
 

HC 226  
Published on 19 January 2007 

by authority of the House of Commons 
London: The Stationery Office Limited 

£0.00  

House of Commons 

Transport Committee  

Work of the 
Committee in 2005–06 

First Report of Session 2006–07  

Report, together with formal minutes  

Ordered by The House of Commons 
to be printed 15 January 2007  



 

 

The Transport Committee  

The Transport Committee is appointed by the House of Commons to examine 
the expenditure, administration and policy of the Department for Transport and 
its associated public bodies. 

Current membership 

Mrs Gwyneth Dunwoody MP (Labour, Crewe) (Chairman) 
Mr David Clelland MP (Labour, Tyne Bridge) 
Mr Jeffrey M Donaldson MP (Democratic Unionist, Lagan Valley) 
Clive Efford MP (Labour, Eltham) 
Mrs Louise Ellman MP (Labour/Co-operative, Liverpool Riverside) 
Mr Philip Hollobone MP (Conservative, Kettering) 
Mr John Leech MP (Liberal Democrat, Manchester, Withington) 
Mr Eric Martlew MP (Labour, Carlisle) 
Mr Lee Scott MP (Conservative, Ilford North) 
Mr Graham Stringer MP (Labour, Manchester Blackley) 
Mr David Wilshire MP (Conservative, Spelthorne) 
 
The following was also a Member of the committee during the period covered 
by this Report: 
 
Mr Robert Goodwill MP (Conservative, Scarborough & Whitby) 

Powers 

The Committee is one of the departmental select committees, the powers of 
which are set out in House of Commons Standing Orders, principally in SO No 
152. These are available on the Internet via www.parliament.uk. 

Publications 

The Reports and evidence of the Committee are published by The Stationery 
Office by Order of the House. All publications of the Committee (including press 
notices) are on the Internet at www.parliament.uk/transcom. 

Committee staff 

The current staff of the Committee are Tom Healey (Clerk), Annette Toft (Second 
Clerk), Clare Maltby (Committee Specialist), Louise Butcher (Inquiry Manager), 
Tony Catinella (Committee Assistant), Ronnie Jefferson (Secretary), Henry Ayi-
Hyde (Senior Office Clerk) and Laura Kibby (Media Officer). 

Contacts 

All correspondence should be addressed to the Clerk of the Transport 
Committee, House of Commons, 7 Millbank, London SW1P 3JA. The telephone 
number for general enquiries is 020 7219 6263; the Committee’s email address is  
transcom@parliament.uk 



1 

 

Contents 

Report Page 
Introduction 3 
Membership 3 
Resources 3 
Objective A: Policy 6 

Task 3: Draft bills 7 
Task 4: Specific output from the Department 8 

Objective B, Task 5: Expenditure 8 
Objective C: Administration 9 

Task 6: The Department’s PSA and associated targets 9 
Task 7: Executive agencies and NDPBs 10 
Task 8: Scrutiny of major appointments 10 
Task 9: Implementation of legislation 11 

Objective D, Task 10: To produce Reports which are suitable for debate 13 
Conclusion 13 

 

Formal minutes 14 





3 

 

Introduction 

1. This is the fourth annual Report from the Transport Committee following its re-
establishment as an independent Committee in July 2002.1 As well as serving as a progress 
report to the Liaison Committee, we hope that this Report will prove useful to those with a 
general interest in transport policy, and to those with a more general interest in how 
Parliament carries out its scrutiny functions. 

2. This Report covers the entire 2005–06 Parliamentary Session, from the Committee’s 
appointment on 13 July 2005 to Prorogation on 8 November 2006. This has been a 
particularly productive period for the Committee. We have produced 14 reports, a number 
equalled by only one other departmental select committee.2 We expect to produce a further 
Report on Transport Security, an inquiry which began in November 2005, in the coming 
weeks. Five of last Session’s 14 Reports were published in the last three weeks of the Session 
and have therefore not yet received Government replies.3 

Membership 

3. The Committee has 11 members of whom the quorum is three. We were fortunate 
during the Session to have no changes in membership. While changes in select committee 
membership are unavoidable from time to time, we feel that such a long period of stable 
membership has been beneficial to our work and has promoted continuity. We have also 
benefited from a relatively high attendance of 72.5%, with more than half of all the 
members attending more than 80% of all meetings. 

Resources 

4. The Committee had 6.6 full-time equivalent staff, of whom 3.6 were engaged primarily 
or partly in inquiry management. We have been able to carry out significantly more work 
than this staffing level would otherwise usually allow partly because of the support we 
received from the Scrutiny Unit. As well providing us with specialist assistance with our 
review of the DfT’s Annual Report, the Unit contributed significantly to our inquiries into 
the work of the Civil Aviation Authority and the work of the DfT’s Executive Agencies.4 
We have also received a degree of assistance from the National Audit Office (NAO), who 
provided specialist advice for our inquiry into Bus Services across the UK. Committee staff 
have recently been in discussion with their counterparts at the NAO about ways in which 
we might work more closely together in the future and they have recently provided some 
informal advice on one of our ongoing inquiries. We look forward to working with the 
NAO again during the current Session. 

 
1 Between May 1997 and May 2001, transport was the responsibility of the Transport Sub-committee of the 

Environment, Transport and Regional Affairs Committee and between then and July 2002 of the Transport, Local 
Government and the Regions Committee. For previous annual reports, see HC 410 (2002–03), HC 317 (2003–04) and 
HC 251 (2004–05). 

2 The Defence Committee. 

3 The Eleventh to the Fourteenth Reports: HC 1317, 1120, 809 & 1354. All Reports and House of Commons Paper 
numbers hereafter are for Session 2005–06, unless otherwise stated. 

4 HC 684, 809 and 907. 
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5. We are most grateful to the Scrutiny Unit and to the NAO for their support during 
2005–06. It is extremely helpful for us to be able to draw on specialist advice and 
assistance and in our view it is essential that we are able to do so if we are properly to 
discharge our duties to the House. 

The core tasks for select committees 

6. In May 2002, the House passed a Resolution inviting the Liaison Committee “to 
establish common objectives for select committees”.5 In June of that year, the Liaison 
Committee identified a set of core tasks for departmental select committees, which are set 
out in Table 1, below.6 It is for each individual committee to decide how best to carry out 
these core functions and to produce a report each year on how it has done so. Table 2 
shows the work we have done in relation to each of our core tasks and each of our inquiries 

Table 1: The Core Tasks 

OBJECTIVE A: TO EXAMINE AND COMMENT ON THE POLICY OF THE DEPARTMENT 

Task 1 To examine policy proposals from the UK Government and the European Commission in Green 
Papers, White Papers, draft guidance etc, and to inquire further where the Committee considers 
it appropriate. 

Task 2 To identify and examine areas of emerging policy, or where existing policy is deficient, and 
make proposals. 

Task 3  To conduct scrutiny of any published draft bill within the Committee’s responsibilities. 

Task 4 To examine specific output from the department expressed in documents or other decisions. 

OBJECTIVE B: TO EXAMINE THE EXPENDITURE OF THE DEPARTMENT 

Task 5 To examine the expenditure plans and out-turn of the department its agencies and principal 
Non-Departmental Public Bodies. 

OBJECTIVE C: TO EXAMINE THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE DEPARTMENT 

Task 6 To examine the department’s Public Service Agreements, the associated targets and the 
statistical measurements employed, and report if appropriate. 

Task 7 To monitor the work of the department’s Executive Agencies, Non-Departmental Public Bodies, 
regulators and other associated public bodies. 

Task 8 To scrutinise major appointments made by the department. 

Task 9 To examine the implementation of legislation and major policy initiatives. 

OBJECTIVE D: TO ASSIST THE HOUSE IN DEBATE AND DECISION 

Task 10 To produce Reports which are suitable for debate in the House, including Westminster Hall, or 
debating committees. 

 
5 CJ (2001–02) 552 (14 May 2002). 

6 The Liaison Committee consists of the chairmen of departmental and some other select committees. It has several 
formal functions relating to select committees, including recommending reports for debate in the House and in 
Westminster Hall and authorising budgets for overseas travel. See Standing Orders Nos. 10(13), 54 & 145 and the 
Resolution of the House of 13 July 2005 (Liaison Committee (Membership)). 
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Table 2: Work of the Committee in relation to Core Tasks 
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Inquiries for which Reports were published 

UK Transport Security – preliminary report 
(HC 637) 

 X  X   X  X  

Financial Protection for Air Travellers: 
Second Report Abandoning Effective 
Protection (HC 636) 

X X   X  X    

Going for Gold: Transport for London’s 
2012 Olympic Games (HC 588) 

X X   X  X    

Departmental Annual Report 2005 (HC 684)  X  X X X X  X  

Future of the British Transport Police (HC 
1070) 

X      X    

How fair are the fares? Train fares and 
ticketing (HC 700) 

X X  X       

Parking Policy and Enforcement (HC 748) X X       X (X)7 

Piracy (HC 1026)  X       X  

The work of The DfT's Executive Agencies – 
DVO Group and the Highways Agency (HC 
907) 

 X   X X X    

Roads Policing and Technology: Getting the 
balance right (HC 975) 

X X    X   X  

Bus Services across the UK (HC 1317) X X    X   X  

Local Transport Planning and Funding (HC 
1120) 

X X  X X X   X  

The Work of the Civil Aviation Authority 
(HC 809) 

X X  X X  X  X  

Passenger Rail Franchising (HC 1354) X X  X X    X X 

 

 
Inquiries in which Evidence was taken and no Report published  
 

Personal passenger safety in railway 
stations (HC 1057-i and ii) 

X X  X       

 
7 Scheduled for a debate in Westminster Hall on 18 January 2007. 
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Sir Rod Eddington, Government 
Specialist Transport Adviser (HC 737-
i) 

X        X  

           

 
Current Inquiries 
 

Transport Security – Travelling 
without fear 

 X  X   X  X  

Objective A: Policy 

7. In common with many committees, the scrutiny of policy proposals and policy 
deficiencies remains at the centre of our work. As well as testing the effectiveness of 
existing Government policies, the Committee regularly examines new policy proposals 
emanating both from Government and from other organisations. In practice, it is often 
difficult to disentangle the examination of new policy proposals (Task 1), examination of 
existing policy (Task 2) and the implementation of existing legislation and major policy 
initiatives (Task 9). Allied to this is the emerging field of post-legislative scrutiny, in which 
an existing Act of Parliament is scrutinised some time after its coming into force to see how 
its provisions are working. Unlike examination of the implementation of an Act, post-
legislative scrutiny is directed at the words on the face of the Act itself, rather than the way 
in which the Government has exercised the powers so granted to it.8 

8. During our inquiry into Financial Protection for Air Travellers, we considered the 
wisdom of the Government’s rejection of a proposal from the CAA that a one pound levy 
should be applied to all air travellers to protect them against air carrier insolvency.9 Though 
the Government did not accept the recommendation for a flat-rate levy, it did introduce 
levy-making powers in the Civil Aviation Bill, which have now become law. Much of the 
protection the Committee and the CAA called for will now be funded by levies payable by 
airlines to the Air Travel Trust.10 

9. In our Report on Bus Services Across the UK, the Committee identified shortcomings in 
the provisions for Quality Contracts (QCs) between local transport authorities and bus 
operators set out in the Transport Act 2000.11 In fact, no Quality Contracts have been made 
since the provision came into force in February 2001, partly because the legislation requires 
a tough test that a QC may only be introduced if it is “the only practicable way” of 
implementing the local authority’s bus strategy.12 Although the Government has not yet 

 
8 Post-legislative scrutiny was the subject of a recent Law Commission Report, Cm 6945 (October 2006). 

9 Second Report, HC 636. 

10 Civil Aviation Act 2006 (c. 34), ss. 10 & 11. 

11 Transport Act 2000 (c. 38), ss. 124–134. 

12 HC 1317, para 21. 
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responded to our Report on the subject, its new Bus Strategy contains a commitment to 
address this and other deficiencies we identified with the Quality Contract system.13 

10. Railway fares policy is another area where we identified serious shortcomings. The 
current fares structure is quite unnecessarily complicated, with dozens of different fares 
available for each journey. Our Report on the subject identified the need for a unified fares 
structure and for greater Government intervention.14 The Government undertook to work 
with the train operating companies to simplify the fares regime. 

11. We examined the controversial question of the effectiveness of road safety cameras in 
our Report on Roads Policing and Technology. While recognising that cameras are effective 
(and cost effective) in saving lives and therefore vital to casualty reduction efforts, the 
Report concluded that more specialist roads police officers were also required in order to 
discourage offences which were not susceptible to automated detection.15 Since the Report 
was published we have received a number of inventive suggestions about the effectiveness 
of safety cameras, primarily from the anti-safety-camera lobby and from individuals who 
feel that they have been unfairly penalised for breaking the law. It is a pity that none of 
these proposals were submitted as evidence to our inquiry as we would have welcomed the 
opportunity to address them in our Report.  

12. Our Report on Parking Policy and Enforcement considered the 15-year history of 
decriminalised parking enforcement under the Road Traffic Act 1991, another example of 
overlap between Task 2 and Task 9. We recommended the extension of the decriminalised 
regime across the entire country, but coupled with improved Government guidance with 
the object of raising enforcement standards which are current rather patchy, a more 
customer-friendly appeals system and a ban on enforcement contracts with incentives 
based on the number of tickets issued.16 The Government has subsequently produced 
revised guidance in this area and we have secured a debate in Westminster Hall on the 
subject. 

Task 3: Draft bills 

13. The DfT did not publish any draft bills during 2005–06, but we look forward to the 
publication of the draft Road Traffic Bill later in the current Session. As the Modernisation 
Committee has repeatedly noted, the scrutiny of Government bills in draft has been one of 
the most successful procedural innovations of recent years and has been widely welcomed 
by Members of all parties in both Houses as well as by numerous academic 
commentators.17 We hope that the draft Road Transport Bill will be published in good 
time for us to consider it thoroughly and produce a Report before the summer recess. 

 
13 Department for Transport, Putting Passengers First: The Government’s proposals for a modernised national 

framework for bus services, December 2006, p. 37. 

14 HC 700, paras. 27 ff. 

15 HC 975. 

16 HC 748. 

17 See, for example, Select Committee on Modernisation of the House of Commons, First Report of Session 2005–06, 
The Legislative Process, HC 1097, paras 12 ff.  
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14. We did have some opportunity to consider the Road Safety Bill during its passage 
through Parliament though, when a bill is not first published in draft, the tight timetable 
for its passage through the House can make it very difficult for select committees to have 
any meaningful and timely input. We challenged the proposals in the Bill to reduce the 
penalty for exceeding a 30 mph speed limit by up to 9 mph on the grounds that they were 
not supported by the evidence.18 Although the provision, which would also allow for the 
penalty to be raised in some cases, remains on the face of the Act, the Government gave an 
undertaking in response to our recommendation that the evidence would be taken into 
account in formulating a policy of graduated penalties for speeding.19 

Task 4: Specific output from the Department 

15. Though many, if not most of our inquiries considered a range of departmental outputs, 
our inquiry into Local Transport Planning and Funding centred on an examination of the 
Department’s Guidance to local authorities on the production and implementation of their 
five-year local transport plans.20 We criticised the Guidance’s emphasis on ‘shared’ (i.e. 
central government) priorities at the expense of local priorities. The Report also challenged 
the Department’s Guidance on local authority major transport projects.21 

Objective B, Task 5: Expenditure 

16. The annual inquiry into the Departmental Annual Report is the cornerstone of our 
scrutiny of the Department for Transport’s expenditure as well as the focus of much of our 
consideration of its administration. It is a wide-ranging inquiry covering the Department’s 
expenditure, administration and performance against targets and the Public Service 
Agreement. In 2005–06, we took evidence as usual from the Secretary of State and the 
Permanent Secretary and produced a Report highlighting some of the main points to 
emerge from that evidence. In particular: 

a) the need for the Department to strengthen its financial management systems; 

b) the importance of sticking to agreed timetables for publication of Resource Accounts; 

c) the lack of effective instruments for the Department to promote local authority 
transport efficiency gains; and 

d) the need for independent validation of efficiency gains.22 

17. Our inquiry into the work of the Department’s Executive Agencies included significant 
scrutiny of the agencies’ expenditure. We were particularly concerned by the Highways 
Agency’s cost over-run on the programme of major road works known as the Targeted 
Programme of Improvement (TPI). In response to our concerns, the Secretary of State 

 
18 HC 684, paras. 62 & 63; Road Safety Act 2006 (c. 49), s. 17 (Penalty points). 

19 HC 1517. 

20 HC 1120; Department for Transport, Full guidance on Local Transport Plans: second edition (December 2004). 

21 Department for Transport, Guidance to Local Authorities seeking DfT funding for transport Major Schemes (April 
2005). 

22 HC 684. 
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asked a team of consultants to review the Highways Agency’s approach to cost estimating 
and project management. 

18. Issues of public expenditure are covered in many of our inquiries. The railways, in 
particular, are significant consumers of Government subsidy and much of our work in that 
area has been driven by a desire to see that subsidy being used effectively to contribute to 
the development of a safe, affordable and reliable rail network. Our Report on Local 
Transport Planning and Funding considered in some detail the way in which transport 
funds are made available to local authorities and Passenger Transport Authorities and 
concluded that there is a need to shift the balance between the assessment of achievement 
against local targets and national targets in determining how funds are allocated, to 
reconsider the availability of capital funds in relation to the level of revenue funding and to 
re-examine the arrangements for allocating funds to major capital projects. 

Objective C: Administration 

Task 6: The Department’s PSA and associated targets 

19. Our annual examination of the Department’s Annual Report (DAR) includes an 
analysis of its Public Service Agreement and associated performance targets. In our Report 
on the 2005 DAR, we identified a number of shortcomings with the Department’s 
performance targets: 

a) there were no baseline data for the strategic roads congestion targets and the urban 
road congestion targets were not ready in time for inclusion in the 2006–11 Local 
Transport Plans; 

b) although the Department was generally performing well against its road casualty 
reduction targets, there were increasing casualties among two of the most vulnerable 
groups, cyclists and pedestrians aged 12–15; 

c) the rail punctuality and reliability target of 85% lacked all ambition; 

d) use of bus and light rail, the cornerstone of most local[, urban?] public transport, was 
declining in all areas outside London; and 

e) targets for carbon emissions and air quality, the joint responsibility of the DfT and 
DEFRA, were not being met.23 

20. Examination of the Department’s performance against its PSA and targets was not 
confined to the examination of the DAR. Our Report on Roads Policing and Technology 
examined progress against road casualty reduction targets in considerable detail and 
queried the wisdom of a system in which the Home Office, to which police services are 
accountable, has no similar targets.24 We also returned to the issue of poor performance 
against the bus and light rail use target in our Report on Bus Services across the UK.25 

 
23 HC 1517. 

24 HC 975. 

25 HC 1317. 
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Task 7: Executive agencies and NDPBs 

21. It has been our policy for some time to take evidence from each of the Department’s 
associated public bodies during the course of each Parliament.26 During 2005–06, we 
undertook a major inquiry into the work of the DfT’s Executive Agencies: the Driver and 
Vehicle Operator (DVO) Group, which consists of four agencies,27 and the Highways 
Agency. This was a wide-ranging inquiry which encompassed the structure and 
governance of the agencies, their expenditure and value-for-money, and performance 
against key targets. 

22. We have also continued to keep a watching brief on the Department’s Shared Services 
project, which will standardise, simplify and share support services across the Department 
and its agencies.28 We first identified potential problems with the project—in particular, the 
possibility of a cost over-run—in our Report on the Executive Agencies.29 The Department 
accepted that, being at the vanguard of Shared Services in Whitehall, it was “encountering 
risks and challenges which [were] taking time to manage”.30 We raised the subject again 
with the Secretary of State and the Permanent Secretary during our current inquiry into the 
Departmental Annual Report 2006, and will continue to monitor developments carefully.31 

23. The Civil Aviation Authority (CAA) was the subject of our final Report, published on 
the last day of the Session.32 This was the result of a large-scale review of the Authority’s 
work, including consideration of its structure, remit, governance and performance. We 
also considered the transfer of some of the CAA’s functions to the European Aviation 
Safety Agency (EASA) and concluded that the lamentable state of EASA represented 
serious grounds for concern about any further such transfers. We also noted concerns 
about the appropriateness of combining several different regulatory functions—safety, 
airspace policy, economic regulation, and licensing of air travel organisers—in one body. 
We have yet to receive the Government’s response, but we are pleased that the newly-
appointed House of Lords Select Committee on Regulators is to consider the CAA’s role as 
economic regulator of aviation and we hope the Committee will use our recent Report on 
the subject as a starting point.33 

Task 8: Scrutiny of major appointments 

24. There were only two major appointments by the Department in 2005–06.34 A new 
Chief Executive of the Driving Standards Agency, Miss Rosemary Thew, was appointed on 

 
26 First Report of Session 2004–05, Work of the Committee in 2004, HC 251, para 34. 

27 The Driving Standards Agency (DSA), the Driver and Vehicle Licensing Agency (DVLA), the Vehicle Certification 
Agency (VCA) and the Vehicle and Operator Services Agency (VOSA). 

28 The Department has been described by the trade unions as ”not an integrated whole but a collection of businesses 
bound together”. See HC 907, Ev 121. 

29 HC 907, paras 12–14. 

30 Fifteenth Special Report from the Committee, HC 1615. 

31 Minutes of Evidence taken before the Committee on 29 November 2006, QQ 139–151. 

32 Thirteenth Report from the Committee, HC 809. It was published three days after the Fourteenth Report. 

33 House of Lords Select Committee on Regulators Call for Evidence issued on 14 December 2006. 

34 There were several board-level appointments, for example, to the boards of the ORR, NATS Holdings Limited, and 
the CAA, but we do not believe that appointments at this level generally fall within the scope of Task 8 (though 
they might do in some cases). 
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1 October 2005. We took evidence from Miss Thew on 8 February 2006, alongside her 
fellow chief executives of the Department’s other agencies.35 

25. In the 2005 Budget, it was announced that the Chancellor of the Exchequer and the 
Secretary of State for Transport had invited Sir Rod Eddington, outgoing Chief Executive 
of British Airways, to work with the Department for Transport and HM Treasury to advise 
on the long-term impact of transport decisions on the UK’s productivity, stability and 
growth.36 We took evidence from Sir Rod two months after he took up his post with the 
Department.37 

Task 9: Implementation of legislation 

26. As we have already noted, there is significant overlap between Task 9 and Task 2. 
Much of our work under this heading has therefore already been described. For ease of 
reference, Table 3 lists the Acts of Parliament whose implementation the Committee 
considered in the 2005–06 Session. This is not an exhaustive list. It includes only those Acts 
the provisions of which we have carried out some specific scrutiny. For example, the 
Railways Act 1993, the foundation of the current rail system, is not included because we 
have made no recommendations about the Act, though it is obviously relevant to much of 
our work on the railways. 

27. To expand on one example from the list in Table 3, we discovered during the course of 
our inquiry into Roads Policing and Technology that the use of some new technology which 
could be used to enforce road traffic law more effectively, such as evidential roadside 
breath-testing kits,38 had been approved in law but had not yet been subject to Home Office 
type-approval. The mismatch between passing the relevant legislation and approving the 
relevant technology was an obstacle to the timely and effective implementation of 
legislation. We also identified problems with the existing legislation on driving under the 
influence of drugs, which requires the prosecution to prove not only that the defendant 
had taken drugs which might impair his ability to drive, but that he actually was at the 
relevant time suffering from such an impairment. We recommended the introduction of a 
new law, similar to that covering drink-driving, which would enable people to be 
prosecuted for driving after having consumed certain drugs in a given quantity. 

 
35 HC 907, Ev 29–70. 

36 HM Treasury, Budget 2005, HC (2004–05) 372, para. 3.105. 

37 Minutes of Evidence taken before the Committee on 30 November 2005, HC 737-i. 

38 That is, tests whose results are admissible in court, rather than the current, indicative breathalyser, which requires a 
subsequent test to be carried out at a police station for forensic purposes.  
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Table 3: Task 9, examining the implementation of legislation 

Statute Specific provisions Inquiry 

Airports Act 1986 ss. 14, 30, 36–56, 73, 74 & 82 and Schedule 1, relating 
to the economic regulation of airports 

The Work of the CAA 

Town and 
Country Planning 
Act 1990 

s. 106 (Agreements regulating development or use of 
land) 

Local Transport Planning and 
Funding 

Road Traffic Act 
1991 

ss. 63–79 & Schedule 3, which introduced the 
decriminalised parking regime 

Parking Policy and Enforcement 

Competition Act 
1998 

Chapter II (Abuse of dominant position) How Fair are the Fares? 

Human Rights Act 
1998 

Schedule 1, Part II (The First Protocol): implications of 
the right to peaceful enjoyment of possessions on 
removal of vehicles illegally parked and on the 
legality of quality bus contracts 

Parking Policy and Enforcement 
 
Bus Services across the UK 

Greater London 
Authority Act 
1999 

Part IV (Transport) Local Transport Planning and 
Funding 
 
Bus Services across the UK 

Part I (Air traffic) The Work of the CAA 

ss. 108–113 (Local transport plans) Local Transport Planning and 
Funding 

ss. 114–134 (Bus services: quality partnership and 
quality contracts schemes) 

Bus Services across the UK 

Transport Act 
2000 

Part III (Road user charging and workplace parking 
levy) 

Parking Policy and Enforcement 

Private Security 
Industry Act 2001 

s. 6 (Offence of using unlicensed wheel-clampers)  Parking Policy and Enforcement 

Vehicles (Crime) 
Act 2001 

s. 38 (Unified power for Secretary of State to fund 
speed cameras etc) 

Roads Policing and Technology 

Local 
Government Act 
2003 

Part 1, Chapter 1 (Capital finance etc) Local Transport Planning and 
Funding 
 

Railways and 
Transport Safety 
Act 2003 

Schedule 7 (Road Traffic: Testing for Drink and 
Drugs) 

Roads Policing and Technology 

Part 1 (Traffic Officers) Roads Policing and Technology Traffic 
Management Act 
2004 Part 6 (Civil enforcement of traffic contraventions) & 

s. 94 (Power to inspect blue badges) 
Parking Policy and Enforcement 

Railways Act 2005 Part 1 (Transfer of functions and railway strategy 
[from the SRA to the ORR and DfT]) 

DAR 2005 
 
How Fair are the Fares? 
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Passenger Rail Franchising 

Part 2 (Public sector funding authorities for railways) Passenger Rail Franchising 

Serious Organised 
Crime and Police 
Act 2005 

s. 154 (Power to require specimens of breath at 
roadside or at hospital etc.) 

Roads Policing and Technology 

London Olympic 
Games and 
Paralympic 
Games Act 2006 

ss. 10–18 (Transport) Going for Gold: Transport for 
London’s 2012 Olympic Games 

Objective D, Task 10: To produce Reports which are suitable for 
debate 

28. Two of our Reports from the 2005–06 Session have been or will be debated in the 
House: 

a) The Report on Passenger Rail Franchising was tagged during an adjournment debate 
on Rail Performance on 30 November 2006, during which six members of the 
Committee spoke.39 

b) The Report on Parking Policy and Enforcement will be debated in Westminster Hall on 
18 January 2007. 

We intend to seek debates on other Reports of the 2005–06 Session as opportunities 
arise during the coming months. 

Conclusion 

29. The 2005–06 Session was a particularly productive one for the Committee. The 
publication of more than a third of all our Reports at the very end of the Session means that 
the full impact of many of them remains to be felt and, in some cases, we have not yet 
received the Government’s response. We intend, during the course of 2006–07, to follow 
up those of our recommendations from the previous Session which we believe merit 
further attention, both by taking evidence from the Department and by seeking 
opportunities for debate. 

 
39 Hansard, 30 November 2006, cols. 1281–1324. 
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Formal minutes 

MONDAY 15 JANUARY 2007 

Members present: 

Mrs Gwyneth Dunwoody, in the Chair 

Mr David Clelland 
Mrs Louise Ellman 
Mr Philip Hollobone 
Mr John Leech 

 Mr Lee Scott 
Mr Graham Stringer 
Mr David Wilshire 
 

 

Draft Report (Work of the Committee in 2005–06), proposed by the Chairman, brought 
up and read. 

Ordered, That the draft Report be read a second time, paragraph by paragraph. 

Paragraphs 1 to 29 read and agreed to. 

Resolved, That the Report be the First Report from the Committee to the House. 

Ordered, That the Chairman do make the Report to the House. 

Ordered, That the provisions of Standing Order No. 134 (Select committees (reports)) be 
applied to the Report. 

 [Adjourned till Wednesday 17 January at 2.30 pm. 




