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HERTFORDSHIRE LOCAL ENTERPRISE PARTNERSHIPS STRATEGY FOR SMART ECONOMIC GROWTH CONSULTATION

  (DCES)
1.
Summary
1.1
This report outlines the consultation from Hertfordshire Local Enterprise Partnership on its draft Strategy for Smart Economic Growth and request that members identify if they wish to submit a response. 
2.
Details

2.1
Hertfordshire Local Enterprise Partnership (LEP) launched its draft Strategy for Smart Economic Grow (2013-2030) for consultation on 3 June 2013. The closing date for this consultation is 18 July 2013. The draft strategy is attached in Appendix A. 

2.2
The draft strategy sets out a vision that ‘by 2030 Hertfordshire will be the leading economy at the heart of the UK’s golden triangle’. It identifies three priorities:
1. Nurturing science based Enterprise and innovation

2. Harnessing our relationships with London

3. Re-invigorating vibrant towns for the 21st Century. 

2.3
Within the detail of the draft priorities the following areas have direct implications for Three Rivers:

a) ‘Supporting the growth of the film and media sector’ – recognises the role of Leavesden studios. 


b) ‘working with a range of providers to ensure that Hertfordshire’s towns (large and small) have appropriate provision for enterprise’ – could provide some support for developing business incubator units. 


c) ‘working with the local authorities to advance our collective thinking in respect of spatial planning’ – could seek to engage the Council in a review of its current spatial planning. 

2.4
Of the targets set out in the strategy the following may have the greatest impact on the population of Three Rivers:

‘Our target is that by 2030, 85% of our working age population will be qualified to NVQ2 or above and 53% will be qualified to NVQ4 (degree level ) or above. 

In 2011 only 33.91% of Three Rivers adult population were qualified to NVQ level 4 or above and 30.76% had either no qualification or a level 1 qualification.  


2.5
The Portfolio Holder for the Environment and the Head of Economic and Sustainable Development will be attending a meeting of the Hertfordshire Infrastructure and Investment Partnership (HIPP) on 4th July to develop a joint response to this draft strategy. Members may also wish to make a response as a Council. 
2.6
The consultation questions laid out in the draft strategy are:


1.The evidence points to a Hertfordshire economy that whilst still strong is slipping relative to its neighbours. Is this a picture that concerns you?


2.Our vision for the future of Hertfordshire’s economy is focused on smart, but ambitious growth. Do you share our Vision?

3.Do you agree that nurturing science based Enterprise and Innovation (through better access to finance, improved collaboration and promotion, targeted infrastructural investment, etc) should be a priority?

4. Our second priority relates to a group of sectors which we think have significant growth potential, given our location close to London. Do you agree that we ought positively to encourage these opportunities so that more businesses can thrive in Hertfordshire and so that more of our residents can work locally? 

5. Our third priority is focused on Hertfordshire as a place. Rural areas have a role to play but if Hertfordshire’s economic performance is to change, its towns need to become more confident, distinctive and vibrant economic hubs; all of this must be enabled by the highest quality broadband and virtual connectivity. Some towns already perform well, but some need to see significant re-investment. Do you agree that for Hertfordshire as a whole to thrive, this needs to be a priority? 

6. Given the scale of resources likely to be available to the LEP, should we prioritise digital connectivity over other possible infrastructure investment?


7. Consistent with smart growth, our qualified targets focus on productivity, skills, enterprise and investment. Do you agree that these are the most important metrics in relation to the smart growth of Hertfordshire’s economy through to 2030?
3.
Options/Reasons for Recommendation
3.1 To respond to the LEP consultation. 
3.2
To delegate responsibility for final wording of any response to the Director and Portfolio holder.   
4.
Policy/Budget Reference and Implications
4.1
The recommendations in this report are within the Council’s agreed policy and budgets.  The relevant policy is entitled the Strategic Plan 2013-16.  ASK   \* MERGEFORMAT 

 ASK   \* MERGEFORMAT    
5.  
Financial, Legal, Equal Opportunities, Staffing, Environmental, Community Safety, Customer Services Centre, and Communications & Website Implications
5.1  
None specific.

6.
Risk Management and Health & Safety Implications

6.1
The Council has agreed its risk management strategy which can be found on the website at http://www.threerivers.gov.uk.  In addition, the risks of the proposals in the report have also been assessed against the Council’s duties under Health and Safety legislation relating to employees, visitors and persons affected by our operations.  The risk management implications of this report are detailed below.

6.2
The subject of this report is covered by the Economic and Sustainable Development  ASK   \* MERGEFORMAT service plan.  Any risks resulting from this report will be included in the risk register and, if necessary, managed within this plan. 
6.3
The following table gives the risks if the recommendation(s) are agreed, together with a scored assessment of their impact and likelihood: 

	Description of Risk
	Impact
	Likelihood

	1
	The LEP Growth Strategy fails to reflect the needs of Three Rivers. 
	II
	D


6.4
The following table gives the risks that would exist if the recommendation is rejected, together with a scored assessment of their impact and likelihood:

	Description of Risk
	Impact
	Likelihood

	1
	The LEP Growth Strategy fails to reflect the needs of Three Rivers. 
	II
	D


6.5
The risk detailed above is not already managed within a service plan.

6.6
The above risk is plotted on the matrix below depending on the scored assessments of impact and likelihood, detailed definitions of which are included in the risk management strategy. The Council has determined its aversion to risk and is prepared to tolerate risks where the combination of impact and likelihood are plotted in the shaded area of the matrix. The remaining risks require a treatment plan. 
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6.7
In the officers’ opinion the new risk above, were it to come about, would not seriously prejudice the achievement of the Strategic Plan and is therefore an operational risk.  The effectiveness of treatment plans are reviewed by the Audit Committee annually.

7.  
Recommendation
7.1
That the Executive Committee supports in principle the vision, priorities and targets laid out in the draft Growth Strategy and delegates responsibility for submitting a more detailed response to the Director for Community and Environmental Services in consultation with the portfolio holder for Environment.    


Report prepared by:
Andy Stovold, Community Partnerships Manager  

Data Quality


Data sources:


Adult Education levels – Hertfordshire Atlas ASK   \* MERGEFORMAT 


Data checked by: Andy Stovold, Community Partnerships Officer ASK   \* MERGEFORMAT 

Data rating: 
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