
 Thursday, 14 July 2016





At a meeting of the LEICESTER CITY COUNCIL held at the Town Hall at FIVE PAST, FIVE 
O'CLOCK in the afternoon on Thursday, 14 JULY 2016 duly convened for the business 
hereunder mentioned.

============

BUSINESS

============

1. LORD MAYOR'S ANNOUNCEMENTS

2. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

3. MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETING

The minutes of the ordinary meeting held on 17 March 2016 and the Annual Meeting 
on 19 May 2016 are available to view at:

http://www.cabinet.leicester.gov.uk:8071/ieListDocuments.aspx?CId=81&MId=7254&
Ver=4
http://www.cabinet.leicester.gov.uk:8071/ieListDocuments.aspx?CId=81&MId=7174&
Ver=4

Copies are also available from Democratic Support on (0116) 454 6350 or 
Committees@leicester.gov.uk

4. STATEMENTS BY THE CITY MAYOR / EXECUTIVE

5. PETITIONS

- Presented by Members of the Public 
- Presented by Councillors
- Petitions to be debated

5.1 - Funding for the Leicestershire Ethnic Elderly Advocacy Project.

6. QUESTIONS

- From Members of the Public
- From Councillors

7. MATTERS RESERVED TO FULL COUNCIL

7.1 Leicester Waterside Phase 1 – Update of project and obtaining necessary 
approvals to proceed

http://www.cabinet.leicester.gov.uk:8071/ieListDocuments.aspx?CId=81&MId=7254&Ver=4
http://www.cabinet.leicester.gov.uk:8071/ieListDocuments.aspx?CId=81&MId=7254&Ver=4
http://www.cabinet.leicester.gov.uk:8071/ieListDocuments.aspx?CId=81&MId=7174&Ver=4
http://www.cabinet.leicester.gov.uk:8071/ieListDocuments.aspx?CId=81&MId=7174&Ver=4
mailto:Committees@leicester.gov.uk


7.2 Scheme of Member Allowances 2016/17 and 2017/18 - Application of 
Indexation.

7.3 The Leicester City Health and Wellbeing Board.

7.4 Call-in to Council – Connecting Leicester – Townscape Heritage Initiative 
Phase 1 and 2, design development of King Street and Welford Place 
improvement.

8. REPORTS OF THE EXECUTIVE

8.1 Sustainability Action Plan

9. EXECUTIVE AND COMMITTEES
To note any changes to the Executive.  To vary the composition and fill any 
vacancies of any Committee of Council.

10. NOTICES OF MOTION

1. Vaughan College

Proposed by Councillor Riyait, seconded by Councillor Waddington:

“The University of Leicester is consulting on a proposal to close the Vaughan Centre 
for Lifelong Learning. Having moved this provision from the Vaughan College 
building back in 2013, the University gave public assurances that the future of Adult 
Education in the 'Vaughan' tradition would be protected.

For 150 years the working class people of Leicester and Leicestershire have had 
access to high quality education through Vaughan, and in recent years the Centre's 
programmes have enabled mature and part-time students to gain qualifications from 
one of the finest universities in the world. The university's support of Lifelong 
Learning has transformed lives and enhanced the local economy and social well-
being of the region.

The local economic action plan recognises that we cannot be successful as a city 
and county if we do not have highly skilled people. The Vaughan Centre is fulfilling 
this aim with over 350 students enrolled, the majority who are women.

The Council calls on the University of Leicester to withdraw its proposals to close the 
Vaughan Centre and to engage in an open and transparent discussion about  how 
we can all work together to protect adult education in the city and local region”.

2. Stand Together

Proposed by the City Mayor, seconded by Councillor Sood:

“We are proud to live in a diverse and tolerant society. Racism, xenophobia and hate 
crimes have no place in our city and country. Leicester city council condemns racism, 
xenophobia and hate crimes unequivocally. We will not allow hate to become 
acceptable.



We will work to ensure that local bodies and programmes have the support and 
resources they need to fight and prevent racism and xenophobia.

We reassure all people living in the city that they are valued members of our 
community.”

3. Opposition to Forced Academisation

Proposed by Councillor Russell seconded by Councillor Moore:

“This council meeting notes with great concern the proposal in the recently published 
education White Paper, Educational Excellence Everywhere, which could force all 
schools to become academies, irrespective of each school's wishes.

This council meeting notes that the White Paper’s proposals – 
- would remove the requirement for schools to elect parent governors.
- would require the transfer of land and buildings of such schools to central 

ownership by the Secretary of State.
- do not include any say for parents and local communities over the future status 

of local schools.
- would require over 17,000 schools to conduct costly and lengthy conversion 

exercises at an estimated national cost of over £1billion. 

This council meeting further notes – 
- over 80 per cent of maintained schools have been rated good or excellent by 

Ofsted, while three times as many councils perform above the national average 
in terms of progress made by students than the largest academy chains.

- the invaluable role of parent governors and the local authority in acting as ‘critical 
friends’ to both support and hold to account head teachers and schools. 

- the comments of The National Association of Head Teachers that plans to force 
every school to become an academy presented “a particularly high risk to the 
future viability and identity of small, rural, schools.”

This council meeting believes – 
- no single system of school organisation has a monopoly on success, and that a 

one size fits all model as proposed by the White Paper would not deliver the 
improvement in school standards and outcomes that this council wishes to see. 

This council meeting therefore resolves to – 
- ask the City Mayor to write to the Secretary of State for Education expressing the 

concerns of the council as set out in this motion about the proposals to force all 
schools to become academies, asking her to demonstrate how the proposals will 
improve educational outcomes in Leicester.

- ask the City Mayor to write to our local MPs expressing the council’s concerns 
and to seek their views on the proposal. 

- engage with head teachers, school governors, professional representatives, parents, 
and the wider local community to raise awareness of the Government’s proposals.



11. ANY OTHER URGENT BUSINESS

Fire & Emergency Evacuation Procedure 

 The Council Chamber Fire Exits are the two entrances either side of the top 
bench or under the balcony in the far left corner of the room. 

 In the event of an emergency alarm sounding make your way to Town Hall 
Square and assemble on the far side of the fountain. 

 Anyone who is unable to evacuate using stairs should speak to any of the 
Town Hall staff at the beginning of the meeting who will offer advice on 
evacuation arrangements. 

 From the public gallery, exit via the way you came in, or via the Chamber as 
directed by Town Hall staff.

Filming and Recording the Meeting
The Council is committed to transparency and supports efforts to record and share 
reports of proceedings of public meetings through a variety of means, including 
social media.  In accordance with government regulations and the Council’s policy, 
persons and press attending any meeting of the Council open to the public (except 
Licensing Sub Committees and where the public have been formally excluded) are 
allowed to record and/or report all or part of that meeting.  Details of the Council’s 
policy are available at www.leicester.gov.uk or from Democratic Support.

If you intend to film or make an audio recording of a meeting you are asked to notify 
the relevant Democratic Support Officer in advance of the meeting to ensure that 
participants can be notified in advance and consideration given to practicalities such 
as allocating appropriate space in the public gallery etc.

The aim of the Regulations and of the Council’s policy is to encourage public interest 
and engagement so in recording or reporting on proceedings members of the public 
are asked:

 to respect the right of others to view and hear debates without interruption;
 to ensure that the sound on any device is fully muted and intrusive lighting 

avoided;
 where filming, to only focus on those people actively participating in the 

meeting;
 where filming, to (via the Chair of the meeting) ensure that those present are 

aware that they may be filmed and respect any requests to not be filmed.

http://www.leicester.gov.uk/
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LORD MAYOR'S ANNOUNCEMENTS

No announcements were made.

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

The Lord Mayor invited Members to declare any interests they may have in the 
business on the agenda.

The following declarations of interest were made:

Councillor Chohan declared a Prejudicial Other Disclosable Interest in relation to 
item 5.1 on the agenda, ‘Petitions to be debated’, as he was a volunteer for 
Leicester Ethnic Elderly Advocacy Project.  In accordance with the declaration Cllr 
Chohan left the meeting during consideration of the item

Councillor Patel declared an Other Disclosable Interest in relation to item 7.1 on the 
agenda ‘Leicester Waterside Phase 1’ as her husband was a trustee of the Heritage 
Lottery Fund. 

Councillor Joshi declared an Other Disclosable Interest in relation to item 5.1 on the 
agenda ‘Petitions to be debated’ as he worked for a voluntary organisation but 
which had no direct connection to LEEAP.

Councillor Dr Chowdhury declared an Other Disclosable Interest in relation to item 
10.1 on the agenda ‘Notice of Motion – Vaughan College’ as he had been a 
member of the University Court in the period 2007-2011, had recently attended a 
benefactors meeting at the University and the former Vice Chancellor had opened a 
computer suite at the voluntary organisation where he worked in 2002 and had a 
attended a further event in 2012.

MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETINGS

Moved by the Lord Mayor, seconded by the Deputy Lord Mayor and carried:

10. That the minutes of the ordinary meeting of Council held on 17 March 2016 
and the Annual Meeting held on 19 May 2016, a copy of each having been 
circulated to each Member of the Council, be taken as read and that they be 
approved as a correct record.

STATEMENTS BY THE CITY MAYOR/EXECUTIVE

The Lord Mayor invited Members to make the following statements.

NHS England announcement - children’s heart surgery at Glenfield Hospital

In the light of the recent NHS England announcement the Deputy City Mayor 
made a statement regarding children’s heart surgery at Glenfield Hospital.  The 
Deputy City Mayor explained the background and the proposals and expressed 
the commitment of the Council to challenge the suggested closure and the 
Council’s support for the University Hospitals of Leicester NHS Trust (UHL) in 
their efforts to reverse the current proposals and for the UHLs ambitious vision for 
excellent children’s health for Leicester and beyond.
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Prevention of racism and xenophobia

Following the uncertainty following the result of the European Union referendum 
the City Mayor made a statement regarding the prevention of racism and 
xenophobia.  The City Mayor reiterated the City Council’s commitment to 
preserving the confidence, safety and wellbeing of all of its citizens, informed 
Council of the efforts of the Bishop of Leicester and others to challenge 
behaviours and ensure continuing dialogue and expressed the support of the 
Council for this work together with the City’s continuing steadfast commitment to 
ensuring that Leicester remained an open, trusting and welcoming city its citizens 
were proud to call home.

PETITIONS

PETITIONS FROM MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC

None received.

PETITIONS FROM COUNCILLORS

Councillor Unsworth presented a petition with 40 signatures in the following terms:

“We the undersigned respectfully request that the City Council withdraw the current 
plans to sell freehold land currently occupied by the Constance Jackson Centre, the 
ECO House and Western Park Open Air School until proper consultation has taken 
place to enable our full community involvement.”

5.1 PETITIONS TO BE DEBATED

In accordance with his earlier declaration Councillor Chohan left the meeting for the 
duration of this item.

The Monitoring Officer noted that under the terms of the Council’s Petitions Scheme 
the petitioner had been invited to speak on their petition for a maximum of five 
minutes.  This would be followed by a debate on the issues raised by the petition for 
a maximum of 15 minutes.

The petition presented by Mr NS Sarang with 2,022 validated signatures had been 
submitted in the following terms:

“We the undersigned, service users and residents of Leicester City Council.  
Leicestershire Ethnic Elderly Advocacy project for BME elderly/disabled 
communities in Leicester, whose advocates see their clients, without appointments.  
LEEAP was supported by scrutiny committee (Labour Control) of Adult and Social 
Care department of Leicester City Council.  The Labour control council had 
previously, recommended tender process in year 2014-15, which was abandoned.  
The Leicester City Council have started the tender process again.  We would like to 
request Adult Social Care department to re-consider and continue LEEAP’s 
funding.”

The Lord Mayor noted that he had been requested by Mr Sarang to read out the 
contents of his submission which he had agreed to do.
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Moved by the Deputy City Mayor, seconded by the City Mayor and carried that:-

11. That the petition be noted.

QUESTIONS

Lord Mayor:  Question 1, Councillor Cole. 

Councillor Cole:   Thank you Lord Mayor and in line with the City Mayor’s 
comment regarding Xenophobia does the City Mayor agree with us in the Remain 
camp that Brexit was the wrong outcome for the UK and Leicester in the recent 
referendum, and does he further agree that Leicester has benefited greatly from our 
overseas friends who have come to live, work and set up businesses in the city and 
that it would be a tragedy for the city and the country if they were forced to leave?

Lord Mayor:  City Mayor please. 

City Mayor:  Can I thank Councillor Cole for this question.  It does follow on as he 
said from the statement I made earlier on.   I do indeed believe that we have 
benefited greatly from those who have made their home here and chosen to make 
their home here and it would indeed be a tragedy for the city if they were forced to 
leave as a result of our withdrawal from the European Union.  I have said on many 
occasions I am proud of Leicester, I am proud of its diversity and what that diversity 
represents. We have been a place where people have chosen to come to make 
their homes, to bring up their families, to make their livelihoods from across the 
world, and as I said earlier on I do recognise these are very uncertain times and 
that for many there will be concerns about what it means for the future.  I hope, as I 
said earlier on in my statement, that we can give people a reassurance that they are 
welcome here, they are valued here, they are an important contribution to every 
aspect of this city’s life and we will remain a community of communities as I said 
earlier on and a community that is stronger together.  I regret the outcome of Brexit 
but I do believe that we as a city are very strong and we must remain so.    

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Cole do you have a supplementary question?

Councillor Cole:  Only to thank the City Mayor for his comment and to get his 
reassurance that should it come to the point where our friends are forced to leave 
the country that we in Leicester will do all that we can to ensure that we do protect 
the rights of all citizens here in Leicester. 

Lord Mayor:  City Mayor. 

City Mayor:  My Lord Mayor I am sure all of us here would wish to do that and 
would wish to seek now to give reassurance and in future to give whatever 
assistance we can.  

Lord Mayor:  Question 2, Councillor Moore. 

Councillor Moore:  Thank you my Lord Mayor.  Is the Assistant City Mayor for 
Neighbourhood Services aware that the resourceful people of Knighton again 
organised a successful play session in a Knighton street two weeks ago, the third 
time they have done this.  Despite the doubtful weather, children enjoyed the 
freedom to ride their bikes and scooters and play traditional playground games free 
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from the fear of traffic?

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Master. 

Councillor Master:  Thank you Lord Mayor.  I am pleased to hear that the recent 
street play sessions at Northcote Road in Knighton were successful and it is a 
timely question actually because at this moment in time the Council’s Highways 
Services has been trying to simplify this process to allow more street parties and 
more street events from local communities and organisations to take place.  In the 
actual Knighton event that my colleague refers to the Highways Services helped the 
organisers with setting up the traffic management required for the street play 
session on the 1st July and worked through the Traffic Regulation Order safely and 
also supplied some insurance requirements.  We will as I said be formalising these 
arrangements going forward and will develop a firm policy around the support of 
street party events organised by local residents.   Whilst recognising that larger 
events with formal organisations behind them are able to support themselves.  

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Moore do you have a supplementary?

Councillor Moore:  Yes thank you my Lord Mayor a very short one.  I am very 
pleased to hear what the Assistant Mayor has to say because our Labour manifesto 
states we will make it more affordable for local groups  and residents to close their 
local streets for events and streamline the application process and I am really also 
very pleased to hear that you are working on a programme for this.  I think it would 
be really, really useful if there could be a programme of play streets throughout the 
year so that parents could look at websites and see where the next play street 
would be held and I think we were given an undertaking last year for that to happen.  
Are the plans really well on the way to be doing that? 

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Master. 

Councillor Master:  Thank you Lord Mayor.  I think the team within Highways are 
currently putting a criteria together to address some of those issues and I would 
actually welcome those suggestions in terms of looking city wide at how we could 
formulate a play street timetable I guess in different neighbourhoods to see if that 
was possible at a local level for community groups to have the opportunity to do 
that.  However, just on the number of events that have happened in comparison to 
this year to last.  In 2015 we had 3 street party events and already in 2016 we are 
on 8 so it seems to be snowballing naturally so it is a good initiative.   

Lord Mayor:  Question 3, Councillor Moore. 

Councillor Moore:  Thank you my Lord Mayor.  I ask this question on the 
suggestion of one of my constituents.  Does the City Mayor agree that the efforts of 
the Hillsborough Families Support Group have shown that brave and tenacious 
people exist in this country today, fighting to achieve a result that is morally right 
and just.  Leicester has a tradition of marking respect for outstanding individuals.  
Does Leicester City Council have the means to demonstrate their gratitude to the 
people of Liverpool who continue to pursue the truth over the Hillsborough disaster 
so that we could all learn the lessons from this national shameful incident?

Lord Mayor:  City Mayor. 

City Mayor:  I thank Councillor Moore for this question and I think we have all been 
moved by obviously the tragic events of Hillsborough but also the very tenacious 
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battle of relatives and friends to ensure at long last that there was some modicum of 
justice in at least understanding what happened.  I think we in Leicester perhaps 
have a strong track record of managing events of this nature but certainly there was 
much that we have learnt from what happened at Hillsborough and from the 
revelations that have been played out.  I have made arrangements to write 
personally to  Joe Anderson, the Mayor of Liverpool, about the issue and you know 
will continue to make common cause with him and the people of that city.  But I do 
want to take this opportunity really just to pay tribute to the person really who 
championed the cause and that was one Andy Burnham a Member of Parliament 
who championed the cause of the Hillsborough Families Support Group and has 
subsequently sought to campaign for what has become known as the Hillsborough 
Law which is intended to introduce a legal right for bereaved families to receive 
equal funding to the police in order to arrange for them to be properly represented 
in circumstances such as this, to ensure there is no time limit on the period that a 
retired officer can be investigated for misconduct, and to codify the common law of 
misconduct in public office and to make it a criminal offence, amongst a number of 
other things, we will obviously be giving our support to that and as I have said 
seeking to assure the people of Hillsborough and the people  of Liverpool more 
generally that we do make common cause with them, first of all remembering the 
tragedy but also learning its lessons. 

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Moore do you have a supplementary question?

Councillor Moore: No. 

Lord Mayor:  No, thank you.  Moving on to question 4 then Councillor Singh 
please. 

Councillor Singh:  Thank you Lord Mayor.  Last week Leicester won the urban 
design transport award for the Connecting Leicester project.  This is a national 
award received by Leicester City Council in recognition of the outstanding practice 
in urban planning and public realm improvements.  Does the City Mayor feel that 
the pace of some capital projects agreed by the Council could accelerate to realise 
the benefits to the city, its businesses, its residents and crucially to secure the 
economic advantages of the Council’s tourism strategy?

Lord Mayor:  City Mayor please. 

City Mayor:  Thank you my Lord Mayor and thank you to Councillor Singh for 
asking that question.  I have said on many occasions of course and it is always 
worth reminding people that of course the majority of what we invest is invested 
across the city and in the neighbourhoods of the city and it is quite difficult to keep 
enforcing because people are forever focusing on the amount we spend in the city 
centre.  But it is important, and I have said on many occasions, we continue to 
invest in the city centre because that is the bit that people see.  And of course it is 
really good to win awards for what is being done there but it is even better to see 
the investment that comes to the city as a result of what we have done there, and I 
looked at just some of the most recent examples of that.  I looked at the words of 
Ian Mattioli,  the Chief Executive of Mattioli Woods, who are coming on to the 
former New Walk Centre site, and he said “the city centre has changed 
dramatically, there has been an amazing transformation, Leicester is really  
buzzing.”  Then there was, let’s see, Bernard Szczech, the Chief Executive of IBM 
Services “We love Leicester, we love the city, we love too the work you are doing 
there and the great transport links and also the really good pull of graduates we are 
hoping will work with us in Leicester.”  Again very much a reflection of how we 
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present ourselves.  Hastings Direct – “there were a range of cities but the offer of 
the fantastic space in the city centre was something that they could not resist.”  I 
have talked about that new deli that has just come – “Without the support of the city 
council and townscape heritage initiative grant our restoration of this building would 
simply not have been possible.”  And then right next door Middletons Steakhouse 
and Grill fitting out the bank next door, “I first saw the Leicester building almost 
three years ago and then spent six months visiting the city and deciding it was a 
good fit for us.  The city has seen huge investment in recent years.  We were in 
unanimous agreement that Leicester was a fantastic opportunity for Middletons.”  
The point being that it is good to win awards but actually what is real payback for 
the city is the impression people have of the city, the investment that comes on the 
back of that impression and of course the jobs for the people of our city. 

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Singh do you have a supplementary?
Councillor Singh:  Yes thank you my Lord Mayor yes I have.  Just to say that we 
are all on the same page.  I am grateful to the City Mayor for his answer and would 
seek his reaffirmation to continue to ensure that the city’s centre and its 
neighbourhoods continue to be developed, its social and leisure amenities are 
modernised and community involvement where possible through the use of asset 
transfer or community management are encouraged in line with our public 
commitment and manifesto commitments.  

Lord Mayor:  City Mayor. 

City Mayor:  Yes Chair I can give an absolute commitment to that and just to 
reinforce the point again, it is important of course that we continue to invest very 
heavily as we do in the services that the Council provides across the city and its 
neighbourhoods, but also that we invest appropriately in our city centre from which 
we as a city get such massive pay back in terms of investment and jobs.  

Lord Mayor:  Thank you.  Question 5, Councillor Cole. 

Councillor Cole:  Thank you Lord Mayor.  Can the City Mayor explain why he is 
selling properties in Western Park, and can he also explain why he is selling the 
freehold, and not the long term lease and is this the start of a slippery slope of 
selling off parts of Western Park and other parks around the city, or worse still 
selling off our parks altogether?

Lord Mayor:  City Mayor. 

City Mayor:  Councillor Cole will not be surprised that I am able, and am very 
grateful for the question and the opportunity to do it, to give an absolute 
reassurance that our parks are not up for sale.  Indeed we have invested very 
heavily in our parks across the city and just recently visiting Spinney Hill park for 
example I was delighted to see the extent to which that has been transformed over 
recent years and of course we will continue to invest in others.  Shortly we are 
improving access into Abbey Park for example and we will continue to do that.   But 
there is an opportunity for me to stress that there is no intention to sell off any park 
at all, and there is certainly no intention whatsoever to sell off any parts of Western 
Park as such.  There are, however, two bits of land immediately adjacent to 
Western Park that have lain idle for far too long.  One of course is the former 
special school which is of course a listed building, and which has been left very 
difficult to deal with because it was built as a special school.  It is a very special 
building for a very special purpose and that has made them difficult to deal with, 
and it is important that we try to find sustainable uses for them because they are 
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suffering significant vandalism, they are very much at risk at the moment and 
offering them for sale is a part of trying to find some person or organisation who will 
take them on and bring them into a use that is compatible with the buildings that are 
so important.  The other one of course is the land where there are a range of 
buildings along the road frontage which do include the former Eco House and it has 
been suggested that they do have the potential for development, either in 
association with the special school or via themselves.  I would stress that we are 
offering them at this stage for freehold and it may well be that other proposals are 
made for them to be disposed of for leasehold purposes.  At the moment I do want 
to maximise the interest that there is in them and therefore am prepared to consider 
offers for their freehold sale but it will depend on the quality of those offers as to 
whether or not any of them prove to be acceptable.  I realises there is a further 
question on this and I will perhaps pause here Lord Mayor and give Councillor Cole 
and others the opportunity to ask the other question on this issue to give them some 
fuller information.  

Lord Mayor:  Thank you City Mayor.  Councillor Cole do you have a supplementary 
question please?

Councillor Cole:  Sorry Lord Mayor if I can just go on to question 6. Can I thank 
the City Mayor for what he has said so far.  Of course there is still concern even 
based on his comments.  So can I now ask the City Mayor if a Western Park 
resident community group came up with a viable and self-sustaining proposal for 
the assets in Western Park which are up for sale, would the City Mayor be willing to 
consider the transfer as an asset transfer to this community group?

Lord Mayor:  City Mayor. 

City Mayor:  My Lord Mayor I think it is important to distinguish between the two 
sites to some extent and it may be that we get a proposal for both of them or it may 
not.  But certainly the part of the site that fronts on to Hinckley Road that includes 
the Eco House possibly you know has some significant value for development, 
although there are some buildings on there that others may wish to make proposals 
for.  The school perhaps because it has listed building on much of the site it has 
less potential for creative use for development.  I am very willing to listen to what 
the Ward Councillors might suggest about the future use of the sites and what local 
residents might say about the future use of the sites.  As I have indicated I would be 
very pleased to meet with local residents to hear their concerns and their 
constructive suggestions for the future.   

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Cole do you have a supplementary?

Councillor Cole:  Just to thank the Lord Mayor for offering to meeting with the 
community group because I think they are very keen to meet and explain to the City 
Mayor their concerns and their plans for the properties in the Western Ward.  And 
can I also remind the City Mayor that in terms of the Western Park area of the city 
there is very little facilities there for the community, and it would be really pleasing if 
effort could be put in to making things available for this well-deserved community.  

Lord Mayor:  City Mayor. 

City Mayor:  Yes my Lord Mayor.  I think actually sometime during the day- to-day 
a date has been agreed for a meeting with the residents.  I don’t know whether that 
has yet been discussed with the Ward Councillors but certainly I would be delighted 
to have a meeting with them to hear about their concerns and also to hear about 
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their proposals and I would be very sympathetic to constructive proposal that, to 
use Councillor Cole’s words, leaves a viable future for those bits of land. 

Lord Mayor:  Thank you City Mayor.  Question 7, Councillor Barton please. 

Councillor Barton:  Thank you my Lord Mayor.  Local people are worried about 
the possible consequences of the recent Infrastructure Act which seems to imply 
that publicly owned land could be made available for private development with few 
planning controls.  What would be the impact or what could be the impact of the 
Infrastructure Act on Leicester?

Lord Mayor:  City Mayor please. 

City Mayor:  My Lord Mayor I think it is perhaps too early to be certain, and 
certainly I wish I were able to give Councillor Barton and others reassurance about 
the implications of the Housing Infrastructure Act.   As I understand it, it does 
introduce a new planning mechanism for obtaining planning permission for 
particularly housing led development which is called permission in principle, and 
that may have implications for some land in our city as elsewhere.  I do intend 
though to continue to ensure in so far as it is a matter for me, that we do retain 
appropriate planning controls and use them as effectively as we can to ensure that 
the Act is not used as a way of undermining the value of the city’s open spaces 
particularly and in any way nibbling away at them to allow for development that we 
would not find acceptable within our local plan.  As members will be aware the local 
plan is in the process of being prepared and will be coming in front of us and this 
will give us an opportunity to look both at those proposals and how this new Act 
might affect them.   

Lord Mayor: Councillor Barton do you have a supplementary question?

Councillor Barton:  Yes thanks.  I know a lot of publicity about this has focused on 
fracking and so on but a big problem or fear that some people have is that where a 
developer might come along....

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Barton could we restrain it to a question please not a 
statement. 

Councillor Barton:  Yes it is, where a developer might come along with an 
unsuitable project which we would not wish to have whether or not if it was on our 
public land if we would have the power to be able to turn it down. 

Lord Mayor:  City Mayor. 

City Mayor:  Yes my Lord Mayor.  I share Councillor Barton’s concerns about this.  
As I say it is not yet clear quite what the implications will be but the imminent debate 
over the next few months about our local plan would give us an opportunity to 
explore our own wishes for the future planning of the city and the extent to which 
this Act may impinge on it.    

Lord Mayor:  Thank you City Mayor.  Question 8, Councillor Cutkelvin. 

Councillor Cutkelvin:  Thank you Lord Mayor.  Following a promise made by our 
Deputy City Mayor in January 2015, the Saffron Lane Estate will finally see an 
outdoor gym installed later this summer.  These significantly contribute to the health 
and wellbeing of residents in the city by providing free access to fitness equipment.  
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Does the Deputy City Mayor have any figures relating to the success of this 
initiative, and what steps have been put in place to monitor its usage and health 
benefits?

Lord Mayor:  Deputy City Mayor. 

Deputy City Mayor:  Thank you my Lord Mayor and I thank Councillor Cutkelvin for 
her question.   I am pleased that residents on Saffron Lane are looking forward to 
their outdoor gym arriving shortly.  We have carried out some initial research 
working with the University of Leicester to ascertain some usage patterns of our 
outdoor gyms.  We don’t have overall usage numbers that would be very difficult to 
do but it is very clear anecdotally and in the numbers that we do have that outdoor 
gyms are proving to be popular.  The focus of that initial research has been to work 
out who is using our outdoor gyms, why they are using them and what more we can 
do to persuade more people in localities to make use of outdoor gyms as  good 
opportunities to get exercise for free and to improve their health and wellbeing.  
That research will continue as the new installations carry on through this year and 
the early part of next year.   

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Cutkelvin do you have a supplementary question?

Councillor Cutkelvin:  Yes thank you through you Lord Mayor.  I understand that a 
lot of the outdoor gyms that are going to be installed as part of this programme, the 
locations have been chosen based on public health figures.  The majority of outdoor 
gyms that I have seen that have been a huge success have been those in larger 
parks and that have a history of recreational sport and fitness.  As we all know it 
takes confidence to exercise in public and I just wondered whether the City Mayor 
would agree that we would need to continue to promote out outdoor gyms 
particularly in places like Saffron Lane where we may need to do actually do more 
to proactively encourage residents to use them.   

Lord Mayor:  Deputy City Mayor. 

Deputy City Mayor:  Thank you my Lord Mayor.  I would agree with everything that 
Councillor Cutkelvin has outlined in her supplementary question.  There are clearly 
some barriers that some people see in using outdoor gyms but they are barriers 
that I am confident most people do overcome and our evidence tells us that a lot of 
people using outdoor gyms are those who previously haven’t exercised in a 
commercial gym or indeed in a traditional leisure centre environment.  They are 
creating an opportunity for the people to embark on some exercise and physical 
activity for the first time.  So we need to capture that experience, learn from it and 
make sure that informs the continued work to progress our outdoor gyms and make 
sure they are well used wherever they are.  We have some interesting sites in the 
pipeline, the city centre was announced very recently as one outdoor gym, but 
crucially as you say the parks on our estates and in our residential areas they are 
proving to be popular locations and I am confident that the 17 remaining outdoor 
gyms to be installed as part of this programme will prove to be popular as well.   

Lord Mayor:  Question 9, Councillor Cutkelvin. 

Councillor Cutkelvin:  Thank you Lord Mayor.  Having sat patiently watching the 
improvements of cycle lanes within our city centre, I am pleased to see that the 
Welford Road scheme is nearing completion.  After lobbying the City Mayor over 
the last five years for a comprehensive cycle lane along Saffron Lane can I now 
have a firm commitment to making this happen?
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Lord Mayor:  Councillor Clarke

Councillor Clarke:  Thank you my Lord Mayor and thank you for the question 
Councillor Cutkelvin.  Connecting the neighbourhoods to the city centre is part of 
our plans to substantially increase everyday cycling in the city as per our manifesto.  
The work on Welford Road that Councillor Cutkelvin mentioned is a key part of 
those plans to better connect our communities, but on the specific question around 
Saffron Lane Councillor Cutkelvin knows I have a vested interest in this in that one 
side of the Saffron Lane for the most part is in Aylestone Ward and one side is in 
Saffron Ward, but also the fact that I came a cropper because of a Ford Mondeo 
whilst on my bike cycling down Saffron Lane a couple of years ago, so I have a 
vested interested in this issue.  It is, Councillor Cutkelvin will be pleased to hear, 
listed as a radial key corridor in the cycle city action plan from 2015 – 2024 and 
therefore is part of our plans in terms of rolling out separated cycling and safer 
cycling into our neighbourhoods.  Obviously this is all funding dependent, but 
funding coming forward it will be programmed to be part of that cycle provision on 
those radial routes out of the city as others will and other Elected Members please 
do approach me to ask about the radial route into their Wards too.  Thank you.  

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Cutkelvin do you have a supplementary?

Councillor Cutkelvin:  Thank you Lord Mayor, no supplementary. 

Lord Mayor:  Thank you.  Question 10 then, Councillor Sandhu please. 

Councillor Sandhu:  Thank you my Lord Mayor.  Does the City Mayor share the 
concerns of the Humberstone and Hamilton Ward Councillors regarding the 
inconsiderate and dangerous parking outside many schools across the city?

Lord Mayor:  Thank you.  Councillor Master. 

Councillor Master:  Thank you my Lord Mayor.  Thank you for the question as 
well.  I think we would all share Councillor Sandhu’s concerns about inappropriate 
and dangerous school runs across the city and the number of schools that we have, 
approximately 110, throughout our different Wards.  Myself, the City Mayor and 
some of my colleagues here have been out to see numerous different schools 
across different Wards to identify some of the traffic congestion, dangerous parking, 
drop off zones and signs etc.  So to start to address this problem we have made a 
financial provision in the current capital programme to support the development of 
the parking strategy.  This funding will help us to bring forward a programme of 
actions which we can deliver in addition to our current road safety and education 
schemes and sustainable transport work that we already do in schools.  I am 
currently working with a group of officers across Highways to put a programme 
together that will identify a kind of RAG rate, I guess, of schools that we have issues 
with across the city so we can put some logic behind a way and a methodology to 
go and approach each school.  I am sure there will be differences between the 
many schools that we have for many different reasons but we are trying to come to 
some kind of consensus around how we would do that and I will keep you informed 
as will other colleagues. 

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Sandhu do you have supplementary question?

Councillor Sandhu:  Yes my Lord Mayor.  Can the Assistant Mayor confirm that 
officer will be working closely with the Ward Councillors to address parking issues 
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across Humberstone and Hamilton and importantly all schools across the board? 

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Master. 

Councillor Master:  Thank you my Lord Mayor.  As I have said you know we are 
focusing hard and trying to drill down on the schools where we are having particular 
issues right now.  I think by the end of this month hopefully beginning of next we will 
have some kind of matrix that we can identify particular issues across different parts 
of the city, and then we will share that across the group and broader so we can 
address, or start to address, those issues working alongside Ward Councillors and 
community groups that are raising these issues.   

Lord Mayor:  Thank you.  Question 11, Councillor Kitterick please. 

Councillor Kitterick:  My Lord Mayor.  How many times has Councillor Connelly 
and housing officers been emailed by Castle Ward Councillors with regard to the 
issue of the lift service at St. Leonard’s Court?

Lord Mayor:  Thank you. Councillor Connelly please.  

Councillor Connelly:  Thank you Lord Mayor and thank you Patrick for the 
question.  We are not able at this stage to give an accurate figure in respect of the 
number of emails that officers and myself have received from the Castle Ward 
Councillors reference St. Leonard’s court lift.  The particular reason is that the area 
manager left this Monday very swiftly and we are having difficulties accessing the 
emails.  I have trawled through my emails so I will say this is with a health warning 
because this only goes back to the beginning of 2015.  According to my records on 
the 6th February 2015 I received an email from Councillor Senior on behalf of a 
resident in St. Leonard’s Court about a number of issues but including raising the 
issue about the second lift and the next email actually was from myself on the 5th 
October chasing up what was happening with the lift, and the last email I have 
received from Councillor Kitterick about the second lift was on the 25th November 
2015.  I am not suggesting that there have not been other emails prior to that but I 
have not been able myself to obtain them if they have been archived and officers 
have received four enquiries from Councillor Kitterick in recent months but none of 
them relating to St. Leonard’s lift.  If Councillor Kitterick has contrary evidence then I 
would certainly accept that.  We have very simply in timescale involved not been 
able to get to the bottom of this particular question.  

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Kitterick your supplementary please.  

Councillor Kitterick:  My Lord Mayor I don’t know what the technological 
equivalent of a paper shredder is, but somehow these emails seem to have gone 
into it.  For Councillor Connelly’s education I did a simple Boolean search on my 
email and I think this is important Lord Mayor because we do ask questions and I 
may be able to supply some answers.  I have done a known search to be frank I 
stopped counting when I got to 20 because I had to take my shoes and socks off.  
There were over 20 emails between myself, Councillor Senior, Councillor Clayton 
about the lifts at St. Leonard’s Court.  The earliest email that I can backdate it to is 
the 3rd December 2013.  My Lord Mayor the Empire State Building was started on 
St. Patrick’s Day in 1930.   It was finished Lord Mayor on the 1st May 1931, 410 
days later.   Lord Mayor I am coming to conclusion yes, 410 days later.  It has been 
954 days since I first emailed Councillors about the lift at St. Leonard’s Court.  My 
Lord Mayor my question to Councillor Connelly is simple, how many more emails do 
I need to send to him before the lift at St. Leonard’s Court is sorted out.
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Lord Mayor:  Thank you for your persistence Councillor Kitterick.  Councillor 
Connelly please. 

Councillor Connelly:  Again as I think I said in my original response to the 
question I was not suggesting that all the information I had was necessarily 
accurate and by all means I am quite happy for Councillor Kitterick to forward all 
those emails on to me if they have gone from my system.  The issue about St. 
Leonard’s lift, the reality is, Councillor Kitterick, a 1000 emails will not install a lift.  It 
is a lift engineer that we need to install it, and the present positon is that, as 
Councillor Kitterick is well aware, is that when he raised the issue with me I made 
representations to my officers and we found the money which is still there, 
£100,000 to install a second lift at St. Leonard’s Court and it is still our intention to 
install that lift.  There have been some difficulties and I have been as frustrated at 
the delay in getting the lift installed, and Councillor Willmott will probably recall at 
Anne Branson’s “leaving do” I made reference to the fact that we still have not got 
the lift at St. Leonard’s Court and I was hoping that we would be able to deliver that 
sooner.  The latest position is that we have got some issues with the leaseholders 
in the block which we are working to resolve, and once we resolve those we will put 
out the specification because it is not Housing that install the lifts it is Property 
Services, and in respect of Property Services I will say we have had one or two 
problems with the lifts that are installed in the tower blocks in St. Peter’s which have 
certainly delayed the process.  But the money is still there, the intention is still there 
and I would be more than happy when it is installed to stand next to Councillor 
Kitterick and let him cut the ribbon on behalf of the Council but I will also no doubt 
look forward to the emails from the Castle Ward Councillors when the bloody lift 
breaks down.  

Lord Mayor:  Thank you Councillor Connelly.    Councillor Grant you have 4 
questions, did you want to take them all at once or individually - your choice. 

Councillor Grant:  Individually I think Lord Mayor because they are on different 
issues aren’t they. 

Lord Mayor:  That’s fine.  Thank you.  Councillor Grant question 12 please. 

Councillor Grant:  What is the threshold of accuracy which the City Mayor would 
consider members were being misled given that members of the Planning 
Committee were informed the Environment Agency had considered an application 
when they had not, helping achieve the results recommended by officers.  How 
secure can members be in the advice they are given?

Lord Mayor:  Thank you.  City Mayor. 

City Mayor:  Thank you my Lord Mayor.  As members will be aware the 
deliberations of the Planning Committee are not ones that, as City Mayor, I would 
be able to comment on, but I can comment on whether they have been properly 
serviced and properly advised.  I have been advised about this issue by officers 
involved in it and I understand that the officer involved was seeking to summarise 
and draw to the attention of members of the Committee some lengthy technical 
advice which was set out in full in the Planning Committee report.  This was that the 
assessment of the application satisfied the Council as the Lead Local Flood 
Authority and was acceptable in terms of the guidance provided in the Surface 
Water Management Plan, which had been endorsed by the Environment Agency 
and is based on the Agency’s technical modelling methodology and classifications 
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which are appropriate in such cases.  Apparently the officers should have made it 
clear that he was referring to consultation with the Lead Local Flood Authority as 
opposed to the Environment Agency.  Now members of the Committee may have a 
better understanding of these issues than I do.  I can merely tell you how I am 
briefed, but as the Environment Agency would not be formally consulted on 
applications such as this, the tools and method of assessment applied by the Lead 
Local Flood Authority follow and apply the same principles in line with the EA’s 
procedures and standing advice.  So I think that in summary it is not considered that 
Councillors were misled in terms of the issues surrounding technical appraisal in 
terms of flooding, and that the report did set out the level of risks based on the 
Environment Agency flood modelling. and they then take the view that because that 
advice was given in accordance with that the Committee’s decision was a safe one.  
Apparently the issue turned upon whether the technical advice given was 
appropriate not upon who provided the advice.   

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Grant your supplementary question?

Councillor Grant:  I must admit I have received that response to a formal 
complaint that I made and I am kind of shocked having reviewed the video myself.  I 
believe that members acted in good faith on the Committee, did their job and 
actually asked pertinent questions to scrutinise it.  I don’t understand how it can just 
be put that an officer hasn’t misled the Committee when specifically referring to the 
fact that the Environment Agency had looked at this when actually in summing up 
the complaint they actually said the Environment Agency would actually never look 
at an application like this.  Is the City Mayor not concerned, like I am, that actually 
there are occasions when officers it seems will almost represent anything to 
members of the Committee to back up the recommendation they have made and to 
get the results that they want to achieve. 

Lord Mayor:  Thank you Councillor Grant.  City Mayor. 

City Mayor:  My Lord Mayor my understanding of this issue is that there is no 
question about the quality of the advice or indeed about the nature of that advice.  I 
think the issue is about to whom that advice was attributed and as I understand it, it 
was attributed to the Environment Agency directly rather than to the Lead Local 
Flood Authority using the guidance the Environment Agency would have issued.  So 
I think that it is perhaps mistaken, as I understand the situation, to suggest that the 
Committee were in any sense misled by the advice, were in any way inadequately 
served by the quality of that advice.  I think the mistake, if there was indeed such a 
mistake, was to attribute that advice to a particular agency rather than, as I say, to 
the Lead Local Flood Authority.  

Lord Mayor:  Thank you City Mayor.  Question 13 Councillor Grant. 

Councillor Grant:  In 2014 the Knighton Community meeting supported a bid by 
residents at risk of flooding from the Hol Brook with a grant from the community 
fund so they could get protection for their homes.  Since then the funds have been 
left unspent in departmental budgets and residents have waited for the professional 
advice on how to use it; advice being that sand bags were not effective.  Earlier in 
June Carisbrooke Road flooded and a number of the residents who bid for the 
money had their homes flooded.  Sand bags were provided later in the day after the 
water had receded.  Will the City Mayor instruct officers to do what has been asked 
of them previously and to provide protection to these homes?  

Lord Mayor:  City Mayor please. 
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City Mayor:  My Lord Mayor I have considerable sympathy for the residents and 
also for Councillor Grant and the other Ward Councillor to the area and the work 
they are doing on behalf of those residents to ensure their homes are adequately 
protected.  I am advised that the storms that we had in the south of the city on the 
14th June were particularly severe, and that nearly 20mm of rain fell in just half an 
hour which did overload the drainage system and the local watercourses, and I do 
obviously know the Carisbrooke Road situation quite well in any case, but had the 
benefit of a walk around in the area with the Ward Councillors comparatively 
recently.  I am advised that on the day our Highway staff responded and did support 
requests for help and are in the process of concluding investigations into the cause 
of the flooding.  But it is the case that a sum of £1,500 is being held from an earlier 
Ward meeting and is going to be available for flood defence measures in the 
Knighton Ward.  I will certainly take every effort to ensure that that is dealt with as 
speedily as is possible and that, insofar as it is within the power of the Council and 
its officers, we do all we can to provide protection and to ensure that if it is a matter 
of slinging a few sand bags that they are available as and when they are needed.   

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Grant do you have a supplementary question?

Councillor Grant:  Yes.  Since the recent flood I have been able to find out that 
there is actually technology which we could use to assist residents and to provide 
protection in way of putting a meter into the kerb which would be connected to a sim 
and can send out messages so that residents can be told when water levels are 
rising to protect themselves, take action to protect themselves that that could also 
then give early warning to the Highways Department so that they could get the sand 
bags placed out. We could also tell Arriva to stop the buses going through the water 
which causes a wake and makes water egress into the houses worse.  Would the 
City Mayor support an investigation into the installation of this and if it offers the 
protection that it appears to, back it and the funding of that especially seeing as it 
would cost less than the banners which have recently been installed in Knighton 
this week. 

Lord Mayor:  City Mayor please. 

City Mayor:  My Lord Mayor fortunately it is not a question of whether we have 
banners celebrating Knighton’s history or whether we have meters of this sort.  If 
such meters are available and could be appropriately installed in order to give some 
degree of early warning I would certainly support it and I know the other Ward 
Councillors would join Councillor Grant in pressing me to do so.  I am not sure 
whether it would actually help very much because actually I think you know it is 
such a persistent problem that residents probably know that when it is raining 
heavily there is a risk, and probably you know you need to look out of the window.  
But if, in so far as meters might be helpful, I think I would certainly want to look to 
see whether they can be installed in a way that is both efficient and cost effective, 
and would be very happy to meet with the Ward Councillors for Knighton to discuss 
whether such measures exist and how they might be installed helpfully.   

Lord Mayor:  Question 14, Councillor Grant please. 

Councillor Grant:  Following comments in the Leicester Mercury after the flooding 
of the Hol brook, can the City Mayor tell us what the Planning Department would 
accept as evidence that developments given permission have exacerbated the 
flooding problem in the Hol brook flooding area? 
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Lord Mayor:  City Mayor. 

City Mayor:  My Lord Mayor as I indicated actually earlier on I mean obviously the 
deliberations and determination of conditions applied to planning applications are 
not really for me as City Mayor.  But I do know that our planning policies do seek to 
ensure that a our developments should seek to limit surplus water run off via 
methods on site to either contain the water or to allow it to soak away effectively.   I 
do know from just observation of what happens in that area and observation of the 
developments that have taken place that have intensified the amount of surface that 
is covered in that area, that there are some very particular problems there, and I do 
hope that the officers advise the Planning Committee and the Planning Committee 
themselves will be very mindful of the already existing problems before they give 
any further permissions in that part of the city. 

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Grant do you have a supplementary?

Councillor Grant:  Yes Lord Mayor.  In relation to this particular area, myself and 
residents have been told previously by managers at Severn Trent that it is their 
belief that developments have made things worse, and in particular the 
development at New Church Road.  but my fear is that, and I don’t know the City 
Mayor would agree, if I was to undertake a PhD in this particular topic I doubt that 
the Planning Department would accept the evidence that I had submitted and this is 
just an easy get out for them.  

Lord Mayor:  Do you want to respond City Mayor?

City Mayor:  Lord Mayor I have indicated, you know, my sympathy  for the 
residents in the area and would just again repeat that I do very much hope that 
officers and members of the Planning Committee will be very mindful of the 
problems that already exist in that area when they look at any future planning 
applications. 

Lord Mayor:  Question 15, Councillor Grant.

Councillor Grant:  Yes thank you Lord Mayor.  Just on the last comment I don’t 
have any problems with the members of the Committee it is the officers who seem 
to not be considering the issue seriously.  The Planning Department constantly 
repeats in relation to flood ligation that measures can outweigh the increase in the 
rate of run off that the hard surface of a new house and driveway will bring so there 
is a reduction in the rate of run off overall.  Will the City Mayor ensure that in areas 
where surface water contributes to the pressure of an area to flood such as the Hol 
brook, conditions will always be put in place to achieve this level of flood protection. 

Lord Mayor:  City Mayor please. 

City Mayor:  Well I think my Lord Mayor I have indicated my attitude towards this 
already and I hope that is very clear but again I just have to repeat it ultimately is a 
matter for the planning officers to advise and for the Planning Committee to decide. 
I can express my views as I have done and I hope that if there are to be further 
developments in that part of the City they will be done in such a way that the rate of 
run off is indeed reduced to the absolute minimum.  I do know that in a number of 
developments in the city of recent years some very successful measures have been 
put in to minimise surface level run off and to provide sustainable urban drainage 
solutions, and whether they are possible in any further development in this area or 
not is of course will be a matter for others to decide but I do know that in some parts 
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of the city they have been very successful and I must commend the Committee and 
the officers for having insisted on it.  

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Grant do you have a final supplementary question?

Councillor Grant:  Yes Lord Mayor.  It is very useful the final comments from the 
City Mayor because in relation to the development that Severn Trent have brought 
at New Church Road it was the case that when members looked at it that 
considerable conditions were put in place in relation to mitigating against flooding.  
It was unfortunately then the case that the developer comes back with a very 
cleaver engineering report, and under the officers own powers stripped out much of 
the conditions and work that had been done.  So can I just ask again can the City 
Mayor do everything possible to explore how he can ensure that these conditions 
are put in place and the maximum protection is given to residents, particularly 
considering the risks within the Hol brook area.  

Lord Mayor:  Thank you Councillor Grant, City Mayor please. 

City Mayor:  Thank you Lord Mayor.  I mean I would certainly give an absolute 
assurance in so far as it is within my powers I would wish to encourage officers and 
the Committee to do that, but ultimately it is a matter for the Committee, but I do 
know that the members of the Committee, the Chair of the Committee are very 
mindful of these issues and I see that the Chair of the Committee is nodding his 
head in agreement with the points that I have been making in response to these 
questions my Lord Mayor, and I am sure that he and his colleagues will wish to take 
them into account in future. 

Lord Mayor:  Thank you City Mayor.  Question 16, Councillor Porter please. 

Councillor Porter:  Thank you Lord Mayor.  Yes my question is what are the cost 
benefit figures for the Council’s latest scheme for the Haymarket Theatre?

Lord Mayor:  City Mayor please. 

City Mayor:  My Lord Mayor as Councillor Porter knows the Council has a budget 
of £182,000 a year for maintaining what is at the moment an empty theatre, and he 
will also know that it is now 10 years since its closure.  So one only has to do the 
comparatively simple arithmetic to recognise that that has cost us a sum not far 
short of £2m just in that alone.  That figure covers the service charges, the rates 
and other running costs and therefore investing now in bringing it back into use is 
something that I and others have seen as worth doing from the economic point of 
view.  I think it is also worth doing from the point of view of bringing a major asset 
back into use from what has of recent years been a significant liability.  

Councillor Porter:  Councillor Porter do you have a supplementary question 
please?

Councillor Porter:  Yes I do thank you Lord Mayor.  I am delighted to hear that the 
City Mayor has at last got his head around cost benefit analysis because at a recent 
Council meeting he provided some quite mixed messages about cost benefit 
analysis.  He told the Committee meeting, I think it was also reported in the paper, 
that it was far too expensive for the Council to conduct cost benefit analysis but at 
the same meeting he also said that the Council would be conducting cost benefit 
analysis after the event.  So as you can see he was unclear on it a few weeks ago.  
So my question to the City Mayor is, in terms of the remarks he made at the Council 
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Scrutiny Committee, can he give the percentage details of the cost difference 
between doing a cost benefit analysis before the event as opposed to doing a cost 
benefit analysis after the project has finished.  

Lord Mayor:  City Mayor please. 

City Mayor:  My Lord Mayor members will understand that, as is so often the case, 
Councillor Porter either wasn’t listening when I spoke about this and took his 
version of it from subsequent reports in the Leicester Mercury, or I suspect as is 
often the case he is deliberately misrepresenting what I said.  The fact is Lord 
Mayor that in this particular incidence the benefits of the costs benefit analysis are 
something that are very clear and very straight forward.  I have set out the costs for 
us at the moment.  It is a matter of public record what it will cost to bring the building 
back into use and what the officers have done in preparing advice to us on this is to 
look at what is called the net present value calculation of the costs of continuing as 
things are and of investing in it.  And on that calculation, and if you do it at what is 
considered a reasonable rate of about 5% over 25 years the ‘do nothing’ option that 
is leaving things as they are has a net present value of £3.9m costs to us, whereas 
the consortium option assuming that this plan goes as envisaged has a net value 
cost to us of £2.4m.  So it is very easy to see on that sort of basis that investing now 
is the sensible thing to do economically, and I also believe it is the right thing to do 
in terms of the potential of this building if brought back into use to make a 
contribution to the cultural offer our City has.

Lord Mayor:  Thank you City Mayor.  Question 17, Councillor Porter please. 

Councillor Porter:  Thank you Lord Mayor.  The question is when it comes to 
secondary education how many city children living in Aylestone, Eyres Monsell and 
Saffron attend county schools?

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Russell please. 

Councillor Russell:  Thank you my Lord Mayor - 1085.  

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Porter do you have a supplementary question please?

Councillor Porter:  Yes thank you Lord Mayor.  Are the Council happy that so 
many parents think that their child or their children would benefit from a better 
education in the county rather than in the city.  

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Russell please. 

Councillor Russell:  Thank you my Lord Mayor.  I think Councillor Porter needs to 
remember that city boundaries in the same way as our Ward boundaries are 
administrative boundaries.  They mean an awful lot to us in this Council, it is how 
we conduct our business, it is how our funding is arranged, it relates to all sorts of 
things we do.  But actually for our residents whether you live one side or another of 
the boundary between the city and the county beyond where you pay your Council 
tax to it is in the most part not relevant on a day to day basis and when making 
decisions about where to send their child to school people will look at a range of 
factors.  They will look at where their friends are going, they will look at convenience 
of getting there, they will look at whether it is near a place of employment, they will 
look at whether there are other activities in the area, they will look at transport links 
and a range of other things.  We are absolutely committed to continually improving 
the educational opportunities in our city and actually we are out performing county 
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schools in many, many areas.  We have a fantastic record of improving education 
and our primary sector has gone up, we have got 84% of our primary schools in the 
city at good and outstanding.  Across the city the vast majority of our secondary 
sector is also good and outstanding, and where there are problems we will work, 
both with the school, schools supporting them and with outside agencies including 
the regional schools commissioner because this is not about playing politics with 
children’s education, this is about getting it right for children in our city.  We will 
work to make sure that where there are problems we will act quickly and we will 
support schools to make the improvements they need.   Thank you my Lord Mayor. 

Lord Mayor:  Thank you Councillor Russell.  Question 18, Councillor Grant please. 

Councillor Grant:  There have been two accidents on Shanklin Drive in recent 
weeks, fortunately not leading to a fatality, but requiring in one case the attendance 
of the Air Ambulance and evacuation to the Queen’s Medical Centre in Nottingham, 
and in the other the removal of a tree from the side of the highway such was the 
damage caused.  Will the City Mayor reassure local residents that the current 
review being taken by Highways is a priority and action will be taken as soon as 
appropriate solutions are identified. 

Lord Mayor:  City Mayor please. 

City Mayor:  Yes my Lord Mayor I can give Councillor Grant the reassurance he 
asks for.  Those recent accidents that he refers to occurred on the 5th and 20th June 
and our road safety officers will be receiving full reports from the police in the next 
few weeks, and I am advised that one of our road safety officers already has had 
some discussions with Councillor Grant and Councillor Moore to discuss the issue 
and are looking at steps to obtain speed data to assess the problem as part of 
contributing to the consideration of the police report.  I understand that there are 
going to be meetings between the Ward Councillors and road safety engineers 
again to look at the results of the surveys and to discuss possible measures to be 
taken to reduce speeds on Shanklin Drive.  We have put some £20,000 into the 
local environmental works programme to help with the speeding action plan, and 
clearly Shanklin Drive will feature in the development of that plan and if there are 
proposals arising from the consideration of the reports and the measurement of the 
speeds and volume of traffic in the area I am sure we will want to give them very 
high priority. 

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Grant do you have a supplementary question?

Councillor Grant:  Yes Lord Mayor.  I thank the City Mayor for his answer and 
acknowledge we have been working closely with Highways and actually it was only 
through the unavailability of speed cameras before the end of term that there is a 
delay.  So I think local Councillors acknowledge that we are not likely to get data 
back until the new term so that we get reliable data.  But I just wanted to say does 
he understand that residents would rightly be angry if funding was used as a reason 
to turn down or rule out any possible works.  Given that they have now seen that 
spending money is not a problem for the Council as it is spending upwards of 
£6,000 putting up banners and indeed has got money to put up a banner of a 
cottage in front of the cottage.  You can actually go down Brinsmead Road and 
there is a banner of the cottage and the cottage is just there.  So rightly some 
people do no longer believe that money is in shortage and obviously would be 
angry if that was given as a reason for not implementing any scheme.  

Lord Mayor:  City Mayor please. 
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City Mayor:  My Lord Mayor I think by now members have probably understood 
that Councillor Grant is not in support of us celebrating the history of the centre of 
Knighton.

Councillor Grant:  Not through banners no. 

City Mayor:  However, to give him a serious response I would want us to put the 
necessary resources behind making Shanklin Drive as safe as we can and I think 
he and his co-Councillor are quite right to draw attention to the fact that certainly the 
volume of traffic and speed of traffic along there is something that makes accidents 
likely, and if there are ways in which we can reduce those speeds I think we would 
want to take them.  It is a road I know very well indeed and it is a road that does 
lend itself as something of a cut through to some quite fast traffic and I certainly 
would not want to deny the resources necessary to actually make it more safe. 

Lord Mayor:  Thank you City Mayor.  Question 19, Councillor Grant. 

Councillor Grant:  Can the City Mayor tell Council how many bids were received 
by the Council for the redevelopment of the Haymarket Theatre since May 2011 
and rejected before he decided to consider spending millions of pounds of public 
money developing the site on behalf of a potential renter.  

Lord Mayor:  City Mayor please. 

City Mayor:  Yes my Lord Mayor the Council has marketed the lease of this 
Theatre twice over the last few years.  The last time was in March 2014 and as we 
reported at the time there were four bids from parties who wished to refurbish the 
Theatre.  These bids all required capital input from the Council which would have 
been in the form of a grant towards their schemes.  The approach we are now 
following is that the Council plans to undertake the refurbishment itself, backed with 
the consortium operator to run the facility initially on a five year lease basis which 
can extend beyond if it is successful.  In this manner the Council retain the benefit 
of the works and much greater control over the operation than would have been the 
case had the other initial bids been supported.  As I said earlier on it has cost the 
Council already the best part of £2m to keep the building empty and I certainly now 
consider that the investment of £2.2m will create a new facility that we have a 
consortium to run but, and I don’t anticipate that this will be the case, but were the 
consortium to prove unacceptable the investment would not be aborted as it might 
well have been if we had supported the other proposals. 

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Grant supplementary question please. 

Councillor Grant:  Could the City Mayor respond to the claims from one person 
that contacted me that they had offered to take over the lease of the Haymarket 
Theatre to bring in £3m of private money, and that the only assistance they asked 
for was with the business rates for a five year period and this was to turn the 
Haymarket into a similar venue as the Athena is now the old Odeon cinema.  
Wouldn’t this, if true, have represented a much better result for the public purse and 
a much lower risk to the Council. 

Lord Mayor:  City Mayor please. 

City Mayor:  My Lord Mayor I don’t recognise that particular proposal as one that I 
have been made aware of.  If Councillor Grant would like to send me details I would 
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be happy to explore whether it did indeed ever exist as a serious proposal, and 
would in those circumstances obviously respond to the question.  But I think I 
perhaps ought to have the details of the proposal in front of me rather than 
responding to any supplementary question on it. 

Lord Mayor:  Question 20, Councillor Grant. 

Councillor Grant:  I will forward on to the City Mayor what looked like a fairly 
credible proposal that I received.  What reassurance will there be that any occupant 
of the Haymarket  Theatre will not end up operating in competition with Curve and 
DeMontfort Hall putting pressure on the viability of those venues and to offer the 
programmes that they currently do. 

Lord Mayor:  City Mayor please. 

City Mayor:  Yes my Lord Mayor.  The Haymarket consortium have consulted the 
management of Curve who are very supportive, particularly the national training 
theatre aspect of the development.  In terms of performance the Haymarket will be 
showing visiting productions, mainly steering towards musical bands and 
performances which attract audiences up to a maximum of 800 people.  There is 
obviously some potential for overlap with the operation at DeMontfort Hall but I do 
believe that it is actually quite limited and I don’t anticipate it will have any 
significant impact on the viability of those halls and its increasing success over 
recent years.  

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Grant do you have a supplementary question?

Councillor Grant:  Yes my concern Lord Mayor would be that if there are any 
problems in the operating in the intention of the business that to make up any 
shortfall in revenue that it would actually find it the easiest way to make that up 
would be to go into competition with our existing theatres, and members have spent 
hours previously discussing getting De Montfort Hall particularly back into a 
sustainable situation which it does now largely I believe through running a panto.  
What guarantees would we have against a business which had taken over the 
Haymarket and was in financial problems to putting on a pantomime in competition 
and actually causing great problems for the Council in actually the funding of 
DeMontfort Hall. 

Lord Mayor:  City Mayor please. 

City Mayor:  My Lord Mayor as Councillor Grant said I think we all acknowledge 
that DeMontfort Hall is in a very much improved position in terms of how they are 
performing and their financial situation than was the case just a few years ago, and 
as I have said the Curve Theatre have been very supportive of the Haymarket’s 
proposals.  I do not see the Haymarket’s proposals as ones that are in competition 
with either of those other venues.  I see them as ones that compliment those other 
venues and ones that will contribute very much indeed to the range of offers that we 
have in the City Centre which increasingly I think is successfully seen as a place 
where culture is flourishing.  

Lord Mayor:  Thank you City Mayor.  Question 21, Councillor Grant. 

Councillor Grant:  Does the Assistant Mayor for Children’s Services believe we 
need a register in Leicester of home schooled children as has been recommended 
in Wales?
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Lord Mayor:  Thank you.  Councillor Russell please.  

Councillor Russell:  Thank you my Lord Mayor.  We already have a voluntary 
register of children who are home educated and under the current national 
legislative framework that is all we are able to do.  Things that would assist us in our 
responsibilities to identify children who may be missing education would be 
welcomed. 

Lord Mayor:  Councillor Grant a supplementary question?

Councillor Grant:  No thank you. 

Lord Mayor:  That brings to an end the questions.

MATTERS RESERVED TO COUNCIL

7.1 LEICESTER WATERSIDE PHASE 1 – UPDATE OF PROJECT AND 
OBTAINING NECESSARY APPROVALS TO PROCEED

Council received a report which updated Members on the progress made on the 
project and sought the necessary consents to allow the project to proceed.

Moved by the City Mayor, seconded by Councillor Waddington and carried:-

12. That Council:-

(a) Approve the addition of £3million to the Capital Programme, 
funded by resources set aside for the Economic Action Plan, 
this being the remaining balance of the Council’s planned 
contribution to the Waterside Phase 1;

(b) Approve the underwriting from corporate resources of the costs 
of the Compulsory Purchase Order and the proposed 
infrastructure works for Waterside Phase 1, estimated at 
£21million, in the event that Local Growth Fund monies and 
receipts from land sales are not confirmed in full or in part as 
expected; and

(c) Delegates authority to the City Mayor to enter into a 
Development Agreement with the selected developer for 
Waterside Phase 1, following the conclusion of the tender 
process and to add the necessary resources to the capital 
programme.

7.2 SCHEME OF MEMBER ALLOWANCES 2016/17 AND 2017/18 – 
APPLICATION OF INDEXATION

Council received a report seeking consideration of the Scheme of Member 
Allowances for 2016/17 and 2017/18 following the recent agreement of the 2 year 
Local Government employees pay award.
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Moved by Councillor Westley, seconded by Councillor Joshi and carried:

13. That Council:-

(a) Agree the Members Allowances Schemes for 2016/17 and 2017/18 
(attached at appendices 1 and 2 of the report) implementing 
indexation of allowances in line with the recent Independent 
Remuneration Panel report and the link to the Local Government 
employees pay award of 1% for each of the two years; and

(b) Agree that, for the municipal year 2016/17 which commenced on 20 
May 2016, arrears relating to applicable allowances be payable to 
Members in receipt of those allowances for the period 20 May 2016 
to 14 July 2016.

7.3 THE LEICESTER CITY HEALTH AND WELLBEING BOARD

Council received a report which sought to amend the size and membership of the 
Health and Wellbeing Board in line with the powers granted by the Council’s 
Constitution and the Health and Social Care 2012. 

Moved by the City Mayor, seconded by Councillor Westley and carried:

14. That Council:

(a) approve an increase in the size of the Leicester City Health and 
Wellbeing Board from 16 to 23 places;

(b) appoints the additional Elected Member place (Assistant Mayor 
for Leisure & Culture); and

(c) accordingly approves the amended Terms of Reference attached 
at Appendix 1 of the report.

Note of action following the meeting
Please note that whilst the approved Council resolution agreed changes to the Terms of 
Reference for the Health & Wellbeing Board a draft of these amended Terms of Reference 
was not attached to the published report as is stated in resolution (c).  However in 
accordance with the direction of Council and the powers granted to the Monitoring Officer in 
Article 16.02a of the Constitution, the agreed amendments have been made to the Leicester 
City Health and Wellbeing Board Terms of Reference in Part 3 of the Council’s Constitution 
and are attached to these minutes.

7.4 CALL-IN TO COUNCIL – CONNECTING LEICESTER – TOWNSCAPE 
HERITAGE INITIATIVE PHASE 1 AND 2, DESIGN DEVELOPMENT OF 
KING STREET AND WELFORD PLACE IMPROVEMENTS

Following the withdrawal of the call-in the Lord Mayor noted that the item would not 
now be considered. 
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REPORTS OF THE CITY MAYOR OR EXECUTIVE

8.1   LEICESTER’S SUSTAINABILITY ACTION PLAN

Council received a copy of the Leicester Sustainably action Plan which detailed the 
action focussing on the 6 key themes of business, housing, the Council, 
development, mitigation and adaptation and people that the City Council would be 
leading on to 2019.

Moved by Councillor Clarke, seconded by Councillor Russell and carried:

15. That Council notes and promotes Leicester’s Sustainability Action Plan 
priorities.

EXECUTIVE AND COMMITTEES

None identified.

NOTICES OF MOTION

10.1 VAUGHAN COLLEGE

Moved by Councillor Riyait, seconded by Councillor Waddington and carried:

16. The University of Leicester is consulting on a proposal to close the Vaughan 
Centre for Lifelong Learning. Having moved this provision from the Vaughan 
College building back in 2013, the University gave public assurances that 
the future of Adult Education in the 'Vaughan' tradition would be protected.

For 150 years the working class people of Leicester and Leicestershire have 
had access to high quality education through Vaughan, and in recent years 
the Centre's programmes have enabled mature and part-time students to 
gain qualifications from one of the finest universities in the world. The 
university's support of Lifelong Learning has transformed lives and 
enhanced the local economy and social well-being of the region.

The local economic action plan recognises that we cannot be successful as 
a city and county if we do not have highly skilled people. The Vaughan 
Centre is fulfilling this aim with over 350 students enrolled, the majority who 
are women.

The Council calls on the University of Leicester to withdraw its proposals to 
close the Vaughan Centre and to engage in an open and transparent 
discussion about  how we can all work together to protect adult education in 
the city and local region.

10.2 STAND TOGETHER

With the consent of the Lord Mayor and Council this motion was withdrawn.



32

10.3 OPPOSITION TO FORCED ACADEMISATION

Moved by Councillor Russell, seconded by Councillor Dr Moore and carried:

17. This council meeting notes with great concern the proposal in the recently 
published education White Paper, Educational Excellence Everywhere, 
which could force all schools to become academies, irrespective of each 
school's wishes.

This council meeting notes that the White Paper’s proposals– 
- would remove the requirement for schools to elect parent 

governors.
- would require the transfer of land and buildings of such schools 

to central ownership by the Secretary of State.
- do not include any say for parents and local communities over 

the future status of local schools.
- would require over 17,000 schools to conduct costly and lengthy 

conversion exercises at an estimated national cost of over 
£1billion. 

This council meeting further notes – 
- over 80 per cent of maintained schools have been rated good or 

excellent by Ofsted, while three times as many councils perform 
above the national average in terms of progress made by 
students than the largest academy chains.

- the invaluable role of parent governors and the local authority in 
acting as ‘critical friends’ to both support and hold to account 
head teachers and schools. 

- the comments of The National Association of Head Teachers 
that plans to force every school to become an academy 
presented “a particularly high risk to the future viability and 
identity of small, rural, schools.

This council meeting believes – 
- no single system of school organisation has a monopoly on 

success, and that a one size fits all model as proposed by the 
White Paper would not deliver the improvement in school 
standards and outcomes that this council wishes to see. 

This council meeting therefore resolves to – 
- ask the City Mayor to write to the Secretary of State for 

Education expressing the concerns of the council as set out in 
this motion about the proposals to force all schools to become 
academies, asking her to demonstrate how the proposals will 
improve educational outcomes in Leicester.

- ask the City Mayor to write to our local MPs expressing the 
council’s concerns and to seek their views on the proposal. 

- engage with head teachers, school governors, professional 
representatives, parents, and the wider local community to raise 
awareness of the Government’s proposals.

10.4 CHILDREN’S CARDIAC SERVICES AT GLENFIELD HOSPITAL

The Lord Mayor noted that he had agreed to the following motion as a matter of 
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urgency in the light of the recent proposals from NHS England.

Proposed by Councillor Singh and seconded by Councillor Chaplin:

This Council strongly supports the work of the Children's Cardiac Services 
specialist centre of national excellence based at Glenfield Hospital, Leicester and 
expect the services to be retained, consolidated and further developed to the 
benefit of the City, County and the Region. That the Health and Wellbeing Board 
collaborates with other authorities and interested organisations to make 
representations to NHS England and the Government to oppose the decision to cut 
these specialist services which are vital to hundreds of children.

AN AMENDMENT

Moved by Councillor Dempster and seconded by Councillor Westley:

Preamble 
Whilst the Health & Wellbeing Board can consider this matter and make 
representations and the chair has already done so, it is the Joint Health Scrutiny 
Committee of Leicester, Leicestershire and Rutland that has the formal powers as 
set out in legislation (The Local Authority (Public Health, Health and Wellbeing 
Boards and Health Scrutiny) Regulations 2013) to refer this decision to the 
Secretary of State for Health. Therefore it would be appropriate for this motion to 
recognise this and to agree a mandate for that process to commence.

Amendment
Add to the motion:
This Council resolves to refer this matter to the Health Scrutiny Commission of 
Leicester City Council and to request that a meeting of the Leicester, Leicestershire 
& Rutland Joint Health Scrutiny Committee meets to consider this matter and 
proceeds to make a formal referral to the Secretary of State for Health as per the 
powers set out in The Local Authority (Public Health, Health and Wellbeing Boards 
and Health Scrutiny) Regulations 2013.

Councillor Singh as the proposer of the original motion confirmed to the Lord Mayor 
and council that he was willing to accept the amendment.

AMENDED MOTION TO READ

18. This Council strongly supports the work of the Children's Cardiac Services 
specialist centre of national excellence based at Glenfield Hospital, Leicester 
and expect the services to be retained, consolidated and further developed 
to the benefit of the City, County and the Region.  That the Health and 
Wellbeing Board collaborates with other authorities and interested 
organisations to make representations to NHS England and the Government 
to oppose the decision to cut these specialist services which are vital to 
hundreds of children.

This Council resolves to refer this matter to the Health Scrutiny Commission 
of Leicester City Council and to request that a meeting of the Leicester, 
Leicestershire & Rutland Joint Health Scrutiny Committee meets to consider 
this matter and proceeds to make a formal referral to the Secretary of State 
for Health as per the powers set out in The Local Authority (Public Health, 
Health and Wellbeing Boards and Health Scrutiny) Regulations 2013.
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The Lord Mayor put the now Substantive (as amended) Motion to the vote 
and declared it carried.

ANY URGENT BUSINESS

There being no further items of urgent business the Lord Mayor declared the 
meeting closed at 9pm.



Leicester City Health and Wellbeing Board

Terms of Reference

(As amended at the Leicester City Council meeting on 14 July 2016)

Introduction

In line with the Health and Social Care Act 2012, the Health & Wellbeing Board is 
established as a Committee of Leicester City Council. 

The Health & Wellbeing Board operated in shadow form since August 2011. In April 
2013, the Board became a formally constituted Committee of the Council with 
statutory functions.

1 Aim

To achieve better health, wellbeing and social care outcomes for Leicester City’s 
population and a better quality of care for patients and other people using health and 
social services.

2 Objectives 

2.1 To provide strong local leadership for the improvement of the health and 
wellbeing of Leicester’s population and in work to reduce health inequalities.

2.2 To lead on improving the strategic coordination of commissioning across 
NHS, adult social care, children’s services and public health services.

2.3 To maximise opportunities for joint working and integration of services using 
existing opportunities and processes and prevent duplication or omission. 

2.4 To provide a key forum for public accountability of NHS, public health, social 
care for adults and children and other commissioned services that the Health 
&Wellbeing Board agrees are directly related to health and wellbeing.

3 Responsibilities

3.1 Working jointly, to identify current and future health and wellbeing needs 
across Leicester City through revising the Joint Strategic Needs 
Assessment (JSNA) as and when required. Preparing the JSNA is a statutory 
duty of Leicester City Council and Leicester City Clinical Commissioning 
Group.

3.2 Develop and agree the priorities for improving the health and wellbeing of the 
people of Leicester and tackling health inequalities.

1



3.3 Prepare and publish a Joint Health and Wellbeing Strategy (JHWS) that is 
evidence based through the work of the Joint Strategic Needs Assessment 
(JSNA) and supported by all stakeholders. This will set out strategic 
objectives, ambitions for achievement and how we will be jointly held to 
account for delivery. Preparing the JHWS is a statutory duty of Leicester City 
Council and Leicester City Clinical Commissioning Group.

3.4 Save in relation to agreeing the JSNA, JHWS and any other function 
delegated to it from time to time, the Board will discharge its responsibilities 
by means of recommendation to the relevant partner organisations, who will 
act in accordance with their respective powers and duties

3.5 Ensure that all commissioners of services relevant to health and wellbeing 
take appropriate account of the findings of the Joint Strategic Needs 
Assessment and demonstrate strategic alignment between the JHWS and 
each organisation’s commissioning plans.

3.6 Ensure that all commissioners of services relevant to health and wellbeing 
demonstrate how the JHWS has been implemented in their commissioning 
decisions.

3.7 To monitor, evaluate and annually report on the Leicester City Clinical 
Commissioning Group performance as part of the Clinical Commissioning 
Groups annual assessment by the national Commissioning Board. 

3.8 Review performance against key outcome indicators and be collectively 
accountable for outcomes and targets specific to performance frameworks 
within the NHS, Local Authority and Public Health.  

3.9 Ensure that the work of the Board is aligned with policy developments both 
locally and nationally.

 3.10 Provide an annual report from the Health and Wellbeing Board to the 
Leicester City Council Executive and to the Board of Leicester City Clinical 
Commissioning Group to ensure that the Board is publically accountable for 
delivery.

3.11 Oversee progress against the Health and Wellbeing Strategy and other 
supporting plans and ensure action is taken to improve outcomes 

3.12 The Board will not exercise scrutiny duties around health and adult social care 
directly. This will remain the role of the relevant Scrutiny Commissions of 
Leicester City Council. Decisions taken and work progressed by the Health & 
Wellbeing Board will be subject to scrutiny by relevant Scrutiny Commissions 
of Leicester City Council. 

3.13 The Board will need to be satisfied that all commissioning plans demonstrate 
compliance with the Equality Act 2010, improving health and social care 
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services for groups within the population with protected characteristics and 
reducing health inequalities. 

3.14 The Board will agree Better Care Fund submissions and have strategic
oversight of the delivery of agreed programmes.

4 Membership 

Members: 

Up to five Elected Members of Leicester City Council (5)

 The Executive Lead Member for Health & Wellbeing (1)
 An Elected Member nominated by the City Mayor (1)
 An Elected Member nominated by the City Mayor (1)
 An Elected Member nominated by the City Mayor (1)
 An Elected Member nominated by the City Mayor (1)

Up to six representatives of the NHS (6)

 The  Co -Chair of  the Leicester City Clinical Commissioning Group (1)
 A further GP representative of the Leicester City Clinical Commissioning 

Group (1) 
 The Managing Director of the Leicester City Clinical Commissioning Group (1)
 The Locality Director Central NHS England – Midlands and East (1)
 The Chief Executive of University Hospitals NHS Trust (1)
 The Chief Executive of Leicestershire Partnership NHS Trust  (1)

Up to four Officers of Leicester City Council (4)

 The Strategic Director of Adult Social Care (Leicester City Council) (1)
 The Strategic Director Children (Leicester City Council) (1)
 The Director of Public Health (Leicester City Council) (1)
 The Chief Operating Officer of Leicester City Council (1)

Up to eight further representatives including Healthwatch Leicester/Other 
Representatives (8)

 One representative of the Local Healthwatch organisation for Leicester City 
(1)

 Leicester City Local Policing Directorate, Leicestershire Police (1) 
 The Leicester Leicestershire and Rutland Police and Crime Commissioner (1)
 Chief Fire and Rescue Officer, Leicestershire Fire & Rescue Service (1)
 Two other people that the local authority thinks appropriate, after consultation 

with the  Health and Wellbeing Board (2)
 A representative of the city’s sports community (1)
 A representative of the private sector/business/employers (1)
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5 Quorum & Chair

5.1 For a meeting to take place there must be at least six members of the Board 
present and at least one representative from each of the membership 
sections:

 Leicester City Council (Elected member)
 Leicester City Clinical Commissioning Group or NHS England
 One senior officer member from Leicester City Council
 Local Healthwatch/Other Representatives

5.2 Where a meeting is inquorate those members in attendance may meet 
informally but any decisions shall require appropriate ratification at the next 
quorate meeting of the Board.

5.3 Where any member of the Board proposes to send a substitute to a meeting, 
that substitute’s name shall be properly nominated by the relevant ‘parent’ 
person/body, and submitted to the Chair in advance of the meeting. The 
substitute shall abide by the Code of Conduct. 

5.4 The City Council has nominated the Executive Lead for Health & Wellbeing to 
Chair the Board. Where the Executive Lead for Health & Wellbeing is unable 
to chair the meeting, then one of the other Elected Members shall chair 
(noting that at least one Elected Member must be present in order for the meeting to be 
declared quorate)

6 Voting

6.1 Officer members of Leicester City Council and any representatives of bodies 
asked to attend meetings of the Board as ‘Standing Invitees’ by the Board 
shall not have a vote. All other members will have an equal vote.

6.2 Decision-making will be achieved through consensus reached amongst those 
members present. Where a vote is require decisions will be reached through a 
majority vote of voting members; where the outcome of a vote is impasse the 
chair will have the casting vote.

7 Code of conduct and member responsibilities

All voting members are required to comply with Leicester City Council’s Code of 
Conduct, including submitting a Register of Interests.

In addition all members of the Board will commit to the following roles, 
responsibilities and expectations:

7.1 Commit to attending the majority of meetings

7.2 Uphold and support Board decisions and be prepared to follow though actions 
and decisions obtaining the necessary financial approval from their 
organisation for the Board proposals and declaring any conflict of interest 
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7.3 Be prepared to represent the Board at stakeholder events and support the 
agreed consensus view of the Board when speaking on behalf of the Board to 
other parties. Champion the work of the Board in their wider networks and in 
community engagement activities. 

7.4 To participate in Board discussion to reflect views of their partner 
organisations, being sufficiently briefed to be able to make recommendations 
about future policy developments and service delivery 

7.5 To ensure that are communication mechanisms in place within the partner 
organisations to enable information about the priorities and recommendation 
of the Board to be effectively disseminated.

8 Agenda and Meetings

8.1 Administration support will be provided by Leicester City Council.

8.2 There will be standing items on each agenda to include:

 Declarations of Interest
 Minutes of the Previous Meeting
 Matters Arising
 Updates from each of the working subgroups of the Health & Wellbeing 

Board.

8.3 Meetings will be held six times a year and the Board will meet in public and 
comply with the Access to Information procedures as outlined in Part 4b of the 
Council’s Constitution.

8.4 The first meeting of the Health and Wellbeing Board was on 11 April 2013.

Version 9.3
As amended at Council on 14 July 2016
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