
It needs to be developed at Bristol Parkway with access to the station as a matter of urgency and we 
support the UWE - Parkway link to Cribbs Causeway. 
 
We must not use standard wheelchair widths from the DFT as it traps my wheelchair at Temple 
Meads. 
 

 
Regards 
DAVID REDGWELL SWTN 
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ITEM: 9 

 

 

   
 
REPORT TO:  WEST OF ENGLAND JOINT COMMITTEE 
 
DATE:  2 February 2018 
 
REPORT TITLE:  REVENUE BUDGET SETTING REPORT - 2018/19  
 
AUTHOR:  TIM RICHENS, DIRECTOR OF INVESTMENT & 

CORPORATE SERVICES 
 
 

Purpose of Report  
 
1. To consider and approve the Budget in respect of the Local Enterprise Partnership (LEP) and 

Invest in Bristol and Bath (IBB) for 2018/19 
 

 
Issues for Consideration  
 
2. The West of England Combined Authority (WECA) acts as the Accountable Body for a range of 

funding streams on behalf of the West of England Councils and LEP.  This report sets out details 
of the proposed budgets for the LEP and IBB for the 2018/19 financial year. 

 
2.1. Appendix 1 outlines the proposed LEP Budget for the 2018/19 financial year based on 

latest available information, the key points to consider are: 
 

2.1.1. Staffing costs reflect the emerging balance of resourcing between the WoE LEP 
Office and WECA following a review of the structures in October 2017 to better reflect 
the changing focus and work of the team.  This results in savings to the proposed 
budget offset to some degree by a continuing provision for historic pension costs 
following the transfer of the accountable body function from B&NES to the WECA. 
 

2.1.2. A more detailed budget analysis has been provided for the range of support costs 
following a detailed review of budgets following the transfer of the accountable body 
role. 

 
2.1.3. The LEP is partly funded through direct grants totalling £500K per annum from the 

Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (BEIS) and it is anticipated 
this will continue for 2018/19.  This is subject to a 50% minimum matched funding 
requirement (i.e. £250k) from the WoE local authorities.  Funding beyond 2018/19 
will be subject to future government funding decisions 

 
2.1.4. The 4 local authorities have historically contributed £150K per annum towards the 

costs of the LEP including to provide the match funding element to government grant 
funding.  It is proposed that these contributions are reduced by £40k per annum for 
each authority for 2018/19 to reflect the efficiencies now being generated as LEP 
functions are more closely integrated with those of the WECA Office. 

 
2.1.5. Interest on cash balances are projected to increase reflecting the new year-end 

flexibility to carry forward funding (Local Growth Fund) together with higher interest 
rates for cash deposits following the recent base rate rise. 
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2.2. Appendix 2 outlines the proposed IBB  for the 2018/19 financial year - the main points 

to note are: 
 

2.2.1. Following the transfer of the accountable body function from Bristol City Council to 
the WECA in 2017/18, a review of all budgets has been undertaken and budget 
provisions updated. This has identified a number of areas where budgets were out 
of alignment with costs although overall the Budget is contained within the total 
income available. 
 

2.2.2. A provision for historic pension deficit costs (estimated at £17K per annum), has been 
made pending clarification of responsibility for these liabilities with Bristol City Council 
(the previous accountable body for IBB).  

 
2.2.3. Funding for this activity is secured by way of an annual grant (for five years from 

2015/16 to 2019/20) from the Economic Development Fund and underwritten by the 
four West of England Councils.  Management will continue to manage activity to 
balance the budget within available grant resources. 

 
2.2.4. Funding may also be generated from sponsorship and contributions from business 

and 3rd parties to support specific marketing activity – such spend will only be 
incurred once such funding is secured and reflected in regular outturn monitoring 
reports. 

 
2.2.5. It is proposed that a Strategic Review of IBB will be undertaken for early in 2018/19 

with the Terms of Reference to be agreed by the LEP Chief Executive in consultation 
with the member of the Joint Committee.  The ToR will include its strategic objectives, 
implications from the Industrial Strategy, the role of the WECA and long term financial 
sustainability.  The costs of the review will be met from within existing IBB budget 
allocations. 
 

2.3. The WoE Capital Funding Streams administered by the Accountable Body including Local 
Growth Fund, Economic Development Fund and Revolving Infrastructure Fund are dealt 
with in a separate report on this Agenda. 
 

 
Consultation:  
 
3. Consultation has been carried out with the Chief Executives, S151 Officers and Monitoring 

Officer. 
 
Other Options Considered: 
 
4. None. 
 
Risk Management/Assessment: 
 
5. The West of England Office agreement underpins the LEP; a Memorandum of Understanding 

between the four West of England UAs underpins IBB. These agreements deal with the risk 
sharing mechanisms between the four West of England councils. For all other WoE budgets 
administered by the WECA, it acts as “agent” with a direct pass through of funding and related 
costs.  
 

Public Sector Equality Duties: 
 
6. There are no specific public sector equalities issues arising from this report although budget 

managers are remined to consider how they could positively contribute to the advancement of 
equality and good relations.  This requires equality considerations to be reflected in the design 
of policies and the delivery of services, including policies, and for these issues to be kept under 
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Economic Impact Assessment: 
 
7. There are no direct economic Impacts arising as a result of this report although the activities of 

the LEP and IBB are predominantly aimed at supporting economic growth across the West of 
England . 

 
 
Finance Implications: 
 
8. The financial implications are contained within the body of the report. 
 
 
Legal Implications: 
 
9. This report sets out the proposed Budgets for LEP and IBB for 2018/19.  The budgets have 

been prepared in accordance with relevant Local Government Financial Regulations,  
Accounting Standards and relevant Grant Offer Letters.  The West of England Combined 
Authority acts as agent for the transactions of the LEP and IBB. 

  
Environmental Implications: 
 
10. There are no direct environmental implications arising as a result of this report. 
 
Land/Property Implications; 
 
11. There are no direct land/property implications arising as a result of this report. 
 
Human Resources Implications: 
 
12. The proposed Budgets include all appropriate staff costs for continuing activities for the LEP 

and IBB . 
 
Recommendations: 

 
13. The Joint Committee agrees that: 

 
13.1. The LEP Budget for 2018/19 as set out in Appendix 1, is approved. 

 
13.2. The contribution required from each of the WoE Councils to support the LEP 

Budget is set at £110K each for 2018/19. 
 

13.3. The IBB Budget for 2018/19 as set out in Appendix 2, is approved, 
 

13.4. The LEP Chief Executive be asked to commission a Strategic Review of IBB 
with the Terms of Reference to be agreed in consultation with the members of 
the Joint Committee 

 
 
Report Author: Tim Richens, Director of Investment and Corporate Services, WECA 
 
 
West of England Combined Authority Contact: 
Any person seeking background information relating to this item should seek the assistance of the 
Contact Officer for the meeting who is Joanna Greenwood on 0117 426210; writing to West of 
England Combined Authority, 3 Rivergate, Temple Way, Bristol BS1 6ER; email: 
democratic.services@westofengland-ca.gov.uk  
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APPENDIX 1 
 
 

LEP Budget 2018/19  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

2017/18 

Revised 

Budget

2018/19 

Budget

Total 

Increase (+) / 

Decrease (-)

£000's £000's £000's

Revenue Expenditure

Staffing 976 937 -39

Premises 73 101 28

ICT 0 33 33

Support Services 0 62 62

Project spend 179 61 -119

252 258 6

Total Expenditure 1,228 1,195 -33

Income

UA Contributions 600 440 -160

DCLG Core & Capacity Grant 500 500 0

Skills Grants 37 75 38

Energy Strategy Grant 50 0 -50

Transport Grant 25 0 -25

LEP Reserve -34 -18 16

Interest on Balances 50 198 148

Total Income 1,228 1,195 -33
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APPENDIX 2 
 

IBB Budget 2018/19 
 

 
 
 

2017/18 

Revised 

Budget

2018/19 

Budget

Total 

Increase (+) / 

Decrease (-)

£000's £000's £000's

Revenue Expenditure

Staffing 705 536 -169

Premises 45 84 39

ICT 0 23 23

Support Services 0 44 44

Sector Specialists 0 200 200

Marketing Costs 250 112 -138

295 464 169

Total Expenditure 1,000 1,000 0

Income

Economic Development Fund Grant 1,000 1,000 0

Total Income 1,000 1,000 0
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REPORT TO: WEST OF ENGLAND JOINT COMMITTEE 
 
DATE: 2nd FEBRUARY 2018 
 
REPORT TITLE: TRANSPORT UPDATE 
 
AUTHOR: JAMES WHITE, WEST OF ENGLAND COMBINED AUTHORITY  
 
 
1. Purpose 
 
1.1 To set out the West of England’s response to the Department for Transport’s (DfT) 

consultation on the new Great Western Franchise and note the preferred location for the 
new Henbury station. 

 
2 Great Western Franchise 

 
2.1 The current Great Western Franchise operated by Great Western Railway (GWR) will, 

following a one year extension, finish at the end of March 2020.  Subject to negotiation 
GWR will be awarded a new 2 year Direct Award to continue operating services to 2022 
with a possible 2 year extension to 2024.  This will help to minimise disruption to services 
during a period of great change.  The Direct Award will then be replaced with a new 
franchise of a yet to be determined length. 

 
2.2 The DfT are consulting on what the new Great Western Franchise should look like.  This 

consultation is earlier than expected necessitating this report to the 2 February 2017 Joint 
Committee.  It is the opportunity for the West of England to clearly set out its requirements 
for the new franchise (see section 3).  The consultation document makes several 
references to MetroWest which is welcome recognition of how far the scheme has 
progressed.  Closing date for responses is 21 February 2018 

 
3 Requirements for the new franchise 
 
3.1 There are three key West of England requirements for the new Franchise: 
 

1) MetroWest services 
2) New rolling stock to meet current and future demand 
3) 15 minute frequencies on key urban routes and other new and enhanced services 

 
3.2 These are summarised below whilst the full detailed response, which has been drawn up 

by officers from all four councils and WECA, can be found in Appendix One.   
 

1) MetroWest services 
 
All MetroWest services to be provided at no cost to the local authorities in the Direct Award 
and new Great Western Franchise including: 
 

• Hourly services from Bristol Temple Meads to Portishead with stops at Pill, Parson 
Street and Bedminster. 

• Half hourly all stopping service between Avonmouth (hourly to Severn Beach) and 
Bath Spa and Westbury including the new Portway station. 

• Half hourly service from Bristol Temple Meads to Yate and Gloucester. 

• Hourly service on the reopened Henbury Line with stops at North Filton, Henbury and 
Ashley Down. 
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2) Rolling Stock  

 

• New fleet of bi-mode trains for local and regional services to replace the current 20 to 
35-year-old fleet of diesel multiple units. 

 
3) New and Enhanced Services 

 

• 15 minute turn up and go services on key urban routes e.g. Bath Spa to Clifton Down. 

• Bristol to Oxford with connections to East-West Rail. 

• Hourly London Paddington to Weston-super-Mare. 

• Three trains per hour London Paddington to Bristol Temple Meads via Bath Spa. 

• Fast, limited stop and all stopping services on routes to Taunton/Exeter, Gloucester 
and Cardiff to Portsmouth via Bristol Temple Meads and Bath Spa. 

 
3.3 In addition to these priorities we expect to see the new Franchise include smart ticketing 

with full interoperability with local bus services, financial and officer support for the 
Severnside and Heart of Wessex Community Rail Partnerships, a programme for local 
station enhancements and a network that is fully accessible. 

 
Splitting the franchise 
 

3.4 To note is the Government’s proposal to split the current franchise into two Service Offers: 
 

Service Offer 1 - Intercity markets between London, Bristol and South Wales and Thames 
Valley local services. 
 
Service Offer 2 - Long distance services between London, Somerset, Devon and Cornwall 
and all local services including the West of England and MetroWest.  

 
3.5 Whilst the West of England’s response to the franchise consultation is firmly focused on 

what we want to see delivered, as set out above, there are issues around the viability in 
terms of finances and operations of having a split franchise.  Any split would need to 
ensure full co-ordination and co-operation between the franchises.  In the current franchise 
for example long distance services can be stopped at local stations to pick up passengers 
left behind if a local service has been cancelled or delayed.  This flexibility could be lost in 
a split franchise. 

 
3.6 In terms of delivering, risk sharing, and aggregating benefits from funding major 

infrastructure and service projects such as MetroWest it is unclear how a split franchise 
would best manage this.  A split franchise could increase complexity by introducing an 
additional interface with the need to deal with two or more franchises and deterring future 
third party investment. 

 
3.7 Future options for a West of England based franchise or separate business unit within one 

franchise should not, however, be ruled out or prejudiced by an early split in the franchise.  
With MetroWest establishing a network of radial services focussed on Bristol Temple 
Meads and the West of England’s travel to work area this is one possible model for a 
business unit.   

 
3.8 A split franchise would enable a stronger local focus and with Service Offer 1 already 

having new rolling stock there is the opportunity for Service Offer 2 to push for a brand-
new fleet of rolling stock as per the Northern and East Anglian franchises.   

 
3.9 The proposed split may not be the best one to pursue and we need to understand in more 

detail the impact of any proposals.  For now, the West of England position is to express 
concerns about the split whilst leaving open the opportunity to enter into discussions with 
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4. Henbury Station 
 
4.1 In late 2015 early 2016 two station sites for Henbury Station – the former station site to the 

west (Henbury West) and a new site to the east of the A4018 (Henbury East) were 
consulted on.  Support for the sites was near equal so the decision was taken to continue 
design options for both.  To keep to the delivery programme for MetroWest Phase 2 a 
confirmed location needed to be identified for Network Rail to complete the next stage of 
the station development.  

 
4.2 Network Rail have now completed further design and development work and considered 

the merits of the two locations through a Station Location Advice Note.  This work has 
identified that Henbury East is the preferred location and the one which it is recommended 
should be developed to the next stage.  The main reasons for Henbury East are: 

 

• Better provisions for existing and proposed developments, such as station car 
parks/drop off areas, access to recreational facilities and pedestrian/vehicular access 
and egress to the area. 

• Limited implications on existing assets. 

• Opportunity to standardise station layout with North Filton. 

• Limited likelihood of dealing with contaminated land. 

• Ground conditions potentially have a lower risk of settlement/consolidation in the 
construction phase. 

• Limited overall risk profile.  Track drainage offers a relatively higher capacity, 
minimising risk of degrading track beds. 

• Off-track drainage avoids interaction with existing system, limiting alterations with 
existing assets. 

• Fewer existing structures that could constrain the design process, in particular platform 
alignment/layout and signal sighting. 

• If a spur service is in place and the service terminates at Henbury East station there is 
no impact with the A4018 or B4055 overbridges. 

• Greater ability to provide a loop service without needing to purchase third party 
commercial land. 

• Lower costs - Henbury East: £9.04m - £10.04m versus Henbury West: £9.9m - £11.0m 
 
4.3 A detailed analysis of the two station sites can be found in Appendix Two.  The decision to 

go forward with the Henbury East site was made by the MetroWest Rail Programme Board 
under the existing project governance arrangements.  The decision has been shared with 
the Executive Transport Members for South Gloucestershire Council and Bristol City 
Council. 

 
5 Consultation: 
 
5.1 The West of England’s response to the Great Western Franchise draws on previous 

representations from stakeholder groups for new services. 
 
5.2 The Henbury station location options discussed in this report have been previously 

consulted.  The result of this consultation can be found at MetroWest: Phase 2 – 

Travelwest. 
 
6 Other Options Considered:  
 
6.1 There no other options to consider for either the Great Western Franchise response or the 

Henbury station location. 
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7 Risk Management/Assessment: 
 
7.1 There are no direct implications arising from this report for either the Great Western 

Franchise response or the Henbury station location. 
 
8 Public Sector Equality Duties: 
 
8.1 There are no implications arising from this report for either the Great Western Franchise 

response or the Henbury station location. 
 
9 Economic Impact Assessment: 
 
9.1 MetroWest Phase 2 will generate 164 net new permanent jobs and £8M per annum GVA.  

In addition, further temporary jobs and GVA will be created during the construction phase 
as follows, 715 net construction jobs and £24m GVA during 2020-2021.  

 
10 Finance Implications: 
 
10.1 Henbury East station is anticipated to cost £9.04m - £10.04m and Henbury West £9.9m - 

£11.0m.  Henbury East is the most preferred. 
 
11 Legal Implications: 
 
11.1 None arising from this report for either the Great Western Franchise response or the 

Henbury station location. 
 
12 Land/Property Implications: 
 
12.1 Land has been identified within the outline planning applications adjacent to both the East 

and West sites for a local station and station access at Henbury. 
 
13 Human Resource Implications: 
 
13.1 None arising from this report for either the Great Western Franchise response or the 

Henbury station location. 
 
14 Recommendation:  
 
The recommendations to be voted on by the four local authorities and the Mayor of the West of 
England Combined Authority. 
 
14.1 The Committee is asked to endorse the response as set out in Appendix One to the 

Great Western Franchise consultation. 
 

14.2 The Committee is asked to note the decision to progress MetroWest Phase 2 Henbury 
station to the next stage of design and development at the Henbury East location as 
identified in the MetroWest Phase 2 Henbury - Station Location Advice Note.  

 
 
West of England Combined Authority Contact: James White, Interim Head of Transport 
 
james.white@westofengland-ca.gov.uk 
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Background Papers 
 
Great Western Rail Franchise Public Consultation, Department for Transport, 2017 
 
MetroWest Phase 2 Preliminary Business Case (including Appendix F ‘Henbury Station Location 
Options Assessment’), 2015 
Report on Henbury Station Location Consultation, 2016 

(both published at: https://travelwest.info/projects/metrowest /metrowest-phase-2) 
 
MetroWest Phase 2 Henbury- Station Location Advice Note version 4.0, November 2017.  
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Appendix One 
 
West of England Response to the Great Western Franchise 
 

 
 
Great Western franchise 
1. Personal details  
  

1. Your email. You don't need to provide an email address, but it will allow us to contact you if 
we have any queries regarding your response. Section 5.9 of the consultation document 
describes how we will process your information in line with the Freedom of Information Act 
2000, and the Data Protection Act 1998.  
 

 James.white@westofengland-ca.gov.uk 

2. About you  
  

2. Are you responding: * 
 
   as an individual? (Go to 4.Your travel) 

×   on behalf of an organisation? (go to 3. Organisational details) 

3. Organisational details  
  

3. Your organisation name.  
 

 West of England Combined Authority 

4. Your travel  
  

4. Which station(s) on the Great Western network do you use most frequently?  
 

  
 
 

  

5. Which service group (listed in paragraph 1.1 of the consultation document) do you use most 
frequently?  
 
   Thames Valley 
   High Speed 
   Western 
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6. What is the most common purpose of your journey on Great Western?  
 
   Commuting 
   Travel to Education 
   Accessing Public Services (e.g hospitals) 
   Business 
   Leisure 

5. Objectives for the franchises  
  
Taking account of the opportunities and challenges outlined, and the government’s objectives for 
transport more generally, we propose the core objectives for the Great Western franchise in the 2020s 
which are to:   

• provide safe, punctual and reliable services with enough seats and space for people 
who want to use them 

• focus on the needs of the travelling public to provide an excellent and continually-
improving customer experience for all passengers, whatever their particular needs and 
abilities 

• maximise the benefits for passengers from the current transformational 
investment in the Great Western railway network 

• maximise the contribution of the railway to driving local and regional economic 
growth, enabling planned growth in housing, and meeting the wider needs of citizens 
and society across the whole of the franchise area 

• be a responsible employer who invests in the welfare and the development of its 
workforce, motivating staff and equipping them with the right skills to provide the best 
possible customer service 

• strengthen the connection between the railway and the communities it serves, 
supported by strong relationships with all those who have an interest in the franchise and 
the services it provides 

• continue to improve the environmental performance of the railway and support 
wider environmental objectives by providing an attractive alternative to more polluting 
modes, and improving measures such as energy and water consumption and recycling 

• develop close collaborative working with Network Rail and other partners, bringing 
the operation of track and train closer together to deliver the best possible service for 
passengers and drawing in funding from the widest possible range of sources 
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• work with the government and other agencies to support the development and 
delivery of other major rail investment schemes, such as the proposed western rail 
link to Heathrow, East-West Rail and the interface with HS2 at Old Oak Common 

• operate efficiently, providing best value for taxpayers’ and passengers’ money, 
thereby ensuring the maximum possible resources are available for further service 
improvements  

 

7. To what extent do you agree or disagree with these priorities for the Great Western franchise 
in the 2020s?  
 
   Wholly agree with the priorities 

×   Agree with the majority 

   Disagree with the majority 
   Wholly disagree 
  

8. Why?  
 

For the West of England there are three key requirements for the new Franchise: 
 
1) MetroWest services 
2) New rolling stock to meet current and future demand 
3) 15 minute frequencies on key urban routes and other new and enhanced services 
 
We agree with the majority of the franchise objectives but there should be a specific objective on 
providing the capacity to meet current and future demand in line with our requirement for rolling stock.  
The reference to “with enough seats and space” in the first objective is simply not strong enough. 
 
We want greater involvement and input in drawing up timetables and services, timetable changes, fare 
levels, ticketing and monitoring (punctuality, short formed trains, cancellation, overcrowding).  Formal 
review points are required to ensure targets and capacity commitments are being met. 
 
We would welcome signing up to a working agreement to cover these issues with the successful 
bidder for the Great Western Franchise. 
 
The franchise should include a requirement to reach out to groups that do not normally travel by rail 
particularly those seeking work and education and for franchisees to market and promote such 
schemes. 
 
As set out later in this response the new franchisee must be fully on board with planned housing and 
employment growth in the West of England through the Joint Spatial Plan to 2036 and have a long-
term strategy to plan for this growth. 
 
There should be standardised delay repay compensation to passengers on all Great Western 
services after 15- minute (25%) and 30-minute delays (50%), as well as 100% after one hour plus.   
This will bring the franchise in line with other franchises like London South Western, Cross Country 
and the West Midlands.  It would both fairly compensate passengers and concentrate franchisee’s 
mind on reducing these delays which cause great inconvenience to passengers, especially time-
pressed rail commuters. 
 
The objective to strengthen the connection with communities should make specific reference to 
Community Rail Partnerships. 
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9. Are there any priorities which you would add or change, and why?  
 

See the response to question 8.  
 

 

6. Splitting the franchise  
  
The map illustrates one possible option for a two-way split of the current Great Western franchise, 
comprising:  

• one franchise, coloured blue on the map below, concentrating on the intercity markets 
between London and Bristol, South Wales and the Cotswolds, outer suburban and 
branch line services in the Thames Valley, airport services and potentially future services 
using the proposed western rail link to Heathrow. 

• another franchise, coloured red on the map below, providing long-distance services 
between London, Somerset, Devon and Cornwall (including the Sleeper), together with 
regional and local services across the central and south-western parts of the franchise 
area, including potential future services to Portishead and other elements of the 
'MetroWest' scheme. This could include the services between Paddington, Newbury and 
Bedwyn, as although they may be a good fit with other Thames Valley services, there 
could be potential for the Newbury and Bedwyn services to be integrated within the 
longer-distance intercity services that operate along the same route.  

 
 
 
The text in paragraphs 3.2 - 3.6 of the main consultation document outlines the advantages and 
disadvantages of either splitting the franchise or retaining it as a single franchise. 
 

10. Do you agree or disagree with the proposals for splitting the Great Western franchise into 
smaller franchises?  
 
   Agree 
   Disagree 

×   No opinion 

  

11. Why?  
 

If the franchise is to be split both Service Offers must be viable in terms of finances and operations, 
include clear commitments for co-operation and sharing of resources to relieve capacity issues, have 
seamless links across franchise boundaries and both must continue to have a local focus.  In the 
current franchise for example long distance services can be stopped at local stations to pick up 
passengers left behind if a local service has been cancelled or delayed.  This flexibility could be lost in 
a split franchise.  Should there be a split, there needs to be a clear protocol on how delays will be 
dealt with (e.g. should a late stopping service operated by Service Offer 2 be held to allow a long-
distance service from Service Offer 1 to proceed).  Any split should not make co-operation between 
the two franchisees, Network Rail and the local Community Rail Partnerships more difficult by 
introducing another party into the relationship. 
 
 

Page 39 of 82 



 
ITEM 10 

 

 

In terms of local authority investment in rail we have concerns about the impact of a split franchise on 
aggregating the benefits and revenue from the investment.  The West of England’s planned spatial 
growth over the next 20 years means we need the mechanism for planning, approval and delivery of 
new rail infrastructure and new and enhanced train services funded by third parties improved and 
streamlined.  Desirable outcomes would be to speed up the process and create a more equitable 
apportionment of the risk and reward amongst the partners. 
  
An element of greater risk sharing could be achieved by creating a mechanism where the franchisee is 
free to accept the patronage risk/reward associated with a new or enhanced service (positive and 
negative) and may also therefore be prepared to invest in the proposal.  This could potentially attract 
additional capital investment and remove the requirement for local authorities or other third-party 
investors to underwrite the patronage risk on some schemes.   
  
The current system, whereby a third-party investor is required to underwrite both the capital cost of the 
scheme and only the negative risk of the patronage demand, is a considerable disincentive to both 
local authorities and private sector investors.  The splitting of the current franchise would make the 
ability to aggregate and capture some of the additional revenue generated from an increase in 
patronage (from the composite of local services and intercity services) more complex by introducing 
an additional interface with the need to deal with two or more franchises. 
  
It is a key priority for the West of England to harness the development value generated by our planned 
spatial growth and reinvest it into local infrastructure.  New and enhanced rail services will be a major 
part of the transport infrastructure required to support this growth, and in the context of third party rail 
investment it is probable that the Local Authorities will be the ‘developer’ for most schemes engaging 
with Network Rail and the franchisee to develop the proposals.  Creating a mechanism where 
proposals for schemes can be agreed in principle at a local level between the parties and funded 
locally by developer contributions, before seeking draft approval would in our view greatly speed up 
the process in many instances.  This mechanism is required for whatever shape the new franchise 
takes. 
 
Future options for a West of England based franchise or separate business unit within one franchise 
should not be ruled out or prejudiced by an early split in the franchise.  With MetroWest establishing a 
network of radial services focussed on Bristol Temple Meads and the West of England’s travel to work 
area this is one possible model for a business unit.   
 
A split franchise would enable a stronger local focus and with Service Offer 1 already having new 
rolling stock there is the opportunity for Service Offer 2 to push for a brand-new fleet of rolling stock as 
per the Northern and East Anglian franchises.  The proposed split may not, however, be the best one 
to pursue and we need to understand in more detail the impact of any proposals.  For now, the West 
of England position is to express concerns about the split whilst leaving open the opportunity to enter 
into discussions with the Department for Transport on future options. 
 
 

7. Geographic boundaries of the franchise  
  
We have identified some potential options for changes to the geographic boundaries of the 
franchise.  These options would remain relevant whether the franchise is retained as a single large, 
integrated franchise or split into smaller franchises.  These options are:  

• the Greenford branch.  Some stakeholders have questioned whether the Greenford 
branch is best served in future by the Great Western franchise or whether there could be 
a case for incorporating it into the Chiltern franchise, which is due to be re-let in 
2021.  Chiltern operates a large fleet of similar diesel trains from its nearby depot at 
Wembley and could therefore be well placed to operate the service in future. 

• Brighton. The current Great Western franchise operates a small number of through 
services from Brighton to Southampton, Salisbury, Bristol and beyond. While these 
services provide useful direct links to and from the south coast, they are infrequent and 
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contribute to an irregular service pattern between Brighton, Chichester and Southampton. 
Transferring the Brighton-Southampton part of these services into the successor to the 
current Thameslink, Southern & Great Northern (TSGN) franchise, could allow a more 
consistent and regular service pattern to be operated on this route. Electric trains could 
replace diesels between Southampton and Brighton, providing more seats than the Great 
Western franchise provides today and releasing diesel trains to provide more space for 
passengers on other core routes within the Great Western franchise. If GWR services 
to/from Brighton were to be withdrawn, we would require the TSGN franchise to maintain 
sufficient capacity between Brighton, Portsmouth and Southampton. Different arguments 
might apply on weekdays, when these services provide a commuter service to/from 
Brighton, and where services beyond Southampton may be less important; and at 
weekends, when these services may more important for leisure passengers travelling 
longer distances who wish to avoid changing trains. 

12. Do you agree or disagree with the option outlined above for transferring Greenford branch 
services between West Ealing and Greenford to the Chiltern franchise?  
 
   Agree 
   Disagree 

×   No opinion 

 
Why?   

 
 

  

13. Do you agree or disagree with the option outlined above for transferring the existing 
Brighton-Southampton portion of the current Great Western Bristol – Salisbury – Southampton 
- Brighton service to the Thameslink, Southern and Great Northern franchise (or a successor 
franchise)?  
 
   Agree 
   Disagree 

×   No opinion 

 
Why?   

Whilst we are concerned at the loss of through services, noting the Passenger Focus research for the 
Great Western Franchise in 2013 which highlighted that an aggregate of 31% of passengers will not 
make their journey if they have to change trains, if it happens there must be good connections and 
good interchange (ideally cross platform) to minimise the inconvenience to passengers. If the service 
is transferred, there should be no loss of rolling stock from the Great Western Franchise. 

  

14. What other locations or routes do you think should be considered for:  
 
adding to the 
franchise?   

  
 

transferring to 
another 
franchise?   

  
 

 
Give your reasons.   
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 No views. 
 
 

 
8. Collaboration  
  
Close collaboration between Network Rail and franchise operators is critical in providing a safe and 
reliable service for passengers. The current franchisee and Network Rail’s Western Route have 
already made significant efforts in this direction, including through their Alliance Framework 
Agreement, and setting up the Western Route Supervisory Board, comprised of Network Rail and 
representatives from the train operators on the route, and a representative from Transport Focus. 
 
Important aspects of collaboration between Network Rail and franchise operators include:  

• day-to-day operations, where collaboration helps smooth operation of the railway.  This 
is  particularly important during disruptions, in order to provide clear and accurate 
information to passengers  and to restore services as quickly as possible to minimise 
disruption 

• alignment of objectives and targets between the operator and Network Rail, e.g. on 
punctuality targets 

• maintaining and improving the network:  Network Rail needs access to the network to 
carry out maintenance and improvement work, meaning that there are times when 
passenger services cannot operate, or are reduced in frequency.  Current industry 
mechanisms for agreeing this access can result in opposing incentives for Network Rail 
and passenger operators.  Collaboration can allow better ‘whole industry’ decisions to be 
made, eg cutting back last services on some days of the week when demand is low to 
allow later services to operate on other days when demand for late-evening services is 
higher. 

• planning and delivery of major enhancement schemes:  Many more complex rail upgrade 
schemes require a combination of changes to the infrastructure, usually planned and 
carried out by Network Rail, and changes to the train service, which are the responsibility 
of the franchisee.  Successful delivery depends on integrating these aspects throughout 
the enhancement scheme.  Managing these interfaces in major enhancements can be 
challenging, especially where multiple organisations are involved, and any changes to 
one aspect of the project can have significant consequences for others.  Successful 
delivery is aided by having a single party with overall accountability for achieving the 
intended outcomes of such schemes. 

 
We will expect the next Great Western franchise to build further on the existing collaboration with 
Network Rail, which could include a stronger joint partnership approach to developing and  
designing future train service and infrastructure enhancement schemes.  
 

15. What do you think are the main challenges that might be addressed through coordination 
and integration between the train operator and Network Rail?  
 

Focussing on the needs of passengers rather than the operational needs of the railway, e.g. facilitating 
service improvements such as better Sunday timetables. 
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Clarifying that passengers are Network Rail’s customers too. This may mean that freight operators’ 
needs must be balanced with those of passengers whilst recognising we want to see more freight 
moving from road to rail where capacity allows. 
 
Network Rail should be incentivised to help the franchisee get growth in passenger numbers. 
 
If the franchise is split, there need to be clear direction to Network Rail and the two franchisees on 
collaborative working in the overall interests of passengers. 
 

  

16. What do you think should be the future priorities for strengthened partnership working 
between the franchise operator and Network Rail?  
 

Capacity planning and work to deliver enhancements that deliver additional capacity through station 
platform extensions. 
 
Improve long term planning to minimise disruption to travelling public of planned work and consult 
highway authorities about temporary line closures at an early stage in the planning process.  
 
Reduction in delays, improved passenger satisfaction, improved provision of information when delays 
occur, higher passenger numbers.  As all of these are measurable targets could be set and a review 
process established. 
 
More flexible evening possessions to allow the franchise operator to run later services. 
 
More collaboration for planning services around maintenance work. 
 

 
9. Infrastructure enhancement schemes  
  
We believe that a key priority for the next franchisee should be to support the development of potential 
infrastructure enhancement schemes, including those promoted by local authorities or other third-party 
promoters, and to work with Network Rail on identifying sources of third-party funding. We will 
therefore consider how the specification for the next franchise can best support the development of 
locally-promoted enhancement schemes, focusing on those proposals that meet a clearly-identified 
local need, and that have realistic prospects of being prioritised by local funders and offering good 
value for money. Some examples are:  

• Peninsula Rail Task Force (PRTF): A group comprising local authorities and local 
enterprise partnerships from across the south west peninsula, which has developed 
proposals around three key themes: resilience and reliability, faster journey times and 
connectivity, and sufficient capacity and comfort. Network Rail and the current franchisee 
have already been working together following publication of PRTF’s "Closing the Gap" 
report and we will expect further collaboration to inform future infrastructure decisions in 
these areas. 

• MetroWest: A scheme being promoted by the West of England Combined Authority 
(WECA), to provide half-hourly services at most local stations in the Bristol area, as well 
as restoring passenger services to Portishead and opening other new stations. Subject to 
the local promoters deciding to proceed with this scheme, we will work with them to 
deliver the planned service enhancements. We are also examining the potential for the 
new MetroWest services to be extended beyond their currently-planned termini, to serve 
Gloucester and Westbury. We will request proposals from the current franchisee to 
source the additional rolling stock that such extensions would require. 
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• Devon Metro: A scheme promoted by Devon County Council to improve local rail 
services around Exeter, by constructing some new stations and providing more frequent 
and regular services on routes serving Exeter. 

• Okehampton: A scheme to start regular, year-round passenger services between 
Okehampton and Exeter, including a possible new station at Okehampton Parkway, as 
part of the wider "Devon Metro" concept. We will request proposals from the current 
franchisee to trial an all-week, year-round service on the Okehampton route. 

• Tavistock and Plymouth Metro: Devon County Council is leading a project to re-open a 
5.5 mile stretch of disused railway line between Bere Alston and Tavistock, to enable the 
introduction of rail services between Tavistock and Plymouth, and Plymouth City Council 
and local partners have begun to consider how such a scheme could form part of a wider 
‘Plymouth Metro’ concept. 

• North Cotswold Line Task Force: This recently-established Task Force draws together 
local authorities and other partners with an interest in the North Cotswold route between 
Oxford, Worcester and Hereford. It aims to develop proposals for faster and more 
frequent journeys to and from London. 

• Bourne End: A scheme to remodel the track layout at Bourne End to enable a half-
hourly direct service to operate between Maidenhead, Bourne End and Marlow. 

17. Are you promoting a scheme for a new station or line which has a realistic prospect of 
being funded? Please provide brief details here.  
 

MetroWest  
The West of England’s MetroWest scheme will bring half hourly local services to the Severn Beach 
Line and to Bath Spa, Westbury, Yate and Gloucester alongside reopened lines to Portishead and 
Henbury with six new stations at Portishead, Pill, Ashley Down, North Filton, Henbury and Portway.   
 
Together this will generate 1.7m new passengers linking up new housing and employment in 
Keynsham (700 homes), Yate (3,000 homes), South Bristol, Cribbs Patchway New Neighbourhood 
(5,700 homes adjacent to the Henbury Line), the new Bristol Arena and the existing Temple Quarter 
Enterprise Zone (17,000 jobs) and Enterprise Areas in Bath, Filton, Avonmouth/Severnside and 
Emersons Green. 
 
We have already secured £103.4m for MetroWest and £2.6m for Portway.  There remains a £46m 
shortfall for reopening the Portishead Line. 
 

  

18. What actions would you like the franchise to undertake in order to support the development 
of this scheme?  
 

We request that the following MetroWest services are included at no cost to the West of England local 
authorities in the Direct Award for 2020 to 2022 and in the new Great Western Franchise that follows: 

• Hourly services from Bristol Temple Meads to Portishead with stops at Pill, Parson Street and 
Bedminster. 
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• Half hourly all stopping service between Avonmouth (hourly to Severn Beach) and Bath Spa and 
Westbury and including the new Portway station. 

• Half hourly service to Yate and Gloucester. 

• Hourly service on the reopened Henbury Line with stops at North Filton, Henbury and Ashley 
Down. 

 
10. Train service improvements  
  

19. Which routes do you believe could benefit from improvements to train frequencies?  
 

Severn Beach Line 
 
Bristol to Cardiff calling at Patchway station. 
 
Bristol to Weymouth 
  
See also the response to question 38. 
 

  

20. What times of the day or week are these improvements needed?  
 

Seven day week timetable.  
 
Better late evening services to serve the night-time economy and the new Bristol Arena. 
 

  

21. Why?  
 

Leisure, work and shopping travel patterns have changed dramatically over the last three decades and 
the rail network has been too slow in recognising this.  Weekends are now as busy as weekdays so all 
service improvements should operate to a seven day week timetable.  Services should be customer 
focused to 21st Century needs and expectations. 
 
Local routes in Bristol have two way flows of passengers into and out of the city centre during the peak 
for example to Bristol Parkway/ Yate/Patchway and between Cardiff and Bristol.  
 

  

22. If the only way of achieving earlier first trains or later last trains was to curtail services at 
other times of the week or year so Network Rail can carry out essential maintenance, what 
times would you suggest?  
 

Network Rail should work to a 24/7 (Seven Day Railway) policy for essential maintenance.  The 
operational needs of the railway should be tailored to the needs of passengers.  Services should not 
be curtailed. 
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11. Reducing journey times  
  
The introduction of new intercity trains will enable improvements in journey times on key long-distance 
routes during the term of the current franchise.  There are also aspirations for further journey time 
improvements on some routes.  We will explore the potential for any of these to be achieved within the 
proposed term of the next franchise, but in many instances such improvements would require either 
infrastructure change (usually dealt with through Network Rail’s business planning process) or 
significant reform to service structures.  
 
One prominent example is the Peninsula Rail Task Force’s (PRTF) aspiration for faster journeys 
between London and the south west peninsula.  The current franchisee is already working closely with 
Network Rail to identify opportunities for incremental gains to journey times through targeted 
infrastructure interventions, though such opportunities would require new funding to implement.  We 
would expect to see such collaboration continue, and ideally increase further.  
 
We are also aware that the PRTF’s aspirations have led to concerns that longer-distance journeys 
might in future be accelerated by omitting calls at intermediate stations along the route.  In the first 
instance, we are therefore starting to explore whether there is any scope for longer-term changes to 
planned service structures that could enable faster longer-distance journeys, while also maintaining 
planned service frequencies at intermediate stations.  We are also inviting views on how we can best 
strike the right balance between the interests of longer-distance passengers and users of intermediate 
stations along the route. 
  
 

23. Do you agree or disagree with reducing journey times to destinations in the South West by 
reducing stops at intermediate stations?  
 
   Agree 

×    Disagree 

   No opinion 
  

24. Which services or stations would benefit from this approach?  
 

  
 
 
 

  

25. Why?  
 

The new Franchise should improve the mix of long distance and local rail services with a clear 
separation between fast, limited stop and semi fast all stopping services.  The Cardiff to Portsmouth 
service for example currently provides an inter-regional train service but this role is partly undermined 
by the high number of small station stops.  Any separation of services, however, must not be at the 
expense of losing local stops.  
 
Additional local train services may be required.  Again, using the Cardiff to Portsmouth route as an 
example a half hourly overlay stopping service between Bristol and Westbury would provide the 
services required for MetroWest Phase 1 between Bristol Temple Meads and Bath Spa as well as 
serving the Wiltshire towns of Bradford-on-Avon, Trowbridge and Westbury all of which are part of 
Bath’s travel to work area.   
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26. Which services or stations would be disadvantaged by this approach?  
 

 See the answer to 25. 
 

  

27. Why?  
 

See the answer to question 25.  
 

  

28. Are there any locations or routes on the Great Western network where it could be 
appropriate to reduce station stops in order to speed up longer-distance journeys?  
 

We are keen to see express services between Bristol, Newport and Cardiff but if stops are removed to 
speed up journey times additional semi fast and all stopping services should be provided to fill the 
gaps. 

  

29. Why?  
 

  
 
 
 

12. Direct journeys  
  
Whilst passengers value being able to make direct journeys, some direct journeys may be provided 
more for operational reasons than because an identified market exists, e.g. linking of services together 
across Bristol between Great Malvern, Cardiff, Gloucester, Westbury, Weston-super-Mare, Taunton 
and Weymouth.  In these cases, we are unlikely to perpetuate such cross-city linkages, and allowing 
the next franchisee flexibility to modify service patterns could be important in supporting future service 
improvements and efficient operations. 
 
However, we recognise that there may be aspirations for a wider range of direct journey opportunities, 
particularly to and from London, and could require the franchisee to develop proposals for these for 
possible implementation in the franchise from 2022. 
 
Where it not feasible to provide direct services, we will expect the franchisee to consider providing 
suitable connections between their own services where possible, e.g. between main line and branch 
line services in Devon & Cornwall.  Where connections may be between different operators, we 
propose to build on the approach used in recent franchise competitions to seek greater collaboration 
with other operators and local stakeholders to identify the connections that matter most to passengers, 
and to coordinate their timetables where practicable to provide convenient connections. 
 

30. Which direct services such as those described above should be preserved in the next 
franchise?  
 

Cardiff to Portsmouth 
 
Cardiff to Taunton 
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Cheltenham Spa/Gloucester to Westbury 
 
London Paddington to Weston-super-Mare 
 

31. Why?  
 

All of the services listed in Question 30. retain important cross Bristol services to enable direct travel, 
particularly for work trips, across the West of England area. Breaking services at Bristol Temple 
Meads imposes an unattractive penalty on passengers particularly where connecting with hourly or 
half hourly services. 
 
For this reason if cross Bristol services are to be split (and we accept the argument that punctuality 
can be compromised by having very long journey lengths), there needs to be good connections and 
good interchange (ideally cross platform) at Bristol Temple Meads. 
 

  

32. Are there any other stations between which you feel direct services should be provided?  
 

  
Bristol to Oxford 
 

  

33. Why?  
 

Links up high-tech corridor Bath, Corsham and Swindon with connections to Milton Keynes and 
Cambridge via East-West Rail and avoids the need to travel across London to interchange. 
 

  

34. At which locations should connections between different services be improved?  
 

Bristol Temple Meads cross platform interchange should be provided wherever possible. 
 
Bristol Parkway for connections between local, regional and national services. 
 

  

35. Why?  
 

Connections between local, national and regional services are often poor.  Moving between separate 
problems to change trains can be difficult with passenger numbers and if lifts have to be used plus 
there are limited facilities for extended periods waiting for trains at both stations. 
 

13. Demand for seasonal services  
  
Many routes served by the Great Western franchise experience substantial fluctuations in demand, 
e.g. during summer and other holiday periods, or associated with Christmas shopping, such as Bath or 
Bristol Christmas markets. 
 
For predictable, seasonal variations in travel demand, we anticipate that the train service specification 
for the next franchise will include some specific requirements, e.g. for changes to service patterns to 
reflect summer patterns of demand, continuing the current practice, unless there is a good reason to 
do anything differently. 
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For special events, it is not feasible to include specific requirements about every event that might take 
place across such a wide franchise geography, but we will strengthen the requirement for the next 
franchisee to have a clear plan for how it will meet the needs of passengers travelling to and from 
special events, working with event organisers, the police and other local partners. 
 

36. What additional seasonal train services do you consider to be particularly important to 
retain or improve in the next franchise?  
 

As a general principle, the franchisee should be required to provide capacity to cater for regular, 
predictable events without reducing capacity on regular services to provide it – unless it’s clear that 
demand will be lower on regular services at that time. 

There are events that occur annually that cause spikes in demand for travel, such as Bath Christmas 
Market, Bristol Balloon Fiesta, Cheltenham Race Festival and the Glastonbury Festival.  The planned 
Bristol Arena will require a significant change in early and late evening services to manage people 
going to and from events. 

Special events are spread well across the year so we request the franchisee should be required to 
have capacity in reserve to meet additional demand for predictable annual events. At other times, that 
reserve stock could be used to provide additional capacity on the basic timetable or to seaside 
destinations in the summer – Weymouth and Weston-super-Mare and rugby and football matches if 
possible. 

  

37. Why?  
 

Providing capacity for the services listed in 36. will help to resolve over crowding and poor service 
reliability experienced in Bristol area during summer months and offer a realistic alternative to 
travelling by car. 
 

14. Other train service issues  
  

38. What other train service enhancements do you believe should be considered for inclusion 
in the next franchise?  
 

Local 
 

• MetroWest (see response to questions 8., 17. and 18.) minimum half hourly service for all stations 
to: 

o Bath Spa  
o Severn Beach Line including the new Portway station (hourly Avonmouth to Severn 

Beach)  
o Yate  
o Portishead (interim service to start with) 
o Henbury (hourly to start with) 
o Extend Bath service to Westbury and Yate service to Gloucester 

• Minimum six trains per hour to Filton Abbey Wood. 

• Half hourly all station service Weston-super-Mare to Bristol Parkway. 

• Cardiff to Portsmouth route to provide a new local stopping service from Bristol to Westbury and 
from Bristol to Cardiff (MetroWest extension) including half hourly to Patchway and potential new 
stations at Magor, Llanwern and Cardiff Parkway. 

• Later evening train services linked to Enterprise Zone and the new Bristol Arena. 

• Seven day week timetable on some routes including the Severn Beach Line throughout the year. 

• 15 minute turn up and go services on key urban routes e.g. Bath Spa to Clifton Down. 
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Regional 
 

• Bristol to Gloucester/Cheltenham semi fast limited stop service (in addition to MetroWest Phase 2 
extension). 

• Cardiff to Portsmouth via Filton Abbey Wood, Temple Meads and Bath Spa fast, limited stop 
service separated out from a local stopping service (see above).   

• Bristol to Cardiff 30 minute journey time express service. 

• Bristol to Oxford with connections to future East-West Rail (potential for Wiltshire Council led new 
stations at Corsham and Royal Wootton Bassett). 

• Bristol to Weston-super-Mare, Taunton and Exeter - increase frequency to two trains per hour (one 
fast limited stop, one slower stopping train – MetroWest extension).  This is in addition to the 
minimum half hourly service from Bristol to Weston-super-Mare. 

• Bristol to Yeovil linked to Heart of Wessex Community Rail Partnership aspirations for an hourly 
semi fast, limited stop Bristol to Weymouth service. 

 
National 
 

• Hourly London Paddington to Weston-super-Mare IET service.  This must be in addition to existing 
local services.  Possible extension to Taunton and Exeter to provide the fast limited stop regional 
service above.   

• Three train per hour IET service from London Paddington to Bath Spa and Bristol Temple Meads. 

• Western Rail Link to Heathrow – through services from Bristol, South West and South Wales to 
avoid the interchange penalty at Reading. 

 

As guiding principles local, regional and national services should be separated, equally spaced in 
terms of timings to avoid trains chasing one another and with no loss of existing connections and 
frequencies.  Capacity for weekend and summer services should be properly planned for. 
 
We will be looking for the franchise operator to take more of a commercial risk with the introduction of 
new and enhanced services. 
 
We expect the franchise operator to develop close links to other franchises with the potential to 
integrate/co-ordinate services in the best interests of passengers including: 
 

• London Waterloo to Bristol via Salisbury. 

• Proposed half hourly CrossCountry service between Bristol and Exeter. 
 

  

39. Why?  
 

We expect the franchise operator to work with the local authorities on the development and 
implementation of schemes required to deliver the West of England’s Joint Spatial Plan to 2036.   
MetroWest and the other new and enhanced services listed in the response to question 38. are vital to 
supporting the planned growth of 105,500 new homes and over 82,500 jobs by 2036.  This is set out 
in Table One below.  
 

Table One: Great Western Franchise services and growth areas 

Growth area Housing Employment New Franchise 

Avonmouth/ 
Severnside 
Enterprise Area 

N/A 8,000 – 12,000 MetroWest ½ hourly local service 

Bath City Riverside 
Enterprise Area 

300 9,000 MetroWest ½ hourly local 
3 IEP tph to London 
½ hourly regional 

Charfield 1,200 N/A MetroWest ½ hourly local service 

Cribbs Patchway 
New Neighbourhood 

5,700  MetroWest hourly Henbury and 
North Filton (to start with) 
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Emersons Green 
Enterprise Area 

N/A 7,000 – 9,000 MetroWest ½ hourly local service 
IEP to Bristol Parkway 

Filton Enterprise 
Area 

N/A 4,000 to 6,000 ½ hourly local 
4 tph regional 

Keynsham 3,250 N/A MetroWest ½ hourly local 
Bristol to Westbury 

Nailsea & Backwell 3,600 N/A ½ hourly local 
1 tph regional/ national 

South Bristol Priority 
Growth Location 

1,700 10,400 MetroWest ½ hourly local  

Temple Quarter 
Enterprise Zone 

N/A 17,000 MetroWest ½ hourly local from all 
stations 
5 IEP tph to London 
Regional CrosssCountry 
Regional (Cardiff to Portsmouth, 
Cardiff to Bristol and Bristol to 
Westbury)  

Urban Living incl. 
Bristol, North and 
East Fringe 

13,300  MetroWest ½ hourly local service 
Regional 
 

Weston-super-Mare 
incl Jcn 21 
Enterprise Area 

12,000 10,000 4 to 5 trains per hour 
Hourly London to Weston-super-
Mare IET 

Yate incl. Strategic 
Corridor and North 
Yate 

5,600 N/A MetroWest ½ hourly local 
1 tph regional 

Other sites  
 

58,850 9,100 – 17,100 MetroWest and other ½ hourly 
services 

Totals 105,500 82,500  

 
We want the franchise operator and Network Rail to look ahead and consider what services will be 
needed 10 – 15 years hence and what infrastructure enhancements will be needed to facilitate them.  
For example, the massive housing growth in Keynsham may mean that a local train service of 15 
minute turn up and go frequency is needed sooner rather than later with the need for new capacity on 
the Bristol to Bath line. 
 

  

40. If you are a freight operator or represent the freight industry, please set out your 
expectations of likely future demand for freight capacity across the routes served by the 
franchise.  
 

  
 
 
 

 
15. Rolling stock  
  
By the end of the current franchise, a substantial amount of new rolling stock will have been introduced 
and some of the oldest trains currently operating on the franchise will have been replaced by more 
modern ones.  Nevertheless, some of the trains which will remain at the end of the franchise were 
introduced in the late 1980s and early 1990s, and will therefore be approaching the end of their 
intended design life during the 2020s.  A key issue for the franchise, therefore, will be to ensure that all 
rolling stock on the franchise meets modern standards of design, comfort and on-train facilities.  For 
the older fleets remaining on the franchise, we envisage this requiring significant modernisation if they 
are to continue operating long into the 2020s. 
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eg the provision of reliable free wi-fi and mobile connectivity has been highlighted by a number of 
stakeholders. 
 
There are also differing views on the provision of First Class accommodation.  In particular, there is a 
trade-off between providing First Class accommodation for those who want it, and providing sufficient 
seats and space for other passengers.  Some stakeholders have also suggested that First Class 
accommodation could be appropriate for some middle-distance services which do not currently provide 
this as a way of improving passenger facilities. 
 
We propose requiring the franchisee to identify, assess and advise on the options for the long-term 
future of the older diesel fleets that will remain in operation on the franchise in 2020, taking account of 
passengers’ expectations of a high-quality, modern on-train passenger environment and facilities and 
projected increases in demand. We will also seek significant improvements in mobile connectivity 
across the franchise, including the introduction of minimum service levels for train-to-internet 
connectivity, and consider how these and improvements to CCTV can contribute to helping 
passengers feel safer. 
 
 41. What do you think are the main priorities that we should seek to address in relation to 
rolling stock?  
 

The new franchise should include the commitment to provide service levels and rolling stock to meet 
current and foreseeable demand and recognising historic levels of growth. 
 
The age of the local fleet of diesel multiple units ranges from 20 to 35 years.  A brand new fleet of 
rolling stock is urgently needed.  
 
Priorities should include: 
 

• New fleet of electro diesels for example the Staller Rail Flirt 3 and 4 car electro diesels. 

• New trains to be 5 or 6 car length to cater for capacity and avoid supressing demand. 

• Best fit rolling stock to stopping patterns and routes where fast, semi-fast and all stopping services 
have different needs. 

• Increase capacity to carry cycles, buggies and wheelchairs and sufficient luggage space on 
longer-distance trains 

• Recognise whilst the cascade of Class 165/6 is very welcome they are already 20 years and will 
not provide a long-term solution. 

• Cascade of Class 170 from the East Anglia franchise in the short term with appropriate gauge 
clearance as required. 
 

  

42. Are there any routes which do not currently have First Class accommodation where you 
think it should be provided?  
 

If a fast, limited stop service is introduced on the Cardiff to Portsmouth route First Class provision 
would enhance its image and make it more attractive to business users but this should not be at the 
expense of standard-class accommodation. 

  
43. Should the franchisee provide specific services and facilities for:  
 
 Yes No 

business travellers?    ×    

families travelling with 
children? ×       

other passengers? ×       

 
Please provide more information on what you think should be provided?   
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Accessible local stations are key to an accessible network and will benefit a wide range of groups. 
Specific toilet facilities may also be needed for specific groups at stations and on trains.  
 

 
16. Rolling stock  
  

44. What benefits or disadvantages do you think do you think innovative technologies for 
rolling stock, e.g. hydrogen or battery power, could bring?  
 

Whilst it remains an aspiration of the West of England to see all local services electrified we recognise 
that battery powered trains for where the wires end would provide an alternative bringing the benefits 
of low emissions and faster acceleration without the need for the infrastructure required for full 
electrification. 
 
Near stations and signals where diesel engines are used there is still a significant issue regarding 
noise and air pollution.  Battery and hydrogen power could help address these issues which are 
widespread across the country. 

  

45. Are there any routes which would be particularly suitable for these types of innovative 
technology e.g. hydrogen or battery power?  
 

Ahead of the full electrification of local routes in the West of England (Bristol) innovative technology 
would be suitable for: 

Severn Beach Line 

Bristol to Weston-super-Mare 

Bristol to Yate and Gloucester  

Bristol to Cardiff 

Reopened Portishead and Henbury Lines 

Bristol to Westbury 
 

17. Accessibility  
  
Passengers with disabilities can face significant challenges when travelling by rail, and at various 
stages of their journey.  We are determined to continue making progress in breaking down these 
barriers to disabled people’s confidence in using rail transport. 
 
We propose to seek commitments in the franchise for high-quality disability awareness training for 
public facing staff, recognising that there is a wide range of disabilities, not all of which are visible, and 
in being aware of the differing needs of individuals with different forms of disability We will seek 
commitments for high-quality consultation specifically with disabled passengers, and more systematic 
monitoring and reporting of the quality of service provided to passengers with disabilities and acting on 
the results of such reports.   We will expect the franchisee to develop proposals for improving 
accessibility to and within stations. 
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46. Which stations do you think should be a priority for improving accessibility?  
 

Parsons Street 

Lawrence Hill 

Stapleton Road 

Freshford step free access to the southbound platform 

  

47. Give your reasons.  
 

Making these stations accessible will mean the local rail network will be close to being 100% step free 
giving passengers with mobility difficulties the ability and confidence to travel across the whole 
network whilst opening up new travel opportunities. 

  

48. What other improvements could help to make rail services easier to access and use for all 
passengers?  
 

Improvements to include: 

• Cross-platform interchange wherever possible.  

• Presence and visibility of staff at staffed stations and on trains. 

• CCTV at all stations. 

• Working data screens and help points.   

• Dropped kerbs disabled parking highway crossing patrol where appropriate. 

• Secure cycle hubs. 
 
Closer working with Community Rail Partnerships/community groups through things like the Customer 
and Community Improvement Fund (CCIF) and other community led schemes have an important role 
to play in promoting rail travel and enhancing the travelling experience. 
 
 

18. Stations  
  
Stations, and the journey to and from them, are a key component of passengers’ overall journey 
experience.   Stakeholders have highlighted a number of areas where the franchise specification could 
focus attention:  

• improving station facilities.  This includes the provision of seating, shelters, accurate up-
to-date information, improving accessibility for those with disabilities to and within the 
station, improving designs to allow a great throughput of passengers, and maintaining 
safety and security 

• improving car and cycle parking, particularly where a shortage of car parking spaces may 
be acting as a barrier to future growth, and a greater provision of electric car charging 
points 

• improving access for pedestrians and cyclists, with clear direction signs and safe, well-lit 
routes 
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• improving accessibility, physical interchange and co-ordination between rail services and 
other modes of transport 

• working with local communities to bring disused station buildings back into community 
use, e.g. as cafes or community hubs 

• co-operating with local authority schemes for station improvements and redevelopment of 
the areas surrounding stations 

  
We will consider the case for requiring the franchisee to set aside funds for station improvements, as 
we have done in some recent franchise competitions, and if a portion of this should be dedicated for 
improvements at smaller stations. 
 
We would also expect the franchisee to co-operate with locally-promoted schemes for station 
improvements and improvements to the areas around stations, and to continue work on developing 
station ‘master plans’ for some stations. 
 
We expect to require the franchisee to develop proposals for better co-ordination with other transport 
modes, building on the approach used in recent franchise competitions, and will consider the case for 
encouraging the franchisee to develop and update more Station Travel Plans and make better use of 
them, in consultation with passengers and other local stakeholders.  
We will consider whether we should require the franchisee to provide more electric car charging points. 
 
We will expect the franchisee to continue to improve security at stations, including areas such as staff 
awareness, availability of CCTV coverage and engagement with the Secure Stations Scheme. 
  

49. Do you think these are the right priorities for stations in the new franchise? * 
 
   Yes (Go to 20. Focus) 

×    No (Go to 19. New priorities)  

 
19. New priorities  
  

50. Which priorities would you change or add, and why?  
 

We expect to see the new franchise: 
 

• Implement a programme of local station enhancements over and above that proposed for 
MetroWest by looking to the long-term transport needs identified in the Joint Spatial Plan. 

• Ensure all local stations are fully accessible with step free access and raised platform heights. 

• Rolling programme of Station Travel Plans linked to the above but also to promote travel to and 
from stations. 

• Work with local bus operators to improve bus services to rail stations from towns not on the rail 
network (such as Midsomer Norton and Radstock) and interchange facilities. 

• Increase staffing and accommodation for them at the busier stations for example at Yate and 
Filton Abbey Wood. 

• Taxis permitted to serve stations must be fully accessible. 

• Long term strategy for Bristol Parkway to deal with predicted growth and improve passenger 
access and facilities. 

• Consider the potential for more rail based park & ride. 
Page 55 of 82 



 
ITEM 10 

 

 

 
The franchisee must set aside funds for small and large station improvements. With the current 
franchise, such funds have been critical to the enhancement and rebuilding of stations such as at 
Severn Beach and Avonmouth.  These improvements have required the third party support of 
Community Rail Partnerships and local authorities. The process for such work does not fit well 
currently with local authority capital programmes and from inception to commissioning for more than 
simple schemes takes at least two years. 
 
Once authorities have funded facilities these must be maintained and we need to be part of any 
station changes notices and consultations. 
 

 
20. Focus  
  

51. At which stations do you think co-ordination between transport modes could be improved?  
 

Better information at all station exits on forward travel options with posters updated up to four times a 
year on the agreed Bus Service Change Dates.  There should be a duty to liaise with the relevant local 
transport authority in the production of such information.  Review of access between current and future 
development sites including Enterprise Zones and Areas and their nearest stations is also required.  
As an example, there is the opportunity to more closely link the stations at Avonmouth, Severn Beach 
and Portway on the Severn Beach Line with the Severnside/Avonmouth Enterprise Area. 
 

  

52. How do you believe these areas could be improved such as through timetabling 
connections or through physical works at the location?  
 

The sacrifice of parking spaces can enhance access for other modes for example bus or cycle.  The 
current franchise system has a general presumption in favour of protecting parking spaces and this 
works against the need to improve mode integration at every level. This needs to be addressed. 
 
There should be a presumption of a higher priority for access to station entrances for bus passengers 
and pick up/set down points for buses and taxis should be located accordingly. 
 

  

53. What do you believe are examples of best practice elsewhere which could be relevant for 
stations on the Great Western franchise network?  
 

  
 
 
 

21. Fares  
  
Fares-setting on the future Great Western franchise will largely be driven by national fares policy.  At 
present, approximately 45% of Great Western ticket revenue comes from fares that are regulated, for 
which individual fare increases are currently capped at inflation, as measured by the Retail Prices 
Index.  Other aspects of the fares and ticketing regime are also guided by national policy, to maintain 
consistency across the national network, but the franchise specification could encourage or require the 
franchisee to:  
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• develop and promote the use of smart cards, contactless payment cards and mobile 
ticketing, and the range of tickets available by these means 

• develop a wider range of tickets integrated with local buses and other modes, including 
co-operation with local authority smartcard schemes 

• provide more ticket vending machines and ensure that  these will offer the full range of 
fares available, in particular making these easier to use and making it easy to understand 
which is the most appropriate fare for the journey being made 

• address any anomalies in current fares arrangements, e.g. where fares on some routes 
might, for historical reasons, be being set by an operator who does not operate those 
routes, or are based on historical splits between different service groups 

• promote a wider range of local tourist attractions, e.g. through joint marketing and joint 
ticketing arrangements 
 

54. Do you agree or disagree with the priorities for:  
 
 Agree Disagree 

fares? ×       

ticketing? ×       

 
Which priorities would you change or add, and why?   

All of the above.  During the current franchise, it seems to have been difficult to progress through 
ticketing and smart cards and we would welcome closer working on smart ticketing proposals. 
 
 

22. Fares  
  

55. What changes to the fares structure could be of benefit to you?  
 

• Simplification of the range of tickets, standard names for ticket types between train operating 
companies and clarity over restrictions on use. 

• Raise Severn Beach Line fares (if not already implemented). 

• Implement a MetroWest zonal fares system. 

• Incorporate a mechanism for the local authorities and the franchise operator to regularly review 
fare levels. 

• Commitment to fully inter operable (bus, rail, ferry) smart ticketing. 

• New ticketing initiatives including for part time users (as per the East Anglia franchise) to reflect 
modern working trends. 

• Merge the Freedom Travelpass ticket with the bus operators’ AvonRider range of multi-operator 
tickets. 

• Introduction of Delay Repay on all Great Western services after 15- minute (25%) and 30-minute 
delays (50%), as well as 100% after one hour plus.    
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23. Community rail  
  
There are a number of Community Rail lines on the Great Western franchise, with some routes 
showing significant increases in passenger numbers following improvements to services promoted by 
the relevant Community Rail Partnership (CRP). 
 
The current franchisee has provided active support for these Community Rail lines, eg by providing 
direct funding and additional funds for specific projects through the Customer & Communities 
Improvement Fund. The current franchisee also employs a full-time member of staff to work with the 
CRPs in the franchise area. 
 
The department strongly supports Community Rail, and has sought to promote an increase in 
community rail activity through recent franchise specifications.  We see this as essential in further 
building and cementing public trust in the railway, and will build on the excellent community work that 
the current franchisee already does. 
 
We propose to maintain, and, subject to affordability, increase the funding made available by the 
franchise to support community rail activities and the number of staff dedicated to engagement with the 
community rail sector.  We also recognise the need to ensure that the process of accessing funding is 
as simple as possible, while ensuring good value from the money spent. 
 

56. What more do you feel that the franchisee could be doing to help the Community Rail sector 
increase its contribution to society and the railway, for example in harnessing local community 
relations and outreach into the community?  
 

Our two Community Rail Partnerships (CRP), Severnside and Heart of Wessex, continue to 
demonstrate their value with increasing passenger numbers, the transformation of stations and the 
travelling environment and improved information.   
 
In the new franchise we expect to see: 
 

• Continued funding and support for the Severnside and Heart of Wessex Community Rail 
Partnerships. 

• Support rail familiarisation projects and working with local schools. 

• Work in partnership with our Community Rail Partnerships on schemes to improve stations, 
ticketing initiatives and other schemes to promote train travel. 

 
Resources for the two Partnerships are stretched in terms of staff and additional funding is required to 
expand their work and improve the benefits.  In the West of England many of the improvements to 
local stations have been provided by Severnside Community Rail Partnership and the local groups 
which they encourage and organise. 
 
The statement that “the current franchisee also employs a full-time member of staff to work with the 
CRPs in the franchise area” is inaccurate and misleading. GWR’s Regional Development Managers 
are responsible for liaison with CRPs alongside a wide range of other duties. There needs to be 
capability within the franchisee and Network Rail to deliver community rail projects.  There are often 
challenges with getting minor works agreed. 
 
There must be acceptance by the franchise operator and/or Network Rail of the ongoing maintenance 
requirements of newly-installed infrastructure. 
 
The key contacts “on the ground” for CRPs are Station Managers and the franchisee should train its 
Station Managers to reflect the commitment to community rail and to engage positively with CRPs.  
There should also be one single reporting line for problems and accountability. 
 
There should be a willingness on the part of the franchise operator and Network Rail to look seriously 
at low-cost solutions – even if that involves some relaxation of or derogation from rail industry 
standards – but clearly NOT safety-critical standards.  
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Also, the franchisee should be required to engage with Employers’ Travel Forums and similar groups 
as part of their community engagement. 
 

24. Investing in the workforce and industry skills  
  

57. What more should the franchisee do to invest in the workforce and wider industry skills?  
 

• Improve the facilities provided for staff at stations including Bristol Temple Meads, Bristol Parkway, 
Yate, Keynsham, Oldfield Park and Filton Abbey Wood.  

 

• Negotiate Sunday working agreement with operating staff rather than relying on voluntary 
overtime, to facilitate service level on Sundays more appropriate to modern travel needs. 

 

• Training for station operating staff and management in working with CRP volunteers. 
 

• Training for operating staff in communicating with passengers – particularly when disruptions 
occur. 

 

• The franchisee should incentivise its management staff to join relevant professional bodies such 
as the Chartered Institute for Logistics & Transport. 
 

25. Further priorities for the franchise  
  

58. Are there any other priorities you would wish to see addressed?  
 

A requirement to consult local transport authorities, stakeholders and passengers on timetable 
proposals before they are set in stone in the rail industry process. 
 
 

  

59. Which of the priorities identified in Chapter 4 do you think should be pursued most urgently 
in the period between 2020 and 2022?  
 

Provide safe, punctual and reliable services with enough seats and spaces for people who want to use 
them but this must be directly linked to the West of England’s priorities for MetroWest services and 
new rolling stock to meet current and future demand. 

  

60. What initiatives, not currently offered, could be provided through improved technology to 
meet the changing requirements of passengers?  
 

• Better information on delays whilst people are traveling.   

• More information on alternatives for when people are travelling and changes occur. 

• Next stop announcements on trains and platforming information. 

• Accurate and timely information on planned disruption.   

• Better access to compensation and onward journey offers for disrupted journeys,   

• Realistic timetabling and information in event of unforeseen events. 
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61. In what ways do you think that the franchise could promote equality of opportunity for 
people with:  
 

disabilities?   
Addressing crowding issues would benefit all passengers but especially those 
with disabilities, and enable them to access work more easily and with greater 
confidence. 

 

other protected 
characteristics 
within the 
meaning of the 
Equalities Act 
2010?   

  
 

26. Final comments  
  

62. Do you wish to add any other comments?  
 

Targets for passengers in excess of capacity (PIXC), which currently only apply in London and the 
South East, should be extended to cover the whole area of the Great Western Franchise. 

If the current Direct Award is extended to 2022 or even 2024, it should be conditional on the train 
operator taking significant steps to address our priorities. 

If the next franchise competition is not until 2024, there should be a fresh consultation prior to its 
launching. 
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Appendix Two 
 
MetroWest Phase 2 Henbury Station Location 
 
Report from South Gloucestershire Council, January 2018 
 
Background 
 
Both MetroWest Phase 1 and Phase 2 are included in the base case for the West of England 
Joint Spatial Plan and the Joint Transport Study.  This means that the planned delivery of 
105,000 new homes and creation of 82,500 new jobs up to 2036, assumes that both MetroWest 
Phase 1 and 2 have been delivered and are operational.  Providing additional public transport 
capacity is a key requirement for the delivery of the spatial strategy and supporting employment 
growth in key locations.  
 
MetroWest Phase 2 is a jointly promoted scheme between the four Councils in the West of 
England.  The aim of the MetroWest Programme is to deliver a ‘Metro’ local rail network, similar 
to comparable sized city regions, through targeted investments, making use of strategic rail 
corridors, including freight only lines and dis-used lines.   
 
The scheme objectives are to: 
 

• support economic growth 

• deliver a more resilient transport offer 

• reduce congestion on the highway network   

• improve accessibility to the rail network- through construction of a number of local stations  

• make a positive contribution to social well-being 
 
The scheme will result in a wide range of strategic and local benefits.  These include giving more 
people access to the rail network, enhancing the level of service for tens of thousands of existing 
rail customers, increasing railway capacity, extending the benefits of the Great Western Route 
Modernisation and supporting job creation and housing growth.  It has been estimated that MW2 
will generate 715 net construction jobs and £24m GVA during 2020 and 2021.  Thereafter 
through operation of the services generates 164 jobs and £8m GVA per annum.  Furthermore, 
the scheme improves local services to Yate (with the potential extension of the MetroWest 
service to Gloucester) as well as building three new stations and supports significant proposed 
commercial and housing development on the former Filton airfield site.  The combined station 
and service improvements will significantly extend the number of people within a commuting 
catchment of Temple Quarter Enterprise Zone and other Enterprise Areas.   
 
The West of England Joint Transport Board on 17 July 2015 agreed to endorse the Preliminary 
Business Case and the progression of Option 1A (Henbury Spur with new stations at Henbury 
and North Filton, half hourly services to Yate with a Turn-back and a new station at Ashley Down 
serving local communities) to the Outline Business Case and GRIP Stage 3. 
 
The Joint Transport Board held on 16 September 2015 re-confirmed the decision of 17 July 
2015 with additional recommendations that the station at Henbury for a spur service be designed 
to permit conversion for a loop service if so required at a future date and that opportunities to 
secure service frequency improvements at Yate by means of extending services to/from 
Gloucester be further explored with Gloucestershire County Council. 
 
Network Rail have now completed further design and development work for the Henbury station 
which has considered the merits of two locations.  This work has identified that the site to the 
East of the A4018 is the preferred location and the one which it is recommended should be 
developed to the next stage.    
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Henbury station location 
 
In the early stages of the development of MW2 a number of locations were identified for local 
stations on Filton Bank and south of Filton airfield.  These were assessed initially in the North 
Fringe stations study in March 2014 CH2MHILL.  At this stage, following consideration of a 
number of options two locations were identified for Henbury station West and East of the A4018.  
As shown below. 

 

 
 

The West location is to the west of the A 4018 close to the original station site and would be 
accessed from station road.  The A4018 provides strategic route from the M5 motorway junction 
17 into Bristol including part of the strategic bus network.  The East site is adjacent to public 
open space and the proposed development site in the South West corner of Cribbs Patchway 
New Neighbourhood and would be accessed from the A4018.  Work was undertaken to consider 
the benefits of each location as part of GRIP2 MetroWest 2 Preliminary Business Case 
Appendix F Henbury station locations Options Appraisal July 2015, assessed each of the two 
locations to evaluate: 
 
       -  Policy fit 
       -  Environmental and social impact 
       -  Deliverability.  
 
The assessments were summarised in the report which can be found here link to website when 
loaded.  The summary table is shown below.  
 
Table: Summary assessment 
 

Overall Assessment East option West Option 

Policy fit Positive to moderate fit Positive to moderate fit 

Environmental & social impact Positive Positive 

Deliverability Positive Positive 

 
Both locations were assessed as performing well in the qualitative assessment but the report 
also identified a number of factors that differentiated the sites, namely: 
 

• The East site would have better access to areas to the south and east; 
 

• Access from the south to the West or former site is constrained by the 
cement works on the south-side of the railway line; 

WEST 
EAST 
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• The West site would have a lesser impact on existing residential 
properties. 

 
The conclusion of this work at GRIP 2 was that whilst both options were positive or moderate 
positive in their scoring the East option due to the relative lack of surrounding constraints was 
scored as positive for two of the three metrics. For this reason, it was decided that the public 
views should be sought on the location before the GRIP 3/4 work began.   Photographs of the 
two sites are shown below.   

  
The above photograph is taken from the A4018 looking towards station road.  The old station 
site would have been where the cement works can be seen.   
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The above photograph is taken from the A4018 looking towards Filton.  The spur station would 
be located on the left of the railway. 
 
Public Consultation 
 
In 2015 a public consultation was carried out from November 2015-January 2016 to gather the 
views of the local communities on the preferred location for the station.  The result of the 
consultation was as follows: 
 
- For the West Site 41%, for the East Site 40% and no preference 18%.  
 
The main reasons that respondents chose their preferred option was closely related to proximity 
to where they lived and hence better pedestrian access. This correlated well with other 
responses that suggested many would walk to the station (whichever site is chosen). Along with 
this desire however, many respondents were concerned to ensure that the availability and 
adequacy of pedestrian routes to (either of) the station site(s) would be sufficient, particularly 
from the existing housing development south of the railway line.   
                                       
The Station Location Advisory Note (SLAN) GRIP 3/4 -The Issues and Risks December 
2017 
 
To assess the engineering implications of each location Network Rail collated information from 
their internal infrastructure groups: 
 
-  Buildings and Civils 
-  Signal design Group 
-  Electrical and Power Design group 
-  Track design Group 
 
The information provided by these groups has been incorporated in the station location advisory 
note which considers:  
 
-Accessibility 
-Land ownership 
-Constructability; and, 
-Connectivity 
 
The draft SLAN summarises the information gained through the initial design stages of GRIP 3 
and brings together the key risks of the relevant elements shown in the table below.  A fuller 
analysis is provided in Table 2.1 from the SLAN.  
  
Henbury Station location options  
 
Table 2.1 Summary of proposed options key risks and issues- Henbury SLAN 2017. 

Element  Risk Description  
Recommended station/ 
Mitigation 

Existing 
Structures 

Henbury West is located between the A4018 and B4055 
and therefore has the highest risk of potential ‘clashes’ 
with existing structures and therefore has the greatest 
potential for significant increases in design costs and / or 
construction. 

Adopt Henbury East and 
ensure understanding of 
interdisciplinary interfaces. 

Contamination 

Given the site history of Henbury West there is a greater 
potential for hazardous material (e.g. asbestos, 
hydrocarbons) to be encountered on site. Additional 
costs may be incurred with increased rates for material 
removal and potentially some time delays associated 
with implementing additional protection methods for 
construction workers. Henbury East is predominantly 
‘green field’ though residual risks are still present. 

Adopt Henbury East. 
To better understand any 
contamination undertake 
ground investigation and geo 
environmental testing. 
Construction workers to wear 
suitable PPE. 
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Hydrology 

Both options are within or in proximity to Flood Zone 2 
and 3 therefore construction works during wetter months 
of year may have difficulty keeping excavations dry. As 
some residential units are within Flood Zone areas it 
assumed that risks associated with flooding will be 
mitigated by the adjacent developments however there 
is the potential risk that the mitigation measures may not 
protect the proposed platforms. Henbury East is better 
protected as it is higher relative to the surrounding 
ground levels. 

Undertake construction 
works during dryer periods.  
Adopt Henbury East as 
Platform will be raised higher 
above flood zone.  Have 
early engagement with 
Developers to better 
understand constraints. 

Drainage 
(Track) 

If Henbury West is adopted there is greater risk of wet 
beds forming as the existing drainage has a lower 
capacity than that of Henbury East. The formation of wet 
beds may cause delays to passenger services during 
high rainfall events. Furthermore, there is additional risk 
that increased design / construction costs 
may be realised as there is potential for interaction with 
the proposed spur and existing shallow drainage. 

Adopt Henbury East and 
undertake drainage survey of 
existing assets. 

Drainage 
(Off-Track) 

Off track drainage is present along the boundary of 
Henbury West which will require culverting through or 
diversion of the 
watercourse around the platform. By making alterations 
to this watercourse there is potential risk of increasing 
the frequency of the maintenance regime incurring 
additional whole life cost. As the site is within a Flood 
Risk Zone modification of the asset will require consents 
and approval from the Lead Local Flood 
Authority therefore there is the risk that obtaining these 
consents may incur additional design costs / delays to 
the scheme. 

Adopt Henbury East as site 
does not interact with off-
track drainage. 

 
 

Element  Risk Description  Mitigation 

Drainage 
(Buildings) 

Henbury East is considered the most desirable in this respect 
as it assumed that the station drainage could outfall into 
adjacent attenuation ponds. However, if consent is not agreed 
there is the 
potential risk that the platform drainage would need to outfall 
into the culvert to the east of the A4018 overbridge impacting 
the surrounding drainage regime. 

Adopt Henbury East 
and have early 
engagement with 
Developers to better 
understand constraints / 
gain agreement to 
utilise adjacent assets. 

Geological 

Risk of unsuitable founding stratum encountered during 
construction with the new platform founded on compressible 
material causing bearing resistance failure and excessive 
settlement. Henbury West carries the greatest risk as there are 
potential ‘soft spots’ within the proposed footprint. 
Residual risk of unexpected ground conditions encountered 
during construction with new platform founded on 
compressible material causing bearing resistance failure and 
excessive settlement. 
Potentially aggressive ground affecting buried concrete 
associated with sulphates present in underlying geology. 

Adopt Henbury East. 
Undertake ground 
investigation to better 
understand underlying 
ground conditions and 
highlight any residual 
risks that may need to 
be carried through to 
future GRIP Stages. 

Track 

Risk that positioning the new crossover and Cvs 13 on curve at 
Henbury East and Henbury West respectively may require 
more frequent maintenance than locating on straight section 
with higher associated whole life costs and potential delays to 
passenger service. 

Residual risk to 
scheme. 
Ensure Route Asset 
Managers are involved 
throughout scheme and 
are aware of risks 
associated with new 
assets. 

Signalling 
As Henbury West is located between the A4018 and B4055 
there is greater potential for design complexity between 
disciplines. Effects to scheme costs and programme. 

Adopt Henbury East 
and ensure 
understanding of 
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interdisciplinary 
interfaces. 

Loop Service 

To provide a through service platform on the Downside (south 
of railway) the purchase of third party land will be necessary. If 
Henbury West is adopted, as the land is currently commercial 
usage, there is greater risk that the associated costs of land 
purchase could be significant / prohibitive to the 
scheme. 

Adopt Henbury East as 
the land opposite is 
considered likely to 
have a lower land 
value. 

OLE 

The associated risks posed to the scheme from future 
electrification of the AFR are reduced if Henbury East is 
adopted as platform is adjacent to the A4018 road overbridge 
only. However, there is residual risk to the scheme that 
detailed OLE design will identify additional requirements and 
increased 
costs associated with the interface of structures. 

Adopt Henbury East. 
Where possible 
accommodate passive 
provision for OLE in 
design. 
Recognise residual risk 
of additional costs 
associated with any 
future implementation 
of OLE. 

 
Cost comparison 
 
Network Rail have identified initial anticipated cost ranges as follows:  
 
● Henbury East: £9.04m - £10.04m 
● Henbury West: £9.9m - £11.0m 
 
At this stage of the development of the MetroWest 2 the current risk provision is at 40% and as 
the scheme progresses through further GRIP stages the anticipated final cost will be further 
refined. 
 
Passive provision for a through / loop service 
 
The Joint Transport Board held on 16 September 2015 re-confirmed the decision of 17 July 
2015 JTB with additional recommendations being that the station at Henbury for a spur service 
be designed to permit conversion for a loop service if so required at a future date and that 
opportunities to secure service frequency improvements at Yate by means of extending services 
to/from Gloucester be further explored with Gloucestershire County Council. 
 
This requirement has been considered as part of the SLAN and it has been concluded that to 
allow for through passenger services to Henbury for a future loop service a platform would have 
to be built to the south of the rail line and access provided.  Due to the limited space available at 
the West site Network Rail have identified that it would be necessary to buy third party 
commercial land (existing cement works) to provide a platform and access.  This could present a 
risk to any future project due to cost and the possible requirement for a CPO process.  Selection 
of the East station site and subsequent conversion to a Loop station may require use of Bristol 
City Council owned land to provide access to the loop platform.  This work is summarised in the 
table form the SLAN below:  
  
Table: Future options for a through service.  
 
    

Loop service 

To provide a platform for a loop 

service it would be most 

preferable to locate this adjacent 

to the Down line. An area of 

green 

open space on the Downside 

owned by Bristol City Council 

could accommodate additional 

access via a footbridge with 

Due to the road overbridges to the 

East and West available space and 

options to allow passive provision 

for a loop service are limited. 

In order to provide a platform on 

the Downside it would be 

necessary to construct a new 

platform at the location of the 

historic platform. 

Henbury East 

The inclusion of a loop service for the 

Western Option would require the 

purchase of third party commercial land 

due to the lack of space that currently 

exists, the cost of which would likely 

be significant. The current landowner may 

also seek compensation for disruption to 

his business. The East site has council 
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lifts. 

Gradient variance between a 

level spur line and main line 

would necessitate a separate 

island platform for the up line. 

Due to contamination and poor 

condition, the old asset would not 

be able to be used. 

However to create sufficient 

width for the platform itself and 

space for the footbridge it would 

be necessary to purchase 3rd party 

land from the Cemex site which is 

currently unavailable to the 

scheme. 

Gradient variance between a level 

spur line and main line would 

necessitate a separate island 

platform for the up line. 

owned land available on the Down Side 

which would provide the space required 

for an additional platform should the case 

arise. 

The wider footprint of the East site also 

gives greater provision for increased 

demand if a loop service was introduced. 

 
 

OLE / 

Loop Service* 

Assuming a platform 

is positioned adjacent 

to the Upline and 

opposite the spur 

platform; due to the 

proximity of the 

platform adjacent to 

the A4018 overbridge 

and gradient / 

clearance requirements 

of OLE at stations a 

soffit height of 5.36m 

is required. Therefore, 

the soffit is 

approximately 0.56m 

too low. To gain the 

required height a 

combination of bridge 

lift, track lowering 

(likely to be 

problematic due to 

the proximity of the 

culvert in the area) or 

movement of platform 

to the East are open to 

the scheme. The 

B4055 would be 

classed as ‘not 

adjacent to station’. 

As the platform is constrained by road 

overbridges to the east and west there is 

little scope to change to location of the 

platform.  Due to the proximity of the 

bridges both structures could be classed 

as ‘at or adjacent to platform’ requiring a 

minimum soffit height of 5.36m. Based 

on this the soffit of the A4018 would 

need to be increased by 0.56m and the 

B4055 by 0.928m. Due to the position of 

the platform only track lowering or a 

bridge lifts/reconstruction would be 

available to this option. 

Henbury East 

Assuming OLE throughout 

the loop service (and 

adopting the Eastern 

Option) only one 

overbridge would be 

classed as ‘at or adjacent 

to station’. If the Western 

Option was adopted both 

structures could be classed 

as ‘at or adjacent to 

station’ and would 

therefore require work to 

two structures rather than 

one. 

 
Summary of SLAN conclusions 
 
The SLAN report concludes that Henbury East is the preferred option based on the following: 
 

• Better provisions for existing and proposed developments, such as station car parks/drop off 
areas, access to recreational facilities and pedestrian/vehicular access and egress to the 
area; 

• Limited implications on existing assets; 

• Opportunity to standardise station layout with North Filton; 

• Limited likelihood of dealing with contaminated land. 

• Ground conditions potentially have a lower risk of settlement/consolidation in the 
construction phase; 

• Limited overall risk profile Track drainage offers a relatively higher capacity, minimising risk 
of degrading track beds. 
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• Off-track drainage avoids interaction with existing system, limiting alterations with existing 
assets; 

• Fewer existing structures that could constrain the design process, in particular platform 
alignment/layout and signal sighting; 

• If a spur service is in place and the service terminates at Henbury East station there is no 
interaction with the A4018 or B4055 overbridges; and, 

• Greater ability to integrate a loop service without needing to purchase third party commercial 
land. 

 
10.  Conclusion 
 
GRIP 2 work identified Henbury East as the preferred option for a station.  The result of the 
public consultation was a fairly even split between the options and the initial design work for 
GRIP 3 has confirmed Henbury East as the preferred option by Network Rail.  In addition when 
judged against the requirement to provide passive provision for a through or loop service the 
choice of Henbury East option mitigates against the possible need to acquire commercial third 
party land. 
   
Based on a review of the available information the Eastern Option is the most preferred. Initial 
anticipated cost ranges have been established as follows: 
 
● Henbury East: £9.04m - £10.04m 
● Henbury West: £9.9m - £11.0m 
 
It should be noted that at this stage of the development the current risk provision is at 40% and 
as the scheme progresses through further GRIP stages the anticipated final cost will be further 
refined cost may therefore go up or down.  
 
 
Author:  Janet Kings, MetroWest Phase 2 SRO, South Gloucestershire Council  
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MEETING:  WEST OF ENGLAND JOINT COMMITTEE 
 
DATE:   2 FEBRUARY 2018 
 
REPORT TITLE: LEP ONE FRONT DOOR FUNDING PROGRAMME 
 
AUTHOR:   PATRICIA GREER 
 
 

Purpose of Report  
 
1.1 To consider business cases for the following schemes seeking approval for funding through 

the Local Growth and Revolving Infrastructure Funds: 
 

• Weston-super-Mare Town Centre Transport Enhancement Scheme 

• A4018 Corridor Improvements 

• Somer Valley Enterprise Zone Commercial Delivery Framework 

 

Background  
 
2.1 A consistent approach has been developed for the identification, development, approval and 

change management for schemes seeking funding through the LEP Local Growth, 
Economic Development and Revolving Infrastructure Funds. This involves 
recommendations being made by an Investment Panel comprising the Chief Executives of 
the Local Enterprise Partnership and the four local authorities, oversight by the LEP Board 
and formal decision making by the West of England Joint Committee. For schemes within 
the Economic Development Fund advice will be provided to the four Council S151 officers 
as part of business case approval decision. The consistent approach seeks to ensure 
efficiency in scheme business case development and reporting, and the opportunity to blend 
schemes across different funding streams to support delivery or to ensure grant spend 
meets allocations.  

 
2.2 It is recognised that transparency, accountability and ensuring value for money must be 

central to these arrangements, and Government have set out their expectations in this 
regard in the ‘Local Enterprise Partnership - National Assurance Framework’. The West of 
England assurance framework sets out the way in which these requirements are met. 
 

2.3 The fully or conditionally approved schemes within the One Front Door programme are 
summarised in Appendix 1, including their funding allocation. 
 

Local Growth Fund (LGF) 
 
3.1 The total West of England Growth Deal funding allocation across rounds 1-3 is £202.1m. 

The current profile of spend across the schemes within the programme is shown in Figure 
1. This shows that the LGF funds allocated to 17/18 total £49.8m, whilst total forecast spend 
this year is currently £18.4m, a shortfall of £31.4m. Whilst it appears the requirement to 
spend in year from an accounting perspective has softened, clearly Government’s 
expectation is that we deliver our programme as planned and we are regularly monitored on 
this, including through the annual conversation process.  
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3.2 Whilst there is shortfall in funding forecast to be spent in 17/18, overall the LGF remains 

overprogrammed by £25.4m. This is based on previous experience of scheme withdrawal 
and delay but this will be kept under review, and will need to reduce as we move through to 
the end of the period of funding. 
 
Full Business Cases  
 

3.3 A Full Business Case for the Weston-super-Mare Town Centre Transport Enhancement 
Scheme was considered at the Joint Committee meeting in October 2017. The scheme was 
awarded Programme Entry and a funding allocation of £1.5m, and an updated FBC was 
requested should the schemes secure match funding through a bid to the DfT’s National 
Productivity Investment Fund (NPIF). On 19 October 2017 it was announced that £2.95m 
had been secured from NPIF, and an updated Business Case has been submitted. The FBC 
has been published on the LEP website. 
 

• Weston-super-Mare Transport Enhancement Scheme – upgrading the area to create 
a quality, inter-connected public space is an integral part of the wider vision for the town 
centre’s regeneration. There are key but poorly defined multi-modal routes between 
Weston-super-Mare railway station, the town centre, the seafront and associated bus 
services. This project comprises a package of works including improved pedestrian 
links and public realm, together with public transport and cycle improvements including 
the creation of a high quality bus interchange. A £4.45m project with £1.5m sought from 
the LGF over 18/19-19/20. 

 
Recommendation to approve the FBC for the Weston-super-Mare Town Centre Transport 
Enhancement Scheme 
 
Outline Business Cases 
 

3.4 The A4018 Corridor Improvements were included in the LGF programme following the award 
of funding through Growth Deal round 2 in January 2015, along with two other Pinch Points 
transport schemes. An Outline Business Case has now been produced for this scheme.  
 

• A4018 Corridor Improvements – a package of works including the introduction of six 
sections of bus lane to improve the reliability and punctuality of public transport on the 
corridor, alongside upgrades to seven traffic signal junctions to improve traffic capacity 
as well as pedestrian accessibility. The project seeks £1.625m through the LGF (in 
addition to the £250k for preliminary design and consultation funded through the 
Sustainable Transport Package 17/18 project) for a £6.6m project linking with S106 
funding for the Cribbs Patchway New Neighbourhood. 

 
Recommendation to approve the A4018 Corridor Improvements Outline Business Case. 
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Figure 1 – Current LGF Spend Profile  

Local Growth Fund Schemes 18/19 19/20 20/21 Total

LGF Spend £000s
Grant Claim Grant Claim

Grant Claim 

for 16/17

Current 

17/18 Claim

Current 

Profile

Current 

Profile

Current 

Profile

Current 

Profile

MetroWest Phase 2 Development Costs 140             351             53                1,632          1,024       -            -             3,200          

MetroWest Phase 1 Development Costs 3,304          3,291          251             2,002          -            -            -             8,848          

MetroWest Phase 1 Implementation -              -              -              -              42,058     2,494       -             44,552       

Sustainable Transport Package 15/16 2,898          -              -              -              -            -            -             2,898          

Sustainable Transport Package 16/17 -              1,934          71                1,799          -            -            -             3,804          

Sustainable Transport Package 17/18 -              -              -              1,602          2,106       882           -             4,590          

Sustainable Transport Package programme -              -              -              -              2,000       2,500       2,131         6,631          

Pinch Points - West Wick Rbt and North South Link -              1,783          -              -              -            -            -             1,783          

Pinch Points - Aztec West Roundabout -              1,833          268             -              1,101-       -            -             1,000          

Portway Station -              -              -              -              238           315           -             553             

Pinch Points - Crow Lane Roundabout -              -              -              -              -            625           1,000         1,625          

Saw Close Public Realm, Bath -              112             -              -              -            -            -             112             

Weston‐super‐Mare Town Centre -              -              -              -              750           750           -             1,500          

Transport GD3 Thematic Allocation -              -              -              -              1,250       1,250       2,000         4,500          

FE Skills Capital Schemes

Weston College Future Technology Centre 2,743          -              -              -            -            -             2,743          

Law and Professional Services Academy 5,563          13,829       -              -              -            -            -             19,392       

Advanced Engineering Centre Extension -              784             949             2,225          45             -            -             4,003          

B&NES Construction Skills Centre -              1,419          1,313          -              -            -            -             2,732          

North Somerset Enterprise Technical College -              2,177          -              -              -            -            -             2,177          

Increasing the capacity of the BEMA Training Centre -              -              -              13                62             -            -             75                

Weston College Construction Skills Centre -              -              -              312             2,959       -            -             3,271          

Weston College Health and Active Living Skills Centre -              -              -              1,885          3,474       -            -             5,359          

Skills Capital GD3 Thematic allocation -              -              -              -              1,000       4,000       2,000         7,000          

Infrastructure Schemes

Aerospace Bristol -              1,700          -              -              1,200-       -            -             500             

Superfast Broadband SGC -              714             -              556             40             -            -             1,310          

Superfast Broadband CDS -              -              -              -              400           -            -             400             

B&B Cultural Destinations Media Bank -              14                -              119             14             -            -             147             

Town Square, Weston-super-Mare -              1,227          61                1,090          100           -            -             2,478          

Bath Quays Bridge -              355             -              -              615           -            -             970             

Cattle Market Road Demolition Works -              278             95                502             -            -            -             875             

Colston Hall Phase 2 Transformation Project -              -              -              1,000          4,000       -            -             5,000          

Bath Quays South Phase 1 Enabling Infrastructure -              -              -              1,153          -            -            -             1,153          

Bath Quays North Phase 1b Relocation of Coach Park -              -              -              97                -            -            -             97                

Innovation Schemes

Bristol Institute of Technology, BRL and UEZ 1,952          2,548          -              -              -            -            -             4,500          

Bath Innovation -              -              -              -              -            8,750       -             8,750          

Health Technology Hub -              1,036          103             191             -            -            -             1,330          

FoodWorksSW  Innovation Centre -              -              -              410             8,382       3,052       -             11,844       

NTProStruct -              2,374          1,484          -              -            -            -             3,858          

Advanced Composites Bridge -              -              -              908             2,833       1,309       -             5,050          

OPCR -  Sensor Factory, CAV, Bottleyard & KWMC -              -              -              677             2,928       444           -             4,049          

Expansion of OPCR Programme -              -              -              -              2,917       5,550       -             8,467          

Engine Shed Phase 2 -              -              -              1,700       2,300       -             4,000          

IAAPS -              -              -              -              10,000     -            -             10,000       

Bristol VR Lab -              -              -              235             60             -            -             295             

Bristol SETsquared Urgent Expansion -              -              -              20                70             -            -             90                

Quantum Technologies Innovation Centre -              -              -              -              2,300       7,500       5,173         14,973       

Innovation GD3 Thematic Allocation -              -              -              -              1,000       2,000       2,000         5,000          

16,600       37,759       4,648          18,428       92,024     43,721     14,304      227,484     

16,600 42,407 49,832 45,370 13,575 34,312 202,096

0 0 -31,404 46,654 30,146 -20,008 25,388

Note: MetroWest Phase 1 costs are provisional

 Subject to approval of change request at Joint Committee

 Indicative profile

Transport Schemes

GD1-3  Funding Allocation

Change from allocation

15/16 16/17 17/18

 Project complete
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Revolving Infrastructure Fund 
 
 
4.1 Whilst the RIF is a capital fund aimed at front funding infrastructure with subsequent 

repayment, there is a balance of some £170k of revenue funding derived from the original 
Growing Places allocation. A Full Business Case has been received seeking approval for 
£50k of RIF revenue to match fund the preparation of the Somer Valley Commercial Delivery 
Framework. The FBC has been published on the LEP website. 

 
• Somer Valley Commercial Delivery Framework - The FBC seeks £50k of RIF for a 

project of £393k to allow the appointment of a Project Manager and the preparation of a 
Commercial Delivery Framework (CDF) for the Somer Valley. The CDF will define a 
delivery strategy that takes market conditions into consideration, and will also consider 
technical utility and infrastructure issues that will aid in the master-planning and production 
of design guidance for the site. This phase is essential as it provides assurance that a 
forward plan with the best return on investment is being pursued. The RIF funds are 
forecast to be drawn down in 17/18 and work on the CDF is programmed to complete in 
September 2018, to be followed by the establishment of a Supplementary Planning 
Document and submission of planning applications by December 2018.   

 
Recommendation: Approve the Full Business Case for the Somer Valley Commercial 
Delivery Framework  

 
Changes to Schemes within the Programme 
 
5.1 All requests for change for schemes within the One Front Door programme will be reported 

to the Joint Committee for decision. A number of change requests have been submitted and 
those recommended for approval by the Investment Panel across the Local Growth, 
Economic Development and Revolving Infrastructure Funds are set out in Appendix 2 and 
3.  

 
Consultation:  
 
6.1 There has been no consultation in relation to the content of this report.  
 
Other Options Considered: 
 
7.1 Each project is required to undertake an options assessment, and to set out the rationale 

for the preferred option within the Outline and Full Business Case. Similarly requests for 
change include a description of other potential options and why the chosen option is 
proposed.  

 
Risk Management/Assessment: 
 
8.1 Each project in the programme is required to set out their approach to risk management and 

provide a risk register which is reviewed as part of the business case approval process. Key 
risks for each scheme are reported as part of the quarterly highlight report. Programme level 
risks are considered at each meeting of the Investment Panel. 

 
Public Sector Equality Duties: 
 
9.1 For projects seeking funding via the LGF, EDF or RIF scheme promoters are required to 

include as part of their FBC, an equality and diversity assessment and plan. These 
assessments are published on the LEP website.  
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Economic Impact Assessment: 
 
10.1 Supporting economic growth is central to these funding streams, and promoters are required 

to include an economic case within the FBCs for each scheme which sets out how the project 
will create jobs and GVA growth as well as delivering wider benefits. In line with agreed 
processes these FBCs are published on the LEP website at the point of decision making   

 
Finance Implications: 
 
11.1 The specific financial implications are set out in the Body of this report. 
 

Advice given by: Tim Richens, Interim Section 151 Officer, WECA 
 
Legal Implications: 
 
12.1 There are no additional legal implications arising from this report. 
  

Advice given by: John McCormack, Monitoring Officer 
 

Land/Property Implications; 
 
13.1 All land and property implications are set out within the specific business cases and dealt 

with by the scheme promoters. 
 

Advice given by: Tim Richens, Interim Section 151 Officer, WECA 
 
Human Resources Implications: 
 
13.1 There are no direct human resource implications arising from this report. 
 
Recommendations: 
 
The voting on the following recommendations will be as follows: 
Recommendations 1-3 with all 4UAs and the West of England Combined Authority Mayor. 
Recommendations 4-5 with all 4 UAs, excluding the West of England Combined Authority Mayor. 
 

1. Approve the Full Business Case for the Weston-super-Mare Town Centre 
Transport Enhancement Scheme 

 
2. Approve the A4018 Corridor Improvements Outline Business Case. 

 
3. Approve the change requests for LGF schemes set out in Appendix 2. 

 
4. Approve the Full Business Case for the Somer Valley Commercial Delivery 

Framework. 
 

5. Approve the change requests for EDF and RIF schemes set out in Appendix 3. 

 
Report Author: Pete Davis 
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Appendices 
 
Appendix 1: Summary of Approved Schemes 
Appendix 2: Local Growth Fund Requested Scheme Changes 
Appendix 3: Economic Development Fund and Revolving Infrastructure Fund Requested 

Scheme Changes 
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Appendix 1 
 
 

LGF Schemes Complete, Fully Approved or Approved with Conditions 
 

A. Schemes which are complete or have claimed LGF grant in full: 
 

• Future Technology Centre £2.74m LGF – a flagship facility based at the South West Skills 
Campus in Weston-super-Mare to up-skill learners with ‘work ready’ technology skills focused 
on the Creative and Digital, Advanced Engineering/Civil Engineering and Automated 
Manufacturing, and Low Carbon sectors.   

 

• Sustainable Transport Package 15/16 £2.898m LGF - a package of transport measures 
including new and improved routes and facilities for walking and cycling, public transport 
improvements such as dedicated bus lanes and priority measures, and other sustainable 
transport initiatives focused on the Temple Quarter Enterprise Zone and five Enterprise Areas. 

 

• Robotics Laboratory - BRL Institute of Technology and UEZ £4.5m LGF - building on the 
strengths of the Bristol Robotics Lab, this project will provide essential start-up and grow-on 
space for technology and knowledge-based businesses in robotics and autonomous systems, 
bio-sensing and bio-technology, bio-medical and related high tech fields. 

 

• North Somerset Enterprise Technical College £2.177 LGF (plus £1.525m EDF) – the 
majority of the building works are funded by Weston College and the Education Funding 
Agency. The EDF funds are for specialist equipment and fit-out required to meet the 
business/vocational aspirations of the scheme and for construction of the Motor Sports Centre. 

 

• Aerospace Bristol £0.5m LGF (plus £1.2m EDF) – this attraction in the Filton Enterprise Area 
will showcase the brilliance of Bristol’s innovation, design and engineering and will have 
international appeal attracting at least 120,000 visitors per year.  

 

• Aztec West Roundabout £1.0m LGF (plus £2m EDF, £1.5m RIF) – widening of the 
roundabout and provision of associated pedestrian and cycle crossing facilities to provide 
additional capacity on one of the main routes serving the Cribbs Patchway New 
Neighbourhood and Filton Enterprise Area. 

 

• West Wick Roundabout and North South Link £1.783m LGF (plus £8.409m EDF) - a 
highway link with separate cycle and footpath facilities through Parklands Village which forms 
part of the J21 EA connecting the A371 at Locking to the West Wick roundabout on the A370. 
This roundabout is also being improved to increase capacity through re-configuration and 
partial signalisation.  

 

• Law and Professional Services Academy £19.392m LGF – an inspirational learning centre 
located in the centre of Weston-super-Mare at the Winter Gardens and Arosfa Hotel which will 
support employer skills needs within the Law and Professional Services sectors, whilst 
providing a focus for the regeneration of Weston town centre. 

 

• Bath & North East Somerset Construction Skills Centre £2.731m LGF – a specialist centre 
which will deliver construction skills training across the full range of construction disciplines 
and trades, and will support the delivery of the new vision for the Norton Radstock campus 
which sees the site becoming a specialist skills hub focussed on construction and engineering. 

 

• NTProStruct £3.858m LGF – Purchase capital equipment at the NCC to develop advanced 
manufacturing technologies for major components used in aerospace, automotive and other 
sectors. 
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B.  Schemes which are fully approved: 
 

• MetroWest Phase 1 Development Costs £8.847m LGF – Reopening of the Portishead line 
and additional services on the Severn Beach line and to Bath. FBC for the development phase 
of the rail scheme through to the start of construction. 

 

• MetroWest Phase 2 Development Costs £3.2m LGF - reopening the Henbury line to 
passenger services and improved frequencies to Yate including three new stations. FBC for 
the development phase of the rail scheme through to the start of construction. 

 

• Advanced Engineering Centre Extension (AECE) £4.003m LGF – an extension to City of 
Bristol College’s Advanced Engineering Centre at Parkway which will service the growing skills 
needs of the Advanced Engineering sector through the provision of skills training in areas such 
as the maintenance and operation of 3D printers, Computer Numerical Control (CNC) 
machining and the use of composite materials. 

 

• Bristol and Bath Cultural Destinations Media Bank £147k LGF – the creation of a media 
bank allowing members to deposit and withdraw images, audio and video material and provide 
much richer content for a wide variety of marketing and promotional purposes and to capitalise 
on the complementary nature of the tourism and cultural offers. 

 

• Sustainable Transport Package 2016/17 £3.696m LGF - a package of transport measures 
including new and improved routes and facilities for walking and cycling, public transport 
improvements such as dedicated bus lanes and priority measures, and other sustainable 
transport initiatives focused on the Temple Quarter Enterprise Zone and five Enterprise Areas. 

 

• Superfast Broadband Extension Programme (South Gloucestershire Council) £1.310m 
LGF –Further extension of the Superfast Broadband network to additional homes and business 
premises in South Gloucestershire, with Government match funding through Broadband 
Delivery UK (BDUK). This involves provision of open access ducting to support the roll out of 
Superfast Broadband across the South Gloucestershire area. 

 

• Health Technology Hub £1.33m LGF – refurbishment of a 900m2 facility on the University of 
West of England, Frenchay Campus, to provide a centre for research and innovation for the 
advancement of Independent Living and Citizen-Centric Health, focussed on business support 
and business/academic/ healthcare interactions. 

 

• Bath Quays Bridge £970k LGF – A new pedestrian and cycle footbridge over River Avon 
connecting Bath Quays North and South, as well as further enhancing the connectivity of Bath 
to its river through the Quays Waterside project. 

 

• Cattle Market Demolition Works £875k LGF – Demolition of the former Post Office Sorting 
Depot building to clear the site and prepare it for development and increase its market 
attractiveness. 

 

• Town Square, Weston-super-Mare £2.478m LGF – To create a public space and provide 
connections from the seafront to High Street and University Centre campuses. The objective is 
to improve connectivity both physically and visually and upgrade the quality of the space. 

 

• Saw Close Public Square, Bath - £112k (plus £963k RIF) to deliver improvements to the 
public highway and footways of Saw Close and the adjacent area of Upper Borough Walls to 
complete the Saw Close development public realm works, supporting development for the 
Enterprise Zone. 
 

• Increasing the capacity of the BEMA Training Centre £75k LGF- the purchase of 
equipment for an expansion of the British Engineering Manufacturing Association (BEMA) 
existing Machine Shop, located in Yate, to respond to unmet learner and employer demand for 
apprenticeship provision. 
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• Sustainable Transport Package 17/18 £3.55m LGF – a package comprising 14 projects to 
improve walking & cycling links, public transport and public spaces focused on 3 key 
themes, stimulating growth, connectivity and low carbon. 

 

• Advanced Composites for Transport Infrastructure – Bridge Construction £5.05m LGF - 
the application of new technology to develop an advanced composite bridge design solution 
that can be efficiently and economically used in a variety of locations, and to showcase this 
through the implementation of a pedestrian and cycle crossing of the A4174 Ring Road at 
Emersons Green. 

 

• Bristol Virtual Reality Lab £295k LGF – establishing a facility to support the development of 
skills, content and applications in Virtual Reality and Augmented Reality at the Leadworks on 
Anchor Square, providing workspaces accessible to SMEs and to researchers for R&D. 

 

• Bristol SETsquared Urgent Expansion £90k LGF -  bringing into use the currently 
undeveloped attic space of Engine Shed to create a further 15-20 desk spaces to relieve the 
bottleneck at the front-end of the SETsquared process. 
 

C. Schemes approved with conditions:  
 

• FoodWorksSW Innovation Centre £9.360m LGF – First phase development of an Innovation 
Centre at J21 Enterprise Area, to offer end-to-end product development and testing service to 
food and drink producers, including incubation space for start-ups and growing businesses 
 

• Superfast Broadband Extension Programme (Connecting Devon and Somerset element) 
£400k LGF - Works as part of Connecting Devon and Somerset are being undertaken in the 
Bath & North East Somerset and North Somerset areas. 

 

• Portway Station £2.225m LGF - a new un-manned single platform rail station adjacent the 
existing Portway Park and ride site on the Severn Beach Line providing a direct, rapid and 
reliable means of accessing employment in the Temple Quarter Enterprise Zone and 
Avonmouth Enterprise Area as well as improving access to other destinations. 

 

• Weston College Construction Skills Training Centre £3.271m LGF - the creation of a highly 
industry-focused Infrastructure Construction Skills Centre to address the shortage of 
infrastructure construction and civils skills training in the WE LEP area in response to clear 
employer demand.  

 

• Weston College Health and Active Living Skills Centre £5.359m LGF - a training centre 
blending skills for health and social care with the wider health prevention and condition 
management agenda, delivered in one building and benefitting from existing facilities already 
on-site at University Campus.  

 

• Institute of Advanced Automotive Propulsion Systems (IAAPS) £10m LGF -  a new 
11,000 m2 building on the Bristol & Bath Science Park to Create a centre of excellence for 
research and innovation into future advanced propulsion systems. Open to universities and 
businesses it will be a catalyst to develop future generations of ultra-low emission vehicles. 

 

• Open Programmable City Region (OPCR) – Bristol Infrastructure, Sensor Factory, CAV 
Access Network and Knowle West Media Centre Research Projects £4.17m - creation of a 
R+D testbed and three projects which will utilise the infrastructure in the areas of Connected 
and Autonomous Vehicle (CAV) R&D, community led high tech co‐creation, design, 
prototyping and creative digital experimentation. 

 

• Colston Hall Phase 2 Transformation Project £5m LGF – a package of works seeking to 
build an exceptional classical and contemporary music hall, creating world-class spaces for 
education and enterprise and improve backstage facilities for artists.  
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EDF Schemes Complete, Fully Approved or Approved with Conditions 
 

A. Schemes which are complete: 
 

• North Somerset Enterprise Technical College £1.525m EDF - see LGF A above. 
 

• Aerospace Bristol £1.2m EDF – see LGF A above. 

 
B. Schemes which are fully approved: 

 
• Invest in Bristol and Bath £5m EDF – a five year funding package to maintain a strong 

investment promotion service for the area that creates jobs by attracting new businesses and 
private sector investment. 

 

• Costs for developing the Avonmouth/Severnside Flood Mitigation and Ecology FBC 
£1.9m EDF – funding associated with undertaking Phase 1 (design and development works) of 
these complex schemes. 

 
 

• Aztec West Roundabout £2.0m EDF - see LGF A above. 

 
• Temple Quarter Enterprise Zone (TQEZ) Cross Central and Local Delivery Team £2.5m 

EDF – the co-funding with delivery partners of a programme team to support the accelerated 
delivery and ensure early collaboration and a joint vision for the TQEZ. 

 

• West Wick Roundabout and North South Link £8.409m EDF – see LGF A above. 
 

• Bath Quays 1a (South) £6.245m EDF – to undertake local infrastructure works on the Bath 

Quays South site, comprising of demolition, remediation, floodwall and embankment works, 
and incoming services. This is part of a wider programme of works to support the development 
of the Enterprise Zone. 
 

• Bath Quays 1b (North) £1.809m EDF - the relocation of an existing coach park, situated in 
the Bath Quays North development site, to the Odd Down Park & Ride facility. The enabling 
works will see the Bath Quays North site vacated for development whilst delivering an 
alternative coach park facility. 

 

• Bromley Heath Viaduct Maintenance and Improvement Programme £2.8m EDF - work for 
the structural repairs and upgrading for safety, pedestrian and cycling provision on the viaduct 
on the A4174, with EDF funding to reduce the duration of the works from 52 weeks down to 33 
weeks, reducing congestion and diversion impacts.  

 
RIF Schemes Fully Approved or Approved with Conditions (via the One Front Door 
approval process) 

 
A.  Schemes with signed grant offer letters in place and grant claims made: 

 
• Saw Close Public Square, Bath - £963k RIF – see LGF B above 
 

• Creative Hub, Weston-super-Mare - £402k RIF to purchase and develop a new Creative Hub 
building in central Weston. The Hub, to be called The Stable, will offer a range of facilities, 
services and support to enable entrepreneurs in the digital and creative industries to take the 
first steps in setting up their own businesses within a collaborative community. 
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B. Schemes approved with conditions:  

 

• J21 Northbound Merge Improvement - £450k RIF for a highway improvement scheme to 
increase capacity on the northbound slip road onto the M5 reducing traffic congestion in the 
morning peak by increasing the traffic lanes from 1 to 2. 
 

• South Bristol Sustainable Urban Development (SUD) Intermediate Body £48k RIF -  
revenue to match fund the creation of a Technical Assistance team to support Bristol City 
Council’s Intermediate Body (IB) role in relation to the SUD plan for South Bristol. This will 
be match funded by the European Regional Development Fund (ERDF). 
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Appendix 2 
 

Local Growth Fund Change Requests Recommended for Approval 
 

 
• FoodWorks SW Innovation Centre  

 
- Delay of 9 months to start on site (to June 2018) and of 9 months for completion (to 

September 2019) with associated reprofiling of £3.236m from 17/18 to 18/19. 
 

- Increase in cost of £2.484m to £11.844 with these funds to be reallocated from the 
North Somerset OPCR programme allocation, with the OPCR project to be added to 
the pipeline should further LGF funds become available. 
 

• Engine Shed 2 – delay of 9 months to start of construction (to October 2018) and of 
completion (January 2020) with associated change to LGF profile from 17/18-18/19 
(£3.5m and £500k respectively) to 18/19-19/20 (£1.7m and £2.3m). 

 

• Weston College Construction Skills Training Centre – delay of 2 months to 
commencement of construction (to April 18) with no impact on completion, and 
reprofiling of £300k from 17/18 to 18/19.  

 

• Weston College Health and Active Living Skills Centre - delay to construction start 
of 4 months (to Feb 18) with no impact on completion, and reprofiling of £765k from 
17/18 to 18/19. 

 

• CDS Superfast Broadband Extension Programme – 3 months delay to delivery and 
associated reprofiling of £400k of LGF from 17/18 to 18/19.  

 

• West Wick Roundabout and North South Link – delay of 4 months to start on site for 
the North South Link (to April 2018) and of completion (July 2019). 

 

• Cattle Market Demolition – 3 months delay to the start of the demolition works (to 
January 18) and 6 months delay to completion (to November 2018) owing to scope 
changes, additional hazardous substances and revised planning requirements. 

 

• Portway Station - delay of 5 months to station operation (to May 2020). 
 

• Sustainable Transport Package (STP) 16/17 – delay of 4 months (to April 2018) for 
the rollout of Smartcards element of the project. 

 

• STP 17/18 
 

– Reallocation of funding from the Albert Road scheme to Airport Road Cycle Route 
with £1.04m of funding brought forward from the STP 18/19 programme allocation, 
with reprofiling of £249k from 17/18 to 18/19. 

 

– Reprofiling of £586k from 17/18 to 18/19 owing to delays to the Radstock Cycle 
Way, A4018 Corridor Improvements design work, South Gloucestershire 
programme and Weston - South Parade schemes. 

 

• Bristol and Bath Cultural Destinations Media Bank – delay of 6 months for proof of 
concept phase now concluding June 2018, and associated reprofiling of £15k of LGF 
from 17/18 to 18/19.  
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• Bath Quays Bridge – delay of 3 months for award of the substructure contract, with 
knock on delays for subsequent milestones to operation (now January 2019).  

 

• Institute of Advanced Automotive Propulsion Systems (IAAPS) – delay in 
establishing the IAAPS Advisory Board not impacting on subsequent milestones.  
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Appendix 3 
 

Economic Development Fund and Revolving Infrastructure Fund Change 
Requests Recommended for Approval 

 

 
Economic Development Fund 

 

• Invest in Bristol and Bath – reallocation of £62k underspend in 15/16 to 17/18 to 
address cost pressures. 
 

• Avonmouth Severnside Ecology & Flood Development Costs – a delay of 5 months 
for the submission of the planning application (to March 18) with no impact on 
subsequent milestones.  

 

• Temple Quarter Enterprise Zone Programme Team – 8 month delay to completion of 
2016/17 Annual Report (to January 2018) with retiming of all subsequent reports to 
June.   

 

• Bromley Heath Viaduct – milestone slippage relating to structural repairs (5 months to 
March 18) with no overall impact on the project’s timescales or spend profile. 

 

• Metrobus Extension – 5 months delay to planning application (to February 18) and 
consent (to June 18) with no impact on project completion. 

 
 

Revolving Infrastructure Fund  
• J21 Northbound – reprofiling £425k of funds from 18/19 to 19/20 and anticipated delay 

of at least 12 months as a result of revised timescales for delivery of related Highways 
England maintenance scheme.  
 

• J21 Queensway – 18 month delay and reprofiling of funding from 18/19 to 19/20. 
 

• Creative Working Hub – bringing forward £7k of spend to 17/18 from 19/20.  
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