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Item 8:  LEICESTER AND LEICESTERSHIRE STRATEGIC 

TRANSPORT PRIORITIES 2020 TO 2050 

 
This was not the kind of high-level plan I was expecting but I welcome the joint 
working between the city and county Local Transport Authorities.  I note that he 
Leicester Urban Area is given more recognition following the consultation.  The 
city doesn’t sit in isolation from the surrounding county conurbations. 
 
Setting Strategic Priorities over the long term offers the opportunity for some 
innovative and creative thought.  There are plenty of good examples to study and 
it is hard to detect much vision in the document.  There was never much vision 
work in the Strategic Growth Plan and this frames much of the background.  
Congestion is repeated cited as a challenge and compromised with an offer of 
‘reliable journey times’.  And still the programme encourages more peak time 
road traffic. 
 
We have to go back to Konrad Smigielski to remind ourselves of the importance 
of setting high level priorities and the importance then of ‘traffic plans’.  Smigielski 
wanted to create traffic free urban environments without losing the advantages of 
the private car, which in the 1960s were doubling in number every few years. 
 
If we had said, even 25 years ago, that we intended to double the number of 
vehicles passing the front doors of people in Coalville or Shepshed or any other 
small town in Leicestershire, we would have been quickly be swept from office. 
 
But these Transport Priorities are a 30 year plan.  Three more decades of much 
of the same for our county towns.   
 
Would we dare to look Smigielski, Buchanan or any of the pioneers of traffic in 
towns in the eye if they were still around today? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Officer note  The reference to Konrad Smigielski above includes an embedded link that may not work once 
this document is published. The information can also be seen via - https://bit.ly/2ITaPUy 
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   Date: 18 November 2020 

 

Dear Councillor Rushton 
 
CPRE Leicestershire is very concerned to see what appears to be an assumption in the 

papers for Friday’s cabinet meeting item on the Strategic Transport Priorities 2020 to 2050 

that the Leicester & Leicestershire Strategic Growth Plan can be retained in its current form. 

  
We believe it now requires a complete rethink, as a proper fully consulted statutory plan, 

for the following reasons: 
• Midlands Connect says the A46 Expressway is not viable; 
• The approach of building more roads will increase traffic and congestion; 
• The councils have declared a Climate Change Emergency; 
• The countryside is needed to soak up carbon emissions not to cater for car-

dependent housing; 
• Covid-19 can be expected to have a lasting impact on the way people live and work; 
• The only sensible way forward is that there needs to be a new emphasis on the 

Green economy; 
• Housing number predictions for the period until 2050 will be impacted in a number 

of ways - by the Governments planning reforms, Brexit, the hollowing out of cities 

etc. 
 

The recent report from Midlands Connect with its emphasis on more road building solutions 

adds to our concerns. (https://www.midlandsconnect.uk/media/1726/mc-a46-corridor-

study-phase-2-final-report-november-2020.pptx). 
 
The whole set of proposals and their road-building ambitions on the A46 and a distributor 

road east of Leicester are driven by an agenda which seems entirely at odds with Climate 

Change, cutting congestion and curbing greenhouse gas emissions.  We find the 

continuation of this approach extremely worrying. 
 
Do we need to spend a fortune on roads and big infrastructure?  No. We need to ‘Build back 

Better but Greener’. Can we do it?  Not unless we make rapid and very comprehensive 

changes immediately. 
 
Best wishes 

John Marriott 

CPRE Leicestershire Trustee and Transport Lead 
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Item 12:  RESIDUAL WASTE PROCUREMENT 

 
This is a welcome document given the significance to the long term treatment of 
the county’s waste. 
 
Residual waste, by definition, represents a failure of other treatments - notably 
re-use, repair and recycling.  Recycling rates and residual waste are the “ying 
and yang” of municipal waste.  The more we recycle, the less residual waste 
arises.   
 
As you know, we currently struggle to reach the 50% recycling target in the 
Leicestershire Municipal Waste Management Strategy for 2020 which when 
reviewed will be updated with the new Government target of 65% of municipal 
waste by 2035. 
 
A good contract would be one that was responsive to increased levels of 
recycling.  We therefore need a contract which does not discourage us from 
reducing residual waste, or better still facilitates and encourages more recycling. 
 
This is supported by our Waste Disposal Plan states that “our aim is to deliver a 
waste management service that encourages prevention, reuse, recycling and 
reduces waste to landfill” and sets a circular economy and monitoring carbon 
impacts as a priority. 
 
The Minimum Requirements of the procurement might tell us where or priorities 
lie in this regard but on enquiry earlier this month the E&T OSC minutes record 
that contractual documents, including the minimum requirements, are only 
available to the bidders that expressed an interest in, and subsequently qualified 
for, the procurement. 
 
Accepting this at face value I am surprised to see paragraph 28 releases 
publishes three of the minimum requirements.  How is this? 
 
The three requirements quoted are all laudable.  I would add: 
 

• Social Action is welcome but should not be used as an excuse for any 

environmental harm derived from the contract. 
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• Treatment should endeavor to minimize carbon emissions from energy-

from-waste incineration by reducing the burning of plastics. 

 
• Recycling targets are programmed to reach 65% by the current 

Government and to reach 70% by 2030 as the Committee on Climate 

Change recommends in order to meet the UK carbon budgets. 
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