
COUNCIL 

 
30th November 2021 

 

Present:  
 

The Mayor, Councillor Stephen Hodgson, in 
the Chair 

 
 Councillors Agar, Allcott, Altaf, A. Amos, 

B. Amos, Bayliss, Bisset, Carver, Cleary, 

Collins, Cronin, Denham, Ditta, Geraghty, 
Gregson, Hassan, Hodges, Mrs L. Hodgson, 

S. Hodgson, Johnson, Lamb, Laurenson, 
Lawrance, Lewing, Mackay, Mitchell, Riaz, 
Roberts, Stafford, Stanley and Stephen 

 
The Mayor’s Chaplain, the Reverend Rosie Moss, offered prayers before 

commencement of the formal business of the Council. 
 

52 Apologies for Absence  

 
Apologies were received from Councillors Barnes, Griffiths, Norfolk and Udall. 

 
53 Declarations of Interest  

 

The following declarations of interest were made: 
 

Councillor Mitchell – Minute 61 - Report of Armed Forces Champion - As a trustee 
of Stepway Charity 

 
Councillor Stanley – Minute 61 - Report of Armed Forces Champion - As a trustee 
of Stepway Charity. 

 
54 Minutes  

 
RESOLVED: That the minutes of the Council meeting held on 21st 
September 2021 be approved as a correct record and signed by the 

Mayor. 
 

55 Mayor's Communications  
 
Remembrance Day Service 

The Mayor thanked all those who had attended this year’s Remembrance Day 
service on 14th November 2021. 

 
Christmas Lights 
The Mayor thanked everyone who attended the opening of Worcester’s Christmas 

lights. The Mayor had been honoured to be able to switch on the lights alongside 
Oliver Saxelby-Lee.  

 
Victorian Christmas Fayre 
The Mayor informed the Council that he would be opening the Victorian Christmas 

Fayre on Thursday, 2nd December. He would attend a community Carol Service at 
the Cathedral before leading the procession to the Cornmarket, where the opening 

ceremony would take place. 
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Lord Mayor Status 

The Mayor informed the Council that a bid for Lord Mayor status for Worcester 
was being prepared, as part of a civic honours competition taking place to mark 

the Queen’s Platinum Jubilee celebrations in 2022. 
 
Small Business Saturday 

The Mayor announced that he would be supporting this event on Saturday, 7th 
December. 
 

Say No to Domestic Violence 
The Mayor informed the Council that he had attended the launch of this campaign, 

the aim of which is to encourage Worcestershire men, women and children to sign 
up and say 'No' to domestic abuse and sexual violence. He was wearing a white 
ribbon to show his support and he thanked Officers for organising a series of 

events to highlight this campaign. He encouraged all Members to wear a white 
ribbon too. 
 

Refreshments  
The Mayor invited all Members to join him for refreshments in the Lower Hall 

following the meeting. This would include showing a short trailer for a film that 
has been made as part of the Charter 400 celebrations. 
 

56 Public Participation  
 
They Mayor welcomed Year 6 children from St Barnabas Primary School. They 

spoke to the Council in relation to climate change and the effect of the pandemic 
on children, and they asked the Council to support a new children’s woodland in 

Worcester. 
 

57 Questions  
 

Question No. 1 

 

Question From: Councillor Lamb (on behalf of Councillor Udall) 

Question To: Councillor Marc Bayliss, Leader of the Council 

Question 
 

Is the Leader of the Council aware of the disappointment 
felt in St John's about the poor quality of Christmas 
decorations this year, especially the lack of the traditional 

Christmas tree on the Bull Ring traffic island. Can the 
Leader explain to Council the reasons for the lack of 

Christmas spirit and if he can, even at this late stage, 
improve the situation in order to bring some festive cheer 
and joy to the people of St John's? 

 

Answer: 

 

I do believe that the Christmas decorations in St. John’s 

need a fillip. I’d already seen that before this question 
came in and I’d instructed Officers to look again at the Bull 

Ring roundabout, which does – and I’ve asked and I don’t 
actually know the answer, where the line falls, whether it’s 
in Bedwardine or St. John’s – it’s right on our borders. It 

certainly is a tradition to have that tree there and I’ve 
asked Officers to look for and find us a tree that we can put 

there, and I’m looking forward to it happening in the near 
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future to improve the festive spirit in St. John’s.  
You know, great minds think alike. Councillor Udall and I 
must be in alignment for once on this really interesting 

issue. He is aware however, listening in as I’m sure he is 
somewhere in the ether, that we’ve had a series of 

problems on that roundabout over the years, what with 
people have pulled down the tree and the lights have been 
dangled over the road and things, so it isn’t without its 

challenges. But the good news for both the people of 
Bedwardine and St. John’s is that the tree is on its way. 

 

 

Question No. 2 
 

Question From: Councillor Hodges  

Question To: Councillor Mrs. Lucy Hodgson, Chair of Place and 

Economic Committee  

Question: In May 2019 the Environment Committee commissioned a 

Strategic Play Area Development Plan. 
The aim of the plan was to review access to outdoor play 
area facilities across the city, identify any areas of local 

under-provision, develop concept proposals for new play 
areas to address these needs, and outline a strategy to 

start to develop them.  The idea was that this would then 
translate into some basic planning work - looking at the 

local areas and suggesting suitable sites and the costs 
associated with them.  
The new sites might include purchasing new land, and re-

purposing land, as well as the groundworks and equipment 
installation usually involved in maintaining play areas.  This 

work has been progressing under Environment Committee, 
but it has reached a point where a strategic planning view 
forms part of the work in order to estimate outline costs for 

the development of new play areas. For this reason, it was 
suggested that the work might better belong under PED 

than Environment Committee.  
The work was originally due to be completed in 2019 in 
order to inform the 2020/2021 budget. It has been delayed 

by officer capacity restrictions and the restrictions of the 
pandemic and is now well overdue. 

Please could you confirm that this work will be overseen by 
the Place and Economic Development Committee, and 
ensure that it is included in our budget for next year? 

Answer: This certainly was a casualty of Covid. Following advice 
from Officers and discussions between the Chair and Vice-

Chair of Environment Committee it was agreed that this 
project was predominantly a spatial planning exercise and 

therefore it felt better sitting in the Place & Economic 
Development Committee. Subsequently it has been agreed 
by the Chair of Place & Economic Development Committee 

that this project should now come under PED. 
An officer working group with Corporate Director oversight 

has been set up including Planning, Leisure, Youth 
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Outreach, Property, Environmental Operations and 
Environmental Projects. This group will develop a report to 
present to the PED Committee in Spring 2022 that is likely 

to request approval to consult on broad principles and some 
quick wins. Developing this report will involve all-Member 

briefings so that local Ward knowledge and Members’ ideas 
are all in the mix. 
The key financial impact of a strategic play area 

development plan will be the capital expenditure, which 
Committee can consider at any time of the year and does 

not necessarily require to be decided as part of 2022/2023 
budget setting, particularly as though broad principles and 
phase 1 projects will not be presented to the Committee 

until March 2022. There is also going to be a briefing as 
part of our January PED briefing, so the Chair and Vice-

Chair will be briefed, and to hand over the Strategic Play 
Area Development Plan, and then it will be debated with a 
paper at our next Committee meeting. 

 

Supplementary 

Question: 

Thank you for that reassurance. I’d like it to be confirmed 

that I will be involved in that, involved in the planning and 
any bids for finance for that, I’d like that reassurance? 

 

Answer: Of course. It was only really this week that it was 

confirmed that it is coming through PED, so you haven’t 
been neglected or anything else. 
 

 

Question No. 3 
 

Question From: Councillor Lewing  

Question To: Councillor Bayliss, Leader of the Councillor  

Question: The latest monitoring data for air pollution in Worcester 

shows congestion heavy areas including The Butts, 

Foregate Street and The Tything are still experiencing high 

levels of toxic nitrogen dioxide well above the World Health 

Organisation guidelines, but this is only one part of the 

problem. The current monitors do not monitor sulphur 

dioxide or particulate matter and also take averages rather 

than live recordings so that details such as peaks at 

particular times are hidden.  

With this in mind I have twice emailed the Chair and Vice 

Chair of the Licensing and Environmental Health Committee 

to ask for a feasibility study to explore additional 

monitoring equipment to be added to the meeting agenda. 

But I have not had a response. 

In 2020, the chair of the Committee said that ’the Council 
was acutely aware of the problem’ and that we needed to 

take drastic action - so why has absolutely nothing 
happened including even getting my proposal onto the 

Committee agenda? 
 

Answer: I’m afraid the Member is mistaken. I have the reply that 
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she received on 8th November from Niall McMenamin, the 
Officer delegated by the Chair and Vice-Chair to respond to 
her. It says “Morning Karen, thank you for your email. I’m 

going to forward your message to Mark Cox for further 
consideration. Hopefully, he or one of his team will be able 

to give you further advice. With regards to the Committee 
agenda, I believe there’s an Air Quality report scheduled for 
the next meeting on the 13th December. Regards, Niall” 

So the Member’s quite clearly attempted there to defame 
the Chair and Vice-Chair by saying she hasn’t had an 

answer. She’s had an answer from the Officers. I give her 
the opportunity in her supplementary to withdraw that 
accusation and to put the record straight. 

Supplementary 
Question: 

I did take care in checking my facts when preparing my 
question, so I just want to reiterate really that when we are 

putting things on the agenda, it helps Officers to have some 
background information rather than being put on the spot. 

There is an air quality report coming to the meeting, so it 
would be a very timely item to take action on, so with that 
in mind and taking into account your email, do you think 

that we will be able to request a feasibility study in these 
key areas? If we want to improve air quality, we actually 

need the evidence to support the changes. At the moment 
we don’t have enough evidence. 

Answer: Yes, I believe this is an important matter, and as the reply 
has been given to the Member, the matter will be discussed 
at the next meeting of the Licensing and Environmental 

Health Committee, where she may raise this point and get 
the issue she is seeking to raise onto the agenda. My point 

however is please don’t bad mouth Members of this Council 
when replies have been given. I’m happy that the Member 
has now set the record straight that she did have a reply. 

 

 

Question No. 4 
 

Question From: Councillor Alan Amos  

Question To: Councillor Bayliss, Leader of the Councillor  

Question: When will the mobile parking enforcement van start its 

operation around Pitmaston Primary school (and other 
areas) given the conclusion of the agreement between the 
City and County Councils that it would start in the second 

week in May this year following the completion of six 
months of joint working on all the issues including the 

provision of funding by County Highways? 
 

Answer: As part of such a trial or ongoing agreement, the City 
Council in effect acts as the enforcement agency, through 
the Parking Service and its CEOs, enforcing legislation that 

has been put in place by the County Council.  
Councillor Amos is aware that the trial period was never 

undertaken because it became apparent to County that the 
full 6-month costs of the trial - £20k - would not be 
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recovered as the offences the mobile vehicle is able to 
enforce would be very low in volume - basically cars parked 
on zebra crossings and cars parked on zig zags. The full 

costs included one-off and ongoing revenue costs of an IT 
upgrade that was required by the City to host the 

enforcement platform that is required to process the 
contraventions. 
The City’s Parking Manager continues to liaise with 

colleagues at County about such a scheme, the essence of 
which is supported, but it is clear that it that there is a ned 

to subsidise it as it will not generate enough fixed penalty 
notices to break even. The City Council remain committed 
to working in partnership with the County Council. 

As part of an additional City Council £50k investment into 
enforcement a dedicated Civil Enforcement Officer resource 

has been recruited to focus on outlying areas. My colleague 
will be happy that this role has visited outlying areas to 
undertake school traffic patrols including Pitmaston Primary 

and has also responded to many other Member complaints 
as well as regular hot spot areas. 

Supplementary 
Question: 

The parking situation around the school has now been 
assessed as “an accident is likely to happen.” I’ve waited 

for half a year for an explanation as to why this project 
hasn’t started, and I’m afraid this answer was not good 
enough. I don’t recognise either the chronology or the facts 

that I’ve just been given. If it’s a question of backroom 
technology, to summarise that aspect of it, if that is not 

available now, to run the facility, then it obviously wasn’t 
available a year ago when discussions started with the 
County Highways, and nor was available in May when 

Parking Enforcement told me the scheme would start. So, 
either County Highways and I have been misled, or there’s 

been an extraordinary misunderstanding by the City 
Council. And so, which is it? The fact remains, Mr. 

Chairman, what is Councillor Bayliss going to do about it, 
given that a commitment was given to start in the second 
week of May? They are the facts as I gave them to the 

Manging Director about a month ago I think. 

Answer: It’s an interesting one. What am I going to do with it? I’m 

going to look to the County Council Cabinet Member 
responsible for Transport to come and sort this problem 

out. So, I stand ready to work with my colleague and friend 
Councillor Amos to try and find a solution to this in our joint 
Ward. I certainly recognise the problems he’s identified, 

and we’ll work together in partnership, as we always have, 
to find an answer for him. 

 

Question No. 5 

 

Question From: Councillor Alan Amos  

Question To: Councillor Bayliss, Leader of the Councillor  

Question: How much is the Council grant to the Swan 

Theatre/Huntingdon Hall for this financial year? 
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Answer: I’m happy to tell my friend that in 2021 the Council paid a 

grant of £110,195 to Worcester Live to help cover the costs 
of delivering their whole annual programme of works, 
including the maintenance of the Swan Theatre and 

Huntingdon Hall. This is an annual amount payable under a 
five-year Service Level Agreement from 2020 to 2025 and 

is a revenue grant. There were no specific capital grants 
provided during the year. 
 

Supplementary 
Question: 

The beauty of English theatre is that there is no censorship. 
Earlier this year, the nationally acclaimed comedian and 

satirist Andrew Lawrance was booked for a show which was 
abruptly cancelled at short notice, even though the show 

due to be performed was exactly the same as that for 
which he had been booked. A tiny clique at the theatre has 
helped to destroy somebody’s career and livelihood, by 

imposing censorship where none exists in law. Will 
Councillor Bayliss make it abundantly clear to everybody in 

receipt of Council money that they may not use public 
money for political purposes, and that if they do funding 
will be stopped immediately and have to be repaid? 

Answer: I can assure my colleagues across the Chamber I had 
absolutely no knowledge that one was the supplementary, 

but I’m happy to give the reassurance that the Member is 
asking for. Actually, I do believe this country has been built 

on a freedom of speech basis and the ability to disagree 
agreeably, and I certainly don’t want to see censorship in 
the theatre or in any other venue that we fund. I certainly 

want to see the best spirit of our country in that regard, so 
I would hope that all of the people who are in receipt of 

money are not following some particular agenda, that 
particularly in the Arts they are following the great theatre 
tradition we have established in this country. 

 

 

Question No. 6 
 

 

Question From: Councillor Alan Amos 

Question To: Councillor Bayliss, Leader of the Council  

Question: How many additional dwellings are being proposed under 

the South Worcestershire Development Plan 2 (revised) 
compared to the number planned/built in the current South 
Worcestershire Development Plan a) in Worcester City and 

b) on the City boundary albeit outside the City? 
 

Answer: The South Worcestershire Development Plan Review which 
is currently underway is meeting planned need on a South 

Worcestershire basis. This is a different approach to the 
2016 SWDP which was meeting need in the Worcester City 
local authority area, with additional redistribution of need 

to the ‘Wider Worcester Areas’. Therefore, direct 
comparisons between the original and forecast figures need 
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to be viewed in this context. However, the SWDP Review 
covers the period from 2021 to 2041. The housing need for 
Worcester City is identified through the government’s 

Standard Method calculation as 7,340 dwellings. The 
amount of that delivery which is proposed to be 

accommodated within Worcester City is approximately 
2,412 dwellings. The remaining need to be met outside of 
Worcester City is approximately 4,928 dwellings, which will 

principally be delivered via the Worcester West and South 
Urban Extensions identified within the 2016 SWDP and 

continuing to be brought forward under the SWDP Review 
and the proposed strategic locations of Worcestershire 
Parkway, and to a lesser extent Rushwick and 

Throckmorton. 
In the 2016 South Worcestershire Development Plan, the 

housing need for Worcester was identified as 9,830 
dwellings. The amount of that delivery which was proposed 
to be accommodated within Worcester City was 6,800 

dwellings. The remaining need was redistributed to the 
‘Wider Worcester Area’ of approximately 3,030 dwellings. I 

hope that was helpful. 

Supplementary 

Question: 

Thank you for the answer, I don’t understand a word of it. 

Suffice to say the point I’m making is that, given that the 
Council is supporting these extra dwellings, the equivalent 
of however many thousands it is of extra people, and it is 

10,000 plus extra people using Worcester services, will 
Councillor Bayliss confirm that all the necessary 

infrastructure such as hospital beds, G.P. appointments, 
school places etcetera will be available to meet this massive 
new demand, given that none of these services has the 

capacity to cope with the current level of demand? 
 

Answer: I think all I can say is I believe the infrastructure 
development plan goes a long way towards identifying 

long-term need, and the revised SWDP is also important 
because that spells out how much resource is needed, 
primary schools, secondary schools, G.P. surgeries, acute 

services and the full range of other public services that go 
with communities, social housing, all of those things that 

need to be funded from the development. 
What we found last time of course is that the amount we 

charged to developers in terms of contributions and the 
funding received is that there’s always a gap. There was a 
gap and so we worked with government to be able to meet 

the need for these services, and we have seen investment 
as a result, we are getting a brand-new medical centre in 

South Worcestershire as a result of that. But of course 
there is a need for further services. Don’t ever forget that 
you have to put in place the infrastructure as well. Those 

things are key and it’s a very well-made point which won’t 
be lost I’m sure. 
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Question No. 7 
 

 

Question From: Councillor Marjory Bisset  

Question To: Councillor Bayliss, Leader of the Council 

Question: Will the Council please seriously consider subsidising pest 
control for residents on low incomes? Rats in particular are 
a real problem in some parts of the city, and these parts 

are where people on low incomes tend to reside. Worcester 
City Council is one of the two district councils out of the six 

in the county that does not provide any level of subsidy. 
 

Answer: The Council took a decision some 12 or 13 years ago (circa 
2008 / 2009) to stop providing a Pest Control Service as a 
cost saving measure, but also acknowledging that 

ultimately it’s a property owner’s responsibility to deal with 
pests and not the Council’s. 

Our Environmental Health Officers, Private Sector Housing 
Officers and Environmental Enforcement Officers would 

respond where a complaint is received and enforcement 
action taken if necessary, to resolve the issue. So if 
somebody believes they have pests that are from another 

property they should report it. 
Additional investment during 2021/2022 in keeping our City 

clean and tidy and removing attractions for vermin, 
particularly discarded food. Other measures such as the 
reintroduction of Saturday Skips, Investment Programme in 

Public Bins, New Bins in City Centre will all play their part in 
discouraging vermin. The Council is already supporting 

people on low incomes in a variety of ways to meet 
essential costs such as food, energy and utility bills which 
will protect the level of disposable income available. We are 

in the vast minority of Councils providing 100% Council Tax 
relief for those on lowest incomes, we are one of the very 

few Councils still doing that. We have a Council Tax 
Hardship fund where we will assess people’s financial 
difficulty on a case by case basis, we fund the Worcester 

Foodbank to the tune of £15k a year, we are just about to 
deploy a further £330k household support grant to 

community based organisations and we continue to support 
via our Discretionary Welfare Assistance Scheme. So, I’m 
trying to allay the fears of the Member, the Council is doing 

a lot already to help those in the most severe need to meet 
their requirements. 

However, I will add that of course if she wishes, we are at 
the budget development stage and she can submit an 
amendment to the Environment Committee, to deal with 

this issue which she has identified, then of course it will 
come forward as part of the budget proposals. 
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58 Notice of Motion  

 
The Council considered the following Notices of Motion, which had been submitted 

in accordance with Council Procedure Rule 8: 
 
Local Generated Renewable Electricity  

 
That Worcester City Council: 

 
1. Acknowledges the efforts that this Council has made to reduce greenhouse 

gas emissions and promote renewable energy.   

2. Further recognises that very large financial setup and running costs involved 
in selling locally generated renewable electricity to local customers result in it 

being impossible for local renewable electricity generators to do so, and that 
making these financial costs proportionate to the scale of a renewable 
electricity supplier’s operation would create significant opportunities for local 

companies, community groups and councils to be providers of locally 
generated renewable electricity directly to local people, businesses and 

organisations, if they wished.  Furthermore, that revenues received by such 
local companies, community groups or councils that chose to become local 
renewable electricity providers could be used to help improve the local 

economy, local services and facilities and to reduce local greenhouse gas 
emissions. 

3. Notes that the Parliamentary Environmental Audit Committee, as a result of 
its 2021 Technological Innovations and Climate Change inquiry, recommended 

that a Right to Local Supply for local energy suppliers be established to 
address this.  

  

Therefore, Council accordingly resolves to: 
 

1. Support the Local Electricity Bill, currently supported by a cross-party group of 
270 MPs and which, if made law, would establish a Right to Local Supply 
which would promote local renewable electricity supply by making the setup 

and running costs of selling renewable electricity to local customers 
proportionate to the size of the supply company. 

2. Mandate the Managing Director to inform the local media of this decision, to 
write to local MPs, asking them to support the Bill, and to write to the 
organisers of the campaign for the Bill, Power for People, (at Camden 

Collective, 5-7 Buck Street, London NW1 8NJ or info@powerforpeople.org.uk) 
expressing the Council’s support. 

 
The proposer, Councillor Stephen and the seconder, Councillor Bisset, both spoke 
in support of the Motion. 

 
Members then entered into a debate where support was expressed across the 

Chamber.  On being put to the vote the Motion was agreed and it was 
 
RESOLVED: That the Council agree to: 

 
1. Support the Local Electricity Bill, currently supported by a cross-party 

group of 270 MPs and which, if made law, would establish a Right to 
Local Supply which would promote local renewable electricity supply 
by making the setup and running costs of selling renewable electricity 
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to local customers proportionate to the size of the supply company; 

and  
 

2. Mandate the Managing Director to inform the local media of this 
decision, to write to local MPs, asking them to support the Bill, and to 
write to the organisers of the campaign for the Bill, Power for People, 

(at Camden Collective, 5-7 Buck Street, London NW1 8NJ or 
info@powerforpeople.org.uk) expressing the Council’s support. 

 
Voluntary Code of Practice to Encourage the Reduction of Single Use 
Plastics (SUP) Throughout Takeaway Food Outlets 

 
The Environment Bill currently passing through Parliament seeks to reduce the 

litter and landfill waste generated by Single Use Plastics (SUP’s) cutlery, plates 
and polystyrene cups.  In support of the Government’s aims and to set an 
example to other Local Authorities for reducing SUP’s this Motion seeks Council’s 

agreement to encourage local take away food outlets to phase out single use 
plastics by creating a Voluntary Code of Practice ahead of the UK Government 

pledged enforcement date of April 2023. Furthermore, this Motion proposes that 
officers recommend such a Code of Practice for consideration by the Council’s 
Environment Committee.  

 
The proposer, Councillor Lawrance and the seconder, Councillor Stephen, both 

spoke in support of the Motion. 
 

Members then entered into a debate where support was expressed across the 
Chamber.  On being put to the vote the Motion was agreed and it was 
 

RESOLVED: That the Council agree to encourage local take away food 
outlets to phase out single use plastics by creating a Voluntary Code of 

Practice ahead of the UK Government pledged enforcement date of April 
2023, and that Officers recommend such a Code of Practice for 
consideration by the Council’s Environment Committee. 

 
Additional Schools and Covid Funding 

 
This Council requests the managing director to write to the Minister of State 
(Minister for School Standards) and express this Council’s wish for an increase in 

funding for all pupils in Worcester schools through the national funding formula for 
schools.  Furthermore, for an increase in (covid) catch-up funding, in line with the 

recommendation of the (former) education recovery commissioner, Sir Kevan 
Collins. 
 

The proposer, Councillor Allcott and the seconder, Councillor Lamb  both spoke in 
support of the Motion. 

 
The following amendments were then proposed by Councillor Bayliss: 
 

 After the word “Council’s” delete the words “wish for” and add the following 
words: “thanks for the recent £4.7b of extra funds announced for schools in 

the budget. This Council also states its wish to see…”  
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 Delete the following words: “Furthermore, for an increase in (covid) catch-

up funding, in line with the recommendation of the (former) education 
recovery commissioner, Sir Kevan Collins.” 

 
There followed a discussion on whether the amendments would negate the 
Motion. Following advice from the Monitoring Officer, Councillor Bayliss stated that 

he wished to withdraw the amendment set out in the first bullet point. Following 
further discussion and advice, a recess was requested by Councillor Bayliss and 

this was duly seconded. 
 
There followed an adjournment and, upon the resumption of the meeting, the 

original amendments were withdrawn by Councillor Bayliss and the following 
amendments were proposed by Councillor Bayliss and seconded by Councillor 

Mitchell: 
 

 Add at the end of the first sentence: “…and to support pupils to catch up 

from the impact of Covid.  
 

 Delete the sentence: “Furthermore, for an increase in (covid) catch-up 
funding, in line with the recommendation of the (former) education 
recovery commissioner, Sir Kevan Collins.” 

 
A vote on this amendment was carried. On being put to the vote the Motion, as 

amended, was agreed and it was 
 

RESOLVED: That the Council request the Managing Director to write to the 
Minister of State (Minister for School Standards) and express this 
Council’s wish for an increase in funding for all pupils in Worcester 

schools through the national funding formula for schools and to support 
pupils to catch up from the effects of Covid.   

 
Allocation of Car Park Spaces on Council Owned Car Parks to Host Car 
Club Cars  

 
This Council recognises the benefits of Car Club schemes, which include: 

 
• reducing parking pressure, 
• the use of newer electric and dual fuel vehicles reducing pollution levels; and 

• providing a range of vehicles to give flexibility when residents need them, with 
occasional drivers saving money. 

 
To encourage the adoption of these schemes, Council agrees a number of car 
parking spaces on Council owned car parks be allocated to Car Club cars and asks 

the Corporate Director Operations, Homes, and Communities to recommend a 
number of parking spaces on Council owned car parks, working in conjunction 

with the organisers of these schemes for consideration by the Council’s 
Environment Committee.  
 

In the absence of the proposer, Councillor Barnes, Councillor Denham spoke in 
support of the Motion. The seconder, Councillor Lewing also spoke in support of 

the Motion. 
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In accordance with the Constitution, the following amendment was proposed by 

Councillor Stafford and seconded by Councillor Stanley: 
 

Delete the following words: “To encourage the adoption of these schemes, Council 
agrees a number of car parking spaces on Council owned car parks be allocated to 
Car Club cars and asks the Corporate Director Operations, Homes, and 

Communities to recommend a number of parking spaces on Council owned car 
parks, working in conjunction with the organisers of these schemes for 

consideration by the Council’s Environment Committee.” 
 
Add the following words: “The Corporate Director - Operations, Homes, and 

Communities in conjunction with the Environment Committee is requested to 
update the Environmental Sustainability Action Plan to include an action with the 

objective to encourage and support the introduction of car clubs in Worcester.” 
 
A vote on this amendment was carried. Members then entered into a debate 

where support was expressed across the Chamber. On being put to the vote the 
Motion, as amended, was agreed and it was 

 
RESOLVED: That the Council request the Corporate Director - Operations, 
Homes, and Communities in conjunction with the Environment Committee 

to update the Environmental Sustainability Action Plan to include an 
action with the objective to encourage and support the introduction of car 

clubs in Worcester. 
 

Child Poverty 
 
The cross-party task and finish group on child poverty aimed to investigate ways 

in which the City Council, in collaboration with its partners, could reduce child 
poverty within the city.  Council is concerned that the recent cut in Universal 

Credit of £1,000 per year per person undermines this aim.   
 
In April 2021, the claimant count for Worcester was reported to be 3,710 so this 

is a potential loss of £3.7m spending power in the city.  This will have a significant 
impact not only on individuals but also Worcester businesses and our local 

economy. The new national Household Support Fund has allocated £3.9m for the 
whole of Worcestershire to provide 'a lifeline for those at risk of struggling to keep 
up with their bills over the winter'. 

 
Council requests the Managing Director to write to the Chancellor of the 

Exchequer and Robin Walker MP to inform them that the Household Support Fund 
is inadequate to mitigate the ongoing impact of Covid-19 on family finances and 
the Worcester economy. 

 
The proposer, Councillor Denham and the seconder, Councillor Lamb  both spoke 

in support of the Motion.  Other Members spoke on the Motion, following which 
the Motion was put to the vote. 
 

In accordance with Council Procedure Rule 7.2 a named vote was requested and 
supported by four Members.  On being put to the vote, the Motion was lost. 
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For: Councillors Against: Councillors Abstentions: Councillor 

Agar, Allcott, Bisset, 
Collins, Cronin, Denham, 
Gregson, Hodges, Lamb, 

Laurenson, Lawrance, 
Lewing, Riaz, Stephen 

Altaf, A. Amos, B. Amos, 
Bayliss, Carver, Cleary, 
Ditta, Geraghty, Hassan, 

Mrs L. Hodgson, S. 
Hodgson, Johnson 

Mackay, Mitchell, 
Roberts, Stafford, 
Stanley 

 

Total: 14 Total: 17 Total: 0 

 
59 Appointment of Members to Committees  

 

The Council considered a proposal from the Leader of the Council to change one of 
the Council’s representatives to the South Worcestershire Development Plan Joint 

Advisory Panel. It was proposed by Councillor Bayliss and seconded by Councillor 
Mitchell that Councillor Hassan be removed and replaced by Councillor Mackay. 
 

RESOLVED: That the Council agree to remove Councillor Hassan and 
appoint Councillor Mackay on the South Worcestershire Development 

Plan Joint Advisory Panel. 
 

60 Amendments to the Constitution: Scheme of Delegation and 

Consequential Changes  
 

The Council considered a report from the Monitoring Officer which proposed 
changes to the Scheme of Delegation to align it with the responsibilities of the 
current chief officer management structure. 

 
It was proposed by Councillor Bayliss and seconded by Councillor Mitchell and on 

being put to the vote it was agreed and 
 
RESOLVED: That the Council agree to adopt the revised Scheme of 

Delegation to Officers set out in Appendix 1 to the report and to authorise 
the Monitoring Officer to make the necessary consequential changes to 

references to Officer roles appearing elsewhere in the Constitution. 
 

61 Report of the Armed Forces Champion  

 
The Council received a report from the Armed Forces Champion, Councillor 

Mitchell, setting out events, activities and highlights over the last 12 months. 
Following his presentation, there was an opportunity for Members to ask 
questions.  

 
RESOLVED: That the Council receive the report of the Armed Forces 

Champion. 
 

62 Report from the Relevant Committee on Matters which are Referred to 
Council for Decision  
 

The Council received reports on matters which by law or in accordance with the 
Constitution are referred to Council for decision. 
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a) Referral Report from Planning Committee - Changes to the Constitution  

 
The Council considered a referral report from the Chair of the Planning 

Committee. 
 
The Planning Committee at is meeting on 23rd September 2021 had considered a 

report which set out proposals and options to amend the process to be followed 
by Planning Committee when the Committee wishes to make a decision contrary 

to Officer recommendation. The Committee had agreed to remove the ‘Minded to’ 
procedure but replace it with a Delegated Authority process with clarification on 
the meaning of Chair and Vice Chair. 

 
The Monitoring Officer had agreed the proposed amendments which were 

necessary to give effect to the Planning Committee’s recommendation. They are 
to paragraph 11 of Part 12 of the Constitution: “Decisions Contrary to Officer 
Recommendation and/or Development Plan”, as follows: 

 

Current Wording 

 
 

Proposed New Wording 

 

Part 12 – Paragraph 11 
 
11.1 From time to time the Planning 

Committee will make decisions which 
are  

contrary to officer advice. It is 
important that on these occasions the  
Committee makes clear the reasons for 

making its decision, that clear  
reasons are given in the case of a 
refusal and that these reasons can be  

supported by sufficient evidence to 
justify them (although the precise  

wording of reasons for refusal may be 
deferred to a future meeting in  
accordance with paragraph 11.4) and 

clear conditions imposed in the case  
of the approval of an application. 
 

11.2 Before overturning an officer 
recommendation, the Planning 

Committee  
should give the officer concerned an 
opportunity to explain the  

implications of a contrary decision, 
including liability to an appeal being  
lodged and/or costs being awarded 

against the Council. 
 

11.3 The Minutes of the Planning 
Committee should always include a 
detailed  

minute explaining why an officer 

Part 12 – Paragraph 11 
 
11.1 From time to time the Planning 

Committee will make decisions which 
are  

contrary to officer advice. It is 
important that on these occasions the  
Committee makes clear the reasons for 

making its decision, that clear  
reasons are given in the case of a 
refusal and that these reasons can be  

supported by sufficient evidence to 
justify them and clear conditions 

imposed in the case of the approval of 
an application. The precise wording of 
reasons in the case of a refusal and list 

of conditions in the case of an approval 
may be delegated in  
accordance with paragraph 11.4. 

 
11.2 No change 

 
11.3 No change 
 

11.4.1 If it is not possible to agree at 
the meeting the precise wording of the 
grounds for refusal or the list conditions 

to be imposed, the decision is 
delegated to the Director of Planning 

and Governance who, in consultation 
with the Chair and Vice Chair of the 
Planning Committee, provides either 

the precise wording of the grounds for 
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recommendation was rejected and a  
copy of this should be placed on the 
planning application file. 

 
11.4 If either any objector or the 
applicant has not addressed the 

Planning  
Committee to express their views on the 

application, or it is not possible  
to agree the wording of the grounds for 
refusal or the conditions to be  

imposed at the meeting, the application 
must be deferred to the next  
meeting. This is to allow an opportunity 

for any objector and consequently  
the applicant also to address the 

Planning Committee and/or allow the 
officers to draft appropriate wording to 
be considered by the Planning 

Committee. 
 
11.5 All meetings of the Planning 

Committee and Chairmen's briefings for 
such meeting will be attended by a 

suitably qualified legal officer. 
 
 

refusal or list of conditions dependent 
upon the resolution made. 
 

11.4.2 In respect of refusals the precise 
wording of the grounds for refusal are 
considered and agreed by the Chair and 

Vice Chair and, subject to any 
amendments they have sought, the 

decision is issued. In the event that 
either the Chair or the Vice Chair do not 
agree the wording of the grounds for 

refusal, either of them may refer the 
application back to the Planning 
Committee to agree the wording.  

 
11.4.3 In respect of approvals the 

proposed list of conditions to be 
imposed is considered and agreed by 
the Chair and Vice Chair and, subject to 

any amendments they have sought, the 
decision is issued. In the event that 
either the Chair or the Vice Chair do not 

agree the list of conditions to be 
imposed either of them may refer the 

application back to the Planning 
Committee to agree the conditions. 
 

11.4.4 Where an approval would 
require a S106 legal agreement to be 
secured to control the development, 

the heads of terms will be drawn up by 
the Director of Planning and 

Governance and presented to the Chair 
and Vice Chair for consultation. If 
agreed, the Director of Planning and 

Governance will negotiate the actual 
S106 Agreement and issue the 
decision. In the event that either the 

Chair or the Vice Chair do not agree the 
heads of terms either of them may 

refer the application back to the 
Planning Committee to agree the heads 
of terms. 

 
11.4.5 For the avoidance of doubt the 
reference to Chair and Vice Chair in this 

subsection refers to the Chair and Vice 
Chair appointed to those positions by 

the Council and not any Member who 
may have acted as a substitute at any 
given meeting of the Planning 

Committee. 
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11.5 No change 
 

 

It was proposed by Councillor Johnson and seconded by Councillor Agar and on 
being put to the vote it was agreed and 

 
RESOLVED: That the Council authorise the Monitoring Officer to amend 
Part 12 of the Constitution with regard to the determination of planning 

applications in the terms set out above. 
 

b) Referral Report from Environment Committee - Public Bin Investment 
Programme  

 
The Council considered a referral report from the Chair of the Environment 
Committee. 

 
At its meeting on 2nd November 2021, the Environment Committee had 

considered the planned phased approach to the Ward Improvement Plans for 
Public Bins. The Committee agreed to recommend to Council the approval of the 
estimate of £80,000 to the Capital Programme in 2021/2022 to implement the 

proposals. 
 

It was proposed by Councillor Stafford and seconded by Councillor Collins and on 
being put to the vote it was agreed and 
 

RESOLVED: That the Council approve the estimate of £80,000 to the 
Capital Programme in 2021/2022 to implement the phased approach to 

the Ward Improvement Plans for Public Bins. 
 

c) Referral Report from Income Generation Sub-Committee - Freedom 

Leisure - Proposed Fees and Charges 2022  
 

The Committee considered a referral report from the Chair of the Income 
Generation Sub-Committee. 
 

At its meeting on 10th November 2021, the Income Generation Sub-Committee 
considered the proposed Fees and Charges submitted by Freedom Leisure for the 

period 1st January 2022 to 31st December 2022 inclusive. 
 
The Sub-Committee agreed to recommend to Council the approval of the Fees and 

Charges submitted by Freedom Leisure. 
 

It was proposed by Councillor Mackay and seconded by Councillor Riaz and on 
being put to the vote it was agreed and 
 

RESOLVED: That the Council approve the Fees and Charges submitted by 
Freedom Leisure for 2022 (covering the period 1st January 2022 to 31st 

December 2022 inclusive). 
 

63 Report from the Leader of the Council on any matters which he is of the 
opinion require urgent consideration by The Council  
 

None. 
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64 Any Exempt Issues  

 
None. 

 
 
 

Duration of the meeting: 7.00p.m. – 8.50p.m. 
 

 
 
 

Chair at the meeting on 
22nd February 2022 


