REGENERATION AND PLANNING
SERVICES SCRUTINY FORUM o
AGENDA e

HARTLEPOQOL

BOROUGH COUNCIL

Thursday 2™ Novem ber 2006
at 10.00am

in Training Room 3, Municipal Buildings, Church Square, Hartlep ool

MEMBERS: REGENERATION AND PLANNING SERVICES SCRUTINY FORUM:

Councillors RW Cook, S Cook, Gibbon, Laffey, London, A Marshal, J Mars hall,
Richardson, Wallace, D Waller and Wright.

Resident Representatives:

James Atkinson, Mary Pow er and Iris Ryder

1.  APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE
2. TO RECEIVE ANY DECLARATIONS OFINTEREST BY MEMBERS

3. TO CONFIRM THE MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON 29" SEP TEM BER 2006
(To follow)

4. RESPONSES FROM THE COUNCIL, THE EXECUTIVE OR COMMITTEES OF THE
COUNCIL TO ANAL REPORTS OF THIS FORUM

No items.

5. CONSIDERATION OF REQUEST FOR SCRUTINY REVIEWS REFERRED VIA
SCRUTINY CO-ORDINATING COMMITTEE

No items.
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6. CONSIDERATION OFPROGRESS REPORTS / BUDGET ANDPOLICY
FRAMEWORK DOCUMENTS

No items

7. ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION
Scrutiny Inve stigation into Railway Approaches:-

7.1 Railway Appmaches— Evidence from the Economic Forum — Scrutiny Support
Officer

7.2 Railway Appmaches— Evidence from ‘Coastliners — Scrutiny Supp ot Officer

7.3 Railway Appmaches— Submission of Written Evidence from the Comm unity and
Voluntary Sector (CVS) — Scrutiny Support Officer

7.4 Railway Appmaches— Feedback from the Site Vidt — Scrutiny Support Officer

8. ANY OTHERITEMS WHICH THE CHAIRM AN CONSIDERS ARE URGENT

FORINFORM ATION

Date of Next Meeting — Thursday 7" December 2006 commencing at10.00am in
Training Room 3, M unicipal Buildings, Church Square.
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REGENERATION AND PLANNING SERVICES ol
SCRUTINY FORUM REPORT oy
—
~
2 November 2006 FARTLERCRCH
Report of: Scrutiny Support Officer
Subject: RAILWAY APPROACHES - EVIDENCE FROM THE

ECONOMIC FORUM

1.1

2.1

2.2

2.3

2.4

PURP OSE OF REPORT

The purpose of this report is to inform Members that the Chair of the
Economic Forum will be in attendance at this meeting to provide evidence in
relation to the ongoing investigation into Railw ay Approaches.

BACKGROUND

As part of the ongoing investigation into Hartlepool’s Railway Approaches
the Chair of the Economic Forum has been invited to provide evidence tothe
Forum.

The Economic Forumis a Theme Partnership of Hartlepool Partnership (The
tow n's Local Strategic Partnership). The stated aim for the Economic
Forum, w ithin the Community Strategy is to:

Develop a more enterprising and, vigorous and diverse local
economy that will attract investment, be globally compettive and

create more employment opportunities for local people.

Consequently, the Chair of the Economic Forum has been invited to this
meeting to feed the perspective of the business sector into the Forum’s
ongoing investigations into the issue of Railway Approaches.

During this evidence gathering session w ith the Chair of the Economic
Forum, it is suggested that responses are sought to the follow ing questions -

1. What do you consider to be the impact of the raiw ay approaches into
Hariepool on the tow n's image, particulardy in terms of the ongoing
regeneration of the tow n?

2. How do the Raiway Approaches nto Hartlepool compare, in your
experience, w ith neighbouring loca economies?
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3.1

3. What improvements would you suggest are made to the Railway
Approaches to improve the economic prospects of the town?

RECOMM ENDATIONS

That Members note the content of the report, and consider the views of the
Economic Forum, particularly inreltion to paragraph 2.4

CONTACT OFFICER

Jonathan Wistow — Scrutiny Support Officer

Chief Executive’s Department - Corporate Strategy
Hartepool Borough Council

Tel: 01429 523 647

Email: jonathan.w istov @hartlepool.gov.uk

BACKGROUND PAPERS
Thefollow ng background paper was used in preparation of this report:-

(@) Scrutiny Investigation into Hartlepool’s ‘Railway Approaches’ — Scoping
Report (Scrutiny Support Officer) —13.07.06
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Rl
REGENERATION AND PLANNING SERVICES ol
SCRUTINY FORUM REPORT "
"'h-.:-"':"'
2 November 2006 FARTLERCRCH
Report of: Scrutiny Support Officer
Subject RAILWAY APPROACHES - EVIDENCE FROM
‘COASTLINERS’

1. PURP OS E OF REPORT

1.1 The purpose of this report is to inform Members that a representative from
‘Coastliners’ (a regional rail users group) wil be in attendance at this
meeting to provide evidence in relation to the ongoing investigation into
Railw ay Approaches.

2. BACKGROUND

21 As part of the ongoing investigation into Hartlepools Railway Approaches a
representative from Coastliners been invited to provide evidence to the
Forum.

2.2 Coastliners are a rail users group, representing passengers between
Sunderland and Middlesbrough who use the Durham Coast line. Further
information about w hat Coastliners do and w here they see potential to make
connections to this Scrutiny Investigation are attached at Appendix A.

2.3 During this evidence gathering session with the representative from

Coastliners, it is suggested that responses are sought to the follow ing
questions :-

1. What do you consider to be the impact of the raiw ay approaches into
Hartepool on the tow n's image, particulady in terms of the ongoing
regeneration of the tow n?

2. What are your view s on the condition and appearance of Hartlepool and
Seaton Carew Stations?

3. Where do you consider improvements may be made to the physical
infrastructure of the tow n's Railw ay Approaches ?
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3. RECOMM ENDATIONS

3.1 That Members note the contents of this report, in particular paragraph 2.3,
and use it as a basis for discussion.

CONTACT OFFICER

Jonathan Wistow — Scrutiny Support Officer

Chief Executive’s Department - Corporate Strategy
Hartepool Borough Council

Tel: 01429 523 647

Email: jonathan.wistov @hartlepool.gov.uk

BACKGROUND PAPERS
Thefollow ng background paper w as used in preparation of this report:-

(@) Scrutiny Investigation into Hartlepool’s ‘Railway Approaches’ — Scoping
Report (Scrutiny Support Officer) —13.07.06
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COASTLINERS - a voice for rail users

Sundeltand— Seahiam—Hartlepoo [—SeatonCarew — Billing ham—Sioc Kton — Thormby - Midilesbro ugh

Who arew e

“Coastliners” is the name of the Rail Users Group representing passengers
w ho usetheraiw ay betw een Sunderland & Middlesbrough — the Durham
Coast Lire. It is an informal groupwith links to Transport 2000, but is
recognised by the Train Operating Companies (TOCs) (eg Northern Rail &

Grand Central,) and Passenger Focus, the national body representingrail
passenger interests.

It currently consists of a relatively small number of active members and meets
around six times per year — usually in Hartlepool, as the mid [point on the line.

What dow edo

Coastliners has primarily been a campaigning group. Its main objective has
been, and remains, to ensure a satisfactory service along the Durham Coast,
w ith adequate and convenient links to the rest of the rail netw ork.

We have campaigned for the follow ing:

a) On a local line level:

= Torestore the half hourly service betw een Hartlepool & New castle

= **To provide an early morningcommuter train from Hartlepool to
New castle

= **To adjust the timetable to make better connections at Thomaby
= Toimprove the format of the Durham Coast passenger timetable leaflet

= For later evening trains (the last train from New castle is now 30
minutes later, but we would like to see trains until 10 or 1030pm)

b) On a national level to ben€fit the Region by improved travel opportunities o
& from the Durham Coast & the rest of Britain

= Restoration of throughservices betw eenthe Durham Coast & York
(since the split betw een Northern Rail and Trans Pennine
Express)

= **Support for Grand Central trains betw een Sunderland and Kings
Cross
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= Inputto the Cross Country Franchis e negotiations to get :

a)some Cross Country trains diverted from Northallerton via the Coast
Line

b) Trains from the North Eastto the South Coast and South W est
maintained as throughtrains and not curtailed at Birmingham or
Reading as proposed by the Department for Transport (OXT.)

We have had some successes (™) but we continue tocampaign on the other
fronts. This is primarily through correspondence and meetings withthe TOCs,
the DfT, the Office of the Rail Regulator (ORR) and Passenger Focus.

Improving the Passengers Lot

Other areas in w hich we have interests include:
a) Improvement in publicly displayed information at al stations

b) Improvement in passenger facilities

c) Improved rolling stock, ie:

e New or refurbis hed trains
e Condition of trains

Where dow e fitw ith the present Hartlepool Borough Council (HBC) Initiative

Apartfrom the obvious need for acoat (or severalcoats) of paint at
Hartlepool, we have beenvery interested in a variety of improvements not
only at Hartlepool Station, but also at Seaton Carew & Billingham. Thoughw e
cannot offer masses of manpow er, w e can offer avariety of suggestions, and
have already doneso n many cases — not alw aysw ith any success,

Many of our ideas need co-operation from Northern Rail and/or Netw ork Rail,
and may only be achievedw ith support from initiatives such as thatcurrently
being taken by HB C.

Uppermost of these is to investigate further the formation of Station Adoption
Groups. Under existingschemes, Northern Rail will often supply materials if
groups supply manpower. it wasin fact a Coastliners suggestion that a large
Tall Ships mural be painted on the facing wall at Hartlepool Station — an
intiatve now taken up by the Mayor, the College of Art and Netw ork Rail.

Inconclusionwew ould like tow ork with and support the present HBC
intiative.
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REGENERATION AND PLANNING SERVICES ol
SCRUTINY FORUM REPORT .-1-.

“.-'_-A
2 November 2006 .
Report of: Scrutiny Support Officer
Subject: RAILWAY APPROACHES — SUBMISSION OF

WRITTEN EVIDENCE FROM THE COMMUNITY
AND VOLUNTARY SECTOR (CVS)

1. PURP OS E OF REPORT

1.1 The purpose of this report is to present Me mbers withw riten evidence from
the Community and Vduntary Sector in relation to the potential for their
involvement inthe Railw ay Approaches investigation.

2. BACKGROUND

2.1 As part of the ongoing investigation into Hartlepool's Railway Approaches it
was suggested at the last meeting of the Forum that the CVSw ere invited to
participate in the inquiry.

2.2 The designated representative from the CVS wil be unable attend this
meeting due to a prior commitment Consequently, aw ritten submission from
the CVSiis attached at Appendix A.

2.3 The w riten submission from the C/ S includes a number of ways that have
been identfied by the Community and Voluntary Sector for potentially
impacting on the workto improve Hartlepool Railw ay Station, in particular.

3. RECOMM ENDATIONS

3.1 That Members note the content of the report, and Appendix A, and consider

how the CVS can be involved in developing improvements to Hartlepool's
Raiw ay Approaches.

CONTACT OFFICER

Jonathan Wistow — Scrutiny Support Officer
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Chief Executive’s Department - Corporate Strategy
Hartepool Borough Council

Tel: 01429 523 647
Email: jonathan.w istov @hartlepool.gov.uk

BACKGROUND PAPERS
Thefollow ng background paper w as used in preparation of this report:-

(@) Scrutiny Investigation into Hartlepool’s ‘Railway Approaches’ — Scoping
Report (Scrutiny Support Officer) —13.07.06
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Hartle p ool Railw ay Approaches — Potential of
Comm unity and Voluntary Sector (CVS) Involvement

Inrelationto ‘The condition of Hartlepod Station given itsrde as part of the
new Transport Interchange.’

There are a number ofw ays the Voluntary and Community Sector could
potentially impact on the workfor the improvement of the Hartlepool Railw ay

Station.
a) Working with established Groups:

e Civic Society

Greatham in Bloom

Hartlepool Local History Group
Raiway Users Group

Possibly members of the 50+ Forum

(‘Soundings’ have been madew ith the above groups and they have
expressed an interest)

It may be possible to explore w iththese groups the idea/s of forming a
consortium group/committee to workup an action plan/funding strategy
working in partnershipw ith statutory organisations such as those below:

Environmental Partnership — Buit and Natural Environment Sub-group
HBC

Netw ork Rail

Grand Central

HVDA Project Development Worker could provide assistance in ‘working up’
this project.

b) Establishing a new Friends of Group:

This will be just as time consuming as workingw ith the established groups but
again is possible with the assistance of the HVDA project development
w orker.

c) Establishing a Heritage group;

As above but perhaps involving Museumservices Heritage development
w orker.

Possibilities could aso be explored aroundthe engagement of a ‘labour force

either through the HB C ILM Initiative or through w orking with OFCA through
the VIP project or Kirklevington project.
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REGENERATION AND PLANNING SERVICES

SCRUTINY FORUM REPORT E]

2 November 2006 HARTLEPG

Report of: Scrutiny Support Officer

Subject RAILWAY APPROACHES - FEEDBACK FROM THE

SITE VISIT

1.1

2.1

2.2

2.3

2.4

PURP OSE OF REPORT

The purpose of this report is to provide Members with the opportunity to
share their view s on the site visit, w hich took place on 16 October 2006.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

On 16 October Members of the Regeneration and Pamning Services
Scrutiny Forum undertook a site visit as part of the ‘Railw ay Approaches’
Scrutiny inquiry. This visit included a journey north to Seaham on the 12:02
from Hartlepool, returning on the 12:58, and arriving in Middlesbrough at
13:47. Members of the Forum returned on the 14:32, arriving back in
Hartepool at 15:02.

The purpose of this visit was to gain a better understanding of the raiw ay
approaches into Hartlepool from both the north and the south. Furthermore,
the site visit provides Members with the opportunity to compare the
approaches into Hartlepool with thos e of neighbouring tow ns.

There s a brief summary of Member’s comments during the site visit
attached at Appendix A. Furthermore, at today’s meeting there will be a
video presentation of footage taken during the site vist for Members to
consider.

Subsequently, Members may wish to consider the followv ing questions w hen
discussing their findings fromthe site visit

(@) What are the key ‘problem areas’ Me mbers identified during the visit?

(b) What impression did Members gain of the raiway stations at Hartlepool
and Seaton Carew ?

(c) How dd the raiway approaches into Hartlepool compare with the
approaches into the other tow ns passed through duringthe visit?

74RPSSF - 06.11.02 - SSO- RalwayApproaches - Feedbackfom the Site Visit

1 HARTLEPOOLBOROUGH COUNCIL



Regeneration and Flanning Services Scrutiny Forum Report— 2 Nove mber 2006 7.4

3.1

(d) What impression did the railw ay approaches create on the overall image
of the tow n?

RECOMM ENDATIONS

That Members note the contents of the report, in particuar paragraph 2.4,
and usethis as a basis for further discussion.

CONTACT OFFICER

Jonathan Wistow — Scrutiny Support Officer

Chief Executive’s Department - Corporate Strategy

Hartepool Borough Council

Tel: 01429 523 647

Email: jonathan.wistov @hartlepool.gov.uk

BACKGROUND PAPERS

Thefollow ng background paper w as used in preparation of this report:-

(@) Scrutiny Investigation into Hartlepool’s ‘Railway Approaches’ — Scoping
Report (Scrutiny Support Officer) —13.07.06
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Appendix A — Notes from Member Discussions during Railway Approaches
Site Visit 16/10/06

Comments from discussions on Seaham Station

1.

4.

Having explored the northern approach into the tow n Members
commented that the Steetley/Britmag site w as the big issue on this
approach. Itw as acknow ledged by some Me mbers that some
improvements had been made here. The site is heavily polluted and there
problems w ith erosion from the sea. It would take millions of pounds to
clear the site. A planning application is in process and it w as argued that
allow ing market forces to clear the site w as (through housing
development) key to moving forw ard w ith this issue.

Me mbers commented that Seaham Station compared very favourably to
Seaton Station and they w ould like to see something similar at Seaton. In
particular, the transparent shelters w ere popular w ith Members.

Me mbers thought planting could be used to shield the view over the
allotments.

The signage at Hartlepool Station w as deemed to be poor. A sign on the
main building (as opposed to either end of the platform) indicating that you
had arrived in Hartlepool w ould be useful.

Comments from group dis cussions on Middlesbrough Station

Group 1 — Problem areas identified on the site visit.

Key ‘problem areas’:

o k&

1. Former RHM site in Greatham — questions about pollution here.
2.
3

Allotments generally and fly-tipping in adjacent areas.

It w as felt that Netw ork Rail’'s housekeeping can be poor interms of
contractors leaving scrap metals by the trackside and surrounding areas.
Fly-tipping around Lancaster Rd. area.

Allotment sites are a blight. Numerous plots are overgrow n and/or have
items dumped in them. The cabins in the allotments make them look like
shanty tow ns.

Mansforth Terrace new builds —roads partly complete, w eeds etc. poorly
maintained areas. Also derelict w alls near here.

Steetley, Niromax, and New combe recycling are key problem areas.

7.4 RPSSF - 06.11.02 - AppendixA - Railway Approaches - Feedbackfromthe Site Visit



7.4
Appendix A

8. Hartlepool Station platform requires w eeding and the brickw ork is
‘shabby’, the structure is generally poor. It could do w ith arepaint and
hiring out spaces for advertising hoardings. The signage is also poor.

e Group 2 - Impressions of Hartlepool and Se aton railw ay stations.
Hartlepool Station:

Poor signage to, and in, the station.

The infrastructure is disgusting e.g. the roof etc.

The toilets have poor facilities.

Investment is urgently needed.

There is a lack of seating and there are no floral displays.

ablrowd -~

Seaton:

1. The station looks old.
2. The station needs investment to bring it up to the standard of Seaham.

e Group 3 — Comparisons with other tow ns on the visit.

1. Strong feeling that the railw ay station/s need improving.

2. Stocktonw as cited as a good example of an attractively designed station.

3. Landscaping on Hartlepool station w ould be beneficial e.g. raised flow er
beds onthe unused platform.

4. Over the course of the visit it w as evident that the planting around the
railw ay had matured and generally w orked w ell.

5. Needtow orkw ith the community around planting schemes the
New conbe and Stranton SWS sites w ere cited as places w here this
could take place.

6. Comparing Hartlepool w ith the other tow ns that w ere passed through on
the visit created a generally favourable impression.

e Group 4 - impressions from the railw ay approaches on the overall
image of the town

1. Itwas commented that the houses/buildings facing the railw ay could be
improved. How ever, it w as also recognised that they tend to be the backs
of buildings and (naturally) more attention is spent on the appearance at
the front of these.

2. ltwas acknow ledged by Members that railw ays tend to pass through
industrial parts of tow ns. Consequently, they do not alw ays go past the
most attractive parts of tow ns.
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3. ltwas feltthat hedging could be used to cover unattractive places like the
recycling / scrapyard in the south of the tow n.

4. Members felt that the northern approach to the tow nw as generally
pleasant and a good approach into tow n. With the exception of the
Britmag site.

5. The area betw een Hartlepool and Seaton station w as deemed to be
particularly nasty. How ever, there w as some optimism that this area
would improve betw een now and 2010 through the conditional use of
planning permission, w hich w ould require landscaping improvements

6. Thew est side of the southern raiw ay approach, in particular, could be
easily ‘shielded’ through landscaping/planting.

7. ltwas also commented that a combination of the features of Stockton and
Middles brough stations w ould provide a good model for Hartlepool station.

8. ltwas alsofelt that it w ould be possible, and beneficial, to create a
community feeling on Seaton station, and, therefore, it w ould police itself
around vandalism etc. in the future.
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