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MINUTES

Present: The Worshipful the Mayor Councillor G Slater, Councillors: H Allen, 
G Allport, K Allsopp, Miss M Bassett, D Bell, L Brown, J Burn, 
I Chamberlain, I Courts, S Davis, T Dicicco, D Evans, K Grinsell, 
R Grinsell, R Hall, K Hawkins, M Hewings, A Hodgson, T Hodgson, 
P Hogarth, Mrs D Holl-Allen MBE, B Holmes, R Holt, S Holt, J Hulland, 
R Hulland, T Ludlow, A Mackenzie, A Mackiewicz, K Macnaughton, 
M McCarthy, K Meeson, F Nash, C O'Kane, M Parker, J Potts, 
A Rebeiro, T Richards OBE, M Robinson, A Rolf, J Ryan, A Sandison,  
Mrs G Sleigh, R Sleigh, Tildesley, C Williams, M Wilson and J Windmill

 

 

1. APOLOGIES. 

Councillors M Sheridan and Mrs K Wild.

2. COUNCIL MINUTES 

The minutes of the meeting held on 1 December 2015 were submitted.

            RESOLVED:
            The minutes of the meeting held on 1 December 2015 be confirmed as
            a correct record, subject to amendment to resolution 4 in that   
            “Bishopstone Close” to read “Bishopton Close”.      
   

3. DECLARATIONS OF PECUNIARY OR CONFLICTING INTERESTS FROM 
MEMBERS 

Councillor Mackiewicz declared an interest as Member of AMPA Associates Ltd 
who provide contracts procured by Solihull Council.  

4. PETITIONS 

The following petitions were submitted:
      Councillor R Grinsell submitted a petition on behalf of residents 
      requesting that the Council implement appropriate and immediate
      parking restrictions to both St Bernard’s Road and Warwick Road
      Councillor Wilson submitted a petition on behalf of residents requesting 
      more parking in Riley Drive; and
      Councillor Ryan submitted a petition on behalf of residents of Hatchford 
      Walk, Chelmsley Wood, requesting that the Council enter into
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     discussions with Hatchford Walk and Lime Grove residents to find a 
     solution to the parking problem in Hatchford Walk.

5. ANNOUNCEMENTS 

The Mayor welcomed William Lloyd the Mayor’s Sea Cadet to the meeting and  
thenmade the following announcements:

Mayors Ball
The Mayor reminded Members that tickets were on sale for the Mayors Charity 
Ball to be held on 23 April 2015, and that this year there would be Live Music in 
the form of a Beatlemania Tribute Band.

Fairtrade Fortnight
The Mayor informed Members that the Council were supporting Fairtrade 
Fortnight 2016. The Solihull Arts Complex in partnership with Solihull 
Soroptimists and Solihull Fairtrade were hosting the 3rd Great Fairtrade Cake 
Off on 20 February, with the winning cakes being on display throughout the 
fortnight.

The Mayor advised that there would be a “Fairtrade Workplace” campaign with 
the aim of getting 50 businesses signed up to using tea, coffee, sugar etc., for  
tea breaks and at meetings. 

 
6. QUESTIONS AND DEPUTATIONS UNDER STANDING ORDER 9 AND 12 

None Received.

7. PRESENTATION - WEST MIDLANDS POLICE AND CRIME 
COMMISSIONER 

The Mayor welcomed Mr David Jamieson the West Midlands Police and Crime 
Commissioner (PCC) to the meeting.

The PCC thanked Council for the invitation to address them, and in summary 
made the following points:

 The role of the PCC was multifaceted as he was required to produce a 
Police and Crime Plan, which had just been refreshed, and hold the 
Chief Constable (CC) to account by scrutinising his and the forces 
performance;

 The PCC referred to personal changes in the force which had seen the 
appointment of a new CC and deputy CC. The new CC had set out his 
agenda regarding day to day policing, counter terrorism and cybercrime;
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 The PCC commented on the budget and police precept and made the 
following points:

 The force had seen a £125m reduction in their budget over 
the last Parliament, and with the dampening mechanism 
the West Midlands was not receiving £43m a year which it 
should, as this was going to other parts of the Country;

 It had been anticipated that the Chancellor would make  
further reductions of between 25% to 40% over the course 
of this Parliament to the national police budget, but this had 
not materialised;

 However, pressures continued to exist with new pension 
arrangements (£7.5m) and the apprentice levy (£2.5m). 
The PCC also advised that the Government had top sliced 
£200m from the national police budget for counter 
terrorism and training for armed officers. For the West 
Midlands this equated to about £10m;

 Given the continuing financial pressures and in line with 
the Chancellors expectations the PCC was proposing a £5 
increase in the precept. This proposal had been subject to 
scrutiny by the  public and the Police and Crime Panel, and 
the Panel had unanimously supported this approach;

 Given the budget pressures the PCC had, had to make difficult decisions 
regarding service provision and style of policing with stations being 
closed to ensure police officers were more mobile;

 The PCC advised that the West Midlands force was one of three forces 
graded as outstanding by the HM Inspectorate in relation to efficiency. 
Also in relation to public confidence in the police force in Solihull, this 
was running at 83% to 84%. The PCC also recognised the excellent 
work the Chief Superintendent in Solihull was doing;

 In relation to recruitment, the PCC reaffirmed his commitment to recruit 
450 new police officers, which had been paused in light of the expected 
cuts. The PCC was hoping to recruit more black and Asian officers to 
more broadly represent the communities in the West Midlands. The PCC 
recognised that there would still be a net loss in the number of officers, 
given the number who were leaving the force;

 In relation to crime, the PCC advised that crime was changing with 
trends in car theft, burglary and muggings going down, although he did 
acknowledge a recent spike in burglaries;

 The PCC advised that there had been more reporting of domestic 
violence and dealing with this type of crime along with child sexual 
exploitation required a different skills set;
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 There had also been an increase in cyber and digital crime which was a 
major problem as it not only impacted on individuals but the economy; 
and

 The PCC confirmed he was working closely with the formation of the 
Combined Authority. He referenced the White Paper which could see the 
integration of the Fire Service with the PCC and stated that he was 
consulting with interested parties on this issue.

Following the presentation the PCC responded to questions, which in summary 
included:

 In responding to a question in relation to the increase in gang, gun and 
knife crime how was the PCC  holding the CC to account. The PCC 
acknowledged that this was an issue. He advised the Council of a 
number of mechanisms by which he held the CC to account, and 
scrutinised performance. He expressed view on how things were being 
done but could not get involved in operational decisions;

 In relation to the discharge of guns he acknowledged that there had 
been a spike, which had also been seen in London and Manchester. He 
advised that arrests had been made locally and the availability of guns in 
this country remained low. A lot of gun crime related to gangs fighting 
over land or drugs. The PCC had established a Gangs and Violence 
Commission and he was hoping to re-empower local communities who 
faced these problems;

 With the imminent closure of the Shirley Police Station the PCC was 
asked what would happen to the building and would the Council be 
consulted. The PCC advised Members that the decision to close the 
station had been made by the CC for operational reasons. The PCC 
confirmed he would consult with the Council and Ward Members 
regarding future use of the building, but he reminded Members when it 
came to the sale of the building he was duty bound to ensure “best 
value” was achieved;

 A number of Members spoke about the fear of crime, crime rates and the 
need for police officers to be seen on the streets. The PCC 
acknowledged there was a perceived fear of crime, but he stated crime 
had been going down over the last 10 years, and this included crimes 
against the person and burglary. He also acknowledged that it was not 
going away;

 The PCC advised that given limited resources careful consideration had 
to be given to the deployment of officers, with a focus on intelligence led 
policing, with a specific focus on criminals. He stated that having police 
officers on streets did not solve crimes;
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 With regard to the issue of off road bikes the PCC recognised the 
nuisance factor this caused, and cited the use of intelligence i.e. the 
public reporting this to the Police  so a picture could be built up so action 
could be taken, which included the crushing of vehicles;

 The PCC noted that drug related crime was still an issue and confirmed 
the Police were still working with Public Health to tackle this, but having 
regard to the resources available;

 Members voiced their concerns over the PCC’s decision to cut the 
Community Safety budget by 25%. Members felt that this money could 
have been used to address the issues which had been raised during the 
evening. An assurance was sought that in the medium and long term this 
budget would be stabilised, as uncertainty over the budget made it 
difficult to plan long term. The point was also made that officers needed 
to be equipped for the 21st century, new initiatives and smarter ways of 
working needed to be progressed to reduce crime. In responding the 
PCC stated that he did value Partnership working, and he had tried to 
hold off making any reductions to the Community Safety budget, but 
difficult decisions had to be made in light of reducing resources. The 
PCC agreed the Force needed to work smarter and this was being done. 
With regard to future budgets he hoped to be able to maintain present 
levels. 

8. QUESTIONS UNDER STANDING ORDER 8 (30 MINUTES) 

Councillor Macnaughton to Councillor  K Grinsell Cabinet Member for Stronger 
Communities and Partnerships 
“How many children were there from Solihull living in temporary 
accommodation, and how many had there been over the last 12 months? How 
many children were living in homes with insufficient bedrooms and were on the 
Council waiting list?” 

The Cabinet Member explained that as at 31 December 2015 there were a total 
of 88 children (including 8 pregnancies) living in temporary accommodation. 
These were spread across 43 households and all were being accommodated in 
the Borough. There were no households with children or containing a pregnant 
woman in hotel accommodation.

The end of quarter reports for 2015 showed that the number of children in 
temporary accommodation was relatively consistent, varying between 82 and 
91. Information was collated on municipal rather than calendar years and from 
1 April 2015 to 31 December 2015 a total of 162 households with children had 
been placed in temporary accommodation.

There were currently 923 households on the housing waiting list that contained 
children and were registered as having insufficient bedrooms.   

Councillor Macnaughton asked a supplementary question stating that on 
average 55 school days were missed by children living in temporary 
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accommodation and asked what the figure for Solihull was and what extra  
measures were in place to support these children?    

The Cabinet Member  advised that she did not have this information to hand 
and would provide Councillor Macnaughton with a written response.

Councillor Macnaughton referred to the homeless children who faced extra 
pressure in that they were more likely to suffer from mental illness and 
meningitis, and asked whether the Cabinet Member believed changes in 
Government policy would assist children who were homeless?   

The Cabinet Member replied that the question received was around temporary 
accommodation and not homeless children, and as she had reported children 
were being housed appropriately in temporary accommodation.

Councillor Windmill to Councillor  K Grinsell, Cabinet Member for Stronger 
Communities and Partnerships
“How many refugees are planned to be received by Solihull Council under the 
Syrian Vulnerable Persons Resettlement Scheme, and how many had arrived 
in the Borough to date?     

The Cabinet Member referred to the Cabinet decision on 10 December 2015, 
which Councillor Windmill had attended and reported that the decision had 
been to work towards providing a safe place for up to 5 families to rebuild their 
lives and that remained the plan that the Council were working to. While the 
numbers were dependent on the families selected to come to Solihull, it was 
anticipated that this would be between 20 and 25 individuals in total. None had 
arrived to date and timing was dependent on the formal processes 
administered by UNCHR and the Home Office, but it was anticipated that the 
first family would arrive in March. The time before the first arrival was being 
used to put in place the support services which would be required as soon as 
the families arrived in Solihull and included all public sector partners as well as 
the community and voluntary sector.

Councillor Windmill asked a supplementary question about how many 
unaccompanied children had been received at Homer Road?

The Cabinet Member explained that there was a difference between 
unaccompanied refugees and unaccompanied asylum seeking children. She 
advised that there were currently 66 looked after children and 79 in the care 
leavers service.

Councillor Windmill asked a further question about whether given the numbers 
of children involved, Central Government had sought advice from the Council 
on best practices adopted?

The Cabinet Member advised that she was unaware of any approach,  but 
explained that Central Government currently covered the costs of those 
children who arrived at Homer Road by way of grants.
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Councillor Williams to Councillor Meeson, Cabinet Member for Health and 
Wellbeing 
“What was the extent of the cuts to the public health budget recently 
announced and what did the Cabinet Member predict would be the impact on 
Solihull?”

The Cabinet Member reported that the Department of Health announced in 
June 2015 an in year (2015/16) reduction of £684k (6.2%) to Solihull’s Public 
Health Grant; this was followed by further reductions commencing from 
2016/17, announced in the Autumn Spending Review, which would be 
confirmed when the Council received formal notification of its Public Health 
grant settlement for 2016/17. 

Councillor Williams asked a supplementary question on what advice he would 
give officers about continuing to provide services with limited impact?

The Cabinet Member reported that a review was currently being undertaken 
and discussion held with partners to ensure that services continued to be 
provided with minimal impact.

Councillor Williams asked a further question about what was being done to 
ensure that targets were being met?

The Cabinet Member advised that underlying activities were being undertaken 
like non smoking day as well as working with colleagues and partners.
   
Councillor Allen to Councillor Bell, Chairman of Planning Committee  
I refer to Planning Application 2015/50295: Why had the  Council tried to 
prevent a new shop being built on Shirley High Street?”

The Chairman of Planning Committee reported that the Council’s reasons  for 
refusing the application were contained within the planning decision notice 
which was published on the Councils webpage on 12 May 2015. 

The planning assessment made was that the proposed development would, in 
urban design terms, have undermined the landmark architectural qualities of 
Parkgate, by removing the separation gap that supported its context and setting 
within the street scene. It was considered that this gap represented an 
important physical break between two buildings which were of two very different 
designs, and that this harm to the street scene outweighed, within the planning 
balance, the associated benefits the scheme would have brought if approved.  

As was the applicants’ right, they appealed to the Planning Inspectorate.  The 
Inspector decided that in his view the harm posed by the development proposal 
was not, in this case, so sufficient as to warrant a refusal for planning 
permission.The Inspector concluded that Parkgate had indeed created an 
“identifiable and attractive focal point for the town centre” in Shirley.  The 
Inspector, in applying his own planning judgement felt that the distinct 
difference in architectural styles would however be retained, and that Parkgate 
would remain the dominant building. The Inspector concluded that in his view, 
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removing the gap, by developing this infill site, would not diminish the landmark 
quality of Parkgate.  This was clearly a matter of planning judgement.

On this basis the proposed development had now received planning consent.  
Furthermore, the Inspectorates decision notice report had provided a very clear 
steer to both Officers and to Members of how the need to deliver housing and 
economic growth should be weighted strongly and favourably in the planning 
balance.  It also demonstrated the favourable light with which the development 
of infill sites, such as this, were now being viewed by the Planning Inspectorate, 
and set a very clear bar as to the level of harm that a development might now 
cause to warrant a refusal.

Councillor Allen asked a supplementary question as to whether the Chairman 
of Planning Committee was aware that the area was unattractive?

The Chairman reported that he had visited the development and agreed that it 
was not the most attractive.

Councillor S Holt to Councillor Dicicco, Cabinet Member for Environment, 
Housing and Regeneration  
“Can the Cabinet Member update Council with the progress of development for 
the new Kingshurst village centre?”

The Cabinet Member reported that he last formally reported progress on the 
regeneration of Kingshurst village centre in a report to Cabinet in July 2015. He 
had  subsequently met with ward Councillors  and provided them with a 
detailed update in August 2015.

One of the key issues with the regeneration of Kingshurst village centre was 
that all the various options that had been explored shared one common feature 
- a significant financial deficit. Because of this he had made it very clear that 
this was a difficult project and that a long-term approach was required to 
address the financial challenges and deliver the kind of village centre that the 
people of Kingshurst wished to see.

In order to try and address the financial challenges an Expression of Interest 
had been submitted by the Council to the Greater Birmingham and Solihull LEP 
seeking gap funding for a scheme to regenerate the village centre. The EOI 
would be considered by the LEP once the next round of funding opportunities 
opened, which was currently anticipated to be later this year. In the meantime  
work would be continued through the North Solihull Partnership to identify the 
best way of delivering the regenerated village centre prior to an important 
period of engagement with the local community at the appropriate time. He 
advised that he would be happy to keep relevant ward Councillors informed on 
progress.

Councillor S Holt referred to an article by Caroline Spelman MP  in the Solihull 
News and residents disappointment with progress.

The Cabinet Member explained that there had been much confusion about the 
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new Development. However, he confirmed  that  processes were  underway to 
regenerate Kingshurst Village Centre once funding was secured.

Councillor S Holt asked a further question about whether the new GP Surgery 
would still be part of the package.

The Cabinet Member confirmed that the new GP Surgery was still part of 
package.

 Councillor T Hodgson to Councillor Courts, Cabinet Member for Managed 
 Growth      
“I know from personal experience a lack of affordable housing made it almost 
impossible for the younger generation to get onto the first rung of the property 
ladder in Solihull. What was the Cabinet Member doing to address this 
situation?”

The Cabinet Member explained that firstly, he was really concerned about the 
difficulty first time buyers had in buying their first home; this was an issue
across the country. However, Solihull was an attractive area to live with 
comparatively high house prices in the regional context and this made the
challenge all the greater. The Council were working in a broad range of ways to 
provide more affordable homes and there were  higher numbers of affordable 
housing for both rent and sale in recent years. 

The Council’s Local Plan policy P4 ‘Meeting Housing Needs’ required 
developers to provide affordable homes on new developments and Solihull 
Community Housing were committed to developing more affordable homes for 
local people. The Council also worked closely with a number of housing 
associations who brought development expertise and financial strength to 
delivering affordable housing in Solihull. For example, housing association 
partners provided homes on a part buy/part rent basis. Such shared ownership 
housing had been very successful in Solihull and the Council  continued to 
promote this. 

The national ‘Help to Buy’ scheme provided a 20% equity loan, funded by 
Government and developers. This had been very important in helping 
developers to sell newly built homes in the Borough in recent years. 

He advised that he wanted to help local people onto the housing ladder.  
However, Members of the Council would  know that the Government was also 
committed to helping young people to buy their first property. In December he 
had  met with the Housing Minister, Brandon Lewis M.P., to discuss aspects of 
the Government’s legislative proposals for housing.

An important measure in the current Housing and Planning Bill was for the 
introduction of ‘Starter Homes’.  The idea of starter homes was that they would 
be sold at a discount of at least 20% of the market value and the Bill would 
create a new duty on all local authorities to promote the supply of them in their 
area. At the moment, details about how this would work was not known but he 
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had made representations to Government and the Minister on various aspects 
of how this might work so that they could be an important additional help for 
young people to get onto the housing ladder.

Councillor T Hodgson asked a supplementary question about whether 
affordable housing would be provided as part of the development proposed on 
the Powergen site?

The Cabinet Member reported that although a large proportion of the 
development would be retirement homes, there would also be a selection of 
rented and privately owned homes as part of the Government’s Help to Buy 
Initiative as well as a number of affordable homes.   

Councillor T Hodgson to Councillor T Richards, Cabinet Member for Transport 
and Highways
“Could  the Cabinet Member confirm the process for the naming of roads in 
new housing developments?

The Cabinet Member reported that the process for the naming of roads in new 
housing  developments was as follows:

 The Developer provided a minimum of 3 road naming suggestions per 
new road, along with supporting evidence and plans showing the extent 
of new roads and the main entrances of properties within the 
development.

 Names needed to have a local connection, historically, geographically or 
culturally.

 The road naming suggestions were checked by Council Officers to 
ensure they complied with the Street Naming and Numbering policies.

 The relevant Parish/Town Council was consulted on the proposed road 
names for their approval.  If for any reason the names were considered 
unsuitable the developer was requested to submit alternative naming 
suggestions and the consultation process would begin again.

 Ward Members were informed of the suggested names and invited to 
comment.

 The agreed road names was forwarded for approval to the Assistant 
Director for Managed Growth.

 Council Officers allocated numbers to properties and applied for 
registered postal addresses with Royal Mail.

On confirmation of the addresses by Royal Mail, Council Officers informed  the 
developer of the new addresses.  Council Officers  also informed  relevant 
internal parties (such as Council Tax Dept. etc.) and relevant external parties 
(such as Utility Companies etc.) of the new addresses.

Councillor T Hodgson asked whether the Cabinet Member had been made 
aware of an error with the naming of a road in Shirley?
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The Cabinet Member reported that he had, he confirmed that there had been a 
period of consultation held and 58 people wanted the name left as compared to 
3 who were against it.

Councillor T Hodgson advised that the consultation had been instigated at his 
suggestion and asked why neither himself nor Councillor Allen as Ward 
Memebrs  had been consulted ?

The Cabinet Member referred to the guidelines which had been amended to 
reflect this.        

9. COUNCIL TOPIC OF DEBATE 

None submitted.

10. NOTICE OF MOTION 

Councillor A Hodgson submitted a Notice of Motion which was seconded by 
Councillor Macnaughton:
“This Council commits to signing up to the Local Government Association’s 
Climate Local Initiative which succeeds the Nottingham Declaration of Climate 
Change that the Council previously signed up to. Furthermore, this Council 
commits to taking advantage of what Climate Local offers to help accelerate 
reduction of the carbon footprint across the Borough.”

The Leader proposed that the motion be referred to the CPH for Managed 
Growth Decision Session, this proposal was seconded by Councillor Courts.

A vote was taken on the proposal that the motion be referred to the CPH for 
Managed Growth Decision Session and this was carried.  
 

11. RECOMMENDATIONS FROM COMMITTEES 

Council agreed to receive the following recommendations:

Remuneration Committee 15 January 2016
Minute 7 Pay Policy Statement 2016/17

The Council was invited to approve the  Council’s Pay Policy Statement for 
2016/2017.

           RESOLVED:
           That the contents of the report be noted, and the Council’s Pay Policy 
           Statement for 2016/17 be approved.

Licensing Committee 18 January 2016
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Minute 2 Review of the Gambling Act 2005- Statement of Principles2015

The Council was invited to approve the final draft Gambling Act 2005 – 
Statement of Principles 2016-19.

             RESOLVED: 
             That the final draft Gambling Act 2005- Statement of Principles 2016-
             19 be approved.

 Governance Committee 19 January 2016
 Minute 5 Financial Regulations Update

  The Council was invited to approve the revised Financial Regulations as   
  detailed in  Appendix A to the report.

              RESOLVED:
               That the revised Financial Regulations as detailed in Appendix A to
               the report be approved.

12. REPORTS FROM CABINET 

The following reports were submitted on recent decisions and responses were 
given to the subsequent questions from Members of the Council:

Cabinet to include the Solihull Partnership 10 December 2015 and 14 January 
2016

The Leader highlighted the launch of the Midland Engine through a summit at 
Birmingham University and the fact finding visit to the Borough on 22 January 
2016 by Brandon Lewis MP Minister of State for Housing and Planning.

Resources and Delivering Value 14 December 2015 and 20 January 2016

Councillor Hulland referred to the update on the empty properties and advised 
that the numbers of empty homes was reducing. He also advised that Grant 
Thornton had been asked to review Solihull’s position against the findings of 
their report and these were expected by the end of the month.   

Stronger Communities and Partnerships 19 January 2016

Councillor K Grinsell referred to the successful prosecution for housing tenancy 
fraud and the serving of a closure notice by Solihull Housing. She also drew 
attention to the Christmas activities and reported that 303 food hampers had 
been delivered to the elderly Residents of the Borough.
Councillor Burn drew attention to the problems being encountered by residents 
in the North of the Borough who had difficulties accessing  Woodlands 
Cemetery, he asked for this to be looked at. Councillor K Grinsell undertook to 
take this issue back to Officers.



COUNCIL - 2 February 2016

13 

Managed Growth 8 December 2015 and 5 January 2016 and HS2 Working 
Party 19 November 2015.

Councillor Courts referred to the Green Prospectus which had been revisited 
and would be presented in a readable form. He also highlighted the success of 
the Switch and Save Scheme.

Education, Skills and Culture 8 December 2015

Councillor Tildesley referred to the article in the Birmingham Mail which 
reported on the success of both primary and secondary schools in Solihull. He 
referred to the Solihull Education Awards which would include both secondary 
and primary schools and would be sponsored by JLR and Specsavers. He also 
drew attention to leaflets circulated which had advertised the Solihull Schools in 
Concert to be held on 7 March 2016 at the Symphony Hall.
Councillor A Hodgson asked about the timescales for the Additional Resources 
Centre. Councillor Tildesley explained that it was hoped that this would open 
sooner rather then later, as currently there were 754 children with ASD.    

Environment, Housing and Regeneration 21 January 2016

Councillor Dicicco highlighted the designation of Public Open Space at 
Beechcroft as a Local Nature Reserve, the new temporary accommodation 
centre at Ipswich Walk, Chelmsley Wood, the new development at Duggins 
Lane in Meridan  and the purchase of a new waste and recycling vehicle fleet. 
Councillor Hewings asked what would be done to ensure that there was no 
repeat of the recycling problems encountered which had occurred over the 
Christmas period.  Councillor  Dicicco advised that the Christmas collection 
service would continue to be monitored and he asked for any issues to be 
highlighted and reported to officers.
Councillor Allen asked whether Shirley Park could be considered for Green 
Park Status. Councillor Dicicco undertook to take the request back to officers.
Councillor Williams with regards to the new waste and recycling fleet asked  
how long the Council would have the new fleet in their possession. Councillor 
Dicicco advised that the long term arrangements were flexible.

Health and Wellbeing 5 December 2015 and 20 January 2016

Councillor Meeson advised that the Solihull Health and Wellbeing Board had 
met last week and received updates on HEFT Quality of Care, Early  Help as 
well as the All Age Autism Strategy. Councillor Meeson also referred to the 
savings account which had been created for the Authority’s Looked after 
Children, the ManvFat Football initiative and the Solihull Together for Better 
Lives Awards.

Transport and Highways 7 January 2016

Councillor Richards advised the Council had been successful with their bid for 
Lode Lane Enhancement Phase 2 in the sum of £31.686m, he also referred to 
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the Demolition Day success and the accreditation of the Independent Travel 
Team and thanked Officers for all their work. 
   

13. MINUTES OF SCRUTINY BOARDS 

The minutes of the following Scrutiny Boards were presented:

Resources and Delivering Value Scrutiny Board  3 December 2015 and 7 
January 2016

Childrens Services, Education and Skills Scrutiny Board 14 December 2015 
and 18 January 2016

Health and Adult Social Care Scrutiny Board 16 December 2015 and  4 
January 2016

Stronger Communities and Neighbourhood Services Scrutiny Board  12 
January 2016
Councillor T Hodgson drew attention to the list of apologies and advised that 
both himself and Councillor I Chamberlain had been present at the meeting,

Economic Development and Managed Growth Scrutiny Board  13 January 
2016.   

14. MINUTES OF COMMITTEES 

The minutes of the following Committee meetings were presented:

Audit Committee 12 January  2016

Remuneration Committee 15 January 2016
Councillor Wilson asked whether the Chairman was aware that Solihull were 
the only authority in the West Midlands  who were not paying a Living Wage. 
Councillor Hulland advised that he was but that Solihull Council had signed up 
to pay  the National Living Wage.

Licensing Committee 18 January 2016

Governance Committee 19 January 2016. 

15. JOINT ARRANGEMENTS AND EXTERNAL ORGANISATIONS 

The Leader presented  the ITA Annual Summary Report 2015

       RESOLVED:
       That the ITA Summary Report 2015 be received. 
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16. CHIEF EXECUTIVE REPORTS 

Council received the following reports from the Chief Executive:

Parent Governor Co-optees to the Children’s Services, Education and 
Skills Scrutiny Board

           RESOLVED:
           That Emma Clark (Parent Governor at Valley Primary School) and 
           Sharon Wood (Parent Governor at Marston Green Primary School) be 
           appointed as Parent Governor Co-optees to the Children’s Services, 
           Education and Skills Scrutiny Board.

Appointment to Music Hub Advisory Board

            RESOLVED:
             That Councillors Allen and Hewings be appointed to the Music Hub 
             Advisory Board.    

 Leader’s Scheme of Delegation to Officers 

            RESOLVED:
            That the amendments to the Scheme of Delegations to Officers be
             noted.

Local Democracy: Economic Development and Construction Act 2009 – 
Appointment of a Statutory Scrutiny Officer

             RESOLVED:
               That the post of Democratic Services and Scrutiny Manager be re-
               designated as the authority’s Statutory Scrutiny Officer. 

17. CHIEF EXECUTIVE URGENT MATTERS 

The Chief Executive confirmed that there were no urgent matters.

18. QUESTIONS UNDER STANDING ORDER 8 

There were no remaining questions to be dealt with under item 8

19. EXCLUSION OF THE PUBLIC AND PRESS
 
                   RESOLVED:       
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That, pursuance of Section 100A (4) of the Local Government Act 1972, 
the press and public be now excluded from the meeting for the 
remainder of the business to be transacted, on the grounds that there 
would be disclosure to them of exempt information in terms of paragraph 
3 of Part 9 of Schedule 12A to the said Act.

20. PRIVATE MINUTES 

The following private minutes of the were presented:

Resources and Delivering Value Scrutiny Board 7 January 2016
Appeal Committee 14 October 2015 and 16 November 2015.

      

                                                       20:40 Hours


