Buckinghamshire County Council

Devolution of TfB
Transportation Services to
Town & Parish Councils




Buckinghamshire County Council

e
un'mgsxmg
sl 1’#:::1\, L°""d',f<
E 7 o immy N
X Muvuaen' S

el )sme | Akdey
b m'estmastmj l/ Q\e&ha'fﬂ i{/’<&aa@:mpl
Cbstbury a0 Madﬁ 5
= ~“E(E(\ ﬁadc!\-e.} 1«2!@?&5«5{{ 4 Thcmm\ e
[ vo,r_ﬂ#‘;m A e
% T

Gy ash \\'maddon\
A
Tingewict } - WA 4 e
auil ) Ganont with v Nmak s
/ e b ocd Ulle \ 'L_LW!Q\(!E \/ Grea Brickhill
Hart \ X /me} e A B

N
[ wusley /Dwm H‘mmm“/j

X \{m e ¢ Total value £ 81,376
R AP IR S N i
o " 23/169 parishes (14%

Claydon
e
LA Edesborody

G KL

( 54 cmmdm‘:a\eh\ /}ﬁ e i \\7',k
M G n/' L M
) ? e DR 3
\Huw( LN Mnshoe \ \
forlesd Borai /> o s
£ Fﬂasnv x(s,w } ~
e

Py
{ " Grendon (

/ ) Victten
e Underwoad
5 \\,J‘/ i

e
-

Aslcn /

cmzm

i\ %mm
Halton.

~A\inchendon

‘}:geafﬁ‘e ém &

=

\ Long Crendon 4
2hbingten

Bledlow-cum:
Saunderton

- b
\\ o {Uﬂe N

Hughenden

[ g
'm.wv == j

J) GléElH

ag.a 5 .
Sy Hembleden / \ oo : arrts Cros AR
\ .
5 m /m
ey A =
' m
menhag

T
\;i /1/ b \L:_,_/’




Buckinghamshire County Council

figaten A ¢
Lifingston

il ‘\ Pﬁf’}r‘;‘i Lol ¢

! ﬁ

L0 e ﬁ‘)‘bbey \7\/J \

{ ) 4 e i M(de/ x
aston
T \ 5 Kl.‘edmarr

§ y \E’)awgmpl

Meds
AN imw\ “_,“E,\ s DR AN o
o Sfa"mg;a"‘ SR \L
\ S T a4
/ ,zm Buckingham ‘Tnarncmu;n\ I .{Md“r\
{ rnt &

Neaton \

1 _Longiite ‘\ a8
- >

Tingenick ) P
B_r;‘é > _)G:\\:Mvnh oy

Lenberouh  fpacmury
Hartghom/ ™,/
L/n) )/ / / / Howood
fetwofe Ay A A / ,,_./i Musley
res(g = ron i
Bisse =
/ Steeple
v .(Twyfard Claydon

LCles{u»(Qb\ ns(;\

p /
~ Grendon § \Sa pan

' md.urm i

Underwood_ Quanton S Asten
2 Abbctts kEd\esbwclb
C Wingrave
= wih
vieedon ). Rms‘v \

\ Waddasdon
Und:rnocd ,.bm;

o
g ~ ‘n@t&m}ead p,e,(m \/\
i &
( \Ashmmn wqpy?f,;\ G <E’°"‘3””’
<o 8o R
L f b N Ay’°<hury \ Asten
\ N \'ﬂncheMoS)r Liaaat (;\e\ Cinten
o

Bishopeta \
St \ @dm ton D”‘(‘"\ and @ ton
o Aeardey o S wilh O\ Hatwel e i \ %;ym

B ~ L = Ford

7 g o 2He b \ B&ajthamp
? Upte
7 Upton

> 7 \LU"E’C'E““;‘/ Haddernam ;’“r X >

| Alodecd sy 2 = S " N N ,J‘\/ (Cholesbuly.oam-

EaN ~ | ] ,,dy( [ e Wendover St Leonards: — . 2

R T R e N foeneh oo S
T \\ ,/ Long.« fwunumer 9 \J ’ ™ f S L %

N B N The Lee j AsHey
< o =
i o énmes S \ Chsvlhdga \~ Gfeen {
<R1=buwgn 2. }‘v- .,V

S oL U -
1 Y | Great ard
(-/ ! Lite Ham;den/ Chesham
Great Missenden

Brediorcum- 25 Greeh i
Saunderlon (&

b I =
<,>'\ < G\ \'\ {u-m ssemen/

S
radenh:
28

/  Hughenden \ Amersham
L o .

~ 3R

chesmn ~Craifort
r\ !\u?f T st o,
) ) \

/ e~
{47 Cralfort \L
g St Peter

e T\ B o = -
i \ \=\ jcornb w—— e
J)"’ ; ps Gmamg:ﬂsume Marlo \ ~ K \

.-«\
7 Hembleden / \ ., Vo 5 T Gerrards C
Y \1\ 7 \‘ N /_§V50t“’: al Hed“(ey f’\”’ '“‘ Denham
k Fawiay ; haten o & I;H:"w; l}‘\ ‘
\ - /\ = It & a}ﬂ Fumer _
] Addmenhdm I ;
\ T { J — a{a W R
gl g 5 f oke )
ol (Poms
5 5 ,"/ " = sham! %
s, | i
L £ [ Z i
4 L
\ Darney L d - 5
Y 7

44/169 parishes

Total budget for 2015/16 £364,123

26%
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Contradictory legal
advice

Wanted to retain Old
Agreements

Felt too small

Not ready before
2017

High

T12016

Expressed

More local
control

Unhappy with
TfB

Could provide a
better service

Did not want
services reduced
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Parishes remaining with TfB

1/169 parishes (48%

Non devolved
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Mo Benefit How it will be achieved How it will be evidenced Achieved
I F T ti Nati |
3 s s Parish clusters ‘going the extra mile’ to R i percep S e Yri
Improved (perceived) quality of service : 2 7 . Transport and Highways Survey. 2
1 el deliver services which were originally IERE A L T s monitoring
CINETY delivered by TfB and limited by PMTP. e _C e |n1:r0 l.rmg_ = ko maniter started
quality of service deliver.
Through parishes delivering services and Reduced number of customer queries and
Reduced demand on BCC Service —i.e. fewer |being able to respond locally without complaints relating to grass cutting, PROW, | T1 reduced
2 |complaints and enquiries needing BCC involvement. Reduced failure |Weed spraying. complaints
Increasing local ownership demand as ownership of issues is held at a |Reduced number of complaints directly from by 50%
local level. parishes.
Through parizhes delivering services and
being able to respond locally without National Transport and Highways Survey. T1 reduced
3 |Improved customer satisfaction needing BCC involvement. complaints
Parish Clusters ‘going the extra mile’ to Reduced number of customer/parish by 50%
deliver services locally. complaints.
i 2 L i Through parishes clusters demonstrating
Parishes ‘going the extra mile’ to deliver Wik i Lo
o i i ] i i that they are delivering the same/improved Awaiting
4 |Mitigation of the impact of MTP savings services which are being reduced as part of ) i
e services with the zame/less rezources rezults
: compared to TfB.
Th h ish cluster taki ibility | Th h itoring the i d lity of Wik
T | o Rt SR ru:rug_ FIE-FIS cluster taking re_spu:rn5| ility ro_ug mufrm oring the |mpr_u:r1.re quality o ST
for delivering a set menu of services locally. |service delivery as per benefit 1.
started
Through the formation of a number clusters
Aviable model being demonstrated which encompassing active parishes who can Numbers of cluster formed. SR
6 |other services can consider (new operating |deliver to others who are more ‘passive.’. ot
up
model
] Through ensuring that parishes are fully Numbers of parishes signed up to devolved
signed up to the approach. approach.
Through working with parishes to help them
- P — | fundi identify external funding sources and Through number of parishes seeking To be
el bkl S b 2 upskilling them where appropriate to bid for]external funding/number of bids raised. analysed

funds.
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Summary of Project budgets

¥1{15-16 | ¥2-4 (16-19
budget) ann. budget)
Tranche 1 Local Council Devolution
44 Local Councils signed-up £364,067| £283,448
125 Local Councils in TfB rump £412,975 -
T1 % take-up: All Local Councils 26%
T1 % take-up: Total budget 46.50%
Pump Prime Funding £50,789
BCC Legal Fees £6,477
Local Councils Independent advice Legal Fees £495
Total set-up costs: Year 1 £57,761

Tranche 2 Local Council Devolution

44 Local Councils signed-up -| £174,102
82 Local Councils in TfB rump -| f£136,128
T2 % take-up: All remaining Local Councils 35%
T2 % take-up: Total remaining budget 56%
BCC Legal Fees £500
Total set-up costs: Year 2 £900
Total T1 & T2 Devolution take-up: All Local Councils  52%




