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MINUTES

It was moved by the Lord Mayor, seconded and 

16509

RESOLVED:-



That the Minutes of the Meeting of the City Council held on 3 December 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

A. Honorary Alderman Louise Neville Jules Bamford
16510
The Lord Mayor reminded the Council that, at its meeting on 14 May 2002, it had agreed to confer upon Louis Neville Jules Bamford the title of Honorary Alderman of Birmingham City Council in recognition of nearly 17 years of service as a Councillor (including periods as Chairperson of the General Purposes, Civic Affairs and Personnel & Organisation Scrutiny Committees).

The Lord Mayor presented Louis Neville Jules Bamford with an engrossment of the Council’s resolution to admit him to the Roll of Honorary Alderman of the City.


___________________________________________________________________________


B.
Honorary Alderman Leslie William Byron

16511
The Lord Mayor reminded the Council that, at its meeting on 14 May 2002, it had agreed to confer upon Leslie William Byron the title of Honorary Alderman of Birmingham City Council in recognition of his 29 years service as a Councillor (including periods as Chairperson of the Education and Commercial Services Committees).
The Lord Mayor presented Leslie William Byron with an engrossment of the Council’s resolution to admit him to the Roll of Honorary Alderman of the City.


___________________________________________________________________________


C.
Honorary Alderman Ian Warwick-Moore McArdle

16512
The Lord Mayor reminded the Council that, at its meeting on 14 May 2002, it had agreed to confer upon Ian Warwick-Moore McArdle the title of Honorary Alderman of Birmingham City Council in recognition of his 12 years service as a Councillor (including periods as Lord Mayor, Deputy Lord Mayor and as Chairperson of the Social Services Committee).

The Lord Mayor presented Ian Warwick-Moore McArdle with an engrossment of the Council’s resolution to admit him to the Roll of Honorary Alderman of the City.


___________________________________________________________________________


D.
Honorary Alderman Dennis George Minnis

16513
The Lord Mayor reminded the Council that, at its meeting on 14 May 2002, it had agreed to confer upon Dennis George Minnis the title of Honorary Alderman of Birmingham City Council in recognition of his 21 years service as a Councillor (including periods as Chairperson of the Housing Committee, the Housing Advisory Team and as the Cabinet Member for Housing).

The Lord Mayor presented Dennis George Minnis with an engrossment of the Council’s resolution to admit him to the Roll of Honorary Alderman of the City.


___________________________________________________________________________


E.
Honorary Alderman Theresa Joyce Stewart

16514
The Lord Mayor reminded the Council that, at its meeting on 14 May 2002, it had agreed to confer upon Theresa Joyce Stewart the title of Honorary Alderman of Birmingham City Council in recognition of her 32 years service (including periods as Leader of the Council, Lord Mayor and Deputy Lord Mayor, Chairperson of the Finance and Management, Policy and Resources and Social Services Committees).

The Lord Mayor presented Theresa Joyce Stewart with an engrossment of the Council’s resolution to admit her to the Roll of Honorary Alderman of the City.


_________________________________________________________________________

F
New Years Honours
16515
On behalf of the Council the Lord Mayor congratulated Carole Round,

a Birmingham Housing Officer, who in the New Year’s Honours had been awarded an MBE for her services to Local Government and Housing.

_________________________________________________________________________

G.
Death of Former Councillor Reginald Horrocks


The Lord Mayor referred to the death, on 5 January 2003, of former Councillor Reginald Horrocks and, after a number of tributes had been paid by members, it was moved by the Lord Mayor, seconded and

16516

RESOLVED:-

That this Council places on record its sorrow at the death of former Councillor Reginald Horrocks, a Member of Birmingham City Council from 1972 to 1976, and its appreciation of his devoted services to the citizens of Birmingham; it extends its deepest sympathy to members of his family in their sad bereavement.


_________________________________________________________________________


ORAL QUESTIONS
16517
At 1425 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.  We all share the concern that the Audit Commission have classified Birmingham City Council as weak and they have asked for improvements.  The Leader stated that ‘those changes cannot happen overnight, but I am confident that, on its next visit, the Audit Commission will find a very different City and Council’.  After eighteen years in control, does the Leader not accept that this statement lacks any credibility?”


Councillor Sir Albert Bore in reply


“No, Lord Mayor.”



Councillor Roy Supplementary Question



“As our weak classification arose from failures in Housing and, particularly, Social Services where our citizens deserve better, does the Leader not consider that the word ‘sorry’ would have been appropriate for once?” 


Councillor Sir Albert Bore in reply


“I am confident, Lord Mayor, that by the end of this year we shall see marked improvements to those two services.”


2
Councillor Bob Harvey to the Cabinet Member for Transportation, Street Services and Sustainability



“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Is Councillor Stacey aware of the situation today in parts of Hall Green Ward, where boxes full of paper have been lying around in front gardens and on grass verges since Wednesday of last week?  On making enquiries via the Council’s Help Line I was told that the leaflet that was circulated with the latest delivery of black bags, informing residents that the paper collection will be last Wednesday, 8 January, was incorrect.  Apparently, the leaflets had been published by the Recycling section without reference to the Refuse Collection depots who have their own timetable for such collections.  Would the Cabinet Member agree that it would be helpful if these two sections within the same Department were to communicate with each other from time to time over services for which they are jointly responsible and, thereby, avoid a repeat of the current shambles.”


Councillor Stewart Stacey in reply


“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  I am aware that there was an error and I am afraid, occasionally, mistakes do happen, even Bob Harvey has been known to make them.  Every effort is made to avoid them.  Can I say that the Council’s localisation programme will actually assist in avoiding such things, such problems in the future, because when control of these sort of services are given to local members, then Councillor Harvey himself will find out how difficult it is to keep his eye on every single collection box in his Ward, but that the integration of services at local level will help the process and try to eliminate errors in the ………, that do from time to time occur.  I am aware of the problem and efforts are being made to pick up the paper that has been out.”



Councillor Harvey Supplementary Question



“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  In view of the fact that the leaflet that went to residents did indicate that collection would be on Wednesday of last week and not this week, as the depots had on their own schedule, would it not have been possible for the Department to have recognised their mistake and to have adjusted the collection date to coincide with the date given on the leaflet?”


Councillor Stacey in reply 

“No, because until people didn’t turn up to collect the paper, no one realised there had been a mistake and it was only when they started getting complaints that they realised that there had been a problem and even I can’t turn the clock back and send them out yesterday!”


3
Councillor Mike Whitby to the Leader of the Council 



“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Can the Leader tell me please, what is more morally corrupt or deceptive - saying as Mr Prescott’s Department did that we were receiving £75.2 million worth of extra under the formula spending share, or Sir Albert Bore replying that we are only receiving just above £62 million?”


Councillor Sir Albert Bore in reply


“Lord Mayor, I do not consider the statements of the Deputy Prime Minister or my own morally corrupt or deceiving.”



Councillor Whitby Supplementary Question



“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Do you think the citizens of this City will understand when their Council Tax increases are imposed upon them and that cuts are also made in the services they should have, that when the excuse is we have only got £62 million extra that that reply is actually accurate?”


Councillor Sir Albert Bore in reply


“Lord Mayor, I am confident that the budget we will bring forward to this Council on 25 January will be one which can be supported by the majority of the Council and will be welcomed by the people of Birmingham.”


4
Councillor John Hemming to the Leader of the Council



“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  The City Leader is obviously aware that Local Government finances are a bit like the Schleswig – Holstein question in its complexity, but the key is really at this stage, regardless of how generous or not generous you see the Government as being, how much in terms of cuts or savings are we supposed to be looking for at the moment?”


Councillor Sir Albert Bore in reply


“Lord Mayor, this Council is always looking for efficiencies in the way in which it can deliver services in order to try and ensure that the needs of the people of Birmingham are best met.  Therefore the budget on 25 February will reflect, not only those savings that we need to make in order to balance income against expenditure, but the savings that we will make in order to actually improve a number of services that this City Council offers to the people of Birmingham.”



Councillor Hemming Supplementary Question



“Is that because you don’t know the answer or you are not telling us?”


Councillor Sir Albert Bore in reply


“Lord Mayor, Councillor Hemming will have to wait for my budget speech.”


5
Councillor James Hutchings to the Cabinet Member for Transportation, Street Services and Sustainability


“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Will the Cabinet Member please have the street signs in the City, and in particular in Edgbaston Ward, cleaned up so they can be readily understood?”


Councillor Stewart Stacey in reply

“It is my recollection, Lord Mayor, that street signs are inspected for their legality and legibility roughly six monthly periods and that normal processes should pick that up.  If he could let me have details about any particular street sign that appears to have been missed in that process, I will be delighted to make sure that it was cleaned.”



Councillor Hutchings Supplementary Question


“Yes, Lord Mayor, I will gladly supply that information.  Thank you.”

6
Councillor Deirdre Alden to the Cabinet Member for Transportation, Street Services and Sustainability


“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  A lot of people in this City diligently sort out their paper from their other rubbish and the City, obviously, has recycling targets to meet.  Can he explain therefore why, over the Christmas period at least one crew of bin-men were seen emptying the black bags and the contents of the paper boxes into the same refuse wagon?”

Councillor Stewart Stacey in reply

“Lord Mayor, no, and if Councillor Alden lets me have the details, I will do my best to find out.”


Councillor Deirdre Alden Supplementary Question


“Yes, I am delighted to tell him and, obviously, I was telling him something he didn’t know.”

Councillor Stacey in reply

“Again, Lord Mayor, local members are in the best position to know how the services are being provided locally and that is why this Group has decided to embark on a programme of localisation of services, so that services are delivered and controlled in localities, where those responsible for them are directly answerable to local members.”

7
Councillor Peter Douglas Osborn to the Leader of the Council.


“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Could I mention at this point that I think it is remiss of the Council not to have mentioned the death of Lord Jenkins of Hillhead and I hope that will be rectified at the next meeting.

Could the Leader of the Council please tell me whether any action will be taken over the position of Honorary Alderman and the address of this Council House being used to answer allegations of corruption in the High Court against Sir Richard Knowles?”

Councillor Sir Albert Bore in reply

“Lord Mayor, I am not aware that any action can be taken by this City Council.”


Councillor Douglas Osborn Supplementary Question


“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Will he then agree with me and the Detective Inspector in charge of the case, who should be promoted, that there is no justification for such an allegation of fraud?  Indeed the Charging of Poverty Seminar £100 and £64.50, 45 pence worth of receipts for a ten minute speech is not unreasonable, it is not capitalist oppression and it is not exploitation of the weak, it is not grinding the faces of the poor, it is purely using the market in a comradely fashion.”

Councillor Sir Albert Bore in reply

“Lord Mayor, I am confident, as, of course, other members are, that Councillor Richard Knowles acted in a proper manner in respect to these allegations.  And, indeed, I think he has publicly stated that, …., he has publicly explained his actions and in that statement I think he has very much justified the action he took in receiving expenses on that occasion.”

8
Councillor Paul Tilsley to the Leader of the Council

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Does the Leader not agree with me that the decision of the District Leaders to equalise the free travel passes at the age of 65 will leave women pensioners who are 60 after 31 March, is a retrograde step and hits those on fixed limited incomes and removes an important link between pensionable age and free travel established in this City over 50 years ago under the Labour leadership of the late Harry Watton and, unfortunately, removed under the Labour leadership of Sir Albert Bore?”

Councillor Sir Albert Bore in reply

“No, Lord Mayor.”

9
Councillor John Lines to the Cabinet Member for Leisure, Sport and Culture 


“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Does the Cabinet Member for Leisure or whatever remember at the last Council meeting, that I asked him the question regarding the future of dual use sites in the City and enquired as to the meetings that were taking place and he denied that?  Following my questions and his answers, Councillor Les Lawrence then asked a similar question and he gave an answer that there were talks taking place, but since then the Government have decided that they should give £75 million extra to this City and that the future of dual use sites were not in doubt.”

Councillor Ian Ward in reply

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  I do have recollection of both those questions to the Cabinet Member for Leisure and whatever at the last meeting and I can confirm what I said at the last meeting, that there is not a proposal and there has never been a proposal to close dual use sites in this City.  What we are doing is negotiating with local schools, with local communities to reach a mutually satisfactory agreement on the future management of such sites.”


Councillor Lines Supplementary Question

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Will then the Cabinet Member admit to this Council today that further talks have taken place, although the Government have given this Council extra money, there should not be a need for any cuts?  Negotiations are taking place with Managers of dual use sites and Education Department officers that in August of this year those schools that have a dual use site on their premises will actually have to put as much as 50% to keep the leisure side open?”

Councillor Ward in reply

“I can confirm, Lord Mayor, that we are in negotiation with the Education Department and also with local communities over the future management of dual use sites.”

10
Councillor Nigel Dawkins to the Cabinet Member for Transportation, Street Services and Sustainability

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Cotteridge Shopping Centre is currently having its pavements re-built, with block paving.  It looks very nice, it’s long overdue, but it’s welcomed by the shoppers.  However, half the shopping area in Cotteridge is actually shop frontages belonging to shops and hence is untouched by this work.  Shoppers can hardly understand why what looks like a half-finished job.  Traders have told me that they would have welcomed an opportunity by the Council to approach them, with a view to sharing the costs, in order for all the area to be done, not to be subsidised, but to share the costs.  This would have benefited shoppers, it would have benefited the area.  We hear a lot about localisation this afternoon, why were not the shoppers approached?“

Councillor Stewart Stacey in reply

“Lord Mayor, I am not aware that they were not, and I agree when such schemes are being done, it is a good idea to see if you can get contributions from the shop owners and do a comprehensive scheme.  I will go back and look at the history of this particular site and, indeed, if it has not already been broached, to see whether at this stage the scope of the scheme can be extended with private sector contributions to make it fully comprehensive.  It is schemes like this that bring to people’s attention that a lot of what they consider to be pavement isn’t and is private frontages of commercial properties.“


Councillor Dawkins Supplementary Question


“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Doesn’t that show very, very poor communication in your Department, when these suggestions were made to Transportation Officers at a Ward Committee for Bournville at the beginning of December?  They have obviously not been discussed since.“

Councillor Stacey in reply

“Lord Mayor, I am not aware of that discussion at the Ward Committee in December.  I will say, however, that the officers of the Transportation Strategy are working extremely hard to get delivered the Capital Programme that we have this year, which is one of the biggest we have ever had.  Because of the change of capital expenditure from 2 year SCA to 1 year BCA, they have to spend the second half of last year’s money and the whole of this year’s money in one year.  It is a lovely problem to have in terms of the resources that are available for improving our City, but it does mean that work is having to be done at a frantic pace with a number of officers that is not geared up to the capital spend we have.  So, if opportunities have been missed because of that it is unfortunate, but, as I said before, I will try and see what can be rowed back at this stage.  December was quite late in the gestation period of this scheme.  The issue would have needed to have been raised considerably earlier to get something on the ground now, but I will see what can be achieved.“

11
Councillor Len Gregory to the Cabinet Member for Transportation, Street Services and Sustainability


“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  Could the Cabinet Member tell the Council what is the criteria for public consultation for people that have a pedestrian crossing planned for outside their house?“

Councillor Stewart Stacey in reply

“My understanding is that it is normally the people outside whose property the crossing is planned and immediate neighbours who may be affected.“


Councillor Gregory Supplementary Question


“Would he then examine the case of Swanshurst Lane in my Ward, where, as far as I know, Mott McDonald, who are a consultant employed by the Transportation Department, have consulted only one family on either side of the road and it has caused a great deal of concern.“

Councillor Stacey in reply

“Yes, I am aware that there was concern about the consultation levels and, actually, I personally intervened to ensure that the scheme was adjusted to offer residents there separate off-street parking, which they never previously had, out of the flow of traffic.  When I became aware that they were concerned, in order to try and anticipate what some of those residents might have said had they been asked first time round.  My understanding is, that went back to further consultation with the residents and the scheme is now satisfactory.“

12
Councillor Dennis Birbeck to the Cabinet Member for Housing 


“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  After striving for three weeks to get some repairs carried out for a resident of mine, I was informed by the leader of the Service Team that no further repairs would be carried out for this financial year, to March 31 2003, as there were no available funds, no money available.  Can you tell us what the workers and the administrators in the repairs division of my area will be gainfully employed, how they will be gainfully employed for 4 months left in this financial year?“

Councillor Sandra Jenkinson in reply

“Lord Mayor, there are two parts to the answer to this question, which concerns all of us.  First of all I think it is valuable and important that there is such concern for the staff of Service Team and I welcome that.  It is important to recognise that in terms of our urgent repairs, those immediate repairs that relate to health and safety, those repairs are continuing and therefore will give some occupation for particular staff, and we are looking to set in motion a rolling programme which will take us from now through into the new year, in order to address some of the more major repairs, the ‘parked’ repairs, so that we can actually deliver that service.“


Councillor Birbeck Supplementary Question


“Lord Mayor, I can’t understand the answer to that.  There is no money, so how can you carry out repairs, you tell the residents this, they are not happy and they are put off by this Service Team.  They keep ringing this number and, you know, sometimes they think they are ringing to outer space for the answers they get, they lose records, they do all sorts of things, so it is totally inefficient.  And the point is they haven’t any money, and that is the stock answer, and you haven’t answered what these people are going to do.  We’re paying them, and there is no work to do.“

Councillor Jenkinson in reply

“You may not like the answer, but I have given you the answer.  The first aspect, Lord Mayor, is that urgent repairs are being done.  For them there is money in the programme and there always has been money in the programme.  The additional works that are being addressed are for the non-urgent, ‘parked’ repairs, which, I am glad to say, we will be able to be taking forward.“

13
Councillor Reginald Corns to the Cabinet Member for Local Services and Community Safety


“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  First of all may I say to Councillor Tahir Ali that I am very grateful for the very, very descriptive answer he gave to the October Questions about the Neighbourhood Renewal Fund and its expenditure.  However, as we approach the third quarter of this financial year, would Councillor Ali make a statement on the progress of the expenditure of the Neighbourhood Renewal Fund, as we come up to the end of the term?“

Councillor Tahir Ali in reply

“Lord Mayor, I didn’t get the full question and I would request that the Councillor repeats the question, please.“


Councillor Corns (repeat question)


“Can I repeat it then, Lord Mayor?  What we would like is a statement on how we are progressing with the expenditure of the Neighbourhood Renewal Fund as we come up to the end of ….., come up to the third quarter of this financial year.”

Councillor Ali in reply

“Thank you, Lord Mayor.  At the end of Month Nine, that is to end of 31 December, so the end of last year, the total schemes approved by Ward Committees and fully evaluated amounted to just under £8 million and there was a total of £13.3 million available.”


Councillor Corns Supplementary Question


“Lord Mayor, a supplementary to that question.  Does he anticipate that he will not meet the full expenditure for the end of this financial year and may have to re-pay back to the Government a percentage of the Neighbourhood Renewal Fund?  At the same time, Lord Mayor, I would like to think that he would make a statement on the facts of recent publicity, about the fact they could not spend the money in Handsworth and are looking for people that wish to come up with ideas on which to spend the Neighbourhood Renewal Fund.  This would suggest, don’t you think, that there was too much money going to Handsworth and they didn’t know what to spend it on?“

Councillor Ali in reply

“I am confident, Lord Mayor, that we will achieve the level of spend and no money will be allowed to be clawed back to the Government.“


_________________________________________________________________________


APPOINTMENTS BY THE COUNCIL

It was moved by Councillor Sir Albert Bore, seconded and upon the receipt of further nominations:-

16518

RESOLVED:-


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






Schools of King Edward the Sixth in Birmingham Foundation


Cllr Mike Olley (Lab)

Cllr James Hutchings (Con)

Cllr Les Lawrence (Con)

Cllr Tony Kennedy (Lab)
Re-appointment

Re-appointment

Re-appointment

Re-appointment 
For the 4 year period of office from 10 January 2003 to 9 January 2007

For the remainder of the 4 year period of office from 7 November 1999 to 6 November 2003

For the remainder of the period of office from 9 February 1999 to 8 February 2003 and for the 4 year period of office from 9 February 2003 to 8 February 2007

For the remainder of the 4 year period of office from 6 February 2000 to 5 February 2004






Henry James Sayer Trust
Mr K Hardeman (Con)
Hon Ald 

E Shepherd (Con)
For the remainder of the 7 year period of office from 31 January 1999 to 1 February 2006






West Midlands Local Government Association
Cllr David Williams (Lab)
Cllr Andy Howell (Lab)
For the remainder of the period ending with the Annual Meeting of the City Council in May 2003


_________________________________________________________________________


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


Geoff Sutton
From first floor residents of Melrose Close and Dornie Drive Sheltered Housing Scheme, Kings Norton, requesting the installation of heating at the base of the staircases to help prevent damp etc.





2


John Hemming
Requesting that the money from the sale of land/development on the Oaklands, Yardley, be spent on the Oaklands Recreation Park and Community Centre.





3


John Hemming
From the leaseholders and Council tenants of Danesmoor, Gosmoor and Frogmoor Houses, Yew Tree, Yardley, requesting information on the long term future of the properties.





4


Bob Harvey
Expressing concern regarding the safety of children crossing Reddings Lane, Hall Green, before and after school and requesting provision of a school crossing warden and/or zebra crossing.





5


Timothy Huxtable
From local residents requesting the Headteacher, Governors and the Local Education Authority to investigate the extent of anti-social behaviour by students attending Wheelers Lane Schools and College, Kings Heath, and using the Albert Road entrances/exits and requesting that consideration be given to the partial closure of the entrance.





6


John Hemming
Objecting to the closure of sub post offices and the loss of 17,000 jobs and requesting that main post offices remain open all day on Saturdays i.e. six full days opening.





7


John Hemming


Objecting to senior citizens being forced to sell their homes to pay for care and requesting that personal care for the elderly be made free of charge in England and Wales.





8


Jim Whorwood

and

Mike Ward


Requesting the provision of a surface crossing at the Manor House Lane/Steyning Road junction with the Coventry Road, Yardley, because the present underpass is a disgrace due to constant vandalism and flooding.


It was moved by the Lord Mayor, seconded and

16519

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
Nicola Henry
Calling on Royal Mail and the Government to stop the wave of closures of Post Offices.





2
Nicola Henry
Calling on Consignia and the Government to stop the wave of closures of Post Offices.





3
Ian Ward
Requesting that the Shard End local shops be improved, modernised and developed.





4
Mohammed Fazal
From traders/businesses of Stratford Road, Sparkhill protesting against the Red Route proposal on the A34 between Warwick Road and Shaftmoor Lane.


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

16520

RESOLVED:-



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).


___________________________________________________________________________


EXTENSION OF TIME LIMIT FOR DEBATE


It was moved by Councillor Anita Ward and seconded –



“That the time limit for consideration of Motions for Debate from Individual Members be extended by 60 minutes to allow for both Motions to be debated fully.”


The Motion was put to the vote and, upon a show of hands, it was carried.  It was accordingly –

16521

RESOLVED:-



That the time limit for consideration of Motions for Debate from Individual Members be extended by 60 minutes to allow for both Motions to be debated fully.


_________________________________________________________________________


(A)
The Government’s Approach to Local Government


It was moved by Councillor John Hemming and seconded by Councillor David Osborn pursuant to notice:-



“This council expresses its concern about the plan of central government to fine local authorities for being short of money.



This council notes that the main cause of delayed discharges from hospitals is that local authorities do not have the funds to provide placements.



This council recognises that the plan of central government to charge the local authorities for failing to have the funds will exacerbate the underlying problem.



This council believes that this and the public service agreements are examples of attempting to treat local government like a private company rather than as an expression of local accountability.



This council calls upon Birmingham’s MPs to warn the government that the government’s approach to local government is very damaging and effectively an attack on the citizens of Birmingham.”


In moving the Motion Councillor John Hemming said that the role of local government needed to be clarified, so that if it was no longer to provide public services that was identified.  If it was to remain as a provider of public services, appropriate resources should be made available.  The Government appeared to be seeking to have increasing control over local government which was very damaging.  Those in local government should not be faced with a choice of whether to provide support for a child or an older person, they should be able to respond to the needs which arose, and should not be worried that fines could be imposed.  If the proposals concerning fines were introduced existing problems with resources would be exacerbated so that provision for the elderly would be seriously affected.  Local government should be accountable for local services and elected members voted out if local people were unhappy with those services.  The commitment of local Members of Parliament to local government was needed.


In seconding the Motion Councillor David Osborne said that the imposition of fines would make the situation in respect of provision of care for older people worse.  Poorer quality care would result in more people having to return to hospital while those awaiting assessments would also suffer.  Councils would budget for fines rather than spending money on services.  He questioned the justification for the proposals about fining contained in the Community Care Bill and who would benefit from the money raised from fines.  Such interference should be stopped before it was too late.


It was moved by Councillor Susanna McCorry and seconded by Councillor Patty Primmer as an amendment:-



“Delete all after ‘This Council’ and insert:



‘… notes the continuing discussion about delayed discharges from hospitals.



The Council recognises that the plan of central government to create a strong financial incentive for local councils to provide an appropriate package of community care services is essential if the Government is to continue to achieve a reduction in delayed discharges.



The Council welcomes investment in Social Care Services, such as the £300 million Building Capacity Grant to local authorities, which reduced the number of elderly people unnecessarily waiting in hospital.  The extra £100 million pledged by central government over the next three years to social services to directly tackle delayed discharges is also welcome news.



The planned extra £1 billion to pay for additional home care packages to improve older people’s services by 2006 is also accepted as evidence by the Council of the Government’s determination to improve care services for some of our most vulnerable members of society.



The Council acknowledges the damaging consequences of delayed discharges for all concerned and acknowledges the need for local authorities to fulfil their responsibilities to older people but urges the Secretary of State to review the current proposals for cross-charging.



The Council believes that the Community Care Bill and Public Service Agreements are examples of the Labour Government striving to improve service outcomes.



This Council calls upon Birmingham MPs to support the Council and the Government in their continued reform of key public services.  It is imperative that we continue to innovate and deliver the services the public need and deserve.’”


In moving the amendment Councillor Susanna McCorry said that an investment had been made in Social Care including £3.2 million from the Government.  £6.2 million had been provided in 2001/02 to respond to the need at that time.  The Building Capacity Grant would tackle implementation issues.  That should assist in allowing for discharges to be timely, for the possibility for people to be assisted without the hospital’s support, and for people to maintain their independence.  She noted that the City Council had spent above the Standard Spending Assessment in the last few years.  The Government had now begun to redress previous lack of investment, both through Public Service Agreements and legislation, so that the Motion did not reflect the current situation, which showed a genuine commitment towards real improvement.  She had sympathy with the aspect of the Motion referring to fines as she considered that providers should not be deflected from delivering high quality services.  She was concerned that the Government should not do anything to undermine the local authority’s partnership with the Health Service.  She also had concerns about the nature of care packages as some were very costly and others very complex.  She considered that the Government was dedicated to improving services and was providing more investment than ever before.


In seconding the amendment Councillor Patty Primmer emphasised that improved resources were being made available and that older people were central to the health care agenda.  Cross-charging should not be allowed to harm relationships with the Health Service.  By supporting the amendment members would be supporting investment by the Council and the Government.


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

· The same promises had been made previously by the Labour Group so that it was difficult to believe the promises now made

· A change in Cabinet Member was needed to improve the situation

· The money provided by the Government to assist the bed blocking crisis had disappeared

· The Social Services Department was one of the worst in the country and problems with absenteeism, closure of homes and provision made for the cost of care continued

· The Motion referred to shortage of resources but it was not clear how much money had been received, how much spent and how much wasted by the Social Services Department, so that there was no accountability

· The Government should not fine the Council Tax payer

· The current problems had arisen as a result of the unregulated development of private homes in the 1980s and it was very difficult to redress the balance

· Neither the Motion nor the amendment would take the matter forward

· Government resources had been allocated but they were insufficient


It was moved by Councillor Keith Linnecor and seconded –



“That the question be now put.”


The Motion was put to the vote and by a show of hands was declared to be carried.  It was accordingly-
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RESOLVED:-



That the question be now put.


Councillor John Hemming briefly replied to the points made, noting that the amendment was still somewhat critical of the Government.


The amendment moved by Councillor Susanna McCorry was put to the vote and by a show of hands was declared to be carried.  Hereupon a poll being demanded the voting was as follows:-

For the Amendment (61)

Muhammad Afzal

Tahir Ali

Reverend Richard Bashford

Steven Bedser

Roy Benjamin

Jilly Bermingham

Sir Albert Bore

Marje Bridle

Susan Burfoot

Alton Burnett

Margaret Byrne

John Chapman

John Clancy

Brenda Clarke

John Cotton

Andrew Coulson

Mohammed Fazal

Robert Flello

Gordon Green 

Catharine Grundy


George Harper

Ann Holtom

Ray Holtom 

Andy Howell

Mohammed Idrees

Shah Jahan

Qayum Jahangir

Sandra Jenkinson

David Jepson

Vincent Johnson

Mohammed Kazi

Tony Kennedy

Ansar Ali Khan

Chaman Lal

Mike Leddy

Keith Linnecor

Khalid Mahmood

Susanna McCorry

Yvonne Mosquito

Phillip Murphy 
Mike Nangle

Andrew Nicholls

Bryan Nott

Mike Olley

Roy Pinney

Patty Primmer

Jagdip Rai

Carl Rice

Mick Rice

Mike Sharpe

Renée Spector

Sybil Spence

Stewart Stacey

John Tyrrell

Dorothy Wallace

Anita Ward

Ian Ward

Margaret Wells

Ron Whitehouse

David Williams

Fiona Williams

Against the Amendment (37)

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

Ray Hassall

Jackie Hawthorn

John Hemming

Nicola Henry

Peter Hollingworth

John Hood

Peter Howard

James Hutchings

Jane James

Shaukat Ali Khan 


John Lines

David Osborne

Fergus Robinson

David Roy

Mohammed Saeed

Margaret Scrimshaw

Margaret Sparrey

Geoffrey Sutton

Anne Underwood

Mike Ward

Tony Ward

Jim Whorwood




The Motion as amended was put to the vote and by a show of hands was declared to be carried.  It was accordingly-
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RESOLVED:-



That this Council notes the continuing discussion about delayed discharges from hospitals.



The Council recognises that the plan of central government to create a strong financial incentive for local councils to provide an appropriate package of community care services is essential if the Government is to continue to achieve a reduction in delayed discharges.



The Council welcomes investment in Social Care Services, such as the £300 million Building Capacity Grant to local authorities, which reduced the number of elderly people unnecessarily waiting in hospital.  The extra £100 million pledged by central government over the next three years to social services to directly tackle delayed discharges is also welcome news.



The planned extra £1 billion to pay for additional home care packages to improve older people’s services by 2006 is also accepted as evidence by the Council of the Government’s determination to improve care services for some of our most vulnerable members of society.



The Council acknowledges the damaging consequences of delayed discharges for all concerned and acknowledges the need for local authorities to fulfil their responsibilities to older people but urges the Secretary of State to review the current proposals for cross-charging.



The Council believes that the Community Care Bill and Public Service Agreements are examples of the Labour Government striving to improve service outcomes.


This Council calls upon Birmingham MPs to support the Council and the Government in their continued reform of key public services.  It is imperative that we continue to innovate and deliver the services the public need and deserve.


___________________________________________________________________________

(B) Replica Handguns

It was moved by Councillor Mike Leddy and seconded by Councillor Yvonne Mosquito pursuant to notice:-

“This Council wishes to express our growing concern with the number of replica handguns, which are presently flooding our City.  Many of these so-called toys, known as BB guns and others as “non-functional” replicas are manufactured under agreements with companies who make real handguns such as Smith & Wesson and Beretta.

The look-alike handguns, which are all freely available in toyshops, markets and other high street outlets, can be owned by anyone including children.  Since these weapons cannot be distinguished from the real thing and more importantly, can be illegally re-engineered, they pose a significant threat to the public at large.

The Council will

1. Examine all options to prohibit the sale, import and manufacture of imitation handguns.

2. Urge the Government to introduce a unified registration system for the ownership of airguns.

3. Explore ways of setting a minimum age of 17 for the purchase, sale and use of airguns."

In moving the Motion Councillor Mike Leddy said that it had been drafted before recent events in Aston and that the amendment to be moved by Councillor Sir Albert Bore would reflect those events.  The Police nation-wide were very concerned about the sale of replica handguns which were marketed as toys.  Those guns posed a significant risk to anyone in a vulnerable position particularly in banking, retail or the Police and could precipitate an incident if thought to be the real thing.

Councillor Yvonne Mosquito, in seconding the Motion, expressed her sympathy to the parents of those killed or injured in the shooting in Aston on New Year’s Day.  Although it was not possible to remove their grief, efforts should be made to ensure that resources were provided to address the underlying causes of the violence.  More could be done including positive action in the community, while responsibility had to be shared collectively and no-one could be expected to have all the answers.  The large minority ethnic population in the City was over-represented in psychiatric wards, prisons and underachievement in education as well as being under-represented in prestige jobs.  The City Council must work with all appropriate agencies to address the issue.

It was moved by Councillor Deirdre Alden and seconded by Councillor John Hood as an amendment:-


“Delete all words after ‘This Council wishes to’ and insert the following:-


‘record its horror at the gun crime figures released by the Home Office last week, which show that gun crime has soared by 35% in the last twelve months, and urges the Government to embark upon a raft of different actions, such as:-

a) Increasing the number of Police.

b) Cracking down on the illegal importation of firearms and ammunition.

c) Prohibiting the sale, import and manufacture of imitation handguns.

d) Looking at the legislation covering the control and use of airguns.

e) Introducing effective witness protection schemes and tougher sentencing.


to ensure that in future the number of gun crimes starts to decrease.’”

In moving the amendment Councillor Deirdre Alden extended her sincere condolences to those affected by the New Year’s Day shootings.  She contended that the Government’s latest gun crime figures had been intended to give them credit but the shootings in Aston had worked against that.  The amendment was being proposed to respond to those events.  Action needed to be taken in respect of both replica and real guns.  Gun crimes had doubled in four years under a Labour Government and the increase in the West Midlands had been even worse.  There had been a rise in the use of guns in robberies, thus demonstrating that the Government’s crime policies were a failure.  Tougher sentences for violent crime should be sought.  The Government should make every effort to prevent the illegal importation of weapons and drugs.  Additional Police were needed on the streets while workable witness protection schemes should be introduced.

In seconding the amendment Councillor John Hood said that the importation of illegal weapons must be prevented.  Neighbourhood Renewal Funding could be used in deprived Wards to address the situation.  War must be declared on criminals in order to protect innocent lives.  All sections of the community should work together to make the City a safer place.

It was moved by Councillor John Hemming and seconded by Councillor Paul Tilsley as an amendment:-


“Add point 4 to ‘This Council will’



‘4.
Arrange for a scrutiny to review the issues of enforcing the laws that exist to deal with violent crime and call for evidence from the police and other interested parties as to how the process of enforcement could be improved.’”

In moving the amendment Councillor John Hemming said that he supported the principle behind the Conservative amendment and supported some aspects of the amendment to be moved by the Labour Group.  The impact of reinstating pupils excluded from school for violence should be considered because, if gang culture was tolerated in schools, it would be difficult to address in the community at large.  A scrutiny review should be established to address the gang issue.  It had been seen that the innocent could get caught up in the slipstream of gang activities.

In seconding the amendment Councillor Paul Tilsley said that all agencies must work together.  There could be no excuse for possessing guns and the Government should declare an amnesty to allow them to be handed in Crime involving guns was often also drug-related.  Anyone without a UK passport who was arrested for a gun-related crime carrying a five year sentence, should be deported immediately to their country of origin to serve their sentence whilst also being banned from re-entry to this country.  Gangs must not cause residents to be fearful and must not run the City.

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



“Insert at the beginning of the motion:

‘This Council wishes to convey its deep and sincere condolences to the friends and family of Charlene Ellis and Letisha Shakespeare, and other friends and families who have recently lost someone under similar tragic circumstances.’



Paragraph 1, line 1 of original motion, delete ‘This’ and insert ‘The’



Paragraph 3, line 1, delete ‘will’ and insert ‘Urges the Government to:’

Point 1, delete ‘imitation handguns’ and insert ‘replica guns and airguns, particularly those which can easily be converted to fire live ammunition.’

Point 3, insert at end ‘and prohibit the carrying of such guns in a public space without good reason.’



Insert a new Point 4:



‘4.
Introduce an ‘amnesty’ when weapons can be handed in.’



Insert at the end of the motion:

‘The Council will continue to work with the community and other agencies, including the Police, to tackle gun crime and drugs culture, as well as the deprivation and social exclusion which helps to create these problems.

A Member Panel, with community and partner representation, will be established under the leadership of the Cabinet Member for Local Services and Community Safety to influence and contribute to actions both within the Council and the Community Safety Partnership, and to advise the Cabinet on measures that need to be taken to support local communities in reducing crime and to tackle the growing culture of carrying and using guns on the city’s streets.’”

In moving the amendment Councillor Sir Albert Bore said that the events of New Year’s Day had affected the original Motion.  He urged members to act sensibly and not to engage in party political banter.  The shootings of New Year’s Day had been an act of mindless violence.  He was certain that paragraph 1 of the amendment could be supported by all members.  The City should not be perceived as crime-ridden when overall a reduction in burglaries, armed robberies and vehicle crime had been reported.  In respect of drug-related crime, Birmingham was no different from other major cities in the UK.  The City had a number of disaffected youth who belonged to a gang culture but that type of behaviour should not be assumed to predominate in the African Caribbean community, it could be applied to people from a variety of minority ethnic backgrounds.  It was incumbent upon the City Council to respond to what had occurred and to seek ways to reduce the problem, including addressing the issues behind the violence, in partnership with other agencies.  The proposed Panel represented a reasoned and reasonable response to the tragedy.

In seconding the amendment Councillor David Williams said that elected members, the community and partner organisations must present a united front on the issue.  People on the streets, irrespective of colour, must feel safe, all citizens should care for each other.  Courage and strength must be restored to communities, by ending the cycle of guns, violence and death.  The agenda to be addressed included deprivation, inequality, prejudice, stereotyping and marginalisation.

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

· All speakers expressed sympathy with the victims, friends and family of those killed or injured in the New Year’s Day shootings

· In some areas of the City gang culture was a reality exerting a small but significant influence

· ln the poorest Wards such as Aston, where 70% of young people under 25 had not got a proper job and where the B6 postcode caused endemic discrimination, opportunities for young people must be identified

· Gang culture had to be understood in order to tackle it, rather than its existence denied

· The reputation of the City had been damaged by recent events and the image created of African Caribbeans in particular as being responsible for drugs and guns in society

· Violence should not be viewed as being endemic in society

· Successive governments had failed to develop and resource the inner Cities and to educate the children to fulfil their potential

· Social deprivation was one of the causes of crime to be tackled

· The Conservative Group did not disagree with the Labour Group amendment and would wish to be associated with the first paragraph

· It was hoped that the Member Panel would be inclusive of all parties

· The shootings on New Year’s Day had diminished everyone in the City

· Schools should be places removed from any gun culture

· A variety of types of provision was made for excluded pupils and those under-achieving, which were having some success, whilst efforts were made to prevent exclusion by early intervention

· Separate provision of facilities on the basis of ethnicity should not be made

· In general, African Caribbean young men were criminalised and did not have the life chances to motivate them – that must be addressed through resources

· Speeches would not remedy the situation, working together was essential

· A way forward must be established to ensure that gun culture did not prevail

· Many did not realise how dangerous guns were so that sentences must be imposed on those found guilty of carrying weapons on the streets

· Short term remedies did not solve anything and could make matters worse

· The causes of violence could vary but the basis of solutions was the same in each case

· Awareness must be raised and shared values developed, as well as mutual trust and respect to work for stronger, safer and more cohesive communities

· A partnership against crime had been established in Handsworth twelve months previously.  Partnership was the key as the problem was not particular to one group or one area of the City

· The Panel would be inclusive

· It had to be recognised that there were no easy answers

In reply Councillor Mike Leddy said that the Council was now demonstrating the leadership being called for.  It must lead and show the way forward to resolve the pertinent issues.  Birmingham was not a City of crime.  School exclusions must be tackled.

The amendment moved by Councillor Deirdre Alden was put to the vote and by a show of hands was declared to be lost.

The amendment moved by Councillor John Hemming was put to the vote and by a show of hands was declared to be lost.

The amendment moved by Councillor Sir Albert Bore 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:-
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RESOLVED:-

This Council wishes to convey its deep and sincere condolences to the friends and family of Charlene Ellis and Letisha Shakespeare, and other friends and families who have recently lost someone under similar tragic circumstances.

The Council wishes to express our growing concern with the number of replica handguns, which are presently flooding our City.  Many of these so-called toys, known as BB guns and others as “non-functional” replicas are manufactured under agreements with companies who make real handguns such as Smith & Wesson and Beretta.

The look-alike handguns, which are all freely available in toyshops, markets and other high street outlets, can be owned by anyone including children.  Since these weapons cannot be distinguished from the real thing and more importantly, can be illegally re-engineered, they pose a significant threat to the public at large.

The Council urges the Government to:-

1. Examine all options to prohibit the sale, import and manufacture of replica guns and airguns, particularly those which can easily be converted to fire live ammunition.

2. Urge the Government to introduce a unified registration system for the ownership of airguns.

3. Explore ways of setting a minimum age of 17 for the purchase, sale and use of airguns and prohibit the carrying of such guns in a public place without good reason.

4. Introduce an ‘amnesty’ when weapons can be handed in.

The Council will continue to work with the community and other agencies, including the Police, to tackle gun crime and drugs culture, as well as the deprivation and social exclusion which helps to create these problems.

A Member Panel, with community and partner representation, will be established under the leadership of the Cabinet Member for Local Services and Community Safety to influence and contribute to actions both within the Council and the Community Safety Partnership, and to advise the Cabinet on measures that need to be taken to support local communities in reducing crime and to tackle the growing culture of carrying and using guns on the city’s streets.


___________________________________________________________________________


ADJOURNMENT

It was moved by the Lord Mayor, seconded and
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RESOLVED:-



That the Council be adjourned until 1745 hours on this day.


The Council then adjourned at 1703 hours.

At 1748 hours the Council resumed at the point where the meeting had been adjourned.


___________________________________________________________________________


MOTIONS FOR DEBATE SUBMITTED VIA THE COUNCIL BUSINESS MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE

(A) Birmingham Housing Commission Report – “One Size Doesn’t Fit All – Community Housing and Flourishing Neighbourhoods” – Council’s Immediate Response
The following report of the Executive on the Independent Housing Commission’s Report was submitted:-

(See document No. 1)

The following letter, dated 10 January 2003, to the Leader of the Council from the City Housing Liaison Board, copies of which had been placed around the Chamber, was submitted:-

(See document No. 2)

It was moved by Councillor Sir Albert Bore and seconded-

“(1)
That, on the recommendation of the Cabinet, the City Council approves the following: -


(a)
The immediate responses to the Housing Commission’s recommendations as set out in paragraphs 2, 3.2, 3.4, 3.6, 3.8, 3.10, 3.12, 3.14 and 3.16 of the attached report to Cabinet.


(b)
To amend the Terms of Reference of the Cabinet Committee – Devolution, as set out in paragraph 5.2 of the attached report.


(c)
The timetable for further consultation of the Commission’s report and recommendations.


(d)
To reflect the recommendations from the Tenants’ Conference held in October 2002, through the Council’s responses to the Commission.

(2)
That the City Council expresses its full and sincere thanks for the work of the Commissioners and Professor Anne Power.”

In moving the Motion Councillor Sir Albert Bore explained the background to the establishment of the Commission following the rejection by tenants of the Housing Stock Transfer proposals.  He said that the Chairperson and members of the Commission were people who had the respect of the Government and other housing agencies.  They had adhered to their remit and timetable in submitting their report and it was imperative now to move forward quickly on their recommendations.  The aim must be to provide the housing service which the tenants expected.  He introduced Professor Anne Power and invited her to address the meeting.


Professor Anne Power, Chairperson of the Independent Housing Commission, thanked members for inviting her to attend the Council meeting.  The Commission members had been welcomed in the City and had been impressed by the candid attitude of those who had given evidence.  Tenants, elected members and departmental staff had all been concerned that the rejection of the Stock Transfer proposals should not be seen as the end of the only real hope for improving housing.  Problem solving was the key.  The Commission had realised that radical change was inevitable and that the current housing service was unviable and unfundable and did not deliver.  There was no clear division between politics and the services demanded by the rented housing sector.  A slimmed down, fundable, strategic centre was needed together with landlord services which focussed on the basics.  She noted that Neighbourhood Renewal was a major issue, for which the Government was providing resources to address particular problems.  Some excellent models of Neighbourhood Renewal had been referred to in the report.  In restructuring the housing service with a strategic centre and a landlord service in each area of the City, community support would be decisive and tenants would have input so that there would be a framework of accountability.  Examples in other areas including Islington and Glasgow had been studied.  Prior to devolution robust frameworks and strong monitoring systems must be in place.  The Commission’s proposals for the housing service would fit with the Council’s intentions for devolution in respect of other services, although they should not be driven by the overall devolution agenda.  Professor Power stressed the need for urgency in instigating change in the housing service, because of the time already lost in pursuing Stock Transfer and the fact that some of the services were poorer than in other cities.  Two core teams would be needed, i.e. a change team and a residents’ support team.  It was hoped that the Government would recognise the changes that Birmingham was bringing about and would give some financial assistance.  The City Council would need partners in order to achieve its targets.  She hoped that the improvements made in education in the City could be replicated in the housing service, and that the benefits of redevelopment in the City Centre could extend to the neighbourhoods.  There were opportunities for investment and jobs.  She urged members to reclaim Council housing and make it something to be proud of.


It was moved by Councillor Len Gregory and seconded by Councillor Vivienne Barton as an amendment-



“Delete all after ‘that’ in the first line and replace with:-



‘this Council refers to the Independent Housing Commission report to the Housing and Urban Renewal Overview and Scrutiny Committee for their consideration and report back to a meeting of the full Council within two months.’”


In moving the amendment Councillor Len Gregory criticised the membership of the Housing Commission which had not included any stakeholders from the City, not even as their Adviser.  The Commission’s report appeared to advocate Stock Transfer in a radical disguise, with once again no “plan B”.  ln his view it was the Government’s intention to remove Council housing from Council control and out of the Public Sector Borrowing Requirement.  The report did not include any financial appraisals nor costings nor management structures, yet tenants would have to pay for the structure.  The Cabinet had endorsed the establishment of 35 separate organisations and acknowledged that management was too costly and too centralised.  He referred to the crisis in the repairs service and poor management of capital procurement.  He supported the split between strategy and the landlord function and had always opposed large scale demolition as destroying communities, so that refurbishment and repair should be carried out wherever possible, irrespective of the age of the property.  People should be encouraged to invest in their properties.  In his view the Commission’s report should be subject to scrutiny and questioning from the Birmingham perspective because the Unions and tenants were somewhat suspicious of it, as a result of their experience of the Stock Transfer proposal.  The Scrutiny process would only delay matters for a further six weeks, but would ensure best value for Birmingham.

In seconding the amendment Councillor Vivienne Barton said that Stock Transfer had been rejected because of a lack of trust by the tenants.  The amendment should be supported by anyone with a genuine interest in the future of housing in the City.

It was moved by Councillor John Hemming and seconded by Councillor Frank Coyne as an amendment:-


“Add point (e) to item 1

‘(e)
A recognition of the challenges faced by the Housing Department in changing its culture to one which is about serving the community, both tenants of the city council and the wider community.’”


In moving the amendment Councillor John Hemming said that the tenants generally support tenant management, but he urged that tenants be fully informed about proposals rather than being faced with a fait accompli.  In the main he supported the recommendations and the devolution proposals.


Councillor Frank Coyne said that the terms of the amendment were intended to ensure that the senior management of the Housing Department accepted devolution.  It was difficult to support Councillor Gregory’s amendment because of the delay which would result.  Local managers should have the authority to manage locally and the confidence to make decisions.


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

· Radical change was needed

· Additional work and meaningful consultation were required

· The high cost of management, the high cost and inadequacy of repairs, demoralised staff and poor services, as evidenced by the low Comprehensive Performance Assessment score for the service, were examples of the Labour Group’s incompetence

· Scrutiny should be used to review major issues such as this

· The report contained no financial implications and no comparisons with the current structure, so that it was unclear whether the proposed staffing would be adequate

· The Commission’s report on page 71 contained a section of recommendations concerning Government support but it was not clear whether the Government had been approached in that regard

· Other questions to be addressed included the availability of quality management, whether Community-Based Housing Organisations would have the necessary autonomy to take action and whether the proposals had the confidence of tenants

· Additional investment would still be required and the Government should play its part

· The housing service was as important as education and employment

· The Council should not rush into a new structure and way of working, a scrutiny review should be carried out first

· The views of tenants must be taken into account

· Setting up a scrutiny review in the way proposed was not necessarily the appropriate way to do it

· The work of the Commission was praised and in particular the time the members had taken to listen to Birmingham people and to investigate the current situation

· The staff in the Housing Department were high quality and many welcomed the opportunity to provide services locally

· Any fears or scepticism about change were understandable and would be addressed

· The Labour Group had not improved the housing service over previous years so there was no reason to believe they would do so now

· The report was short on detail and objectives and costings whilst the nature of the pilots was non-specific

· The value of pilots was questioned when there were already models in place

· The recommendations would not necessarily reconcile the inherent conflict between the tenant and landlord


It was moved by Councillor Mike Leddy and seconded-



“That the question be now put.”


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


It was accordingly-
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RESOLVED:-



That the question be now put.


Professor Anne Power responded to the comments made about the Commission membership, costings, the models proposed, feedback from tenants and staff, the investment gap and the implications of the recommendations for inter-racial understanding.  She said that the nine months since the rejection of the Stock Transfer proposal had been a difficult time for staff and tenants and that further delays in delivering a coherent landlord service could not be afforded.


In reply Councillor Sir Albert Bore said that he would urge the Council to reject Councillor Len Gregory’s amendment but to accept Councillor John Hemming’s.  Stock Transfer had failed and a change of culture was required.  Tenants should be able to have an influence over the housing in which they lived.  The Conservative Group appeared to be revisiting the past instead of putting forward new imaginative ideas to meet the needs and aspirations of the tenants.  The Group had been merely critical and, in his view, had impugned the character of certain members of the Commission.  A scrutiny review could have been requested at an earlier stage, but to agree to one now would lead to a three month delay before the Council could consider it.


The amendment moved by Councillor Len Gregory 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 (29)

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

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

Mike Whitby

Against the Amendment (69)

Muhammad Afzal

Tahir Ali

Sue Anderson

Reverend Richard Bashford

Steven Bedser

Roy Benjamin

Jilly Bermingham

Sir Albert Bore

Marje Bridle

Susan Burfoot

Alton Burnett

Margaret Byrne

John Chapman

John Clancy

John Cotton

Andrew Coulson

Frank Coyne

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

Shah Jahan

Qayum Jahangir

Sandra Jenkinson

David Jepson

Mohammed Kazi

Tony Kennedy

Ansar Ali Khan

Mike Leddy

Keith Linnecor

Khalid Mahmood

Gurdev Manku

Mohammed Masoom

Susanna McCorry

Yvonne Mosquito 

Phillip Murphy

Mike Nangle
Andrew Nicholls

Bryan Nott

Mike Olley

David Osborne

Roy Pinney

Patty Primmer

Jagdip Rai

Matthew Redmond

Carl Rice

Mick Rice

Mike Sharpe

Renée Spector

Sybil Spence

Paul Tilsley

Dorothy Wallace

Anita Ward

Ian Ward

Mike Ward

Margaret Wells

Ron Whitehouse

Jim Whorwood

David Williams 

Fiona Williams

The amendment moved by Councillor John Hemming 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-

16527

RESOLVED:-

(1)
That, on the recommendation of the Cabinet, the City Council approves the following: -


(a)
The immediate responses to the Housing Commission’s recommendations as set out in paragraphs 2, 3.2, 3.4, 3.6, 3.8, 3.10, 3.12, 3.14 and 3.16 of the attached report to Cabinet.


(b)
To amend the Terms of Reference of the Cabinet Committee – Devolution, as set out in paragraph 5.2 of the attached report.
 

(c)
The timetable for further consultation of the Commission’s report and recommendations.


(d) To reflect the recommendations from the Tenants’ Conference held in October 2002, through the Council’s responses to the Commission.

(e) A recognition of the challenges faced by the Housing Department in changing its culture to one which is about serving the community, both tenants of the city council and the wider community.

(2) That the City Council expresses its full and sincere thanks for the work of the Commissioners and Professor Anne Power.


___________________________________________________________________________


(B)
Council Tax Taxbase


The following report of the Executive was submitted:-


(See document No. 3)


It was moved by Councillor Sir Albert Bore and seconded-

“(1)
That the City Council approves a Council Tax taxbase, for Birmingham, of 280,991 Band D equivalent properties, for 2003/2004, as calculated in Appendix 1, in accordance with the Local Authorities (Calculation of Taxbase) Regulations 1992, as amended.

(2) That the City Council approves a taxbase for the New Frankley in Birmingham Parish, of 2,104 Band D equivalent properties for 2003/04.”

It was moved by Councillor John Alden and seconded by Councillor Peter Howard as an amendment:-


“In paragraph 1:



‘delete 280,991 and substitute 281,708.’


In paragraph 2:



‘delete 2,104 and substitute 2,109.’

In moving the amendment Councillor John Alden said that the Council Tax collection staff did sterling work, but he considered that they could be challenged further re. the collection rate to match some other areas of the country.  The proposal made sense financially as additional Council Tax would be raised.

In seconding the amendment Councillor Peter Howard said that change was sometimes a good thing and that the collection rate target should be raised progressively.


Councillor John Hemming said that he had submitted an amendment in exactly the same terms as that moved by Councillor John Alden, so that he no longer intended to move his amendment.


In reply Councillor Sir Albert Bore said that the proposed collection rate was based on past experience and the recommendation of officers.


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


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


It was accordingly-

16528

RESOLVED:-

(1)
That the City Council approves a Council Tax taxbase, for Birmingham, of 280,991 Band D equivalent properties, for 2003/2004, as calculated in Appendix 1, in accordance with the Local Authorities (Calculation of Taxbase) Regulations 1992, as amended.

(2) That the City Council approves a taxbase for the New Frankley in Birmingham Parish, of 2,104 Band D equivalent properties for 2003/04.

___________________________________________________________________________

(C)
Review of Signing Services
The following report of the Signing Services Task and Finish Overview and Scrutiny Committee together with a Commentary in the form of a report of the Cabinet Member for Equalities and Human Resources was submitted:-

(See document No. 4)

It was moved by Councillor Sybil Spence and seconded-


“That the recommendations set out in Section 7 of the enclosed report be approved and that the Executive be requested to pursue their implementation.”

In moving the Motion Councillor Sybil Spence said that it was appropriate to consider the report at the first Council meeting in the European Year of the Disabled 2003.  There was a vibrant deaf community in Birmingham for many of whom British Sign Language was the first language.  The report represented a significant piece of work in recognising the rights of the deaf community and in seeking to co-ordinate and improve signing services through working with other agencies and partners across the City.  Strategies should be introduced to ensure that the deaf community had greater confidence in the City Council and other service providers.  The recommendations did not identify a need for any significant amount of increased resources.

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

· This important issue had been neglected by the Council and other providers

· There had been two previous reports on the matter – in 1994 and 2000 - and yet the preface to this report indicated that little progress had been made towards adopting a corporate approach to provision of British Sign Language interpretation services across the City Council and other service providers, that was deplorable

· It was hoped that the recommendations of this review would be implemented quickly to end the frustration felt by the deaf community

· The Council should be ashamed that services were not provided for deaf people and that Departments could not communicate effectively with deaf people

· The recommendations must be driven both politically and at Chief Officer level and the quality of the service should be monitored by deaf users

· The Council should exercise its community leadership role and should draw together a consortium of providers who could combine resources to meet the needs identified; deaf people should also be involved in the development of services

· British Sign Language should be recognised as a community language and the shortage of signers addressed

· The report’s recommendations were accepted by the Executive

· The report had taken too long to reach the City Council – almost a year since its inception – and the two previous reports had not been taken forward so that action must be taken now

· There were a number of simple items and simple measures which could make a difference if people were aware
· To encourage school pupils to learn British Sign Language as a valuable skill would be a positive move
· The recommendations in the report should be seen as a starting point
· Deafness was often ignored as it was not a visible disability
In reply Councillor Sybil Spence said that the deaf community must say what they needed.  Inclusivity especially in education would prevent isolation.  Deaf people must be able to do the same things as hearing people.  If a service was provided, the knowledge of how to effect that service must go alongside.

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

It was accordingly-

16529
RESOLVED:-


That the recommendations set out in Section 7 of the enclosed report be approved and that the Executive be requested to pursue their implementation.

___________________________________________________________________________


(D)
Managing Absence

The following report of the Co-ordinating Overview and Scrutiny Committee together with a Commentary in the form of a report of the Cabinet Member for Equalities and Human Resources was submitted:-


(See document No. 5)


It was moved by Councillor Mike Olley and seconded-

“(1)
That the recommendations (R1 to R23) summarised in Section 2 of the enclosed report be approved and that the Executive be requested to pursue their implementation.

(2) That further discussion take place on items D1 to D10 in Section 2, and the results be reported to the Co-ordinating Overview and Scrutiny Committee.”

In moving the Motion Councillor Mike Olley referred briefly to the report.

During the debate on the report the following point was made:-

· Progress was being made on absenteeism levels and improved targets had been set for future years, with the intention of taking the Council below the national average.

In reply Councillor Mike Olley said that the monitoring was vital in addressing the level of abseneetism.

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

It was accordingly-

16530


RESOLVED:-
(1)
That the recommendations (R1 to R23) summarised in Section 2 of the enclosed report be approved and that the Executive be requested to pursue their implementation.

(2)
That further discussion take place on items D1 to D10 in Section 2, and the results be reported to the Co-ordinating Overview and Scrutiny Committee.


___________________________________________________________________________

(E) Review of Foreign Travel Arrangements

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

(See document No. 6)

It was formally moved by Councillor Sir Albert Bore and seconded-

“That the City Council approves the proposed change to the Council Business Management Committee’s Terms of Reference as highlighted in the Annex to this report and notes the new arrangements for dealing with such matters.”

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


It was accordingly-

16531

RESOLVED:-

That the City Council approves the proposed change to the Council Business Management Committee’s Terms of Reference as highlighted in the Annex to this report and notes the new arrangements for dealing with such matters.


___________________________________________________________________________


The Council rose at 2015 hours.

APPENDIX


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


A1.
question to COUNCILLOR SIR aLBERT bORE, THE LEADER OF THE COUNCIL, from Councillor MOHAMMED MASSOM 

“Grants for Religious Organisations

Q:
Could the Leader list all City Council grants awarded in the last 5 years towards the upkeep/maintenance of premises used by religious groups?

ANSWER:
The City Council gives grants to a large variety of organisations.  

However, the City Council does not keep records of all the organisations who may use premises occupied by organisations to whom grants are given.  It is not therefore possible to determine the level of grants given by the Council towards the upkeep or maintenance of premises used by religious groups.

A2.
QUESTION TO Councillor Sir ALBERT BORE, THE LEADER OF THE COUNCIL, FROM COUNCILLOR BARBARA JACKSON


“Guessing Best Value”
Q:
Could I draw the Leader’s attention to the recent Management Letter circulated from the District Auditor which contains the following:

A statutory recommendation has been included given that 20% of the estimates included in the Best Value Performance Plan were significantly different from the actual figures. Production of accurate figures is crucial if the Council is to successfully monitor its performance.”

What changes, improvements etc. are now in place or proposed to ensure that estimates are more accurate in future years?

ANSWER:
This authority will always set itself challenging targets, and in so doing, acknowledges that not all of them will always be met. We also recognise the importance of being able to set clear targets and to correctly estimate our performance against them, at intervals throughout the year. It is particularly important that we invest in target setting and measurement for those performance indicators that measure progress against the highest priority areas for the City Council. 

We are now in the process of analysing the causes of the significant under and over statements included in the plan to determine what action (specific and general) needs to be taken to make our future targets and estimates more reliable. 

B. QUESTION TO cOUNCILLOR ROY PINNEY, THE CABINET MEMBER FOR EDUCATION AND LIFELONG LEARNING, FROM COUNCILLOR LES LAWRENCE

Temporary Classrooms
Q:
1.
Will the Cabinet Member provide the following information with regard to temporary classrooms:

a. The number of temporary classrooms currently in use in schools across the City?

b.
The location of each of those classrooms?

c.
The date when each of these temporary classrooms was erected and the date, where applicable, when planning permission was last granted including the period of that permission?

d.
The number of temporary classrooms removed in the past three years and the reasons for removal?

e.
The number of temporary classrooms, including their location, planned for removal over the next three years, together with the reasons for removal and costs?

ANSWER:
1a.
There are approximately 270 temporary units based at 182 school sites. 

1b.
The location of these units is listed on the attached spreadsheet.

1c.
This information is held by Planning and will be forwarded to Councillor Lawrence as soon as it is received.

1d.
Approximately 30 classrooms have been removed in the last three years and replaced with permanent accommodation. With the increased level of funding now being made available by DfES, schemes are currently in design at a further 6 sites to replace temporary accommodation with permanent.

1e.
It is anticipated that one of the outcomes of implementing our strategic Asset Management Plan over the next few years will be a significant reduction in the number of temporary classrooms on site – this reflects our commitment to deliver quality education in an environment that is fit for purpose.  To this end, we have already programmed the removal of 65 temporary classrooms as part of our second public private partnership package and further classrooms will be earmarked for removal over the next three years as part of our modernisation programme, subject to approval by Cabinet.

Q2:
Will the Cabinet Member also indicate whether any school has temporary classrooms on site but no longer uses them for educational purposes?

ANSWER:
The policy commitments to lifelong learning, devolution and localisation, extended schools and multi-agency working mean that where appropriate, fit for purpose accommodation no longer required by schools for full-time statutory education, whether temporary or permanent, may be utilised for wider educational/social objectives.  This will be assessed on a site-by-site basis by school governing bodies with advice from education and other officers in order that best value can be maintained.

DfeeNumber
SchoolName

1015
Goodway Nursery School

2003
Prince Albert JI (NC) School

2010
Adderley Primary

2013
Audley Infant (NC)

2033
Bromford Infant School

2042
Yardley Junior School

2043
Yardley Infant School

2045
Clifton Junior School

2046
Clifton Infant School

2049
Springfield Junior School

2062
Anderton Park Primary

2063
Regents Park Community Primary School

2064
Oaklands Primary School (The)

2065
Dorrington Primary School

2067
Summerfield

2068
Warren Farm Primary

2077
Four Dwellings Infant School

2082
Conway Primary School

2085
Greenholm Primary School

2086
Greet Primary School

2091
Gunter Primary School

2101
Highfield Junior and Infant School

2106
Hobmoor Primary School

2108
Ward End Primary School

2111
Jervoise Junior and Infant

2115
Kingsland JI

2119
Lakey Lane Junior & Infant School

2127
Lozells Junior and Infant and Nursery School

2133
Marsh Hill Junior & Infant School

2139
Nansen Primary School

2148
Paganel Infant & Nursery School (SU)

2150
Park Hill Primary School

2151
Kings Rise Community Primary School

2153
Allens Croft Primary

2156
Princethorpe Infant School

2159
Redhill JI

2166
Erdington Hall Primary School

2169
Severne Junior Infant (NC) School

2176
Somerville

2178
Stanville JI School (NC)

2179
Starbank Primary School

2180
Yew Tree Community School

2182
Oldknow Junior School

2184
Stechford JI

2185
Colebourne Primary

2192
Thornton Junior School

2197
Tindal

2203
Short Heath Primary

2215
West Heath Infant

2224
Woodhouse Primary

2226
Cottesbrooke Junior School

2227
Yardley Wood Community Primary

2229
Yarnfield Primary School

2231
Yorkmead J/I

2235
West Heath Junior

2236
Broadmeadow Junior School

2240
Moor Green Junior School

2245
Welsh House Farm Community School

2249
Ley Hill JI (NC)

2251
Chilcote Primary

2253
Bromford Junior School

2254
Blakesley Hall Primary School

2277
Primrose Hill JI

2283
Marlborough Junior School

2288
Hollywood Primary

2289
Cofton Primary

2293
Wilkes Green Junior

2296
Glenmead Primary School

2298
William Cowper Primary School

2300
Arden JI

2307
James Watt Junior

2308
Welford Primary

2309
Heathfield Primary

2315
Nonsuch Primary

2400
Banners Gate Junior

2405
Four Oaks Junior School

2406
Minworth JI

2412
Wylde Green Primary School

2415
Four Oaks Infant School

2417
Hill West Junior School

2420
Maney Hill Primary School

2425
Penns Primary School

2426
Banners Gate Infant and Nursery School

2427
Hill West Infant School

2429
Holland House Infant School and Nursery

2435
Benson Community School

2436
Osborne J&I School

2438
Highters Heath JI

2441
Kingsthorne

2443
Aston Tower Community Primary School

2445
Woodcock Hill JI

2446
Ridpool Primary & Nursery School

2449
Twickenham Primary

2450
Great Barr Primary

2463
Mere Green Combined

2464
Coppice

2466
Grove

2471
Westminster Primary

2474
Hollyfield Primary School

2475
Firs Primary School

2476
Billesley Primary

2478
Whitehouse Common Primary School

2479
Anglesey Primary

2482
Wattville Primary

3002
Christ Church CE (Controlled) Primary School and Nursery

3008
St Clement`s Church of England Primary School

3010
St James Church of England Primary School

3015
St Mary`s Church of England (Controlled) JI School

3018
St Michael`s CofE Junior and Infant School

3019
St Saviour`s CofE Primary School

3307
St Laurence`s Church Junior School

3318
Abbey Catholic Primary School (The)

3320
Corpus Christi Catholic Primary School

3321
English Martyrs` Catholic Primary School

3322
Maryvale Catholic Primary School

3328
Our Lady of Lourdes Catholic Primary

3330
St Brigid`s Catholic Primary

3342
St Francis Catholic Primary School

3350
St Mary and St John Junior and Infant School

3359
St Wilfrid`s RC Catholic Primary School

3361
St Margaret Mary Catholic Primary School

3362
St Peter and St Paul Catholic Primary School

3363
St Dunstan`s Catholic Primary

3401
St Joseph`s Catholic Primary School

3402
Holy Cross Catholic Primary School

3403
St Nicholas Catholic Primary School

3406
St Clare`s Catholic Primary School

3411
Holly Hill Methodist/Church of England (Voluntary Aided) Infant and Nursery School

3419
Hawkesley Church of England - Methodist (Voluntary Aided) Primary School

4008
Saltley

4057
Lordswood Boys

4063
Kings Heath

4090
Sir Wilfrid Martineau School

4115
Bordesley Green Girls` School

4129
Dame Elizabeth Cadbury School & Sixth Form Centre

4173
Queensbridge

4187
Turves Green Girls School and Technology College

4206
Stockland Green School

4207
Handsworth Wood Girls` School

4214
Castle Vale

4227
Broadway

4233
Cockshut Hill Technology College

4237
Swanshurst

4240
Hamstead Hall School

4241
Holyhead

4245
Moseley

4246
Yardleys School

4300
Sutton Coldfield Grammar School for Girls

4307
Arthur Terry School (The)

4606
St Paul`s School for Girls

4625
St John Wall Catholic School

4663
St Edmund Campion Catholic School

4664
Holy Trinity Catholic School

4804
Archbishop Ilsley Catholic School

5202
Walmley Junior School

5203
Walmley Infant School

5401
Small Heath School Site1 Muntz Road

5402
Handsworth Grammar School

5403
Great Barr School

5404
King Edward VI Handsworth School

5405
King Edward VI Five Ways

5406
King Edward VI Camp Hill School for Girls

5410
Fairfax School

5411
Ninestiles School

5413
Bishop Challoner Catholic

5414
Kings Norton Girls

5415
Kings Norton Boys

5949
Al-Furqan Primary School

7012
Longwill Primary School for Deaf Children

7013
Calthorpe

7014
Uffculme

7026
Hunters Hill

7027
Hallmoor School

7033
Selly Oak Special

7035
Dame Ellen Pinsent (The)

7036
Queensbury School

7045
Pines (Special) School (The)

7049
Bridge School (The)

7050
Fox Hollies

7053
Kingstanding

7061
Longmoor School and Residential Unit

NA
Springfield Environmental Studies Centre

C1.
WRITTEN QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR SANDRA JENKINSON, THE CABINET MEMBER FOR HOUSING, FROM COUNCILLOR GEOFF SUTTON

Tower Block in Highgate

Q1.
Is it true that a Tower Block in the Highgate Area which had been vacated prior to demolition has now been brought back into use?

ANSWER:
We have one tower block in Highgate which has been cleared for demolition, which has not been brought back into use.

Q2.
Why was it brought back into use and what was the cost?

ANSWER:
The cleared tower block has not been brought back into use and therefore there are no costs.

C2.
WRITTEN QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR SANDRA JENKINSON, THE CABINET MEMBER FOR HOUSING, FROM COUNCILLOR MARK HILL

Facilities for Disabled Residents

Q1:
Further to my recent e-mail to you regarding Mrs. X and your response dated 23rd December 2002, could you explain why there is inadequate facilities for disabled residents in Birmingham?  This can be shown by the fact that Mrs. X has waited 5 years to be re-housed and its unlikely she will be in the near future.

ANSWER:
Currently there is a high demand for properties suitable for families where one or more members require facilities for disabilities.  There are limited resources with which to carry out these adaptations.  Availability of properties depends upon the suitability for adaptation of our current stock and the demand from all sources for family dwellings.   New build properties are built to Life Time Home Living Standards to ensure that the need for adaptations in future reduces.  However, this does not apply to the majority of the housing stock.

Using the Disabled Persons Housing Register we work closely with partners in housing associations to try to meet the needs of people with disabilities.  However, the basic fact remains that demand is greater than our availability of suitable properties.

Q2:
In the Housing Department’s budget there is an allocation to disabled residents.  Where is this money spent?

ANSWER:
There is an allocation of £9.1m in the Housing Department’s capital budget for adaptation works.  This budget is used to carry out adaptation works to peoples’ homes (all tenures) following an assessment of need from an occupational therapist.  For the majority of service users their preference is to remain living in their existing home.  In the 2002/03 financial year it is projected that there will be circa 3000 adaptations completed.

Q3:
Can some of this money be used for Mrs. X and her family to be moved to a more suitable property, or have one adapted?

ANSWER:
Until recently, the legislation that underpinned grant assistance for adaptations was prescriptive and did not permit assistance to be provided to enable disabled service users to move home.

However, the Regulatory Reform (Housing Assistance) Order 2002 provides new general powers to give assistance and gives much greater flexibility for local authorities.  Assistance can be for improvement and repair, or where appropriate, to move to more suitable accommodation. Cabinet considered and approved a new policy framework on the 23 December 02.  The agreed policy framework will enable assistance to be provided to assist disabled people to move to a more suitable home.  Operational arrangements are currently being developed for this new form of assistance.  There is a legal requirement to publicise the policy before the new form of assistance can be provided.  The new policy framework will be publicised shortly.  This change in policy will greatly assist the development of more innovative housing solutions for disabled service users.  

With respect to ‘Mrs. X’ there is the option of undertaking and funding adaptations to a property that is more suitable for adaptation.  In addition to that, with the new policy changes it will be possible to explore more innovative solutions.

C3.
WRITTEN QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR SANDRA JENKINSON, THE CABINET MEMBER FOR HOUSING, FROM COUNCILLOR JIM WHORWOOD

“Annual Gas Safety Checks”

Q1:
Is it necessary to carry out these checks during the coldest part of the year?  Heating systems are usually switched off during an inspection so checks carried out during summer months would be less inconvenient for tenants.

ANSWER:
The gas contractors programme the annual gas safety checks over a twelve-month period. They will endeavour to execute as much of the annual services in the warmer months in order to give themselves more flexibility in the winter months, when demand for failures increases. Although the appliances are switched off during the annual service, this will only be for duration of approximately forty-five minutes. Also, if too many annual services are undertaken in the same period, this could cause problems in making sure the annual services in the following year are all completed within the specified timescales.

Q2:
Are you content to employ firms to carry out inspections which do not have adequate resources to carry out any necessary repairs?  There are tenants who have had their heating systems switched off for 5 – 6 weeks during November and December because, I am advised, the contractor did not have scaffolding necessary to gain access to the chimney.

ANSWER:
The gas contractors do have adequate resources to undertake the annual servicing, associated repairs and the breakdown service. The gas inspectors monitor the performance of the gas contractor’s on a daily basis and the Contract Team Manager holds monthly progress meetings to discuss and resolve any outstanding performance issues.

The gas contractors do not carry out all the associated remedial works; Service team will have executed some of them. If you provide the names and addresses of the properties that have been affected by the remedial works not being carried out in accordance with the contract terms and conditions, Housing Maintenance and Investment Division will arrange for investigation works to be undertaken and if necessary put a procedure in place to ensure it does not happen in the future.

C4.
WRITTEN QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR SANDRA JENKINSON, THE CABINET MEMBER FOR HOUSING, FROM COUNCILLOR LEN GREGORY

Housing Commission Costs

Q1:
What was the budget figure for the Housing Commission, when was this authorised and by whom?

ANSWER:
A budget of £0.2m was approved for the Independent Housing Commission by the Cabinet Member for Housing on the 31 October 2002.  This budget was allocated equally at £0.1m for internal staff support costs and £0.1m for all other Housing Commission costs.


Q2:
How much has currently been expended by the Housing Commission in producing their report?


ANSWER:
The current expenditure to date is £0.106m.  


Q3:
What future costs is anticipated before the Commission completes its work?

ANSWER:
It is expected that the budget of £0.2m that was originally agreed will accommodate all costs of completing the Commission’s work.  


Q4:
What was the cost per book of the report document and how many were printed?


ANSWER:
A total of 5,000 copies of the report have been printed at an estimated cost of £19,000.   This equates to an average cost of £3.80 per report.


Q5:
What was the council staff costs in supporting the Commission?

ANSWER:
See Question 1 above.


Q6:
Are the costs in Question 5 included in the answer to Question 2?

ANSWER:
The staffing costs are included in the answer to Question 2.  These total £0.031m to date from the total expenditure of £0.106m.

C5.
WRITTEN QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR SANDRA JENKINSON, THE CABINET MEMBER FOR HOUSING, FROM COUNCILLOR LEN GREGORY

Housing Repairs

Q1:
What was the date of the report of the oldest uncompleted repair for each repair category for each repair contract?
ANSWER:
We have been unable to extract this information within the timescale.

Q2:
How many repairs were outstanding in each repair category for each repair contract?

ANSWER:
All 24 hour emergency and right to repair jobs are fully funded and actioned on receipt by Serviceteam and Accord within the designated timescales.

There are currently 27,559 non-urgent repairs outstanding on the area managed by Serviceteam and a further 13,315 on the area managed by Accord – a total of 40,874

All specialists and miscellaneous repairs are fully funded and actioned on receipt by various service providers within designated timescales.  

Q3:
How many repairs in Question 2 is it anticipated will be outstanding at 31 March 2003?

ANSWER:
As funding is confirmed, we will establish a rolling programme to complete the non-urgent repairs which are currently in holding contracts.  We are negotiating with our service providers to establish how many of these repairs can be completed by the end of the financial year.  The remainder will be carried forward into 2003/04.

Q4:
What is the current repairs budget for 2002/03 for each repair category for each repair contract?

ANSWER:
See Table 1 below.

Q5:
How much of the repair budget for each repair category for each repair contract has been expended?

Answer:
See Table 1 below.

Table 1
NB Actual expenditure per Ledger is available only as combined contract total

Work Category
Contract A&B

Question 4

Combined 

A&B
Question 5

Combined 

A&B
Contract C&D

Question 4

Combined 

C&D
Question 5

Combined 

C&D







24 Hour Emergency
£1,533,000
£1,094,000
   £464,000
 £360,000







Right to Repair

(Urgent)
£7,289,000
£5,547,000
£3,425,000
£2,608,000







Responsive

(Non Urgent)
£9,967,000
£9,220,000
£3,284,000
£3,905,000







Disrepair Litigation
£2,043,000
£1,391,000
£1,000,000
   £716,000

Note:  The budget pressures identified here are compensated for in other repair budgets.

Q6:
What is the full year forecasted volume of repair reports for each repair category for each repair contract?

Answer:
See table 2 below.

Q7:
What was the corresponding figures for Question 6 at start of this financial year?

Answer:
See table 2 below. 

Table 2

Work Category
Contract A

Question 6
Question 7
Contract B

Question 6
Question 7
Contract C

Question 6
Question 7
Contract D

Question 6
Question 

7











24 Hour Emergency
11,178
  9,408
10,125


  8,760
  4,209
   3,952
  6,163
     6,407

Right to Repair
50,553
47,761
51,275
54,311
22,727
20,918
38,818
36,278



15/40/60 Responsive Repairs
*
38,667
*
33,359


*
12,758
*
20,200

Disrepair Litigation


     452
     316
     456
     397    
     189
     322
     124
   230

Note:  * See the answer to Question 2 above.

C6.
WRITTEN QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR SANDRA JENKINSON, THE CABINET MEMBER FOR HOUSING, FROM COUNCILLOR LEN GREGORY

Housing Management Posts and Budget

Q1:
By how much has the management costs budget been reduced in the year 2002/03 from the initial budget figure?


ANSWER:
The original budgeted management costs (including local offices, estate services and support functions) of £59.079m have been reduced by the savings target of £3.383m.  In addition contingency sums were released resulting in a total of £5m of additional resources being made available for repairs and improvements.


Q2:
By how much is it currently planned to further reduce the management costs budget in the year 2003/04?


ANSWER:
It is expected that the savings target of £12m will be included in the base budget for 2003/04.  This includes continuing the savings of £3.383m made in 2002/03 in the base budget for 2003/04.


Q3:
For each housing area, how many posts for the following grades were authorised as at 30 November 2002:


ANSWER:
a.
Housing Assistant 101

b. Concierge 116

c. Housing Officer 182

d. Housing Manager 35

e. Area Housing Manager 7

f. Assistant Director 1

Q4:
How many of these posts were vacant as at 30 November 2002.


ANSWER:
a.
Housing Assistant 0

b.
Concierge 18

c.
Housing Officer 0

d.
Housing Manager 6.63

e.
Area Housing Manager 0

f.
Assistant Director 0

Q5:
How many others were temporarily filled by other staff as at 30 November 2002?

ANSWER:
At the 31 December 2002 there was a total of 45 temporary contracts issued.

D1.
WRITTEN QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR IAN WARD, THE CABINET MEMBER FOR LEISURE, SPORT AND CULTURE, FROM COUNCILLOR DAVID OSBORNE

“Moseley Road Swimming Baths”

Q1:
Could you inform us how many swimming pools Birmingham City Council operated in 1990 and how many are still open in 2003?

ANSWER:
In 1990 there were 20 pools and currently there are 17.

Q2:
Please could you list which ones have closed since 1990 and the dates they closed?

ANSWER:
Saltley closed in 1991 because of its age and low usage.  The closure of Monument Road followed in 1992 due to structural problems and Nechells Pool closed in 1995 for the same reason. 

Q3:
Please could you list which ones have opened since 1990 and the dates they opened? 

ANSWER:
No new swimming pools have opened since 1990, but Stechford Swimming Pool had the Cascades (leisure element) added in 1991 as part of a major refurbishment of the whole site.  A complete refurbishment of Northfield Swimming Pool is currently being carried out.

Q4:
Could you provide some background as to the recent press coverage about the possible closure of Moseley Road Swimming Baths – why is it threatened with closure?

ANSWER:
The closure of Moseley Road Swimming Pool was proposed as one of my portfolio savings before the Government’s Revenue Support Grant Settlement was announced in December.  At that time the City Council was facing a projected shortfall in its 2003/04 revenue budget of £31m and, as a result, services across the portfolio were reviewed to identify potential savings.  In the  case of swimming, every pool was assessed to establish where reductions could be made.  The option to close Moseley Road Swimming Pool was taken due to the Pool’s very high costs per user figures and, in particular, because of the extremely poor condition of its building fabric.  I obviously had to take into account the estimated cost of over £4m over the next 5 years to deal with repairs and maintenance issues at the Pool and the fact that there would not be funds available to me to carry out this work.

Q5:
The press coverage said that £4 million is required to repair these baths.  Would it be possible to give a break down on what these 
repairs/costs would cover?

ANSWER:
£4m is the estimated minimum amount that would have to be spent to bring Moseley Road Pool back to a good state of repair.  A full condition survey is currently being prepared so I cannot give a detailed breakdown of costs at present, but the areas which need attention include the roof, guttering and downpipes, filters, boilers, pipework and the balcony and promenade areas.

Q6:
Could you confirm whether or not it is true that consultants were employed by the City Council within the last 5 years, to produce a report on future additional uses of the Moseley Road Pool?

ANSWER:
Specialist Consultants were engaged in 1998 to prepare a Heritage Lottery Fund bid.

Q7:
Could you indicate the cost of the report?

ANSWER:
The overall value of the work undertaken by the consultants was £34,500.

Q8:
Was the report ever made public?

ANSWER:
The report was not made public at the time because its primary purpose was to support the preparation of a Heritage Lottery Fund bid.

Q9:
and, if not, when will it be made public? 

ANSWER:
The report will now be made available to a proposed Working Group being set up to look at ways in which funds can be raised to secure the future of the site.  This group is likely to include users, local residents and local politicians.

Q10:
Could you confirm that a National Lottery bid to repair these Baths was submitted by the Council? 

ANSWER:
A HLF bid could not be submitted because of the shortfall in the match funding available.  The likely match funding requirement was estimated at £670,000.  A total of £350,000 had been identified of which £215,000 has subsequently been spent on refurbishing the instruction pool and essential health and safety works. 

Q11:
Is it the case that such a bid was then withdrawn?

ANSWER:
A bid was never made.

Q12:
If this is the case could you explain why and on whose authority?

ANSWER:
Again, a bid was never made because of the shortfall in match funding.

Q13:
What is the likelihood of another bid being submitted?

ANSWER:
This is dependent upon funding being secured to provide the match funding element of any such bid.  Funding allocations will be informed by the Sport and Physical Activity Strategy and the Asset Management Plan which are currently being developed.

Q14:
What other funding sources have been identified to retain swimming facilities on this site in both the short and long term?

ANSWER:
No other funding sources have yet been identified to retain swimming facilities on this site in either the short or long term, although a commitment has been made to keep the site open for another year whilst funding possibilities are explored.

D2.
WRITTEN QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR IAN WARD, THE CABINET MEMBER FOR LEISURE, SPORT AND CULTURE, FROM COUNCILLOR MOHAMMED MASSOM

“Balsall Heath Library”

Q:
In the light of ongoing threats to facilities provided by the Council to this area, could he confirm a full commitment to a library facility in Balsall Heath, Moseley Road area?

ANSWER:
There is no threat to the library facility in Balsall Heath.  However, it is true that investigations into additional or alternative locations for the library service have been considered in recent times, and an open mind is being kept towards likely opportunities to provide library services to local people.  

Q:
Could he explain the reference within the current Libraries Plan that this facility is an ‘Inflexible listed Victorian building difficult to modernise’ and comment upon the presented image by the authority to private owners of listed buildings by recommending that they vacate listed buildings because they may be difficult to modernise?

ANSWER:
The introduction of computer-based information and learning services, and in particular the implementation of the People’s Network, has challenged the flexibility of Victorian buildings designed in an era when such services were hardly imagined.  In particular it has proved difficult to create the necessary conditions for a learning environment in an open space with large windows that do not exclude traffic noise.  Nevertheless, Balsall Heath, with Sparkhill, was the first library to offer Internet services in the city and Balsall Heath Library is proud of its reputation for innovation.  Current developments, including the excellent partnership with Sure Start testify to the commitment to enhancing the range and quality of library services in the area.  It is not really for me to comment on the actions of private owners of listed buildings.

Q:
Given that there is accepted need for internal replastering and redecoration can he indicate the likely costs and start date for such works?

ANSWER:
The need for internal works to Balsall Heath Library remains a priority but is not the highest, in view of the need for a number of costly repairs to roofs at five libraries in the city.  The works in question would cost a minimum of £35,000 but, given other pressures, I cannot guarantee that they will be carried out in the financial year 2003/04.   

Q:
Given the stated desirability of a community room in this area, would he make representations to relevant Cabinet Members for such a facility to be restored to plans for development at nearby Haden Circus/ICON site?

ANSWER:
I note your suggestion for the provision of a community room at the nearby Haden Circus site.  There are a number of issues to be resolved regarding the plans and I will bear your idea in mind.

Q:
Couldn’t the costs of external works (Clock Tower and Roof Repairs) be addressed in a funding bid for the entire site, to include the adjacent swimming baths?

ANSWER:
An estimated £6,000 would have to be spent to undertake remedial works to the clock tower to ensure that it does not become structurally unstable in the medium to long term future.

Repairs to the roof have not been identified as urgent in comparison with the need for major restoration of the roof on the adjacent swimming baths.  However, it may be possible to combine a funding bid for the entire site if the opportunity arises.

Q:
Could he explain the changes in classification of this facility between Library Plan 2001 and the current Plan which downgrades the Internal Condition (from B to D) and Accessibility (from C to D), in the latter category despite improvements in ramp, new counter, enhanced street lighting and Showcase 50 route public transport provisions recently?

ANSWER:
The necessary internal replastering and redecoration are the reason for the change in the assessment of the condition of the building from the 2001 to the 2002 Annual Library Plan.  Concerns about the lack of car parking space, notably for disabled users, explain the change of assessment concerning the accessibility of the library.

Q:
Is it still the intention or planned action of his Department that the library is relocated/co-located in the 2004-5 municipal year and could he indicate sites that have been considered?

ANSWER:
I have no plans for relocating this facility in 2004/05.

Q:
Given that the Libraries Plan accepts that a major development in the Highgate/Bristol Road/Pershore Road area is unlikely to benefit or see the transfer of existing library users would it not be preferable to secure the site rather than relocate?

ANSWER:
While I retain an open mind about future opportunities in the area, I remain committed to developing services at Balsall Heath Library and will seek opportunities for funding as appropriate.

E.
WRITTEN QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR ANDREW COULSON, THE CABINET MEMBER FOR REGENERATION, FROM COUNCILLOR GEOFF SUTTON

New Deal Employees

Q1:
What is the salary either monthly or yearly for New Deal employees ?

ANSWER:
Since these questions were issued Councillor Sutton has confirmed that the response should be restricted to Kings Norton.

Economic Development currently has involvement in the following areas of New Deal provision but this involvement will cease as of 31 March 2003 due to changes in Jobcentre Plus contractual requirements.

· New Deal (18 – 24) Voluntary Sector Option (VSO)

· New Deal (18 – 24) Environmental Task Force Option (ETF)

All wages paid meet minimum wage requirements and must be approved by Jobcentre Plus before they are offered to clients as options.

Q2:
How many New Dealers from Kings Norton are employed ?

ANSWER:
There have been 3,767 participants since the beginning of the programme in April 1998, of these 90 have a postcode in the Kings Norton ward.  Of these 90, eleven have found employment.

Q3:
How many New dealers are employed locally ?

ANSWER:
Due to the administrative changes to New Deal, the addresses of Employers have only been held by the City Council since April 2002. Since that date none of the resulting jobs has been located in the Kings Norton ward. 

All of the ETF and VSO placements (both allowance and wage based) are for a maximum of 26 weeks, at which time, unless the client (with the support of the organisation) has found full-time employment, they will return to their Jobcentre for additional support.

All work placement opportunities (either VSO or ETF) are based in, or around, the Birmingham Area and are managed by a variety of local and national organisations (a list of current providers, and numbers, is attached for information – please note that these are administrative centre addresses not delivery points).  Travel support is offered to clients who need to travel to their placement site.

F.
WRITTEN QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR SUSANNA MCCORRY, THE CABINET MEMBER FOR SOCIAL SERVICES AND HEALTH, FROM COUNCILLOR REG CORNS

Social Services Payments

Q:
Further to recent bad publicity of our Social Service payments systems, can you advise me on the following items, up to the 31st December 2002:-

a) How much is outstanding for payment to:-

1. Private old folks homes

2. Nursing homes

3. Foster parents

4. Any other groups, or individuals

ANSWER:
All invoices are paid promptly and regularly unless they are in dispute. Care homes are paid on a 4 weekly basis according to contract conditions and providers invoice 2 weeks in arrears and 2 weeks in advance. Foster carers are paid weekly and were paid in advance for the Christmas period. Home care is paid for every 4 weeks immediately following receipt of services, with an 80% up front payment to address any time lag in the payments system receiving new care packages information. Where suppliers draw our attention to shortfalls in payments these disputes are followed up immediately with budget holders and where there is a discrepancy in price, rather than in services received, arrangements are frequently made to advance a sum to the provider, representing the lower price in any disagreement.

b):
What financial proportion do you feel is subject to agreement?
ANSWER:
It is impossible to say whether any of the disputed invoices will be payable once queries are resolved.  Invoices frequently contain mistakes which we have a duty to investigate.

c):
Will you give the outstanding amounts to each group exceeding:-

1. £10,000

2. £2,000 plus

3. Up to £2,000

ANSWER:
If the Department properly owes money to a supplier then it will be paid and if the sum outstanding is material to a supplier or an individual then an advance will be paid in proportion to the outstanding amount as long as budget holders are comfortable that a proportion of services has been received.

d):
Will you advise on the costs for each category being more than:-

1. 4 weeks overdue

2. 8 weeks overdue

3. 3 months overdue

ANSWER:
There are no outstanding undisputed invoices for any category that are outside the 28 days payment guideline.


e):
What is the total sum of unpaid monies by Social Services up to 31st December 2002?

ANSWER:
At 31st December there were no invoices awaiting payment where disputes had been resolved. Two separate disputes have been resolved in early January where the Department has resolved that services were being correctly charged for by providers amounting to around £20,000 each and there have been similar cases where the Department has resolved or reiterated that fees are not payable.

f):
Would you agree that the failure of the Social Services Department to agree or make payments bring the various services of the Department into disrepute?

ANSWER:
No. Social Services payments staff link closely with budget holders and service providers to ensure that payments for care services provided are made promptly to organisations and individuals.  There are always likely to be queries regarding some invoices given the personal nature of services provided and the scale of payments which exceeds £160m per annum.

Recent publicity is not about the efficiency of the payments system.  It was about a controversial dispute where one or two private providers seek to use individual cases to promote their own interests.  This is not an approach which is followed by the vast majority of good, caring providers in the city.

g):
Would you also agree that these failures could act as a disincentive to various private and individual bodies to come forward and assist the specialist caring requirements of our elderly, mentally and physically disabled, children at risk and all other such care needs which this Council, through the Social Services Department have responsibility?

ANSWER:
The answers to the previous questions show that failures have not occurred. 

Negotiations around fee levels frequently also cover payment arrangements. The financial regulations that the Council operates advise against payments in advance of service delivery but the Department strives to accommodate payment arrangements that care providers derive benefit from.

h):
Would you also concur with the view that had you given proper responsible leadership, (for which the Council taxpayer rewards you very generously) asking these questions would have been unnecessary?

ANSWER:
No.  The answers to the questions shows that proper leadership has been given.

i):
Finally would you agree that to obtain settlements, a laid down set of principles understood  by all would prevent the recent bad publicity experienced by our Social Services Dept.?

ANSWER:
The principles around arranging and paying for care services are well understood throughout the Department. These principles and procedures aim to balance the obligations and responsibilities of the Department to its service users, care providers and Council Taxpayers. Payments staff cannot make payments for placements, which have not been authorised – this is a basic control to protect public funds.

For Information: Of the 3 cases featured in the Evening Mail on Thursday 9th January 2003, one has been resolved in favour of the provider, one will not be and the final one remains unresolved at this stage regarding the price charged. 

G1.
WRITTEN QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR STEWART STACEY, THE CABINET MEMBER FOR TRANSPORTATION, STREET SERVICES AND SUSTAINABILITY, FROM COUNCILLOR MARK HILL

Congestion Charges

Q1:
What is the Council’s current policy to congestion charges?

ANSWER:
Not to consider their use until high quality alternatives to the use of the car are in place.

Q2:
If they are to be introduced, when is this likely to be?


ANSWER:
There are no proposals to introduce such a charge.  

G2.
WRITTEN QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR STEWART STACEY, THE CABINET MEMBER FOR TRANSPORTATION, STREET SERVICES AND SUSTAINABILITY, FROM COUNCILLOR MARK HILL

Broad Street Rerouting of Buses
Q1:
What consultation has taken place over the re-routing of buses off Broad Street from 21:00 on Friday, Saturday and Sunday?

ANSWER:
Contrary to Press reports the City Council was in no way responsible for the decision to re-route the services, which was a commercial decision by Travel West Midlands.

In June 2002, Travel West Midlands informed Officers of the former Transportation Department that they intended to divert their buses from Broad Street between Sheepcote Street and Paradise Circus. Their reason for the intended action was given as unacceptable delays to their services on the evenings of Thursdays, Fridays and Saturdays.

Officers requested that Travel West Midlands reconsider the matter as it was anticipated that action may be possible to help address their concerns.   Nevertheless, on the 25th September, Travel West Midlands announced that they had decided to implement the diversion on the 14th November and this would be repeated each and every Thursday, Friday and Saturday evening. The company stated that the decision was taken for commercial reasons. 

Neither Birmingham City Council nor Centro have powers to prevent Travel West Midlands from taking the action they did.

Q2:
Why was it reversed, after a few weeks of the policy being in place?

ANSWER:
As stated in the previous answer, Travel West Midlands alone took the decision to remove their buses from Broad Street, despite objections from both City Council Officers and Centro. There has never been a City Council policy to prevent buses using Broad Street.


The current trial removal of all other traffic from Broad Street for safety reasons on Friday and Saturday evenings gave Travel West Midlands the opportunity to reverse their decision.

Travel West Midlands are now back to running their services along Broad Street.  Although this is supported by the City Council and Centro, again I must emphasise that the decision lay with Travel West Midlands.

G3.
WRITTEN QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR STEWART STACEY, THE CABINET MEMBER FOR TRANSPORTATION, STREET SERVICES AND SUSTAINABILITY, FROM COUNCILLOR MARGARET SPARREY

“Garden Refuse”
Q:
Will the Cabinet Member please confirm whether or not the “Blue Skies” Review of the Waste Management Service will include the possible implementation of a Collection of Garden Refuse which cannot be composted at homes.  This is a particular concern of Elderly Residents who:-

(a)
have no car to get to the Local Refuse Facility

(b)
cannot afford the cost of skip hire.

ANSWER:
I am sure the Member is aware that up to two sacks per week of garden refuse not composted at home can already be removed with the normal domestic waste.  Elderly or less able residents, as far as I am aware, already make use of the extensive refuse collection service provided in the city.

Unfortunately, the current operation does not provide for this material to be composted.  The review of all of the waste services currently being conducted will be investigating the possibility of additional recycling and composting schemes together with other improvements to service delivery as appropriate.
G4.
WRITTEN QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR STEWART STACEY, THE CABINET MEMBER FOR TRANSPORTATION, STREET SERVICES AND SUSTAINABILITY, FROM COUNCILLOR MARGARET SPARREY

“Dog Fouling Prosecutions”
Q1:
How many offenders have been prosecuted for allowing their dog to foul on the public highway/footpaths in the City of Birmingham ?

ANSWER:
Legal proceedings have been instituted against eleven individuals, who allowed their dog to foul the footway or verge. Fixed Penalty Notices (FPN's) have been issued to four individuals for failure to clear up after their dog.

Q2:
 What is the total of the fines imposed ?

ANSWER:
Total fines - £440.00, with £545.00 costs. FPNs additionally account for £125.00.

Q3: 
What other measures does the Cabinet Member consider to be effective in dealing with this growing problem ?

ANSWER:
During 2002, 290 complaints were received by the Department on dog fouling. The Dog Warden Service is involved in the education of dog owners on this problem through signs affixed to lamp posts in affected areas and the distribution of educational material. Where resources permit pro- active exercises are undertaken.  There are four officers whose responsibilities include this issue.

Q4: 
How does he propose to enforce them ?

ANSWER:
We are extending our educational approach through further distribution of leaflets, posters and poop scoops. Ongoing liaison with resident's groups, park rangers, housing associations and Ward support officers is being maintained. 

Q5: 
How many prosecutions have there been in the Oscott Ward in the last 3 years ?

ANSWER:
None.

Q6: 
The total amount in fines ?

ANSWER:
Nil.

Q7: 
How does this compare with other areas of the City ?

ANSWER:
One ward has had three prosecutions, one ward two, and six wards one each.  One other ward has had three FPNs and another, one. 

G5.
WRITTEN QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR STEWART STACEY, THE CABINET MEMBER FOR TRANSPORTATION, STREET SERVICES AND SUSTAINABILITY, FROM COUNCILLOR MARK HILL

Kings Heath High Street
Q:
When parking arrangements on Kings Heath High Street have been finalised and completed, is it the intention of the Transportation Department in conjunction with Travel West Midlands to carry out an evaluation of the number 50 Bus Showcase with a view to reporting on the effects of the changes?

ANSWER:
Travel West Midlands constantly monitor bus services and in circumstances where highway infrastructure changes have been made this would be completed in conjunction with CENTRO and the City Council.

Transportation Strategy have completed traffic surveys during 2002 prior to the completion of road works and will make similar investigations in early 2003 at the completion of traffic calming works to be carried out in Station Road and Grange Road (Part) which is associated with the High Street changes.

The survey information has been presented to the Kings Heath Transportation Working Group and a further presentation will be made during 2003.

Q:
What improvements have been made for cyclists within Kings Heath High Street Development?

ANSWER:
The available carriageway space along Kings Heath High Street does not provide sufficient widths for dedicated cycle lanes.  Traffic speeds are low and cyclists have opportunity to travel within the all purpose traffic lanes without difficulties.

The introduction of ‘right turn’ pockets at turning locations from the High Street will benefit cyclists who had previously been positioned between opposing traffic flows.

The ‘No Entry’ Traffic Order introduced at Station Road from the High Street exempts cyclists, providing greater opportunities for cyclists to turn from the High Street.
G6.
WRITTEN QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR STEWART STACEY, THE CABINET MEMBER FOR TRANSPORTATION, STREET SERVICES AND SUSTAINABILITY, FROM COUNCILLOR RAY HASSALL

“Waste Management – good practice”
Q:
(a)
Is the Cabinet Member aware of the partnership in support of good practice which the Local Government Association (LGA) and others are undertaking?

(b)
Does he accept that this partnership requires examples of good practice in this area and has requested the same from local authorities?

(c)
Will he evidence what examples this authority submitted?

ANSWER:
(a)
Yes.

(b)
Yes.

(c)
Correspondence was received from the Local Government Association (LGA) in late December requesting local authorities to submit details of good practice within the Waste Management area.  Information has recently been submitted on the cost effective kerbside paper collection service.

It provides an integrated service to 334,000 properties, the largest of its kind as far as we know, at an exemplary additional cost of approximately £4.00 per property per year, the most cost-effective system of its type, as far as can be determined.

H. WRITTEN QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR RENÉE SPECTOR, THE CHAIRPERSON OF THE DEVELOPMENT CONTROL COMMITTEE, FROM COUNCILLOR DAVID OSBORNE

“Future of City Heritage”
Q:
Please could you explain what efforts Birmingham City Council are making to preserve the future use and viability of the following pubs, which contribute to the City’s built heritage.

The Barton Arms.  Statutorily Listed Grade II*, Aston New Town - recently boarded up for several months and now under new ownership.

The Woodman.  Statutorily Listed Grade II, Curzon Street, Digbeth - recently Compulsory Purchased by the Council and there is concern about the Council’s future intent for this pub.

The Maypole, Not listed, Alcester Road South, Maypole, boarded and future use uncertain.

ANSWER:
The Barton Arms - Grade II*

Oakham Ales have purchased the property and are refurbishing it.  An application has been submitted and currently under consideration for an extension and new fire escape.  Some of the works have been started, the extension to provide larger kitchen facilities has been built and the second floor has been refurbished and divided into 2 manager’s flats.  The building is externally illuminated at night but not in use.

The Woodman, Curzon Street - Grade II

The Woodman was not compulsory purchased by Birmingham City Council, the freehold and the building are now however owned by Birmingham City Council.  There are no plans for demolition, the building is currently tenanted and in use as a public house.  The Eastside Development Framework requires that the Woodman is retained and the Richard Rogers concept design for the new library of Birmingham launched In November does show its retention.

The Maypole Public House - Local List

The Maypole Public House added to the City Council’s Local List Grade A, 7 April 2000.

Although the Maypole Public House is not statutorily listed it is included on the Council’s local list as a building of architectural merit.  It is currently vacant and in discussions regarding its future, planning policy, would need to secure its retention and refurbishment.

On 10 June 2002 the City Council formally requested the Secretary of State for Culture, Media and Sport to consider the building for adoption to the Statutory List of Buildings of Special Architectural/Historic Interest.  To date no decision has been made.

I1.
WRITTEN QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR MARGARET WELLS, THE CHAIRPERSON OF THE PUBLIC PROTECTION COMMITTEE, FROM COUNCILLOR JAMES HUTCHINGS

Anti-social use of Fireworks
Q:
Not long ago the letting off of fireworks was confined to a “few days” either side of 5th November and was completed at a reasonable time of night.  Most people were happy to tolerate this practice.

This year the “few days” have increased to weeks and often continued beyond midnight and sometimes until 0300 hrs; the bangs have got louder and terrify animals also.

Surely it is not reasonable that ordinary law-abiding citizens should have to put up with this anti-social and selfish behaviour by a thoughtless minority.

This problem will probably affect most wards in the City.

Please advise what action can be taken to control this behaviour and enable citizens to enjoy the peace and quiet of their homes?
ANSWER:
I have had meetings with Minister for Competition, Consumers and Markets Melanie Johnson MP, to discuss these very points.  The Government has tried to restrict the type and sale of fireworks through regulations which prohibit the sale to the public of dangerous fireworks such as bangers, mini rockets, those of erratic flight and some of the more powerful fireworks, and bans all category 4 and some category 3 fireworks.

Manufacture of air bombs, a cheap and noisy Roman Candle, will cease voluntarily by the legitimate fireworks industry from this month. Government legislation will follow. Apart from reducing injuries, the ban is also aimed at cutting the number of loud explosions that cause complaints about noise and nuisance every firework season.

I, supported by Gisela Stuart MP, have put forward the view that the sale of fireworks should be licensed by Local Authorities, and in particular, that the amount of noise produced by fireworks should be controlled. 

There was general agreement at the meeting on the need to ensure that any new legislation relating to firework sales takes account of communities’ needs to celebrate a wide variety of festivals.  In Birmingham fireworks are often used to celebrate such festivals, including Firework Fantasia and New Year.

I2.
WRITTEN QUESTION TO COUNCILLOR MARGARET WELLS, THE CHAIRPERSON OF THE PUBLIC PROTECTION COMMITTEE, FROM COUNCILLOR JACKIE HAWTHORN

“Inclusive Consultation”
Q:
Can the Chair confirm that her Committee has delegated powers under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981, and specifically in respect of Section 53 orders for Map Modifications?

ANSWER:
Yes.  The Act is delegated to the post of Director of Transportation (currently under review due to management changes).

Q:
To what extent, if at all, do officers issue consultative copies of all orders and do these always include The Open Spaces Society, an organisation prescribed to receive notification of such orders?

ANSWER:
Statutory guidance requires the Open Spaces Society to be consulted.  Legal Services serve the statutory notices.

Q:
Given the oversight or non-receipt of some orders under this Section, will she give an undertaking that future copies of all such orders will be forwarded to this organisation?

ANSWER:
The Open Spaces Society will be consulted on future orders as they arise.
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