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MINUTES


It was moved by the Lord Mayor, seconded and 

16491
RESOLVED:-



That the Minutes of the Meeting of the City Council held on 5 November 2002, having been printed and a copy sent to each Member of the Council, be taken as read and confirmed and signed.


_________________________________________________________________________


LORD MAYOR’S ANNOUNCEMENTS

16492
1.
The European Year of Disabled People

The Lord Mayor referred to the launch on that day of the European Year of Disabled People 2003, which was taking place at the Centennial Centre.


___________________________________________________________________________

16493
2.
Visit by Students from Sutton Coldfield College

The Lord Mayor welcomed a group of students from Sutton Coldfield College who were in attendance at the meeting.


_________________________________________________________________________

PRESENTATION BY BIRMINGHAM SCHOOL STUDENTS ON THE EARTH SUMMIT, JOHANNESBURG – SEPTEMBER 2002

16494
Two students from Turves Green Girls School and Technology College, Isabel McLeish and Laura Russell, accompanied by the Deputy Headteacher, gave a short powerpoint presentation on their involvement in the Earth Summit held in Johannesburg in September 2002.


The Lord Mayor thanked the students for their presentation.


__________________________________________________________________________

ORAL QUESTIONS
16495
At 1421 hours the Council proceeded to consider Oral Questions in accordance with Standing Order 12(B).


1
Councillor David Roy to the Leader of the Council  



“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  What will be the effect on the City Council’s budget for 2003/2004 of the settlement of the firemens’ dispute at the forecasted level of between 12-16%?”


Councillor Sir Albert Bore in reply


“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Councillor Roy will know, Lord Mayor, that the Fire Authority are not a precepting authority and therefore any levy which has to be levied by the Fire Authority will be billed separately in 2003/2004.”



Councillor Roy Supplementary Question



“What effect would this settlement have on other likely pay claims in the public sector, as expectations of double figure increases will be properly the norm?” 

Councillor Sir Albert Bore in reply


“Lord Mayor, I am sure Councillor Roy appreciates that the Government are concerned that any settlement of the fire dispute does not lead to major pay inflation within the public sector as a whole, which is why they are placing an emphasis that any pay increases for firemen has to be balanced out by savings through a modernisation programme.”


2
Councillor Peter Douglas Osborn to the Deputy Leader



“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  I did a skeletal question at the last meeting, which you’ve promised me I’ll get an answer for.  I’d like to, if I may, put some flesh on it, because it was raised by a constituent of mine, a Mr George E Carter, 82 years old who, 60 years ago today, was in the front line on the borders of Tunisia, having gone through two weeks worth of shelling before El Alamein, and what he would like to know - it’s the same question as last time - is whether the Deputy Leader knows that he has been asked to authorise this City Council to contact the War Pensions Agency to confirm the amount of War pensions that he receives?  It is very relevant, if I may just point out, that we are asking another generation to do precisely the same thing.”


Councillor David Williams in reply


“Thank you, Lord Mayor, and I am glad Councillor Osborn brought that up, because there is actually quite a good story to be put forward on this.  Many other Councils across the country, actually don’t take account of War Pensions when awarding Benefit.  In the case of Birmingham we disallow it, so in other words we don’t deduct it from people’s Benefit when we are calculating it.  So, in the case of Birmingham, we actually put aside £700,000 that could be received in terms of additional Benefit, in order to be able to secure an additional pension for War Pensioners.  In terms of the information that has been collected, which I believe was Councillor Osborn’s point, well that may well be the case, but then that may again be useful because we are hoping to lobby the Government, so that we don’t lose £700,000 out of the General Fund and that this cost is actually borne by the Central Government rather than by the generosity of Birmingham rate payers.”



Councillor Douglas Osborn Supplementary Question



“Thank you, Lord Mayor, I am very grateful for that confirmation, because of course, that wasn’t the information that was asked for.  It was a question, and a question that as I am sure you would appreciate an 82 year old will find it very difficult to analyse the reasons for.  Therefore, I would ask you a simple question.  Can you confirm that there will be no question of taking that income into account when working out any other Benefits?”


Councillor Williams in reply


“As I hopefully made clear, but, perhaps, not clearly enough, Birmingham City Council actually does not take account of War Pensions when actually calculating Benefit.  We cover that cost ourselves, as a Council, at a cost to the Council of £700,000 a year.  We are trying to get the Government to take on the cost of that and that would of course benefit everybody in the City.  We do not take account of War Pensions when calculating benefit.”

3 Councillor John Lines to the Cabinet Member for Leisure, Sport and Culture

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Could the Cabinet Member inform this Chamber whether talks have been taking place with officers around the City, regarding the closure of Community Leisure Centres, which are on site of the many schools within Birmingham?  Thank you, Lord Mayor.”


Councillor Ian Ward in reply

“Thank you.  I can confirm, Lord Mayor, that no talks have been taking place with officers, regarding the closure of dual use sites.”

Councillor Lines Supplementary Question

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  The supplementary question is that, is he aware that I am aware that such talks have been taking place and, in particular, Bartley Green Leisure Centre has been named as one of the closures to try and save £2 million budget for the next year?  Thank you, Lord Mayor.”


Councillor Ward in reply

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Talks are taking place between schools and officers within the Leisure Services Department, but I will confirm again this is not about the closure of dual use sites.”

4 Councillor David Williams to the Cabinet Member for Regeneration

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  To ask the Cabinet Member if he could possibly tell us why the ‘Park and Ride’ car park in Selly Oak station is closed several months after having been completed?”


Councillor Andrew Coulson in reply
“Yes, Lord Mayor, I must say, first of all, that this car park has nothing directly to do with the City Council.  It’s a Centro car park and it’s Centro’s problem that it hasn’t been possible to open it even though it was completed several months ago.  And I can say that, following the headline in the ‘Evening Mail’, which raised this issue, we are endeavouring to get this car park open for as much of the Christmas period as possible.  This will require at least a recognition by the Development Control Committee that the main, as an important planning condition, which is that there should be a proper signal junction on the Bristol Road, will not be achieved at that time.  We are hoping that we can find a way of opening the car park without the signal junction to make a contribution to the problems of people who want to shop in the Centre over the Christmas period.  Obviously, we’ll have to see what happens after that but I hope that by the end of the week we’ll have some progress on the matter. ”



Councillor Williams Supplementary Question


“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  That was a perfect answer!”

5 Councillor John Hemming to the Cabinet Member for Local Services and Community Safety
“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  I have a question for Councillor Tahir Ali, in his role dealing with the NRF.  You will remember we had a meeting about the various issues to do with Acocks Green Ward and, specifically, the CCTV cameras at the Yew Tree, following which various officers went off and got another report done.  Is he aware that they are asking for another report to be written, even though the report that has come back has said the project should go ahead?  And does he think that is the right thing for them to do?”



Councillor Tahir Ali in reply

“No, I am not aware of the individual circumstances, regarding the individual project, but I was aware that there was a difference of opinion, whether the Police should lead on it or, indeed, the Community Trust.  As far as I was concerned, that the process Form C had come back with approval and there should be no further delay in progressing the project.  If there is any delay, then if Councillor Hemming would like to see me away from this Council, I would look into it, as an individual case.  Thank you.”




Councillor Hemming Supplementary Question

“Thank you for that response and I will speak to you later.  I think it is an important point to look at for the whole of the Council, if we look at the question here, … , it is a question, don’t worry, …, wait, patience, …, if you look at the question which deals with the amount of spend, you will see that actually there is a problem across the City and one would hope that Councillor Tahir Ali will look at how we can actually streamline the bureaucracy throughout the whole City.  ….. I am hoping … Is he going to respond to that? Are you going to assist in streamlining the bureaucracy throughout the whole of the City?“



Lord Mayor



“All, right, all right, we’ll move on…….”

6 Councillor Neil Eustace to the Leader of the Council (in the absence of the Cabinet Member for Education and Lifelong Learning)

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  In questions he answers here, that it’s down to the contractor to decide whether sprinkler systems go into schools and the contractor under PFI decided he didn’t want to do it.  Well, is it correct, do you think, that other people decide whether our schools get burnt down or not and does he not realise the effect a burnt down school has on the education of children in it, total destruction of all their work towards such things as exams, etc?  Would he not agree that that it is stupid not to put sprinkler systems into schools?”



Councillor Sir Albert Bore in reply

“Councillor Eustace, Lord Mayor, has actually mis-quoted the Written Answer from Councillor Pinney.  There was a cost benefit analysis done in relation to the first PFI tranche on schools.  Councillor Eustace could have said to this Chamber, Lord Mayor, that in subsequent PFIs we will look at, if possible, installation of sprinkler systems and, if that is appropriate, that will then be carried through and if that proves to be successful in any rebuild options on schools then it will be carried through to those schools also.”




Councillor Eustace Supplementary Question

“Is Councillor Bore aware that’s exactly the answer that was given about two years ago when several Councillors asked similar questions and that it says in this report ‘we requested private sector partner to consider installation but they decided not to’, however it dresses it up?”



Councillor Bore in reply

“Once again, Lord Mayor, Councillor Eustace has not quoted fully the answer.  The answer given by Councillor Pinney does say: ‘We requested that our private sector partner consider the installation of fire protection system, but following a cost benefit analysis, our partner chose not to install that system.’”

7 Councillor Nigel Dawkins to the Cabinet Member for Leisure, Sport and Culture

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  My question concerns the Kings Heath gardening weekend that’s held each year.  It’s an annual trade fair and had 30,000 customers this year.  Last year I informed Councillor Ward during Oral Questions that the trade show had actually managed to lose £7,000.  He described that as a success.  This year, Lord Mayor, the Kings Heath gardening weekend’s managed to lose £44,000.  I wonder how Councillor Ward would describe that?”



Councillor Ian Ward in reply

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Gardeners’ Weekend, which takes place in Kings Heath Park each and every year is actually put on for several reasons.  The prime reason that we put this show on is of course for the people of Birmingham to come along and actually take part in a gardeners’ show.  It also promotes the work of the Parks and Nature Conservation Division and it attracts numerous people into the City into one of the most attractive settings within the City.  The event develops and encourages partnerships with a range of organisations and it also generates trade for local and regional horticultural businesses generating money into the local economy, here in Birmingham.  The numbers of people attending this event is rising annually and 2002 saw a new high in attendances, with 30,886 people attending the event.  There are high satisfaction levels from the event, from the market research that’s carried out, with 94.7% of the people who were attending the event expressing that they are very satisfied with the event.  In actual fact, Lord Mayor, Councillor Dawkins is not quite correct.  The event doesn’t lose money, it receives a subsidy from the Department of Leisure and Culture in order that we can carry it out.  Last year the subsidy was £34,000, this year the subsidy has been some £44,000.  That subsidy is put in for the reasons that I’ve previously outlined.  It is a very, very successful event and, for anybody who has attended this event, it is one of the most attractive that the City puts on.”

8 Councillor Andy Howell to the Cabinet Member for Leisure, Sport and Culture

“Lord Mayor, in the light of community concerns about the proposed closure of Moseley Road Swimming Baths, would he commit himself to work with local Councillors and residents to explore creative options that might keep that well-loved facility open?”



Councillor Ian Ward in reply

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Yes, there has been a lot of speculation around Moseley Road Swimming Baths.  It is an example, a very fine example of an Edwardian swimming pool, but, of course, because of its age it does require some £4 million of capital investment to bring it up to the standard that it should be at.  I am, as always, willing to listen to local members of the community, Ward Councillors and anybody else, who might be able to bring forward a solution to that capital problem.  Thank you.”




Councillor Howell Supplementary Question

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  In the light of the Council’s commitment to developing flourishing neighbourhoods is Councillor Ward aware of the difficulties that this closure would have on a local centre that is more known for continuing decay rather than renaissance?”



Councillor Ward in reply

“Yes, I think I am aware of that.  The closure of any Leisure Centre or, indeed, swimming pool in any deprived area of the City, obviously causes problems around flourishing neighbourhoods.  If we can reach a creative solution to the capital funding problem that exists with Moseley Road Baths, then we may be able to find the way forward, but at the moment I am unaware of any capital funding that is available for the problem that exists there.”

9 Councillor Len Gregory to the Cabinet Member for Transportation, Street Services and Sustainability

“Lord Mayor, does the Cabinet Member accept that public consultation on transportation matters in this City should really mean consulting with the public?”



Councillor Stewart Stacey in reply



“Yes, and it does.”




Councillor Gregory Supplementary Question

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  I am delighted that Councillor Stacey has said that, because in my Ward, Lord Mayor, on the number 11 showcase route a consultation was supposed to have taken place.  Unfortunately, they didn’t invite the residents of the area to come to the consultation.  Would he now re-open that and, actually, deny that officers who have said ‘it doesn’t matter what you say, the decision has been taken’ and that officers will not be able to meet me as a member on site, without the Cabinet Member’s expressed approval is incorrect?  Would he re-open the public consultation around the Billesley pub island, so that people can actually make representations properly?”



Councillor Stacey in reply

“Lord Mayor, I am not aware of the details in which the public consultation has been carried out and I will examine that.  Sometimes people expect us to consult people who may have an interest in an issue but live some considerable distance away.  There is recently a case, and I dread to think I might wake up Deirdre, but recently been a case of someone who lives some 200 yards from the Hagley Road, who is complaining that he wasn’t personally consulted about proposals for that road.  We just do not have the resources to do that.  People who are directly affected, frontagers, neighbours, etc. will be consulted and the schools and the local Councillors certainly are consulted, because they are the people who are directly affected.  General publicity will lead other people to have an opportunity to make comments but we can’t knock on every door in the City about the change of a bus stop outside the Billesley pub.  I will examine the consultation that has taken place, but there will be a bus showcase scheme.  The details of it are the matters for consultation.”

10 Councillor Peter Howard to the Chairman of the Co-ordinating Overview and Scrutiny Committee

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  When will the recent scrutiny into aspects of the West Midland Passenger Transport Authority be reported to the Council?”

Councillor Mike Olley in reply

“Thank you.  Yes, I believe it’s going this Friday to the Overview and Scrutiny Committee.  If it’s approved it’ll go to the next full Council.”




Councillor Howard Supplementary Question

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Those Councillors who attended the frequent meetings of that Sub-Committee, which didn’t include your Labour colleagues, were given the impression that the report would come to the full Council in November.  Can he confirm that the extremely amusing dispute between himself and the West Midland Passenger Transport Authority’s representative on the Council, Councillor Stewart Stacey, isn’t causing the report to be suppressed?”



Councillor Olley in reply

“I am not aware of any amusing dispute, although I can’t say in the near future perhaps when the Executive have a response to it.  No, I mean the report has slipped but then again it’s not unusual for a report to slip.”

11 Councillor Jane James to the Cabinet Member for Social Services and Health

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Would the Cabinet Member not agree that we should be giving the best standard of care to our looked-after children in Birmingham?”



Councillor Susanna McCorry in reply



“Yes.“




Councillor James Supplementary Question

“Could you confirm or deny that the St Athan Croft, six-bedded unit, or 36 Millmead Road, will not be opening this year as the funds have been transferred to pay for the consultancy fees for the Social Services?“



Councillor McCorry in reply

“In terms of the timing of the refurbishment of the two homes you’ve referred to, the refurbishment of those homes is still a priority for Social Services and in terms of any resources being diverted to other places, I can assure the Councillor that no resources from our capital programme to refurbish children's homes have gone in to consultancy fees.“

12
Councillor Les Lawrence to the Cabinet Member for Leisure, Sport and Culture

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Will the Cabinet Member confirm that he has no intention to withdraw community leisure from any dual use sites within this City and that the monies accruing currently to school budgets will remain in their entirety not only for this financial year but for subsequent financial years?“



Councillor Ian Ward in reply

“Thank you.  We are currently investigating the feasibility of a change of management of dual use facilities in the City and we are intending to discuss with schools the possibility of them taking over the management of dual use sites.“




Councillor Lawrence Supplementary Question

“Will the Cabinet Member confirm, therefore, that all existing members of staff who are currently Leisure Services staff on these dual use sites are likely to receive before Christmas at least an indication that voluntary redundancy, isn’t that the kind of Christmas present that is only possible with the Controlling Group in this City?“



Councillor Ward in reply

“We are, as part of that process, investigating different forms of delivery for sport across the City.  Until we have confirmation of the numbers from the Government on Thursday, I am not in a position to confirm or deny anything about members of staff.“

13
Councillor Nicola Henry to the Cabinet Member for Leisure, Sport and Culture

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Would the Councillor agree with me that not only under British Law, but also in keeping with United Nations’ Resolution on children having the right to a childhood, that no under-age person is employed by his Department in this City?“

Councillor Ian Ward in reply

 

“Sorry, I didn’t quite catch the end of that question.  Could you just repeat …?”




Councillor Henry (repeating question)




“Are you employing children?”



Councillor Ward in reply

“Personally, Lord Mayor, I am not employing any children at all.  I am not aware of the Department employing children, contrary to any Act of Parliament or European legislation.“




Councillor Henry Supplementary Question

“In that case, can the Councillor, please, explain why a gang of three-year olds has been employed to paint the outside of the Library block, especially if the gentleman is always pleading poverty?  And, presumably, given his reply, he didn’t pay them in money, just in jelly babies, is that correct?“



Councillor Ward in reply

“I think, Lord Mayor, that for some of us the Christmas festivities have, perhaps, started a little early. …”


Councillor Henry (intervention)


“Paintbrush, Lord Mayor!”

Councillor Ward (continued reply)

“…Just to confirm that we have not employed three-year olds to do painting on the Library or any other building in the City.”

14
Councillor Fergus Robinson to the Cabinet Member for Transportation, Street Services and Sustainability

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Given the recent comments in this Chamber in respect of posters, to which he made a vigorous contribution, I would be interested in his comments on fly-posting and in particular the fly-posting of this poster, which, amongst others, advertised the Council’s Deputy Leader …… Councillor Williams as a speaker.  I’d be interested in Councillor Stacey’s comments.“



Councillor Stewart Stacey in reply

“I actually, … This is one of those, Lord Mayor, where the responsibilities between the Executive, where the line of the responsibilities between the Executive and Regulatory Functions are not totally clear and I think the responsibility for dealing with fly-posting is a regulatory matter.“

Councillor Margaret Wells as Chairperson of Public Protection Committee in reply

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Could I just ask for the question to be repeated?  There is a lot of buzz going on.”




Councillor Robinson (repeat question)

“Yes, I’d be interested in comments on the poster I showed earlier, which was fly-posted in both Edgbaston and Selly Oak and, amongst others, advised Councillor Williams, our Deputy Leader of the Council, as a speaker.”



Councillor Margaret Wells in reply

“Yes, if the Councillor would care to see me after with the said poster, defining his concerns in relation to which specific streets, I certainly will have the matter looked into.  If it’s already been cleared then the matter is dealt with.  I can’t see the poster in detail from here, my Lord Mayor, but it’s a bit late to pass it across to me now.  I will take …..“



15
Councillor Reg Corns to the Cabinet Member for Housing  

“Lord Mayor, is the Cabinet Member aware that a mother and her three children were evicted by their private landlord on the basis of a Court Order, so that he could sell his property, go to the Housing Department and are given one offer?  Does she feel that one offer should be accepted on the basis that they were not allowed to see inside the property?“



Councillor Sandra Jenkinson in reply

“It’s very difficult, Lord Mayor, to be able to comment on one particular case and, what I would say is that there is a very detailed process that our Housing officers go through in respect of homelessness and, if that has not been followed, then I should certainly want to take up the case.  If the Councillor would like to indicate for me the address and the details I will certainly make sure that’s followed up.“




Councillor Corns Supplementary Question

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  On the basis of that, can I take it categorically from the Cabinet Member for Housing that that offer is null and void and the first offer that that person is allowed will be put on file and another offer be made immediately?“



Councillor Jenkinson in reply

“Lord Mayor, I cannot give that assurance, because I have no knowledge of whether the process was followed properly, whether the offer was a reasonable one in the legislative context of that word.  I will certainly look into the matter, because I want to be sure.  What I would say, Lord Mayor, is that, in fact, this is not an unusual occurrence from private landlords.“

_________________________________________________________________________

APPOINTMENTS BY THE COUNCIL
16496
It was moved by Councillor Sir Albert Bore, seconded and upon the receipt of further nominations:-



RESOLVED:-


(a)
That the following persons be appointed to serve on the bodies set out below for the remainder of the Municipal Year 2002/2003 and in place of the Members indicated:-

Body
Appointee(s)
In Place of





Council Organisation Overview and Scrutiny Committee
Cllr Khalid Mahmood (Lab)
Cllr Tony Kennedy (Lab)





Licensing Committee
Cllr Andy Howell (Lab)
Cllr Mick Rice (Lab)





Adviser to the Cabinet Member for Social Services and Health
Cllr Mike Sharpe (Lab)
Cllr Anita Ward (Lab)





Adviser to the Cabinet Member for Local Services and Community Safety
Cllr Anita Ward (Lab)
Cllr Mike Sharpe (Lab)

(b) That the following persons be appointed to serve on the outside bodies set out below for the periods of office and in place of the former representatives where indicated:-

Body
Representative
Former Representative 
Period of Office






Muntz Trust
Hon Ald Theresa Stewart (Lab)

Mr G Franks (Con)

Mrs M Bartley (Lab)

Mr B Kesseler (Lib Dem)
Re-appointment

Re-appointment

Re-appointment

Re-appointment
For the 1 year period of office ending with the meeting of the City Council in December 2003






East Birmingham Community Health Council
Mr W Challis (Lab)

Mr Z Khan (Lab)
Miss G Harnal (Lab)

Mr Q T Ul Haq (Lab)
For the remainder of the 4 year period of office from 1 September 2000 to 31 August 2004



East Birmingham Community Health Council
Mr G Thornton (Lab)
Ms A Khan (Lab)
For the remainder of the period of office ending 31 March 2004



Dudleys Trust
Cllr Margaret Scrimshaw (Con)
Cllr Les Lawrence (Con)
For the 4 year period of office from 3 December 2002 to 2 December 2006

(c) That approval be given to the following appointments on the recommendations of the Committees indicated: -

Body
Appointee(s)
In Place of





Ladywood Ward Committee







Police Operational Command Unit F2
Cllr Kath Hartley (Lab)
Former Cllr Bert Carless (Lab)





E.R. Mason Youth Club
Cllr Kath Hartley (Lab)
Former Cllr Bert Carless (Lab)





The Ladywood Project Management Group
Cllr Kath Hartley (Lab)
Former Cllr Bert Carless (Lab)





Bartley Green Ward Committee







Police Operational Command Unit E1
Cllr John Lines (Con)
Cllr Jane James (Con)





Police Operational Command Unit F2
Cllr Jane James (Con)
Cllr John Lines (Con)


_________________________________________________________________________


PETITIONS

Petitions Presented Before the Meeting


The following list of petitions submitted to the Chief Executive prior to the commencement of the meeting in accordance with Standing Order 11 was submitted:-

NO
COUNCILLOR
DESCRIPTION





1
Robert Flello
From residents of Lickey Road objecting to the proposal for an IKEA or any other similar store, which they believe will adversely affect their homes, lifestyles and general quality of life.





2
Bob Harvey
From residents of Hall Green requesting that some controls of fireworks are implemented.





3
Bob Harvey
From residents of Hall Green objecting to the proposed ‘red route’ or any other parking restrictions along the Stratford Road, Hall Green Parade.





4
Ray Hassall
From local residents requesting the introduction of traffic calming measures such as yellow lines, rumble strips and speed cushions in Wellington Road, Handsworth.





5
Ray Hassall
From residents of Kingsleigh Road, Handsworth, requesting the Housing Department to access their properties for discretionary renovation grants due to problems with roofing and front garden walls etc.





6
Barbara Jackson
From residents of Farnol Road, Yardley, objecting to the proposed planning application at Sedgemere Sports and Social Club.





7
Matt Redmond
From residents of Hazeltree Croft, Acocks Green, requesting improvements to the road and pavement.


It was moved by the Lord Mayor, seconded and

16497
RESOLVED:-



That the petitions listed be received and referred to the relevant Chief Officers. 


________________________________________________________________________


Petitions Presented at the Meeting


The following petitions were presented by the Members indicated

NO.
COUNCILLOR
DESCRIPTION





1
Frank Coyne
From residents of Broom Hall Grove and nearby roads requesting that the resident of 10 Broom Hall Grove, Acocks Green, be allowed to remain as the tenant of the property.





2
Frank Coyne
From residents of Tean Close, Tyseley, requesting that fencing between Tean Close and Wetherfield Road, Tyseley, be renewed and that grass verges be removed.





3
Vivienne Baton
From residents of Wolverley Road, Bartley Green, requesting improved street lighting.





4
Sue Anderson
From residents of Clopton Road, Stechford, requesting central heating in their homes.





5
Jagdip Rai
From residents requesting installation of traffic calming measures in St Albans Road, Kingswood Road, Sandford Road, Church Road and Chestnut Road, North Moseley.





6
Jane James
From pupils of Woodgate J/I School, Bartley Green, requesting the rejuvenation of their local park.


In accordance with the proposals by the Members presenting the petitions, it was



RESOLVED:-

16498

That the foregoing petitions be received and referred to the relevant Chief Officers.


___________________________________________________________________________


MOTIONS FOR DEBATE FROM INDIVIDUAL MEMBERS

At 1455 hours the Council proceeded to consider the Motions of which notice had been given in accordance with Standing Order 6 (A).


(A)
Rail Services in the West Midlands
It was moved by Councillor Stewart Stacey and seconded by Councillor Gurdev Manku pursuant to notice –

“This Council is seriously concerned about the damage being done to the local economy by the continued disruption to West Midlands rail services.  Birmingham has a fundamental role to play in boosting national and international tourism in the UK, with its superb range of NEC venues, and this must not be undermined by a failing rail network.

We urge the Government to instruct the Strategic Rail Authority to provide immediate investment to the network in the West Midlands, to provide an efficient and effective national transport rail system to serve the 21st Century interests of Britain, and to meet the needs of the businesses and people of Birmingham and the West Midlands.”

In moving the Motion Councillor Stewart Stacey said that railways had traditionally been important to the City and continued to be so, despite the building of motorways which served the City and region.  In order to assist business and tourism, people must be able to move in and out of the City and around it, to which end an integrated transport policy was needed, with each mode of transport playing its part, i.e: bus, light rail, heavy rail and air transport.  Heavy rail was an important component of that, but as a result of what he considered to be the botched privatisation, timetables had become meaningless and the overselling of slots had led to continuous delays and cancellations.  The West Midlands had just experienced the worst ever month for services but such experience was not necessary.  He gave examples of other areas and services which had benefited from investment and modernisation.

In seconding the Motion Councillor Gurdev Manku said that train companies had attempted to increase services, but that the worst ever train chaos had then ensued.  Additional tracks were needed between Coventry and Wolverhampton to ease congestion at New Street Station.  The Cross – City line from Lichfield to Redditch had achieved 30% of trains on time instead of its target of 82%, which had affected the confidence of the travelling public and increased the number of cars coming into the City.  In order for New Street Station to function effectively four tracks, longer platforms and investment generally in signalling, track and bridges were needed.  The Strategic Rail Authority must be instructed to provide that investment.

It was moved by Councillor Bob Harvey and seconded by Councillor Len Clark as an amendment: -


“In the first paragraph insert after ‘failing’ ‘road and’

In the second paragraph delete all after the words ‘We urge the Government to’ and replace with the following words so that it reads:-

‘We urge the Government to release immediate capital investment to the network in the West Midlands to provide an efficient and effective national transport system to serve the 21st Century interests of Britain, and to meet the needs of the businesses and people of Birmingham and the West Midlands.’”

In moving the amendment Councillor Bob Harvey said that he could support the Motion but that it did not go far enough.  Investment had been and continued to be inadequate, but not only in respect of the railways, so that investment was needed in both road and rail.  Road congestion would be eased by improving the railways but roads also suffered from lack of maintenance.  By-passes for Selly Oak and Northfield were still awaited and the West Midlands as a whole required a number of transport schemes as well as airport expansion.

Councillor Len Clark, in seconding the amendment, said that railways were not the only form of transport which needed investment.  Although rail passenger numbers in the West Midlands were declining, the Government had included new investment in its programme.  The Motion lacked balance in referring solely to rail transport.  Since the abolition of the West Midlands County Council there had been a lack of investment.  He referred to the achievements of that authority in respect of road, rail and air transport, including proposals for light rail.

During the debate on the Motion and amendment the following points were made: -

· The Strategic Rail Authority should be fair in respect of its distribution of resources, rather than favouring the south-east by using the criterion of passenger distance travelled

· Rail was the most sustainable method of transport and commuters into large cities in particular needed to be persuaded to use it

· Four tracks between Coventry and Wolverhampton were essential

· At present the advantages of travel by car over rail travel, in terms of comfort and flexibility, were considerable

· Transport was an important issue for the economy and for leisure activities, as well as providing access to other parts of the country and the wider world

· The rail network in the West Midlands was currently expensive and unreliable with lack of information and poor stock in use, following 20 years of neglect

· Roads had been allowed to flourish at the expense of railways, resulting in gridlock

· The Motion should concentrate on rail transport, because Birmingham and the West Midlands were not receiving their fair share in respect of investment in rail 

· Local Members of Parliament were not providing any support on the issue

· The rail network was a disgrace and travellers would not be persuaded not to use their cars without a realistic alternative, which was reliable and not overly expensive

___________________________________________________________________________


Extension of Time Limit for Debate


It was moved by Councillor Deirdre Alden and seconded -

“That the time limit for consideration of Motions for Debate from Individual Members be extended to allow for both Motions to be debated fully.”

The Motion was put to the vote and, by a show of hands was declared to be lost.

___________________________________________________________________________

It was moved by Councillor Mike Leddy and seconded –


“That the question be now put.”

The Motion was put to the vote and, from a show of hands, it was unclear whether the Motion had been carried or lost.  The Lord Mayor accordingly called for the vote to be taken on the machine.  The voting was as follows: -

For the Motion (0)

Against the Motion (43)

Councillors
Deirdre Alden

John Alden

Vivienne Barton

John Beadman

Dennis Birbeck

Len Clark

Reginald Corns

Frank Coyne

Nigel Dawkins

Peter Douglas Osborn 

Neil Eustace

June Fuller

Len Gregory 

Reg Hales 

Bob Harvey
Jackie Hawthorn

John Hemming

Nicola Henry

Mark Hill

Peter Hollingworth

John Hood

Peter Howard

James Hutchings

Timothy Huxtable

Barbara Jackson

Jane James

Shaukat Ali Khan

Les Lawrence 

John Lines

David Luscombe
Mohammed Masoom

Mohammed Nazam

David Roy

Mohammed Saeed

Margaret Scrimshaw

Margaret Sparrey

Geoffrey Sutton

Anne Underwood

Mike Ward

Tony Ward

Mike Whitby

Jim Whorwood

Michael Wilkes

Abstentions (54)

Councillors

Muhammad Afzal

Reverend Richard Bashford

Steven Bedser

Roy Benjamin

Jilly Bermingham

Sir Albert Bore

Marje Bridle

Don Brown

Susan Burfoot

Margaret Byrne

John Chapman

John Clancy

Brenda Clarke

John Cotton

Andrew Coulson

Mohammed Fazal

Robert Flello

Gordon Green 
Catharine Grundy

George Harper

Kath Hartley

Ann Holtom

Andy Howell

Mohammed Idrees

Qayum Jahangir

David Jepson

Mohammed Kazi

Tony Kennedy

Chaman Lal

Mike Leddy

Khalid Mahmood

Gurdev Manku

Susanna McCorry

Yvonne Mosquito

Phillip Murphy 

Mike Nangle
Andrew Nicholls

Bryan Nott

Mike Olley

Patty Primmer

Jagdip Rai

Matthew Redmond

Carl Rice

Mike Sharpe

Renée Spector

Stewart Stacey

John Tyrrell

Dorothy Wallace

Anita Ward

Ian Ward

Margaret Wells

Ron Whitehouse

David Williams

Fiona Williams


The Motion was declared to be lost.

During the continuation of the debate the following points were made: -

· Travellers would continue to use roads and that should be acknowledged

· The Strategic Rail Authority should have been approached earlier

· The Government would probably take no more notice of representations on this issue than they had on other matters such as airport expansion

· To encourage more people to use public transport by improving these services had to be the aim

· The approach to the Strategic Rail Authority should not be seen as a fight between the West Midlands and the south-east or any other region, the rail network generally needed investment to increase usage

· Investment in roads was needed but increased car use would lead to more difficulties

In reply Councillor Stewart Stacey said he made no apology for reminding colleagues that the botched privatisation programme had destroyed the rail network on which the City depended.  Many by-passes had been awaited for decades for which different Governments were to blame.  The criterion applied for financing in respect of passenger distances travelled worked in favour of  commuting over longer distances.  After the abolition of the County Council less money had been available for transport schemes.  The Strategic Rail Authority had a difficult job but the rail network had to work for everyone, including providing investment for Birmingham.

The amendment moved by Councillor Bob Harvey was put to the vote and, by a show of hands, was declared to be lost.

Hereupon a poll being demanded the voting was as follows:-

For the Amendment (31)

Councillors

Deirdre Alden

John Alden

Vivienne Barton

John Beadman

Dennis Birbeck

Len Clark

Reginald Corns

Nigel Dawkins

Peter Douglas Osborn 

June Fuller

Len Gregory
Reg Hales

Bob Harvey

Mark Hill

Peter Hollingworth

John Hood

Peter Howard

James Hutchings

Timothy Huxtable 

Jane James 

Les Lawrence
John Lines

Fergus Robinson

David Roy

Alan Rudge

Margaret Scrimshaw

Margaret Sparrey

Geoffrey Sutton

Anne Underwood

Tony Ward

Mike Whitby

Against the Amendment (68)

Councillors

Muhammad Afzal

Tahir Ali

Sue Anderson

Reverend Richard Bashford

Steven Bedser

Roy Benjamin

Jilly Bermingham

Sir Albert Bore

Marje Bridle

Don Brown

Alton Burnett

John Chapman

John Clancy

Brenda Clarke

John Cotton

Andrew Coulson

Frank Coyne

Neil Eustace

Mohammed Fazal

Robert Flello

Gordon Green

Catharine Grundy

George Harper
Kath Hartley

Ray Hassall

John Hemming

Nicola Henry

Ann Holtom

Andy Howell

Mohammed Idrees

Barbara Jackson

Qayum Jahangir

David Jepson

Vincent Johnson

Mohammed Kazi

Tony Kennedy

Chaman Lal

Mike Leddy

Keith Linnecor

David Luscombe

Khalid Mahmood

Gurdev Manku

Hugh McCallion

Susanna McCorry

Yvonne Mosquito 

Phillip Murphy
Mike Nangle

Andrew Nicholls

Bryan Nott

Mike Olley

Patty Primmer

Jagdip Rai

Matthew Redmond

Carl Rice

Mick Rice

Mike Sharpe

Renée Spector

Sybil Spence

Stewart Stacey

John Tyrrell

Dorothy Wallace

Anita Ward

Ian Ward

Mike Ward

Margaret Wells

Ron Whitehouse

David Williams 

Fiona Williams

The Motion was put to the vote and, by a show of hands, was declared to be carried.

It was accordingly -

16499

RESOLVED: -

This Council is seriously concerned about the damage being done to the local economy by the continued disruption to West Midlands rail services.  Birmingham has a fundamental role to play in boosting national and international tourism in the UK, with its superb range of NEC venues, and this must not be undermined by a failing rail network.

We urge the Government to instruct the Strategic Rail Authority to provide immediate investment to the network in the West Midlands, to provide an efficient and effective national transport rail system to serve the 21st Century interests of Britain, and to meet the needs of the businesses and people of Birmingham and the West Midlands.


___________________________________________________________________________

In accordance with Standing Order 6(A), the remaining Motion for Debate from Individual Members was treated as being withdrawn.

___________________________________________________________________________


MOTIONS FOR DEBATE SUBMITTED VIA THE COUNCIL BUSINESS MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE

(A)
Review of Electoral Matters


The following report of the Review of Electoral Matters Task and Finish Overview and Scrutiny Committee together with a Commentary in the form of a report of the Council Business Management Committee was submitted: -


(See document No. 1)


It was moved by Councillor John Alden and seconded 

“That approval be given to recommendations 14.1 to 14.10 as set out in the enclosed report.”


In moving the Motion Councillor John Alden thanked the members of the Committee and those who had given evidence.  He noted that other metropolitan cities were also carrying out similar investigations.  It appeared that the law was not as robust as it could be and the system may be open to abuse, so that there was a need for some tightening up of processes.  He referred to the Electoral Commission’s pilot scheme for registration and to the questions posed by the review.  He said that he intended to move a modified version of the Motion set out on the agenda by adding the following words at the end – 



“subject to the deletion of all words after ‘introduced’ in the 3rd bullet point of recommendation 14.3 on page 28 of the report.”


He said that the wording of the original recommendation could allow a person to register more easily at someone else’s address.


In seconding the Motion Councillor Tony Ward said that there were few checks or controls on the identity of those requesting postal votes.  It was no longer possible to run on a system of trust.  He referred to processes which could be open to abuse and said that the Police needed help in applying the legislation.  A vital first step would be to press the Electoral Commission for changes to enable free, fair and honest elections to be held.


During the debate on the report the following points were made: -

· If there was evidence of fraud, that could undermine the standing of all elected members

· Elections suffered because of low participation, particularly by young people, rather than problems with the register or misuse of voting

· Allegations of fraud, particularly in respect of postal voting, could serve to discourage even more people from voting at the same time as steps had been taken to make it easier

· In the majority of cases trust in voters and voting procedures was not misplaced

· Everyone must be enabled to have a secret vote and the issue should be addressed by the Working Group

· The electoral process was being reviewed nationally because of problems experienced in a number of authorities

· A balance had to be struck between encouraging people to vote and enabling fraud

· Voter turnout in Hackney had declined despite a postal ballot for all

· It was difficult to collect evidence of fraud

· Low turnouts in elections could be seen as a sign of voter satisfaction

· The incidents of fraud were very few when compared with total numbers voting

· In order to encourage people to vote, elections had to be seen to be legitimate

· It could not be optional to comply with the law whether in respect of a secret ballot or election posters

· The franchise was devalued if the register was inaccurate

· The issues raised at paragraphs 9.1 and 10.2 were important

· In respect of recommendation 14.6 it was questioned whether lamp post displays were worthwhile

· The possibility of duplication of voting in national elections must be addressed e.g. for students with two addresses

· If voters had problems with reading and/or writing English and, therefore, needed assistance with voting, there should be an adequate system for that so that those people were not disenfranchised

· Any incident of fraud was a serious reflection on the Council involved

· The recommendations were not as thorough as they might have been because of legal constraints

· The statement in the letter in Appendix H could be viewed as a slight on the honesty of every elected member


Councillor John Alden responded to the comments made.  Due to the time limit for presentation of the report to Council it had not been possible to investigate some of the issues raised in great depth.  He noted that the West Midlands Police Serious Fraud Squad was in the process of investigating serious allegations.  If those matters came to Court more evidence would then be available.


The Motion as modified was put to the vote and, by a show of hands, was declared to be carried.

It was accordingly: -

16500

RESOLVED: -

That approval be given to recommendations 14.1 to 14.10 as set out in the enclosed report, subject to the deletion of all words after “introduced” in the third bullet point of recommendation 14.3 on page 28 of the attached report.


___________________________________________________________________________


ADJOURNMENT

It was moved by the Lord Mayor, seconded and 

16501

RESOLVED:-



That the Council be adjourned until 1750 hours on this day.


The Council then adjourned at 1700 hours.


At 1752 hours the Council resumed at the point where the meeting had been adjourned.


___________________________________________________________________________

(B) Implementation of New Powers for Local Authority Health Overview and Scrutiny 
The following report of the Health and Social Services Overview and Scrutiny Committee together with a Commentary in the form of a report of the Leader of the Council was submitted: -

(See document No. 2)

It was moved by Councillor Hugh McCallion and seconded 

“That approval be given to the recommendations set out in paragraph 7.4 of the enclosed report.”

In moving the Motion Councillor Hugh McCallion welcomed Dr Jacky Chambers who was in attendance at the meeting.  He said that the City Council had accepted the Health Scrutiny as a duty before the introduction of the new power.  He highlighted the 3 key areas on which the review had focussed.  He noted that some of the Primary Care and NHS Trusts had concerns over this scrutiny as they were already subject to a range of scrutiny processes by a number of bodies.  The City Council was seen as different, however, being a service provider itself and because there were very few areas where health and social services did not overlap.  Partnership was emphasised by the Government together with community involvement.

During the debate on the report the following points were made: -

· The scrutiny work and the opportunity for collaboration with colleagues from the health service was welcomed

· The scrutiny represented a move to address the democratic deficit, but it was a demanding job which would require the appropriate resources to contribute to the health and well-being of people and, in particular, to address health inequalities in the City

· There was a need for stability in the health service following a number of reorganisations over recent years

· In respect of health issues a balance needed to be struck between prevention and care together with a focus on children’s services

· Scrutiny should not commence without the resources for it being identified

· There were concerns over the fact that the Social Services Department was again re-structuring and was having difficulty in attracting staff of the required calibre

· Arrangements to be introduced after the abolition of the Community Health Councils remained unclear

· The review left a number of questions unanswered, such as whether scrutiny by elected members, which would be time-consuming for them, would lead to significant improvements

· Empowerment and democratic control were worthy aspirations but it was questioned whether they were achievable

· Many of the patients in hospitals in the City were residents of other authorities which should also be involved in the scrutiny process

· Although the new power would be coming into effect in January 2003 it was still unclear whether the Scrutiny would have any influence on the health authority and how it would be resourced

· There did not appear to be any evidence of partnership between local authorities and the health service over the bed blocking issue with the threat of authorities being charged for patients remaining in hospital awaiting care packages

· There was very little division between health provision and social care

· Opposition parties did not appear to have alternative proposals to improve the health service

· There was a difference in culture between the local authority and the health service which had made communication difficult, but there was now a willingness as well as a need to work together

· The process would bring together health services, social services and communities in a constructive way

· A further scoping exercise was needed in order to identify the resources and expertise required

· The City was not healthy and the local authority needed to have influence over the services provided

· The scrutiny process was viewed with trepidation rather than suspicion

· Joint working was taking place and improvements were resulting from that

· The local authority and other providers had a corporate responsibility for health with the aim of tackling health inequality and making citizens healthier

In reply Councillor Hugh McCallion said that the new power would present a challenge.  Stability in the health service was vital.  He responded to the comments made and paid tribute to the officer who had compiled the scrutiny review.

The Motion was put to the vote and, by a show of hands, was declared to be carried.

It was accordingly-

16502
RESOLVED: -

That approval be given to the recommendations set out in paragraph 7.4 of the enclosed report.

___________________________________________________________________________

(C) The Impact on People with Specific Needs who are Waiting for Placements or Packages of Care to be Funded in Social Services
The following report of the Health and Social Services Overview and Scrutiny Committee together with a Commentary in the form of a report of the Cabinet Member for Social Services and Health was submitted: -

(See document No.3)

It was moved by Councillor Roy Benjamin and seconded

“That approval be given to the 11 recommendations set out in section 7 of the enclosed report and that the Executive be requested to pursue their implementation.”

In moving the Motion Councillor Roy Benjamin said that a number of the recommendations had already been actioned and that all of those who had waited for longer than 18 months had been dealt with.  Improvements in connection with the three key areas of information to service users, the length of waiting time following assessment and improving communication between the Social Services Department and the Health Service were already apparent.  Regard had been had to the report compiled by the Commission led by Terry Davis MP and some of the models advocated had been followed.  He looked forward to access to care being available more easily which would reduce the costs previously incurred due to time spent waiting.

During the debate on the report the following points were made: -

· Tracking had been introduced to ensure an appropriate response to each case 

· A new level of collaborative working was in place 

· Consideration was being given to addressing mental health needs and work with people with learning disabilities in a different way

· Low level packages of support were being fast tracked. 

· Prioritisation was very important but had to be defined by resources

· £4 million was needed to clear all waiting lists

· The Executive accepted the recommendations and would bring them forward as soon as possible

· The Cabinet Member in her Commentary had not been honest about the pilot area for transition pathways referred to

At that juncture the Cabinet Member, on a point of clarification, said that the pathway project was a City Council initiative which would be launched in December.

· In response to an Oral Question at the October Council meeting, the Cabinet Member had expressed optimism about the recruitment of the Senior Management Team in the Social Services Department, optimism which had proved unfounded.  Resources were now being used to pay for consultants to carry out those roles

· Prevention rather than hospitalisation should be aimed for, as that could result in less expense in the long term

· There should be no need for expensive placements outside the City

· Many older people would prefer to live in sheltered accommodation rather than a residential home in order to remain independent within the community with which they were familiar

Councillor Roy Benjamin responded to the comments made.

The Motion was put to the vote and, by a show of hands, was declared to be carried.

It was accordingly -

16503
RESOLVED: -

That approval be given to the 11 recommendations set out in section 7 of the enclosed report and that the Executive be requested to pursue their implementation.



___________________________________________________________________________

(D) Equipment and Adaptations

The following report of the Health and Social Services Overview and Scrutiny Committee together with Commentaries in the form of reports of the Cabinet Member for Social Services and Health and the Cabinet Member for Housing was submitted: -


(See document No. 4)

It was moved by Councillor Catharine Grundy and seconded

“That approval be given to the 20 recommendations set out in Section 7 of the enclosed report and that the Executive be requested to pursue their implementation.”
In moving the Motion Councillor Catharine Grundy paid tribute to the work carried out by former Councillor Paul Pyke together with support and research staff.  The review had given rise to a number of recommendations and had demonstrated a need to link issues, in particular between housing matters and the housing budget.  Health Service Occupational Therapists were in place to carry out their role but, in order to provide an effective service in future, the role of all Occupational Therapists needed to be reviewed and scoped.  Care needed to be viewed from the perspective of the user and provider as well as that of the Occupational Therapist, taking account of physical, psychological, etc. issues, which involved assessment over a long term.  Delays were often caused because of the different processes to be followed in providing adaptations in a house.  Those did not apply solely to elderly peoples’ requirements.  The service had to be needs led in order to improve the quality of life for users.

It was moved by Councillor Sir Albert Bore and seconded as an amendment: -

“That the following words be added between ‘that’ and ‘approval’ in the first line ‘subject to the relevant funds being available to the City Council’.”

In moving the amendment Councillor Sir Albert Bore said that the recommendations were welcomed, as evidenced by the Commentaries of the two Cabinet Members, but there were budgetary implications for housing in 2003/2004 for which no commitment could be given.

In reply Councillor Catharine Grundy urged members to support the amendment.

The amendment was put to the vote and, by a show of hands, was declared to be carried.

The Motion as amended was put to the vote and, by a show of hands, was declared to be carried.

It was accordingly: -

16504
RESOLVED: -

That, subject to the relevant funds being available to the City Council, approval be given to the 20 recommendations set out in Section 7 of the enclosed report and that the Executive be requested to pursue their implementation.

___________________________________________________________________________

(E)
Requests by HMS Forward (Royal Naval Reserve), The West Midlands Regiment and the 202 (Midlands) Field Hospital (V) for the Right to March Through the City


The following report of the Council Business Management Committee was submitted: -


(See document No. 5)


It was moved by Councillor Sir Albert Bore and seconded

“That, in recognition of their association with the City of Birmingham, the privilege of having the right to march through the City be conferred on: -

a) HMS Forward (Royal Naval Reserve)

b) The West Midlands Regiment

c) 202 (Midlands) Field Hospital (V)

and that the units may honour the City by marching through its streets with drums beating, bands playing, colours flying and bayonets fixed on all ceremonial occasions.”


Members of the three main political parties spoke in support of the Motion.

The Motion was put to the vote and, by a show of hands, was declared to be carried.

It was accordingly-

16505
RESOLVED: -
That, in recognition of their association with the City of Birmingham, the privilege of having the right to march through the City be conferred on: -

a)
HMS Forward (Royal Naval Reserve)

b)
The West Midlands Regiment

c)
202 (Midlands) Field Hospital (V)

and that the units may honour the City by marching through its streets with drums beating, bands playing, colours flying and bayonets fixed on all ceremonial occasions.

___________________________________________________________________________

(F) Amendments to the Constitution
The following report of the Council Business Management Committee was submitted: -

(See document No. 6)

It was moved by Councillor Sir Albert Bore and seconded as a modified Motion, copies of which had been circulated at the start of the meeting: -

“That approval be given to the changes to functions identified in the report, the supporting pages and, for the avoidance of doubt, paragraph 1.17 of the Deputy Leader’s current portfolio (relating to foreign travel) will remain in force until such time as alternative arrangements are approved by the City Council”.

In moving the modified Motion Councillor Sir Albert Bore said that the proposed changes to the Constitution were being proposed in the light of experience over the previous year and changes in legislation.  The modified Motion would allow the Deputy Leader to retain the foreign travel remit until the Council Business Management Committee assumed the responsibility.  He referred to 3 typographical errors in the Housing Portfolio in the papers attached with the agenda, which should refer to the Homelessness Act 2002, the Regulatory Reform (Housing Assistance) (England and Wales) Order 2002 and Human Rights Act 2000 Article 6 (the right to a fair and public trial in a reasonable time).  Constitutional documents, including recent updates, would be made available at the Council’s Annual Meeting in May 2003.

The Motion as modified was put to the vote and, by a show of hands, was declared to be carried.

It was accordingly: -

16506
RESOLVED: -

That approval be given to the changes to functions identified in the report, the supporting pages and, for the avoidance of doubt, paragraph 1.17 of the Deputy Leader’s current portfolio (relating to foreign travel) will remain in force until such time as alternative arrangements are approved by the City Council.


___________________________________________________________________________


(G)
Periodic Electoral Review – Draft Recommendations of the Boundary Committee


The following report of the Council Business Management Committee was submitted: -


(See document No. 7)


It was moved by Councillor Sir Albert Bore and seconded

“That the City Council authorises the Chief Legal Officer, in consultation with the Members Working Group, to conclude and submit the City Council’s response to the Boundary Committee by 16 December 2002.”


In moving the motion Councillor Sir Albert Bore said that it proposed a similar procedure to that followed earlier in the year with respect to the consultation on the issue.


During the debate on the report the following points were made: -

· The Conservative Group would not support the Motion as they considered that something could then be agreed by the Members’ Working Group despite their dissatisfaction

· The proposed new Ward of Small Heath was not logical when having regard to the traditional names of the areas included

· The Boundary Committee would not accept major changes at that stage so that the Members’ Working Group would only be considering small alterations


In reply Councillor Sir Albert Bore agreed that it was highly unlikely that the Boundary Committee would accept substantial or radical changes at that stage.  There were concerns over the names of one or two Wards.

The Motion was put to the vote and, by a show of hands with the Conservative Group voting against, was declared to be carried.

It was accordingly-

16507
RESOLVED: -

That the City Council authorises the Chief Legal Officer, in consultation with the Members Working Group, to conclude and submit the City Council’s response to the Boundary Committee by 16 December 2002.


___________________________________________________________________________


SEASONS GREETINGS
16508`
The Lord Mayor wished everyone well for Eid, Christmas and the New Year.


___________________________________________________________________________


The Council rose at 1942 hours.

APPENDIX


Questions and replies in accordance with Standing Order 12(A).

A1.
QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR DAVID WILLIAMS, THE DEPUTY LEADER OF THE COUNCIL, FROM COUNCILLOR PETER DOUGLAS OSBORN

J C Decaux Advertising Contract

Q1:
What is the current state of the JCDecaux advertising contract?

ANSWER:
20 year contract which expires 31st July 2014.

Q2:
What is the current income?

ANSWER:
Fee is equal to income, hence no added income is raised.

Q3:
What are the current expenses (including maintenance, lighting and repairs)?

ANSWER:
All maintenance, lighting and repair costs are met by JCDecaux Ltd.  Telephone calls to the Electronic Information Boards (12) machines, average £2700.00 pa.

Q4:
How much has the City received in way of profit?

ANSWER:
The City Council uses the 420 sites to promote corporate events, campaigns and initiatives.  If the City Council were paying the commercial rate, it would have cost £2million plus each year.

A2.
QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR DAVID WILLIAMS, THE DEPUTY LEADER OF THE COUNCIL, FROM COUNCILLOR PETER DOUGLAS OSBORN

Emergency Planning Room – Council House

Q:
Would it not be a good idea for the emergency planning room to have its own electricity generation device, rather than relying on the Council House supply?

ANSWER:
A review of the Emergency Planning Suite’s ability to remain operational in the case of a power and telephone failure was undertaken in March 2002.

Full resilience would cost £59, 875, plus £1,050 for annual maintenance.  This figure includes £4,000 for additional resilience for telephones.   Telephone resilience will be installed in mid December 2002.   

The suite already has battery lighting available, and we can operate the emergency planning procedures manually.  However, if the interruption to the power supply were prolonged, the DEC would move to one of the 2 alternative DEC locations.

However, to be fully resilient, an uninterrupted power supply with generator back up would be required.  This would cost £55,000. 

A3.
QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR DAVID WILLIAMS, THE DEPUTY LEADER OF THE COUNCIL, FROM COUNCILLOR RAY HASSALL



“Computer Chaos”

Q:
In view of the mounting IT chaos within the Council, its failure to deliver services to citizens, the demoralised attitudes of staff unable to undertake their duties and their lost productivity will he either:

· undertake an immediate review of the Council IT 'services' with a view to creating systems which can deliver a semblance of efficiency within the largest Principle Authority in the UK

· Engage feral Brummie pigeons to speed communication?

ANSWER:
There is no need to undertake an immediate review of the Council IT 'services'. The function has recently completed a rigorous review of the systems, infrastructure and methods of service delivery as part of the Best Value Review process.  This review has been independently evaluated by external organisations and has concluded that whilst some areas need to be improved, including the resilience of the infrastructure, the current service compares well with comparable private sector organisations in terms of both cost and quality.

A detailed service improvement plan has been agreed and is in the first stages of implementation to address the few areas of weakness identified.

A4.
QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR DAVID WILLIAMS, THE DEPUTY LEADER OF THE COUNCIL, FROM COUNCILLOR NIGEL DAWKINS

Review of the Benefits Agency – Nominated Officer

In June a task and finish scrutiny committee presented a report to full Council entitled Review of the Benefits Agency.  In the commentary from the Deputy leader he says "The taking forward of these recommendations, which on behalf of the Executive I accept, will need a designated officer for seeing through the implementation.  I will take responsibility for nominating an officer to implement these recommendations.

Q1:
When was the officer nominated?  Who is he?

ANSWER:
Officers of the Council are taking forward various recommendations in the report although it has not yet been possible to appoint someone with overall responsibility because of other priorities.

Q2:
What hours per week has he been allocated to do the work?

ANSWER:
It has not been possible at short notice to collect details of the time being spent on this work.

Q3:
What success has he had in implantating the recommendations of this report?


ANSWER:
Work is being progressed by the City Council and by the Department for Work and Pensions under a number of recommendations

8.1, 8.3, 8.4, 8.6, 8.8, 8.9, 8.10, 8.11, 8.13, 8.15

B. QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR ROY PINNEY, CABINET MEMBER FOR EDUCATION AND LIFELONG LEARNING, FROM COUNCILLOR NEIL EUSTACE

School Sprinkler Systems

Following two years of campaigning for sprinkler systems in schools could the Chairman tell us:-

Q1:
How many Birmingham schools had sprinkler systems in before 1998?

ANSWER:
None. In keeping with the picture nationwide, we have not traditionally installed sprinklers in new schools.  We are not aware of any Birmingham schools that have subsequently installed sprinklers themselves.

Q2:
How many have sprinkler systems in now?

ANSWER:
None. At a recent seminar for schools, organised by the LEA, the Chief Fire Officer acknowledged that retrospective installation was not a viable option.

Q3:
How many City schools have been rebuilt/part rebuilt since 1998?

ANSWER:
2 schools have been rebuilt at the end of the 1990s, funded traditionally, neither had a fire protection system installed.  Since then, 10 schools under our first public private partnership package have been totally rebuilt or had major partial rebuild/refurbishment of the rest.  We requested that our private sector partner consider the installation of a fire protection system, but following a cost benefit analysis, our partner chose not to install, instead relying on other safety/security measures e.g. ‘secure by design’ accreditation.  

Q4:
Do all schools due to be rebuilt/part rebuilt have a commitment to install sprinklers?

ANSWER:
Already stated in answer to previous questions, that the piloting of fire protection systems will be included in the specification for new schools to be built under our second public private partnership package.  If successful, we will repeat in subsequent whole school rebuilds.

C1.
QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR SANDRA JENKINSON, CABINET MEMBER FOR HOUSING, FROM COUNCILLOR LEN GREGORY

Housing Repair Contracts

As at 30.09.2002:

Q1:
How many holding contracts were being operated by the two Housing Repair Contractors?

ANSWER:
Eleven.

Q2:
How many repair reports, by category, were held in each of these contracts?

ANSWER:
The following represents the current position at the end of 

Period 6:

Work Type
Number of Jobs

Windows
  5650

External Walls
  1710

Fencing
  4227

Paving  
  1418

Boundary Walls & Drainage
    999

Communal Repairs
    145

Kitchens
  2238

Bathrooms
  1378

Internal Doors
  5672

Plastering
  3897

Floors
  1846

Total
29180

Q3:
What was the oldest repair report in each category in each contract?

ANSWER:
To extract this information requires Serviceteam and Accord to complete a data-run to from their IT systems.  It was not possible to do this in the timescale.  

Q4:
What was the total value of repair reports, by category, in each holding contract?

ANSWER:
As the majority repair requests have yet not been inspected, it is not possible to be precise about the value of the work.  It is estimated that the total value of all the work is £7m.

Q5:
When is it anticipated that the oldest repair report will be undertaken and when is it anticipated that the repair reports held up will be completed?

ANSWER:
The lists of repairs are constantly reviewed to ensure that repairs that may affect the health of tenants are progressed.  This aside, in the 2003/04 financial year there will be both new planned programmes of work which will deal with some of these repairs and a further allocation of funds for one-off non-urgent repairs.


We will, however, need to strike the correct balance between expenditure on planned and low priority responsive repairs in order that we can continue to direct resources into tackling the root causes of disrepairs and improving the housing conditions of tenants.

C2.
QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR SANDRA JENKINSON, CABINET MEMBER FOR HOUSING, FROM COUNCILLOR LEN GREGORY

Council House Sales

Q1:
How many Council properties were sold under the Right To Buy legislation for the 12 months periods ending:


a)
31.03.1995 

b) 31.03.1996 

c) 31.03.1997 

d) 31.03.1998 

e) 31.03.1999   

f) 31.03.2000 

g) 31.03.2001 

h) 31.03.2002 

ANSWER:
a)
821 properties

b)
667 properties

c)
756 properties

d)
1,014 properties

e)
1,079 properties  

f)
1,426 properties

g)
1,800 properties

h)
2,117 properties

Q2:
What were the total capital receipts from the house sales for each of the periods in Question 1?

ANSWER:
a)
£16.100m

b) £12.157m

c)
£13.004m

d)
£17.603m

e)
£19.534m

f)
£27.062m

g
)£35.673m

h)
£44.155m

Q3:
For each of the periods in Question 1, how much of the capital receipts were used to supplement the Housing Capital expenditure?

ANSWER:
The amount the Council is allowed to use of capital receipts from house sales is 25%. The general policy of the City Council has been that all that 25% from house sales were automatically allocated to Housing. The City Council recently changed this policy and capital receipts were classified as corporate resources. That policy is again under review along with all budget matters.

Q4:
For each of the periods in Question 1, how much of the capital receipts were used to repay the Capital debt?

ANSWER:
It has always been the case that government required 75% of the capital receipts from house sales to be used to repay debt. 

5. For each of the periods in Question 1, which Council Departments received any part of the Housing Capital receipts not used for Housing or debt repayment and how much did they receive?


ANSWER:
Every year the City Council’s overall capital programme is agreed by this Council to ensure all borrowing approvals and grants are maximised as well as Council generated receipts.  


C3.
QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR SANDRA JENKINSON, CABINET MEMBER FOR HOUSING, FROM COUNCILLOR REG CORNS

Children’s Play Facilities – Fairfax Road, West Heath

Q1:
Was the Housing Department involved in the removal of children’s play facilities from the communal areas surrounding the maisonettes off Fairfax Road, West Heath, Birmingham, with no apparent thought to the implications of the removal?

ANSWER:
Councillor Corns will be aware of the European directive on the safety of play equipment, and he will wish to ensure the safety of the children in his Ward.  The removal of unsafe play equipment was undertaken to ensure safety, and was therefore not a mater for consultation with the Housing Department.

Q2:
Has any application been made to the Home Office for funding to tackle drug related problems in my Ward.  If so, how much funding has been requested, and over what period is it to be spent? 

ANSWER:
The issue of how to tackle drug related problems on the Northfield Constituency is currently being addressed by the Local Housing Manager.  A proposal to set up a forum in the forthcoming months to develop a multi-agency approach towards finding a solution is being worked on.  Following this, it is the intention to explore a cross-agency bid for relevant Government funding.  Councillor Corns may wish to link this concern to his consideration of funding for projects of neighbourhood renewal.

D1.
QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR IAN WARD, CABINET MEMBER FOR LEISURE, SPORT AND CULTURE, FROM COUNCILLOR MARK HILL

Town Hall Works

Q1:
Why if the Council already have £24m have they not gone ahead and completed external work to Birmingham Town Hall, leaving it to decay and costs rising?

ANSWER:
Firstly, the Council has never had £24m to spend. There is a funding gap that we have every expectation of being closed by the time construction works start. 

Secondly, the building is not being allowed to decay.  We are ensuring that the internal fabric in particular does not decay and that the Hall is kept wind and watertight.  The external works cannot be completed separately as they both impact upon and are impacted by the internal works.

We now have a preferred contractor selected and have programmed the first phase of the construction programme to start in June 2003. 



Q2:
Why reduce audience size?

ANSWER:
Because larger audience capacity would cause the Town Hall to be in direct competition with the Symphony Hall, probably to the detriment of both facilities. The proposed capacity of approximately 1000 seats will enable the Town Hall to fill a niche in the market place and will complement and definitely not detract from the other performance venues in the City.

In addition it is very important in heritage and conservation terms to reinstate the architectural integrity of the Great Hall. This is primarily completed by the removal of the upper gallery and reinstating the lower gallery to a configuration that approximates to that of 1834. 



Q3:
Why close the basement main catering area?

ANSWER:
Recent changes in the licensing regulations means that there is now a requirement for an increase in the number of air changes per hour into the Great Hall and the public access areas. This will require an increase in the amount of air handling plant. Engineers have advised that the only place to install this plant is in the basement. 

We are nonetheless keen to ensure that there are sufficient catering points in the building (in the side galleries and ground floor foyer) and an external pavement café on the Chamberlain Square/Victoria Square side of the building.



Q4:
Why make the stage smaller?

ANSWER:
Removing the fixed stepped staging will actually increase the usable stage area by approximately 60% and improve the flexibility of the space.  This will increase the range and scope of the performance programme and minimise the risk to the business plan. 

Also, the stage is currently too high so we intend to lower it so that a seated audience in the stalls can have much better views of the performers on stage.  Orchestras will continue to play at the Town Hall, but they will be accommodated by temporary flexible staging as required.



Q5:
Why take out the upper gallery just to replace it, costing millions?

ANSWER:
We are not replacing the upper gallery.

The gallery is not required from a capacity point of view and causes serious means of escape problems. 

It also has a detrimental effect on both the acoustics and sight lines within the Great Hall and cuts through some of the Hall’s most interesting and aesthetically pleasing architectural features.  Recreating the historic space is a key aim of the project. This is a significant enhancement that befits a building that will be one of the keystones of the City of Culture 2008. 

The Disability Discrimination Act will be in force when the Town Hall opens. To provide reasonable access for disabled people it will be necessary to ensure that they can access all public areas at all levels. 
To do this a lift is required. A lift must stay within the boundary of the 
Great Hall. The only place to bring a lift up without being detrimental to too much of the original fabric is in the place chosen. The lift would puncture the reinforced concrete of the upper gallery if it was to be left in place. Analysis of the concrete in both upper and lower galleries shows that it is of very poor quality and if punctured would become structurally suspect. This would warrant rebuilding the upper gallery complete costing more than increasing the rake of the lower gallery as planned.

Q6:
Why destroy foyer for lifts when they could put lifts elsewhere with less damage?

ANSWER:
The Disability Discrimination Act will require lifts to be positioned reasonably close to the main entrance. Lifts are also positioned in places so they cause least disruption to the historic fabric. The lifts must be positioned within the confines of the Great Hall. The positions chosen causes the least disruption to the historic fabric and ensures reasonable access for disabled people.

English Heritage, the City’s Conservation Planners, the Access Committee for Birmingham and internal access consultants have all been consulted regarding the positioning of the lifts and all agree that the proposed positions are the most appropriate.  We have agreed that the HLF support for the scheme supports the taking out of the upper gallery.



Q7:
What consultation has taken place, in particular with residents?

ANSWER:
There has been considerable consultation about the Town Hall redevelopment.  The building’s foyer was kept open for 12 months where the proposed plans were kept on permanent display.  We have had six Open days where members of the public have been taken on guided tours and their views have been taken into account.  There has also been three live Carl Chinn radio broadcasts from the building. In all cases a comments book was kept in the foyer for visitors to these events.

We meet regularly with the Town Hall Millennium Group who are kept informed of developments as they happen. This group have collected 17,000 signatures supporting the re-opening of the Town Hall and give talks about the Hall to residents of Birmingham.

In addition to the above we provide press releases on a regular basis.

D2.
QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR IAN WARD, CABINET MEMBER FOR LEISURE, SPORT AND CULTURE, FROM COUNCILLOR NEIL EUSTACE

Pitch Booking Rules

Q1:
Is the Chairman aware that ladies football has been given priority over male football at Wyndley Leisure Centre due to a rigid booking system?

ANSWER:
Ladies football has not been given priority over male football.  What has happened is that Aston Villa Ladies FC have been granted a guaranteed timeslot as part of the girls and ladies football development programme in place at this site.  Wyndley is now able to provide for the full continuum from 5 year old girls first playing football, right through to top level ladies football.

Q2:
A male team have used a pitch every Thursday evening for 15 years.  They are not allowed to block book.  They and all other male teams must phone each week and take pot luck.

ANSWER:
The male ‘team’ in question is not a team as such, but a group of individuals who play for different teams/clubs, but as a group they choose to play at Wyndley on a Thursday evening.  They, like all other such groups, whether they be male or female must book on a casual basis, which has been the case for many years.

Q3:
But Aston Villa Ladies teams are allowed to block book two pitches every Thursday night.  This leaves someone locked out.

ANSWER:
As before, a block booking has been taken because Aston Villa Ladies FC are helping to play a role in the development of girls/ladies football, which is now the most popular female sport activity and still growing at a faster rate than any other sport.

Q4:
Does the Chairman believe that it is wise to increase demand on a Thursday night when the facilities are already overstretched?  

ANSWER:
Balancing supply with demand is never an easy situation, but the City Council is committed to developing girls/ladies football and cannot ignore the need to satisfy a rapidly growing demand for such activity.  Supply has also been increased, as when the pitch was reopened 2 years ago there was an increase in bookable areas from 2 to 4.  The old pitch could only be divided in two, but the new pitch can be divided into 3 and there is an additional practice area as well. Overall, there is therefore greater availability now than used to be the case.

Q5:
Does the Chairman believe this is a fair way to treat an existing customer for 15 years?

ANSWER:
The customer is being treated no differently now to how they were previously being treated.  With the old pitch there were only ever 2 playing areas available for hire on a Thursday evening.  With the new pitch there are always 2 playing areas available for hire throughout a Thursday evening and either side of the timeslot 8.00 pm – 10.00 pm there are 4 playing areas available for hire.   

Q6:
Will the Chairman ensure the rules on pitch bookings are the same for men and women?

ANSWER:
The rules are the same for men and women.  The only exception in terms of block bookings is where the activity fits in with the sports development priorities of the City Council.  In this particular case the Aston Villa Ladies FC booking fits in with those priorities.  It is also unfair to try and compare a group of male footballers who want a practice session, with Aston Villa Ladies FC who are the top level in terms of ladies football and who are playing an active part in the development of ladies football.  

D3.
QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR IAN WARD, CABINET MEMBER FOR LEISURE, SPORT AND CULTURE, FROM COUNCILLOR REG CORNS

Removal of Play Facilities at Fairfax Road, West Heath

As a result of European ruling on safety, we are told it was necessary to remove localised play facilities for young children at various maisonettes in Fairfax Road, West Heath, Birmingham and other areas thereabouts:-

Q1:
Please advise how much money came from Europe to facilitate this removal programme?

ANSWER:
None.

Q2:
How many facilities collectively were removed?

ANSWER:
47 across the City.

Q3:
How much funding was allocated to replace such equipment if any?

ANSWER:
A sum of £150,000 was allocated to provide safer surfaces at 27 play areas in June 2001, to bring these sites up to European standards.
Q4:
If there was no funding for said removal and replacement, what representation to request such funding was made?

ANSWER:
Further to the details in answer 3, Lottery operators were again reminded how important Children’s Playgrounds were as a community facility, and asked to consider specific Lottery funding schemes for such provision.

Q5:
Were reports presented to your committee to agree to the removals?

ANSWER:
The Assistant Director (Parks and Nature Conservation) authorised the removals under his delegated powers due to Safety concerns.  His actions were reported to the Leisure, Sport and Culture Advisory Team on 15 June 2001 and 5 October 2001.

Q6:
Did you consider the effects of denying many young people a traditional leisure facility without any concern as to the ramifications of so doing?

ANSWER:
Yes, that’s why funding was bid for and secured as detailed in answers 3 and 10.

Q7:
Did you know as a result there may be young children now following in the wake of older children in gangs who roam the estates and may soon become a criminal or accident statistic?

ANSWER:
I am very much aware of the benefits of children’s playgrounds, so are many of your fellow councillors who have allocated Neighbourhood Renewal Fund monies to provide new playgrounds and upgrade existing ones.

Q8:
Did you consider that to remove these communal facilities as simple as they may have been lead to children leaving their communal areas and being put at risk?

ANSWER:
I am not prepared to allow unsafe children’s playground equipment to continue to be used and so present a risk to children.  The whole point of national and European play equipment standards is to ensure, as far as practicably possible, that risk is reduced to a minimum.  Therefore retention of this equipment was not an option.

Q9:
What responsibility are you now prepared to accept as a result of your actions?

ANSWER:
I am prepared to accept that the actions taken were to protect the safety of children.

Q10:
Will you now incorporate a programme to provide alternative facilities without delay?

ANSWER:
I already have.  In the current year £370,000 was allocated to provide new children’s playgrounds from the Single Capital pot.  On 26 April 2002 I approved a list of five sites as the highest priorities for children’s playground provision.  These were Aldridge Road Recreation Ground, Perry Park, Rectory Park, Bournville Park and Tile Cross Open Space.  Fairfax Road Open Space was also highlighted as a priority for future years.  

Over the City, in the current financial year, £2.3m is being spent on providing new children’s playgrounds and upgrading/re-furbishing existing ones.  Over the next 2 years a further £2.87m has been secured for developing and refurbishing playgrounds.  This is likely to increase.   This is probably the highest level of expenditure ever in Birmingham for children’s playgrounds and is in direct response to the priorities set by citizens.

Q11:
Can I accept the need overrides the financial implications and you will make the necessary representations for funding, at the same time appreciating that there is no NRF monies available from the Northfield minimal allocation?

ANSWER:
I will continue to press for funds for parks and children’s playgrounds.  Working with local Councillors, £500,000 has been secured to upgrade Victoria Common in Northfield, a scheme that will include new children’s playground facilities.  In terms of your own Neighbourhood Renewal Fund in Northfield, it is for you and your fellow Councillors to decide what element of that funding, if any, is used to provide, upgrade/refurbish children’s playgrounds in your Ward.

E. QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR TAHIR ALI, CABINET MEMBER FOR LOCAL SERVICES AND COMMUNITY SAFETY, FROM COUNCILLOR REG CORNS

“Neighbourhood Renewal Funding”

1. 
Can you advise the full allocations per Ward of NRF funding for the 3 year programme up to today’s date?

ANSWER:
Ward allocation of NRF for 2001-4

Ward
IMD 






2000
Distributed by IMD 2000 score to wards in top 25% nationally


Score
2001-2
2002-3
2003-4
Total

Aston
75.96
£270,841
£568,766
£866,690
£1,706,297

Sparkbrook
75.15
£267,953
£562,701
£857,448
£1,688,102

Small Heath
67.95
£242,281
£508,789
£775,298
£1,526,367

Nechells
66.00
£235,328
£494,188
£753,049
£1,482,564

Soho
65.32
£232,903
£489,096
£745,290
£1,467,289

Washwood Heath
64.11
£228,589
£480,036
£731,484
£1,440,109

Handsworth
60.81
£216,822
£455,327
£693,832
£1,365,981

Sparkhill
56.66
£202,025
£424,253
£646,481
£1,272,759

Ladywood
56.61
£201,847
£423,879
£645,910
£1,271,636

Shard End
56.36
£200,956
£422,007
£643,058
£1,266,020

Kingstanding
54.24
£193,397
£406,133
£618,869
£1,218,398

Bartley Green
46.31
£165,122
£346,755
£528,389
£1,040,266

Fox Hollies
44.83
£159,845
£335,674
£511,503
£1,007,021

Longbridge
44.17
£157,491
£330,732
£503,972
£992,195

Kingsbury
44.00
£156,885
£329,459
£502,032
£988,376

Kings Norton
43.90
£156,529
£328,710
£500,891
£986,130

Stockland Green
43.77
£156,065
£327,737
£499,408
£983,210

Weoley
41.87
£149,290
£313,510
£477,729
£940,530

Yardley
41.47
£147,864
£310,515
£473,166
£931,545

Sandwell
39.52
£140,911
£295,914
£450,916
£887,742

Hodge Hill
39.32
£140,198
£294,416
£448,634
£883,249

Acocks Green
39.22
£139,842
£293,668
£447,493
£881,003

Billesley
38.98
£138,986
£291,870
£444,755
£875,611

Brandwood
36.75
£131,035
£275,173
£419,311
£825,519

Erdington
34.80
£124,082
£260,572
£397,062
£781,716

Edgbaston
32.10
£114,455
£240,355
£366,255
£721,065

Moseley
31.46
£112,173
£235,563
£358,953
£706,689

Quinton
31.06
£110,747
£232,568
£354,389
£697,704

Oscott
29.60
£105,541
£221,636
£337,731
£664,908








NRF total

£5,000,000
£10,500,000
£16,000,000
£31,500,000

Supplementary  Ward Allocation  


IMD 2000 Score
Allocation in each year



Sheldon
28.21
£100,585

Northfield
26.33
£93,881

Bournville
24.47
£87,250

Harborne
23.29
£83,042

Hall Green
19.53
£69,636

Selly Oak
18.97
£67,639

Perry Barr
18.88
£67,318

Sutton New Hall
14.09
£50,239

Sutton Vesey
9.38
£33,445

Sutton Four Oaks
8.18
£29,166

Budget supplement

£682,201

Q2:
Will you please advise what proportion of each Ward’s allocation has now been spent on approved schemes?

ANSWER:
NRF Ward Allocation of Approved Schemes

WARD
Total Approved Schemes

to Date 31/10/02
Total Spend to Date

31/10/02

Acocks Green
£182,946
£86,006

Aston
£189,350
£122,075

Bartley Green
£437,872
£149,021

Billesley
£78,000
£68,581

Brandwood
£362,340
£128,370

Edgbaston
£115,508
£91,390

Erdington
£320,328
£123,894

Fox Hollies
£309,871
£141,675

Handsworth
£264,065
£243,180

Hodge Hill
£351,634
£50,649

Kingsbury
£352,137
£181,131

Kings Norton 
£222,350
£57,159

Kingstanding
£491,369
£283,967

Ladywood
£293,049
£187,803

Longbridge
£205,399
£118,077

Moseley
£156,975
£85,327

Nechells
£356,110
£158,667

Oscott
£287,341
£215,407

Quinton
£176,034
£56,143

Sandwell
£192,486
£112,149

Shard End
£301,350
£65,231

Small Heath
£307,603
£189,124

Soho
£273,064
£74,287

Sparkbrook
£504,140
£205,795

Sparkhill
£334,879
£188,964

Stockland Green
£207,082
£117,302

Washwood Heath
£260,796
£142,459

Weoley
£177,088
£99,753

Yardley
£336,501
£111,098

Supplementary Ward Allocation of Approved Schemes

Ward
Total Approved Schemes

to Date 31/10/02
Total Spend to Date

31/10/02

Bournville
£85,950
£76,284

Hall Green
57,019
£19,700

Harborne
£127,983
£35,209

Northfield
£102,884
£28,553

Perry Barry
£41,552
£36,313

Selly Oak
£89,749
£55,318

Sheldon
£75,200
£47,457

Sutton Four Oaks
£20,000
£15,000

Sutton New Hall
£46,578
£15,600

Sutton Vesey
£17,373
£15,823

Q3:
When must the full NRF allocation be allotted to conform with the requirements of the funding?

Q4:
What was the total amount of the thematic allocation and by which time must this be spent?

ANSWER to Questions 3 & 4:
The Neighbourhood Renewal Fund allocated to Birmingham is for the three years 2001/2; 2002/3 and 2003/4.  On 28 November 2002 the Government’s Neighbourghood Renewal Unit (NRU) wrote to all 88 local authorities in receipt of NRF, concerning the carry over of expenditure.  The NRU indicated that it had been agreed with the Treasurey that local authorities in collaboration with their fellow Local Strategic Partnership members, may carry over a national average of 15% of NRF at the end of 2002/03 and a national average of 10% at the end of 2003/04. 

The thematic programmes have been allocated  £15.5m over 3 years. 

Q5:
How much has been allocated and can you identify on what programmes?

ANSWER:
Year 1 Thematic Programme Allocation  £5.5M


To fund service improvements under six service priority themes, which correspond to priorities for renewal identified by Government and by the City Council. The 6 themes are:

· Access to Learning


 
£430,000

· Employment Routes for Local People
£430,000


· Safer Neighbourhoods


£313,000

· Cleaner Greener Neighbourhoods
£567,000

· Local Streets



£760,000



· Health and Social Care 


£3,000,000

The approach adopted in Year 1 of separate thematic programmes has been retained for year 2. 

Year 2 Thematic Programme Allocation £5M

The specific allocations of NRF in 2002/3 (in addition to the carry forward of any underspend from year 1) is:


Employment



  £833,000

 


Education



  £761,000

 


Crime




  £833,000

 


Health




  £250,000

 


Housing



  £500,000 


Environment 

  

 -  Streets 

    
  £500,000

  
 -   Recycling

  £810,000

General Development Fund
  £513,000


Q6.
Can you advise how much if any has been allocated to the Housing Department’s suggestion of NRF for central heating programmes to Council houses for each Ward to-date?

ANSWER:
No resources have been allocated centrally from ward allocations to the Housing Department’s proposal for an NRF funded central heating programme.

F. QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR ANDREW COULSON, CABINET MEMBER FOR REGENERATION, FROM COUNCILLOR GEOFF SUTTON

Street Wardens in Kings Norton

Q1:
How many Street Wardens have been employed for New Deal in Kings Norton?
ANSWER:
Seven – 1 Senior Warden and 6 Community Wardens.  5 based in the Kings Norton 3 Estates New Deal for Communities area and 2 working in the wider Kings Norton Ward.

Q2:
How many live locally in Kings Norton?

ANSWER:
Four (including the Senior Warden) are residents in the Kings Norton 3 Estates New Deal for Communities area. 

Q3:
What salary is going to be paid to them?

ANSWER:
Senior Warden – Scale SO1 (salary range £20,562 - £21,921). Community Wardens – Scale 6 (salary range £18,537 - £19,776). 

G1.
QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR SUSANNA MCCORRY, CABINET MEMBER FOR SOCIAL SERVICES AND HEALTH, FROM COUNCILLOR DEIRDRE ALDEN

Bed and Breakfast Placements

Q:
I understand that girls are being placed in bed and breakfast accommodation on the Hagley Road, as part of the Life Choices Programme being used by Social Services Department
1
How many girls?

2
Are any of the girls aged under 16?

3
Are any of the girls aged under 18?

4
Have any of the girls a history of being involved in prostitution?

5
Are you concerned about placing vulnerable girls in bed and breakfast accommodation in an area which suffers prostitution?

6
Do you not think that, whether or not any of these girls have been involved with prostitution in the past, placing them in an area where prostitution exists could lead to them being drawn into the profession?
ANSWER:
Social Services Department are not aware of any life choices programme being used by the department.  The department does not place under 16 year old girls in bed and breakfast accommodation.  It is possible that young women aged 16 to 18 may have been placed in the Hagley Road area as there are some good quality hostels which provide supportive accommodation in this area.  Where there is a concern that a young woman with whom the department is working is involved in prostitution an assessment will be carried out, including a risk assessment.  An individual strategy for working with the young person and their family, where possible, will then be developed.  

G2.
QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR SUSANNA MCCORRY, CABINET MEMBER FOR SOCIAL SERVICES AND HEALTH, FROM COUNCILLOR SUE ANDERSON

“Bed Blocking Bill – Worse Care; Extra Costs”

Q:
Could I draw the Cabinet Members’ attention to the Community Care (Delayed Discharges) Bill and it’s implications for Birmingham? 


Am I correct that this Bill has received its second reading, has only two days Committee Stage in the Commons and is likely to be in the House of Lords in the New Year? 


In view of the breakneck speed of this legislation can she confirm that this measure may result in: 

· worse care for older people? 

· a cost to all local authorities of nearly £50 million if implemented tomorrow? 

· increased emergency re-admissions to hospitals of the over 75’s which have risen by nearly 11%* to 122,357 since 1999? 

· increased chance of older people being placed in inappropriate care? 

· inconsistent rulings arising from the Human Rights Act? 

· a recipe for conflict between local hospital Trusts and Social Services, when combined with underfunding? 


Can she confirm the intention of the Department to avoid all fines potentially resulting from this measure and explain how appropriate placements are to be made if hasty acceptance of discharges are made? 


Can she indicate the possible knock-on effect of those at home awaiting care assessment who may be placed at the back of a queue as a result of these changes? 


Can she indicate whether this Council is already planning to budget for delayed discharge fines – and the likely cost identified in the current budget process? 


Does she accept the figure of average council tax per dwelling in the West Midlands Health Authority area of £718.00**?


Isn’t it the case that with 2,231,000 dwellings on the regional valuation lists as at 26.3.01;  a total tax collection of £1,601,858,000 (£ billions) that fines imposed across the region would amount to 0.32% of council tax***?


Can she confirm the figure of a fine of £5,108,000.00 across the West Midlands Health Region resulting from these measures? 


Can she confirm that the average rise in council tax per annum across councils in the region would amount to £2.30? 


Can she identify any variations which would alter this figure significantly on present evidence for Birmingham council taxpayers? 


Can she confirm that there are no organisations supporting the plans to fine Social Services departments? 


Is she aware that the Welsh Assembly and Scottish Executive have decided to tackle problems of delayed discharges with the investment of £17m rather than fines and isn’t this route a more appropriate course of action? 


Wouldn’t the establishment of a special learning network and national information bank – as in Scotland – allow a forum for senior staff working in health, housing and social services to learn about initiatives in other areas which have been effective in tackling delayed discharges? 


Does she agree with her colleague Jacqui Smith MP (Lab, Redditch) that many people within the Department of Health were opposed to fining councils for delayed discharges?****


Is she aware that the basis of fining local authorities advocated by Alan Milburn is based on the ‘Swedish Model’ but that their reforms shifted such care from centralised government to local councils accompanied by a switch in parts of the taxation system to local and regional taxes in 1992? 


Is she further aware that in the ‘Swedish Model’ a hospital doctor must obtain a commitment from the GP to a community medical care and treatment plan before any penalty clock starts ticking? 


Is she also aware of the absence of any targets in their reduction of delayed discharges from hospitals – and that these are not features of the Community Care (Delayed Discharge) Bill from Mr Millburn? 


Will she make representations to HM Government, local MP’s and Peers residing in our local authority area to take account of the concerns about this Bill? 


Will she copy such representations to Mr Paul Burstow MP (Sutton and Cheam) and Lord Tim Clement-Jones who are voicing similar concerns in opposition to these measures?” 

*
Emergency re-admissions of patients over 75 within 28 days of being discharged between April 1999 and April 2002. 




**
Figures from ‘Local Government Financial Statistics 2001, Chapter 5, Income from council taxes and non-domestic rates. 




***
Total yearly fines based on Department of Health delayed discharge figure by region as at April 2002. 




****
House of Commons Health Committee, Delayed Discharges 3rd Report of Session 2001-2 Volume II, 19 July 2002 paragraph 667. 

ANSWER:
I am pleased with the progress being made in Birmingham to reduce delayed transfers of care.  The required 25% target (243 to177) by the end of March 2003 has already been exceeded.  Despite changes in reporting arrangements, the latest figure is 147 (profile target for the end of November was 202).  

Therefore, there is no justification for measures proposed in the Community Care (Delayed Discharges etc) Bill currently going through the House of Commons.  I acknowledge this has been widely opposed and share the concerns about the likely impact on improving local partnership arrangements, diversion of much needed resources away from purchasing of care services for older people and the bureaucratic mechanisms which will be required to administer the scheme.  

A report will be presented to the Birmingham Health Partnership meeting on 13 December 2002.  At this stage, it is very difficult to estimate the financial impact on the City as the Bill leaves many questions unanswered and information we have frequently refers to regulations which have still to be drafted.  Nevertheless, officers are attempting to estimate costs but this information is not yet available.  

We are also beginning discussions with our Health partners to seek agreement on a means of ring-fencing obtaining the funding in order to commission additional capacity within the City. 

Whilst people should not be waiting in hospital longer than is necessary, I appreciate the hasty discharges are likely to increase re-admissions.  We also need to ensure that people waiting for care homes or community support who are in their own homes, will not be at the back of the queue. 

All I can say at the moment is that the level of fine could be considerable.  The other financial questions cannot be answered until more information becomes available.  

I accept that there are many differences between the British Health and Social Care economy and the Swedish situation where a scheme similar to the proposals is in operation.

I welcome the Secretary of State’s announcement during the second reading of the Bill last week that for each of the next 3 years, he is to transfer an extra £100 million on top of the resources already made available from the NHS budget to Social Services for each full year in which the scheme operates.  He said “This extra £100 million will now enable individual Councils to gain, not lose, from the system provided, of course, they make available the community services needed to reduce delayed discharges from hospitals.”  I also welcome the provision in the Bill for certain community equipment (hoists, rails, ramps etc.)  and intermediate care (respite and rehabilitation care provided in a variety of settings) to be free which will simplify the existing system.

The City Council and Health partners opposed the proposals and voiced this opposition in response to the consultation.  I have continued to oppose the proposals and remain convinced that the Bill is unnecessary and will harm the real progress we have made in reducing delayed discharges in the City.  

H1.
QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR STEWART STACEY, CABINET MEMBER FOR TRANSPORTATION, STREET SERVICES AND SUSTAINABILITY, FROM COUNCILLOR NEIL EUSTACE

Ward Street Lighting Allocations

Each year approximately £20,000 is allocated to each ward to decide on where to upgrade street lighting.

Q1:
Council the Chairman tell us how much of the lighting budget was kept centrally in the years 1998 to 2002?

ANSWER:
The overall allocation of all minor works from 1995/99 were made to West Midlands Districts as a whole to be redistributed on a needs basis by the West Midlands Planning and Transportation sub-committee.  The needs were split by sub-dividing the West Midlands into areas which were not on the basis of district council boundaries but on the basis of transport movements called ‘Corridors’ and ‘Centres’.

This was done by members agreeing a balance between different types of schemes, eg traffic management, environmental, economic etc.  Once the overall budget heading had been agreed, this was allocated to authorities according to their respective strategies for a particular corridor or centre.  In some corridors street lighting had a higher priority than in others.

With the much larger allocations from the Government since 1999-2000 the Planning and Transportation Sub-Committee has passed them on a district council basis, based on their components of the LTP bid.  Birmingham took this opportunity to delegate the majority of this budget head to Ward Committees, while keeping some back for strategic requirements.

The proportion of the cumulative street lighting improvements budgets retained for non-ward specific works from 1999-2002 was 26.6%, some £850,000 from a total budget of £3,190,000.

Q2:
Which wards was that re-lighting budget spent in during those years?

ANSWER:
The works carried out and the wards involved are listed in the attached table.

STREET LIGHTING MINOR IMPROVEMENTS EXPENDITURE 1998-2002

Year
Budget
Corridor/Centre




1998/1999
192,000
Quinton




Handsworth/Winson Green




Lozells/Handsworth




Erdington




Washwood Heath




Kings Norton




Longbridge




Small Heath




Hall Green




Ladywood







Year
Devolved Budget
Wards
Central Budget
Project
Ward

1999/2000
780,000
ALL
50,000
Bristol Road
Edgbaston

2000/2001
780,000
ALL
220,000
George Road
Stockland Green





Painting of columns
Edgbaston






Quinton





St Chad’s Queensway
Ladywood





Renewal of Electrical switch gear-Horse Fair Tunnel
Ladywood





Painting of columns – Jewellery Qrt.
Aston








2001/2002
780,000
ALL
580,000
Deteriorated columns – Hockley Flyover
Aston





Deteriorated tunnel lighting – Horsefair Tunnel
Ladywood





Deteriorated High Masts
Ladywood






Aston






Nechells





Kings Norton Station
Kings Norton





Gooch Street North area
Ladywood

2,340,000


850,000


Total 1999-2002
3,190,000

Central budget as percentage 1999-2002


26%


H2.
QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR STEWART STACEY, CABINET MEMBER FOR TRANSPORTATION, STREET SERVICES AND SUSTAINABILITY, FROM COUNCILLOR DEIRDRE ALDEN

Hagley Road Widening Consultation

Q:
In the middle of November one of my constituents was informed by the Government Agency for the West Midlands that the consultation over the Hagley Road proposed widening would be re-opened.  In a subsequent conversation with an officer from the Transportation Department, he was assured that:-

1.
The consultation was being officially re-opened

2.
There would be letter drops.

3.
There would be further advertised exhibitions.

4.
My constituent would be able to see literature in advance of it being sent out.

Since then, he has heard nothing.  Please can you tell me the proposed time-scale for these activities?

ANSWER:
It is not for Government Office (not Agency) for the West Midlands to decide on when consultation takes place or whether it should be reopened.  The decision is for me as Cabinet Member.

The consultation programme has been concluded.  However as I said at the Council meeting on 1 October I am prepared to continue listening to further representations, when made.

We have been concentrating on the representations made on the stretch of Hagley Road West and Hagley Road from Quinton to Bearwood as that is going to be implemented in this financial year.

I will consider the results of further representations made by residents in Edgbaston Ward shortly.

H3.
QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR STEWART STACEY, CABINET MEMBER FOR TRANSPORTATION, STREET SERVICES AND SUSTAINABILITY, FROM COUNCILLOR DEIRDRE ALDEN

Vehicular Access for Emergency Services

A report sent to the November 27 meeting of the Edgbaston Ward Committee from the Highways Department (to discharge our Minute 746) stated that throughout the City there are ‘over 100 sites currently notified to us by the Fire Services in which they may have difficulty in responding to an emergency because of problems created by parked vehicles’.

Q1:
Please list all the 100+ sites.

Q2:
How long will it take the Department to take action at all these sites to ensure that the Fire Services can get access?

Q3:
Is the Council liable if, in the meantime, a fatal fire should occur at one of these sites because the Fire Services cannot get through (bearing in mind that the Council has already been told by the Fire services that there is a potential problem at all these sites)?

ANSWER:
Many roads throughout the City are of such width that a vehicle parked at the side of the road with all wheels on the carriageway will leave insufficient width for another vehicle to pass also wholly on the carriageway.  It is the responsibility of the driver of the vehicle being parked to ensure that the vehicle will not cause an ‘obstruction’ of the road.  Therefore the Council does not have a liability.  The Police are the responsible authority for enforcement of ‘obstruction of the highway’.

I. QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR MIKE OLLEY, CHAIRPERSON OF THE CO-ORDINATING OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE, FROM CONCILLOR NIGEL DAWKINS

Review of the Benefits Agency

In June 2002, you presented to the full council a task and finish scrutiny committee report entitled Review of the Benefits Agency.  The report had twenty six recommendations.

Q1:
How many of these recommendations have been implemented?


Q2:
Where is the first six monthly report promised to the full council back in June which would contain a current review of the implementation of those 26 recommendations?

Q3:
Has the report been lodged in the library of the House of Commons?

ANSWER 1:
I don’t know.  You need to ask this of the Executive.

ANSWER 2:
A slot has been provided at the January meeting of the Co-ordinating Overview & Scrutiny Committee to receive this monitoring report.  I have not heard from the Executive on progress they have made, but I have every confidence in our executive colleagues to ensure this happens.

ANSWER 3:
Don’t know again, but to make sure I have now asked the Scrutiny Office to deposit a copy. 

J. QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR JOHN ALDEN, CHAIRMAN OF THE REVIEW OF ELECTORAL MATTERS TASK AND FINISH OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE, FROM COUNCILLOR BARBARA JACKSON

“Registration Irregularities/Double Voting”

Q:
Would the Chairman agree with me that there could not be more compelling evidence for the extension of the Electoral Fraud (Northern Ireland) Act 2002 into electoral matters affecting Birmingham than the disclosure that 130,000 ‘voters’ have been removed from their 18 Westminster constituencies in the recent voter registration?

Can he confirm his understanding that my documented evidence of dual registration and voting in Sparkhill and Sparkbrook Wards in 2000 has been passed to West Midlands Police?

Would he agree that registration irregularities within Northern Ireland are such that:

· the results of half their Parliamentary seats can be in doubt,

· that such voter irregularities favour extremist parties/factions

· and that this phenomena can have the effect of distorting results, representation and even control of authorities, including Birmingham City Council?”

ANSWER:
I have seen press reports that, following the first registration exercise conducted under the Electoral Fraud (Northern Ireland) Act 2002, the Northern Ireland electoral roll has been reduced by 130,000 names – about 11%. In my opinion, the likelihood is that the Electoral Fraud Act is meeting its objectives and reducing electoral malpractice in the Province. I note that the Electoral Commission in Northern Ireland intends to carry out detailed research to examine the drop in registered voters, to make sure that the new processes have not had the unintended side effect of discouraging genuine voters from registering.

The Electoral Fraud Act was of course specifically designed to deal with the long history of electoral malpractice in Northern Ireland. That history is completely different from traditional practice in the rest of the UK and Birmingham in particular. In our report, my Committee has made it clear in paragraph 9.4 that we have confidence in the way the Electoral Registration Officer and her staff operate the registration process in Birmingham within the existing law in England.

We also recognise that a comprehensive and accurate Electoral Register is at the heart of ensuring free, fair and secure elections. If this is not achieved, the consequences can be as described in the question. That is why my personal belief is that action should be taken now to ensure that electoral malpractice in England does not take root, and in particular why I am myself in favour of tightening the law on registration along the lines of the Electoral Fraud (Northern Ireland) Act 2002.

I have nothing further to add to my written answer to question K3 of the November 2002 City Council meeting.

ORDINARY MEETING OF BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL 


3 DECEMBER 2002











- 407
PAGE  
408
-      -


