
COUNCIL 
 

31st March 2015 

 
Present:  
 

The Mayor  in the Chair 

 Councillors Agar, Bayliss, Berry, Boorn, 
Cawthorne, Cronin, L. Denham, P. Denham, 
Ditta, Geraghty, Gregson, Mrs L. Hodgson, 
S. Hodgson, Johnson, Jones, Knight, Lacey, 
Lamb, Laurenson, Mackay, Mitchell, 
Prodger, Riaz, Roberts, Rowden, G. Squires, 
J. Squires, Udall, Whitehouse, 
David Wilkinson, Douglas Wilkinson and 
Williams 

 
Apologies:  
 

Councillors Hodges and Smith 

The Mayor’s Chaplain, Rev. Dr Christopher Stuart 
Offered prayers prior to the opening of the Council Meeting 

 
67 Apologies for Absence  

 
Apologies were received from Councillors Hodges and Mrs L. Smith. 
 

68 Declarations of Interest  
 
The Mayor, Councillor Amos, declared an interest in minute 77 (Local Government 
Declaration on Tobacco Control) as a member of ASH Advisory Council. 
 

69 Minutes  
 
RESOLVED: That the minutes of the meeting held on 24th February 2015 
be approved as a correct record and signed by the Mayor. 
 

70 Mayor's Communications  
 
The Mayor's Charity Dinner and first-ever "Best of Worcester" Awards 
Ceremony 
The Mayor stated that his Charity Dinner and first-ever Best of Worcester 
Community Awards  Ceremony on 20th March had been a brilliant success. He 
commented on some of the highlights and thanked everyone who nominated or 
was nominated. 
 
Mayoral Charities 
The Mayor announced that, so far, some £37,000 had been raised for the Mayoral 
Charities and there would be more to add to that total from the Charity Dinner 
and Best of Worcester Awards Ceremony. He would continue to fundraise after his 
Mayoral year for his “Come On In” project. 
 
Managing Director – Duncan Sharkey – New Appointment 
On behalf of the Council the Mayor offered congratulations to Duncan Sharkey on 
his new appointment as Corporate Director, Place at Milton Keynes Council.  
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Forthcoming Event dates for the Diary 
The Mayor highlighted the following forthcoming events: Annual Medical Lecture, 
Tuesday 14th April; Civic Society Lecture, Thursday 16th April; Worcester Concert 
Brass Charity Concert, Friday 17th April; and Worcester Male Voice Choir Charity 
Concert, Friday 15th May. 
 
Rev. Dr. Chris Stuart - Mayor's Chaplain 
The Mayor congratulated and extended his best wishes on behalf of the Council to 
his Chaplain, the Rev. Dr. Christopher Stuart, on his decision to walk nearly 200 
miles Coast to Coast from Cumbria to Yorkshire in aid of local charities, starting 
next week. 
 
Good Luck to Those Standing for Re-election  
The Mayor wished all those Councillors standing for re-election good luck in the 
forthcoming City Council Elections. 
 
Invite to the Mayor’s Parlour  
The Mayor invited all those present for refreshments in the Mayor’s Parlour at the 
conclusion of the Council Meeting.  
 
Councillor Douglas Wilkinson 
The Mayor stated that Councillor Douglas Wilkinson would be retiring from the 
Council in May and he invited Councillor Stephen Hodgson to speak. Councillor 
Stephen Hodgson proceeded to pay tribute to Councillor Douglas Wilkinson for his 
work as a Councillor for Warndon Parish North Ward over a period of 8 years.  The 
Leader also paid tribute. 
 

71 Public Participation  
 
Mrs Sue Askin spoke of behalf of Councillor Mrs L. Smith, who had recently 
suffered a spinal stroke and was in hospital.  She had recently been transferred to 
Oswestry to start rehabilitation and would be glad to receive visitors. Mrs Askin 
explained that Councillor Mrs L. Smith had intended to stand down from the 
Council in May 2015 and she read out a farewell speech that Councillor Mrs L. 
Smith had intended to give at this meeting.  Mrs Askin also paid her own tribute 
to Councillor Mrs L. Smith.   
 
The Mayor thanked Mrs Askin for her representations and stated that he wished to 
give Group Leaders the opportunity to speak.  Councillors Geraghty and Gregson 
proceeded to express their thanks to Councillor Mrs L. Smith for the work that she 
had done and expressed their best wishes for a full recovery. 
 
Mr Harry Lee-Warner spoke about residents’ parking.  In summary, he highlighted 
difficulties that he had experienced in obtaining the necessary permits to park his 
vehicle in Ashcroft Road and Hebb Street.  The Mayor stated that Officers would 
look into this particular case and provide Mr Lee-Warner with a formal response. 
 

72 Questions  
 

Question No. 1 

Question From: Councillor Lynn Denham 
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Question To: 
 

Councillor David Wilkinson, Portfolio Holder for Safer 
and Stronger Communities  
 

Question: At the last Safer Worcester meeting on 12th 
March, great concern was expressed by those 
present, that at least 3 of our CCTV cameras, in key 
locations, remain out of action after prolonged periods. 
 The collaborative approach to city centre enforcement 
assumes that the City Council maintains a functional 
CCTV system.  What is the Cabinet Member doing to 
get these cameras back in action? 
 

Answer: Thank you for your question, Lynn.  I am well aware 
and personally take a close interest in these affairs.  I 
do entirely agree with you that the joint enforcement 
approach we’re taking, which was launched by the 
Team Worcester plan - a very successful launch may I 
say - does depend to a large extent on a number of 
measures, including CCTV.  I can also assure you that 
the whole Cabinet takes an unusual level of interest in 
this, in fact to the extent that about three months ago 
the whole Cabinet took themselves off to Pershore one 
evening to look at the control centre, and we were 
particularly interested in what we learned about the 
arrangements that are in place to keep the cameras 
working.   
 
As you’ll be aware, there are over 60 cameras at 
Pershore control centre relating to Worcester City, and 
inevitably there will be one or two problems with them.  
There is a comprehensive reporting system in place, 
whereby operators at Pershore report to officers in 
Worcester, who then take matters up with the 
contractors.  From time to time, there are problems 
that are more serious than the contractor can easily 
deal with, for example there might be power supply 
problems that have to be taken up with Western Power, 
and occasionally of course, you get physical damage, 
road traffic accidents and so forth.  I don’t want to 
identify the particular cameras that are down at this 
moment in time – I think that would give the wrong 
impression to people out there – but suffice to say 
most points in the city are actually covered by more 
than one camera, there is an overlap, so the very fact 
that one or two cameras aren’t functioning doesn’t 
necessarily create a black hole.   
 
I will continue to press officers to do everything in their 
power to persuade the contractor to rectify faults as 
quickly as possible, but as I say in some cases that is 
beyond our capability and sometimes we have to go to 
other parties, and that is the situation at the moment. 
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Supplementary 
Question:  

Some of these cameras are in key locations, I know of 
one that was affected by floods and it’s been over a 
year since it’s been functioning, so the problems are 
beyond the normal maintenance and do require action 
from partners, and a sufficient level of seniority.  Now 
that the Council no longer has a service manager for 
Safer and Stronger, where is the senior manager 
capacity to get the necessary collaboration to sort 
these CCTV problems? 
 

Answer: Since the departure of the manager that you refer to, I 
understand - although it’s not my direct concern, it’s 
actually a matter for officers as to how they run the 
Council - I understand there has been some 
redistribution of responsibilities to make sure that 
nothing falls between the cracks, everything is picked 
up. So, I can assure you the lack of a service manager 
is not actually having an adverse impact upon this 
particular area, which as I said before is very 
important.  I’ve explained the importance the Cabinet 
attaches to this, and I think I probably have to refer 
you back to my previous answer. 
 

Question No. 2 

Question From: Councillor Marc Bayliss  
 

Question To: 
 

Councillor Simon Geraghty, the Leader of the Council  
 

Question: Would the Leader of the Council join me in 
congratulating Frank Southam on his 25 years of 
distinguished service to this City as Sword Bearer? 
 

Answer: I’d certainly like to pay tribute to our current Sword 
Bearer.  For a quarter of a century Frank has been 
undertaking this role.  The post of Sword Bearer was 
established back in 1621, so a post of long standing in 
the City of Worcester.  Certainly Frank has diligently 
undertaken this role for a quarter of a century, a 
fantastic job, and I’m sure we all would want to mark 
the occasion in the appropriate way. 
 

Supplementary 
Question:  

Could I pay personal tribute to Frank for his long 
service, which actually pre-dates 25 years as he 
actually began his service at the Council in 1968, 5 
before I was born would you believe?  Would the 
Leader of the Council agree to work together with the 
Mayor and others in this Council to find a fitting tribute 
to mark the 25 years of distinguished service that 
Frank has given to this Council as Sword Bearer? 
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Answer: Yes, I’m sure I can give that undertaking, and I’m 
happy to work with you Mr Mayor, or any future Mayor, 
within the time commitments, to see what can be done 
to put together a fitting tribute to the work which Frank 
continues to do.  
 

Question No. 3 

Question From: Councillor Geoff Williams  
 

Question To: 
 

Councillor Simon Geraghty, The Leader of the Council 

Question: In the Local Government Chronicle recently the Leader 
is quoted, as Leader of the City Council, as saying 
Worcestershire is looking at the potential for a County-
wide combined authority, but the work is unlikely to be 
complete before the Election - what is the nature of this 
assessment work and where has it been discussed in 
public or at Cabinet? 
 

Answer: Can I thank the Member for his question, he’s obviously 
diligently read the document, because even I had to go 
back and find the quotes from that particular copy of 
the LGC. 
 
LGC covered what was going on in terms of combined 
authorities across the country.  A very helpful map was 
produced, and I think that clearly indicates about a 
third, a third, a third, in terms of areas not doing 
anything at all, some areas having a think about it, and 
some areas positively taking it forward.  I think we’re in 
the “having a think about it” box, which is what they’ve 
got us in.  
 
In terms of the themes of the question, what I would 
say is Worcestershire Leaders Board and separately the 
Chief Executives Panel, which represent Leaders and 
Chief Executives respectively of Worcestershire 
Councils, keep a watching brief on developments.  As 
members would expect there are emerging issues, 
issues of mutual interest across the County.   As part of 
the wider debate about devolution and economic 
growth, the concept of combined authorities, which are 
different to unitary authorities and not be confused with 
those, or any other governance structures which 
support economic growth, are being considered across 
the country.  So, this is an issue that’s still emerging. 
 
In Worcestershire we are fortunate, I would say, to 
have a coterminous County based Local Enterprise 
Partnership which I think we all agree is doing a very 
good job in growing the Worcestershire economy.  The 
assessment work that I referred to there is being 
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undertaken on behalf of the Worcestershire Leaders 
Board and was asked to consider whether there could 
be work with any neighbouring economic areas, where 
it might make more sense than the current 
arrangement, or indeed whether the tread of our 
current arrangement is such that the existing footprint, 
if there were a combined authority, would be based on 
the County footprint. 
 
I think the key issue to consider in any future 
discussion is about what we want to achieve that we 
can't already do through existing structures.  So I think 
the point that I was making, and the direct quote that 
is referred to here, is around an economic prosperity 
board, as opposed to a combined authority.  I think I 
said in the article there was a lot of value to that, and 
hence the debate about combined authorities, from 
which the quote was taken. 
 
What I would say is that, once that work is completed, 
if there is anything coming out of that, the Council will 
consider it in the light of any future government, 
because combined authorities and other concepts like 
them tend to bubble up.  Sometimes things are taken 
forward, and gather pace and weight, and other things 
dissipate.  I think it’s too early to say whether the 
concept of a combined authority around economic 
growth is something that would be taken forward in 
this County or not.  We want to see the outcome of the 
work, see what comes forward, and then have a 
discussion following the election as to whether this is 
one that is on the future government’s agenda. 
 
That may seem a vague answer but I’ve tried to be as 
open and as honest as I can to explain what we’ve 
been looking at. 
 

Supplementary 
Questions:  

I suspect I probably already know the answer to my 
supplementary, but in that article on that debate you 
referred to two issues that are emerging.  One is 
sovereignty and the other is accountability.  So my 
supplementary is – in these discussions to date, what 
safeguards are being considered regarding democratic 
sovereignty for the City Council? 
 

Answer: It’s a very good question, and so far all we’ve asked is 
for a little piece of work to be done on what other 
counties are doing, what other areas of the country are 
doing, what are economic prosperity boards and 
combined authorities about, and the assessment that is 
now being undertaken is the strengths of the county 
case, if I can put it like that. In terms of what 
governance structures would come, that would be a 
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leading question if we were going to take it forward.  I 
certainly would want to make sure, and I’m sure most 
Members would, that this has a level of accountability.  
Clearly I think Greater Manchester has gone for a 
combined authority, as I said others are looking at that, 
but it is an emerging concept, and not one that has a 
basis yet to take forward in Worcestershire, so I can’t 
give assurances about what the governance structure 
would be, to an entity that we certainly haven’t signed 
up to yet. It’s something that we’re considering what 
other councils are doing, keeping a watching brief as I 
would describe it on this particular policy area. 
 

Question No. 4 

Question From: Councillor Mrs Lucy Hodgson  
 

Question To: Councillor Andy Roberts, Portfolio Holder for Cleaner 
and Greener City 

Question: In 2006, the Cabinet and Council agreed a city wide 
Dog Control Order made under the Clean 
Neighbourhood and Environmental Act 2005.  The 
recently passed Anti-Social Behaviour Crime and 
Policing Act 2014 introduces new mechanisms for 
making Public Protection Orders, which include those 
for Dog Control.  This new legislation repeals the 
provisions in the Clean Neighbourhood and 
Environment Act 2005 including those relating to dog 
control orders.  Could you please let me know when 
these new Orders are going to be introduced? 

Answer: Thank you for your question.  It’s useful to ask the 
question, because it’s something that’s important to all 
Councillors, I know.  There is currently a city-wide dog 
control order in place that creates an offence of an 
owner failing to pick up after their dog on all land on 
which the public are entitled or permitted to access.  
This order remains in place until October 2017, and I 
intend that a similar order under the 2014 Act will be 
made prior to that time. 
 

Supplementary 
Question:  

Thank you Councillor Roberts for that answer.  Dog 
fouling is a real concern to many residents across the 
city, who are worried about the harm that it can cause 
to other dogs and also children, as well as the 
inconvenience it can cause.  Some dog owners are not 
acting responsibly by cleaning up after their dogs and 
then disposing of it safely, despite signs displayed 
saying it is an offence to do this, and if you’re caught 
you will be fined, and also the bins provided.  Could 
you please tell me what plans are being proposed to 
look at the style of sign that is used, or even to 
consider, as I’ve seen on the continent, providing bags 
for dog owners, maybe above the dog bins? 
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Answer: I jotted down a list of those things in preparation that 
might be of interest to other Councillors, because 
Lucy’s put forward a concern which has been brought 
forward by other people as well.  To put it in context, 
I’d point out that this is an improving situation, and it’s 
been improving year on year.  There have been 117 
service requests – that’s sort of complaints – so far this 
year, which is 38 down on last year. It’s my very 
unscientific opinion that, a bit like smoking and litter, 
the better things become, the more intolerant it 
becomes when people don’t toe the line. Councillors are 
almost certainly the ones who will be most offended.   
 
There’s a whole list of things that are being done. 
Enforcement – a really crude tool (you’re talking about 
two a year, which doesn’t do a great deal but it has to 
be done).  Then there are patrols when there have 
been complaints about dogs in those areas, community 
engagement, projects such as “You’ve Been Warned” 
and the posters which Lucy referred to.  There was a 
show at Gheluvelt Park, which did the right thing. The 
Team Worcester project, which I think you’re involved 
in, is an exciting approach in the City Centre.  One of 
the Friends’ Groups has started identifying dog poo 
with spray paint, and it’s effective.  It’s also of course 
part of the Corporate Plan.  So this is not a political 
issue, in fact I’m really pleased this is not a political 
issue. After all of the recent political activity I was 
going to say that dog poo for me is like a breath of 
fresh air! 
 

Question No. 5 

Question From: Councillor Adrian Gregson  
 

Question To: 
 

Councillor Simon Geraghty, the Leader of the Council  

Question: What democratic engagement or accountability is in 
place for the City Council to influence decisions being 
taken by the Board of the Local Enterprise Partnership? 
  

Answer: Can I thank Adrian for his question.  Local Enterprise 
Partnerships are bodies set up by Government to 
coordinate and champion economic growth proposals in 
the County.   The basis on which government set up 
LEPs was to give the business community a greater 
voice in that debate around economic growth.   This is 
reflected in the composition of LEPs, which must be 
business-led bodies, chaired by a business person.     
 
Local authorities play in my view an important role in 
the partnership and work alongside people in the 
private sector in formulating things like the Strategic 
Economic Plan, which I know did have wide 
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engagement and sets the basis for a 10 year plan for 
Worcestershire, and the Business Plan for the LEP, 
which obviously the LEP consults on.  Locally, there are 
three elected representatives who sit on the Board of 
the Local Enterprise Partnership.  There’s one from the 
County (myself), one from the South Worcestershire 
districts and one from the North Worcestershire 
districts.  So at present, it’s Councillor David Hughes, 
the Leader of Malvern Hills District Council, who 
represents all three southern districts on the LEP, and 
liaises with the relevant officers and Members in 
relation to proposals that affect the City. I know he’s 
done that. 
 

Supplementary 
Question:  

I presume therefore, from what the Leader says, that 
he has liaised with David Hughes, because I wonder if 
he can clarify the input that the City Council has had 
into the decision proposed by the LEP to move 
Worcester Business Central out of the County Council, 
where it currently sits, and give it to the Chamber of 
Commerce, without any formal tendering process, and 
how he intends to vote on the Board with his County 
Council hat on? 
 

Answer: The issue that the Member raises I think is coming to 
the next Board meeting, so I wouldn’t want to pre-
empt a decision of the Board, and I’m sure they will 
consider this matter, look at the evidence in front of 
them and come to a conclusion. As I made clear, I 
don’t represent this City Council, I represent another 
authority on the Board, but I’m happy to relay the 
comments that have been made by Adrian and his 
concerns to David Hughes, who represents the South 
Worcestershire authorities. I think that’s a legitimate 
question to ask and I’m happy to relay that to David 
Hughes to do that on behalf of South Worcestershire.  
 

 
73 Notice of Motion  

 
None. 
 

74 Report from the Leader of the Council, Chairman of Relevant Committee 
or Committee Member on Matters which are Referred to Council for 
Decision  
 
Additional Licensing Scheme 
 
The Portfolio Holder for Safer and Stronger Communities presented the report on 
behalf of the Leader and explained that at the meeting on 17th March 2015, 
Cabinet had considered a report on implementation of the Additional Licensing 
scheme from 1 September 2015 for Houses in Multiple Occupation (HMOs) in 
Worcester City under the Housing Act 2004. 
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It was proposed by Councillor David Wilkinson and seconded by Councillor 
Geraghty and on being put to the vote it was unanimously agreed and 
 
RESOLVED: That Council approve the initial fee levels as set out in the 
report. 
 

75 Report from the Leader of the Council of Decisions Taken by Cabinet  
 
The Council received and noted a report on decisions taken by the Cabinet at its 
meeting on 17th March 2015. The Leader answered questions from Members. 
 

76 Report from the Leader of the Council on any matters which he is of the 
opinion require urgent consideration by The Council  
 
None.  
 

77 Local Government Declaration on Tobacco Control  
 
The County Health Improvement Group had approved the Tobacco Control Plan 
2014 -2017 for Worcestershire. The Council were asked to consider signing the 
Local Government Declaration on Tobacco Control, and to agree to support 
implementation of the Declaration through a partnership approach. 
 
The Portfolio Holder for Safer and Stronger Communities presented the report and 
stated that the Declaration was a statement of the Council’s commitment to 
ensure that tobacco control was given a high priority and to take action to reduce 
harm from smoking.  The report set out the Council’s commitments under the 
Declaration.  
 
The Mayor invited Members to speak on the item and a number of Councillors 
expressed support for signing the Declaration.  
 
It was proposed by Councillor David Wilkinson and seconded by Councillor Mrs L. 
Hodgson and on being put to the vote it was agreed and 
 
RESOLVED: That the Council supports signing the Local Government 
Declaration on Tobacco Control and supports the implementation of the 
Declaration through a partnership approach. 
 

78 Report from Standards Committee  
 
The Chairman of the Standards Committee stated that the last meeting had been 
held on 24th November 2014.  The meeting scheduled for 23rd March 2015 had 
been cancelled as there were no items of business to consider. 
 

79 Report from Audit Committee  
 
The Chairman of the Audit Committee provided the Council with a summary of the 
items that had been considered at the meeting held on 12th March 2015.  
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80 Reports from Overview and Scrutiny Committees  
 
The Chairs of the Scrutiny and Performance Management and Budget Scrutiny 
Committees provided Members with a summary of the items that had been 
considered at their respective meetings not previously reported to full Council. 
 

81 Items Involving the Disclosure of Exempt Information  
 
None. 
 

82 Any Exempt Issues  
 
None. 
 
 
 
Duration of the meeting: 7.00p.m. – 8.17p.m. 
 

 
 
 

Chairman at the meeting on 
19th May 2015 
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