DUNKERTON & TUNLEY PARISH COUNCIL

(Serving Dunkerton, Tunley and Withyditch)


DUNKERTON &TUNLEY PARISH COUNCIL’S RESPONSE TO BANES PLANNING ON THE JOURNEY TO NET ZERO (JTN0) CONSULTATION

Dunkerton & Tunley Parish Council supports the development of the JTN0 plan. We welcome the prospect of increased rural connectivity and rural communities becoming more vibrant, economically engaged and sustainable. 

We welcome the commitment to the collective design of the better mix of transport options considered by BANES Cllrs, Officers and the Parishes at the Timsbury Workshop on rural transport which we attended in April 2018.

However, we do so recognising uncomfortable realities that make the Plan appealing but unconvincing: 

a.     At this stage we can only be buying into a wide-ranging, uncosted vision. 

b.     Though much of the detail of the Plan is uncertain, we can be certain that it is not wholly within BANES competence to deliver JTN0 outcomes, so it can only be a headmark. 

c.     Previous attempts to provide upbeat strategic objectives for BANES’ transport services do not bode well. In 2017, BANES committed to a strategic statement about transport:

https://www.bathnes.gov.uk/services/parking-and-travel/transport-plans-and-policies/somer-valley-transport-strategy
One of the key (sic) actions of that strategy (see Page 23) was to

“Investigate options for improving east to west public transport provision.”
Within 12 months that laudable intent had been sunk, holed below its waterline by the rocks of reality. In 2018, First Bus made surprise cuts in the east-west 179 service that resulted in heated public meetings in parishes along the route - ours included, a petition and a demonstration at Bath Bus Station. The result of the hasty, reactive remedial action by BANES funded a much reduced service than that enjoyed by our parish before the crisis. 

The 2017 strategy failed because, once it had been published, no governance was put in place to drive or monitor delivery against it. A strategy had been published, QED; what else could be necessary to ensure events would unfold as envisaged?  As JTN0 is launched, we must hope new governance in place that will avoid a similar dismal failure to deliver against strategic objectives. Again, the portents are not good. We are now in position where WECA has the lead and authority to drive JTN0 to delivery. Its BSIP reads well but is dependent for delivery on funding – and we are told that the total funding available is now £1.4bn for 3 years, not £3bn as had been announced previously;  WECA’s cut of that reduced pot is as yet unknown, but as our region is not a prime candidate for Levelling Up it is most likely that the bulk of it will go elsewhere. We further understand that a letter from WECA of the 28th Jan tells stakeholders that the creation of the Enhanced Partnership, seen as being vital to the collective development of future public transport services, is postponed indefinitely. So as we are being invited to sign up to an undefined solution 8 years away, we are all completely in the dark about what will happen to current bus services 8 weeks away. That does not sound encouraging, as much as we may aspire to JTN0 delivery. 

JTN0 needs to develop a way to deal with reality. JTN0 is expecting 8 years to implement major capital investment programme that hasn’t yet been sketched out except in broad terms? Of interest to us is the prospect of segregated cycle paths being created through our parish to avoid the serious risks involved in cycling along the busy A367. If for sake of argument we accept the tenuous and speculative assertion that there will be a significant e-bike uptake in rural areas, we wonder whether a ball park figure has been produced for a set length of new, rural cycle track – such as might need to be laid on land purchased to follow, or connect to, the A367 through our parish? And (roughly) how many multiples of the set length does BANES believe are needed to enable JTN0 (just through our parish) in miles and pounds? We await the outcome of WECA’s A37/A367 study with interest in this regard as it will be an indicator of WECA’s/BANES’ true awareness of JTN0 commitment and the attendant costs.  

We fear greatly that in the absence of sustained funding from central government to underpin its own flagship strategic declarations, BANES’ recourse would be to raise Council Tax as aggressively and much as would be needed out towards 2030 to fund the various, fully designed JTN0 schemes on the basis that this consultation in 2022 is justification for such action because it “demonstrated widespread support and commitment to the achievement of the Council’s JTN0 objectives”?  That would be outrageous, even more so if BANES rural residents were expected to pick up the tab for City-centric improvements. 

If JTN0 can’t be afforded, what will be delivered first and what last? Villages such as Dunkerton and Tunley are reliant on a limited rural bus service as the only “affordable” alternative to the car for travel to Bath and Bristol for work, shopping and leisure. We believe it is highly unlikely that enough money will be found to create even one new, segregated walking and cycling route along the B3115 (our prime east-west route) to get quickly and safely to any new “interchange hub” on the A367, as much as we would all wish otherwise. In the meantime, cycling along the B3115 will remain an adventure even for the most experienced and confident rider. Walking along it between its short intermittent stretches of footpath will remain a high risk, frightening experience. Our rural bus services are currently constantly under threat of being removed, which would consequently result in BANES missing its Net Zero target and increased, not reduced, reliance on the car in our rural area.

Clerk:  Kathryn Manchee, 3 Lark Close, Midsomer Norton, Bath, BA3 4PX.

Tel:  01761 411305  
e-mail:   clerk.dunkerton@googlemail.com


