
 

CABINET - 16 January 2014 
 

 
MINUTES 

 
 
Present: Councillors: K Meeson, I Courts, Mrs D Holl-Allen, R Hulland, T Richards, 

R Sleigh, Mrs K Wild, I Hedley, D Jamieson and K Macnaughton 
 

Officers:  Mark Rogers, Philip Lloyd-Williams, Anne Brereton, Paul Johnson, Philip 
Mayhew, Dr Stephen Munday, Chris Palmer, David Strang, Walter Bailey, 
Ken Harrison and Jane Game 
 

  
  

 
1. APOLOGIES  

 
No apologies were received. 
 

2. DECLARATION ON INTEREST  
 
No declarations of interest from Members of a disclosable pecuniary interest or conflict 
of interest were raised.  
 

3. QUESTIONS AND DEPUTATIONS  
 
The Chief Executive advised that he had said received one request to address the 
Cabinet, from Cllr Hewings in relation to item 5 on the agenda. 
 

4. MINUTES  
 
The minutes of the meeting held on 10 December 2013 including those in private were 
received for information only. 
 

RESOLVED: 
That the minutes of the meeting held on 10 December 2013, including those in 
private be received for information only. 

 

5. HATCHFORD BROOK JUNIOR AND INFANT AND VALLEY INFANT SCHOOLS  
 
The Cabinet was asked to consider the outcome of the representation period on the 
proposal to close Hatchford Brook JI School and expand and alter the age range of 
Valley Infant School. 
 
Members were reminded of the previous decisions taken regarding the proposal to 
close Hatchford Brook JI School and expand and alter the age range of Valley Infant 
School. Members were informed that the statutory consultation process had been 
concluded and the outcome of the representations was detailed in the report for 
Members to consider. The Cabinet was advised that when making a final decision on 
the proposal statutory guidance required Cabinet to consider and have regard to a 
number of key factors as detailed in Appendix A to the report. 
 
In total 7 responses had been received during the representation period and these 
were detailed in the report, including a response from Valley Governors asking the 
Council to consider changing the date of implementation from September to April. The 
report detailed the reasons for this request. The report also set out the reasons for 
recommending the preferred option and the implications of that option. 
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In addressing the Cabinet Cllr Hewings spoke in support of the recommendations and 
the request of Valley Governors and the Hatchford Brook Parents’ Group. 
 
Cabinet agreed that bringing the implementation date forward from September to April 
seemed a sensible and a logical approach to take. Cabinet also supported the request 
from Hatchford Brook parents’ Group to ensure all the infant children were moved on 
to the Valley site from September 2014, having noted the financial implications and the 
need for some temporary accommodation to facilitate this. 
 
Finally Members wanted to thank School staff, Officers and parents for all their hard 
work in relation to bring these proposals to a conclusion. 
 

RESOLVED: 
(i) That the proposals to close Hatchford Brook JI and expand and alter the 

age range of Valley Infant School be approved;  
 

(ii) That the request by the Governing Body of Valley Infant School to 
modify the implementation date to 28 April 2014 be approved; and 

 
(iii) That the request from Hatchford Brook parents’ Group to ensure all the 

infant children were moved on to the Valley site from September 2014 
be approved. 

 

6. HS2 ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT CONSULTATION – COUNCIL RESPONSE  
 
The Cabinet was invited to consider: 
 

� The Draft SMBC Environmental Statement Consultation Response in 
formulating and agreeing a formal response to the consultation; and 
 

� The recommendations of the HS2 Working Party. 
 
The Cabinet Portfolio Holder (CPH) for Economic Development introduced the report. 
Members were advised that report specifically related to matters concerning the HS2 
Formal Environmental Statement. It did not consider elements within the Hybrid Bill 
itself that related to planning matters; the implications of which would be considered in 
due course, in advance of the Select Committee petitioning phase.  
 
As well as the HS2 Working Party’s recommendations the draft consultation response 
also took account of representations received from local community representatives as 
well as experiences and lessons learnt from a visit to HS1.The draft response 
included: 
 

� Draft Main Council response; with supplementary appendices; 
� Principal concerns and comments – Socio-economic benefits (Appendix A); 
� Principal concerns and comments – Community Compensation (Appendix B); 

and 
� “Ask” Reference Sheet 

  
The CPH explained to Members what the next the stages were in the process, which 
would involve negotiation with HS2/Government regarding changes the Council 
wanted to the Environmental Statement and if necessary the petitioning of the Select 
Committee in relation to the Council’s key Asks. The CPH advised that the Council 
would be seeking legally-binding “undertakings” in relation to the delivery of the Asks. 
 
 The CPH also provided Members with a verbal update on Annex one, which had been 
“beefed” up in light of comments made at the HS2 Working Party, as well as advising 
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Cabinet that the consultation deadline had been pushed back to 10 February 2014 and 
not 24 January as stated in the report. 
 
Members made a number of points and asked the CPH a number of questions which 
he responded to and could be summarised as follows: 
 

• The CPH confirmed that no specific budget for HS2 work had been created, but 
there was money in the department budget and in the Investment Growth Fund. 
He acknowledged that the petitioning process would be expensive and realistic 
decisions need to be made regarding what Asks the Council pursued through 
to the petitioning stage; 
 

• The CPH advised that were possible the Council would look to co-operate with 
other Local Authorities as this could be cost effective but noted that many 
authorities had local issues they wished to pursue separately. However, the 
example of road restoration was suggested as an issue of common interest 
which could be taken forward together; 
 

• The CPH agreed that some prioritisation would be required in relation to the 
Council’s Asks going forward to the petition stage, and recognised that this 
could cause some local communities to be disappointed. However, Community 
Fund monies could help mitigate against the adverse impact on local 
communities; 
 

• All Members were agreed that that HS2 Ltd needed to provide credible 
evidence in relation to noise levels as the lack of data made it hard for the 
Council to challenge this and clarification was also required in relation to how 
Local Environment Management Plans would operate; and 
 

•  It was suggested that in relation to the Community Fund, a costing exercise 
should be undertaken so the Council had a realistic idea of what to ask for. 
 

At the conclusion of the debate the CPH thanked Members for their support as well 
Council Officers for their hard work, and local communities for their engagement. The 
Leader of the Council endorsed these sentiments and paid tribute to the work 
undertaken by the Cabinet Portfolio Holder Cllr Courts. 
 

RESOLVED: 
 

(i) That the opportunity to provide comment on the HS2 Environmental 
Statement as part of the current Government consultation be welcomed;  
 

(ii) That the findings of the HS2 Working Party meeting of 14 January 2014 
be noted;  

 
(iii) That  subject to any further amendments, it be agreed that Annex 1 be 

submitted as the Council’s response to the current consultation; and  
 

(iv)  That authority be delegated to the Director for Places, in consultation 
with the Cabinet Portfolio Holder for Economic Development, to edit and 
approve the final submission prior to submission on, or before, 10 
February 2014.  
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7. HS2 AND DELEGATED POWERS  
 
The Cabinet was asked to delegate decision making relating to HS2, from Cabinet to 
the Director for Places in consultation with the Cabinet Portfolio Holder for Economic 
Development as Chairman of the HS2 Working Party. 
 
Members were advised following the Bill for HS2 being deposited with Parliament the 
way negotiations would be conducted would change as the focus shifted to influencing 
Parliament rather than HS2. With the pace of negotiation being increased dramatically 
it would be necessary to make decisions more quickly than the Cabinet cycle allowed. 
If agreed the delegation would allow for quick and timely input to fast paced 
negotiations on HS2 matters in order to pursue the detail of the Council’s agreed 
agenda for HS2. 
 
The Cabinet Portfolio Holder for Economic Development advised that any decisions 
taken would relate to the existing policy framework and any expenditure incurred 
would be from within agreed budgets. The Leader of the Council agreed that the 
Cabinet would receive a report on delegated decisions taken. 
 

RESOLVED: 
 

(i) That the Director for Places in consultation with the Cabinet Portfolio 
Holder for Economic Development be authorised to make decisions 
relating to negotiations and the Council’s dealings with HS2 matters;  
 

(ii)  That the Director for Places in consultation with the Cabinet Portfolio 
Holder for Economic Development be authorised to make decisions 
relating to financial budgets and to the commissioning of consultants 
and legal expenses associated with the petitioning process in respect of 
HS2; and 

 
(iii) That the Cabinet receive reports on such decisions taken.  

 
 
 

8. UK CENTRAL AND HS2 MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING  
 
The Cabinet was advised on discussions with landowners regarding the proposed HS2 
interchange site and the proposals for joint working to maximise the development and 
growth potential for the site. 
 
The Director of Resources referred Members to the HS2 and UK Central proposals for 
the interchange station and Hub site, and the fact that the land which the station was 
to be built on was severally owned by Packington Estates, the Council, Birmingham 
City Council and the Digby Estate. The Director advised that since writing the report 
the parties had agreed to enter into a Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) and this 
would enable the land owners to jointly explore the opportunities for the interchange 
site, some of which were detailed in the report. 
 
Whilst the agreement was not legally binding and did not impose obligations on the 
parties it did identify a number of tasks that the parties agreed to co-operate on. The 
MoU was the first step in the landowners formally working together. This could develop 
into more formal, joint venture arrangements in the future as envisaged in the 
emerging UK Central governance arrangements. 
 

RESOLVED: 
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That the terms of the Memorandum of Understanding be approved and entered 
in to.  

 
 
 

9. BUSINESS RATES INCOME FORECAST 2014/15  
 
The Cabinet was invited to approve the NNDR1 return for 2014/15 and asked to 
approve the creation of a specific reserve to fund future years’ Medium Term Financial 
Strategies, as a result of changes in business rates income. 
 
The Director of Resources advised at the time the report was published, the draft 
NNDR1 return for 2014/15 had only just been issued. Billing authorities were required 
to submit the signed return to the Department for Communities and Local Government 
(DCLG) and send a copy of the return to the West Midlands Fire and Rescue Authority 
by 31 January 2014. The final form was not due to be released until 17 January, so 
Members were asked to review and approve the draft form and delegate approval of 
the final form to the Director of Resources in consultation with the Cabinet Portfolio 
Holder for Resources. 
 
The Director reported that the return set out the forecast business rates income for 
2014/15, based on rateable values as at 31 December 2013 and the published 
business rates multiplier for the year, plus a number of adjustments as detailed in the 
report. 
 
The report also detailed the expected collection fund surplus/deficit in relation to 
business rates income in 2013/14. Following the approval of the NNDR1 return, the 
implications of the 2014/15 forecast on the Medium Term Financial Strategy would be 
reported to Full Cabinet in February as part of the Budget Framework report. 
 
The report contained the current forecast for business rates income for 2013/14. The 
variance in income detailed in the report was due to significant reductions in rateable 
values of two large businesses within the Borough, and an increase in the expected 
number of successful appeals against rateable values. The report went on to detail 
how the reduction would be accounted for in 2014/15 and how it would be funded. 
 
Members were asked to approve the creation of a general Business Rates reserve to 
capture all of the timing differences associated with Business Rates except for 
discretionary rate relief which was already kept in a separate reserve created in May 
2013. Members were also asked that the required amount of the dividend was put into 
the reserve to fund the business rates element of the collection fund deficit, the exact 
amount would be determined at 31 March 2014. The remaining part of the dividend 
would be put into the Budget Strategy reserve to fund the Medium Term Financial 
Strategy. 
 

RESOLVED: 
(i) That the Director of Resources and the Cabinet Portfolio Holder for 

Resources be given delegated authority to approve the NNDR1 return.; 
and 
 

(ii) That approval be given for: 
 

a) the creation of a specific reserve to fund future years’ Medium Term 
Financial Strategies, as a result of changes in business rates 
income; and 

b) contributions to this reserve in 2013/14, as detailed in paragraph 6.6 
of the report. 
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10. ECONOMIC CONDITIONS  
 
The Cabinet was presented with a standard item updating them on economic 
conditions in Solihull and the local action in response, which was detailed in the report. 
 
In receiving the report Members noted that there were some good news items, but 
work need to continue to improve economic conditions in the Borough.  
 
Two issues were raised regarding the need to ensure information was communicated 
to young people who lived in the North of the Borough, who did not have access to 
local papers; and the need to think about accessibility/transport issues for young 
people living in the North trying to get to job events being held in the South of Borough. 
 

RESOLVED: 
That the local action being undertaken in response to economic conditions be 
endorsed. 

 
 

 
 

The meeting ended at 7.50 pm 


