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 MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL HELD  
 ON TUESDAY 25 FEBRUARY 2020 AT 1400 HOURS IN THE COUNCIL 

CHAMBER, COUNCIL HOUSE, BIRMINGHAM 
 
 PRESENT:- Lord Mayor (Councillor Mohammed Azim) in the Chair. 
 

Councillors 
 

Muhammad Afzal 
Akhlaq Ahmed 
Alex Aitken 
Deirdre Alden 
Robert Alden 
Tahir Ali 
Olly Armstrong 
Gurdial Singh Atwal 
Baber Baz 
Bob Beauchamp 
Matt Bennett 
Kate Booth 
Sir Albert Bore 
Nicky Brennan 
Marje Bridle  
Mick Brown 
Tristan Chatfield 
Zaker Choudhry 
Debbie Clancy 
Liz Clements 
Maureen Cornish 
John Cotton 
Adrian Delaney 
Diane Donaldson 
Barbara Dring 
Neil Eustace 
Mohammed Fazal 
Peter Fowler 
Jayne Francis 

Peter Griffiths 
Fred Grindrod 
Paulette Hamilton 
Roger Harmer  
Kath Hartley  
Adam Higgs 
Charlotte Hodivala 
Penny Holbrook 
Jon Hunt 
Mahmood Hussain 
Shabrana Hussain 
Timothy Huxtable  
Mohammed Idrees 
Zafar Iqbal 
Ziaul Islam 
Morriam Jan 
Julie Johnson 
Brigid Jones 
Josh Jones 
Nagina Kauser 
Narinder Kaur Kooner 
Chaman Lal  
Mike Leddy 
Bruce Lines 
John Lines 
Mary Locke 
Ewan Mackey 
Majid Mahmood 

Zhor Malik 
Karen McCarthy 
Saddak Miah 
Gareth Moore 
Simon Morrall 
Yvonne Mosquito 
John O’Shea 
David Pears 
Robert Pocock 
Julien Pritchard 
Hendrina Quinnen 
Chauhdry Rashid 
Carl Rice 
Lou Robson 
Kath Scott 
Shafique Shah 
Mike Sharpe 
Sybil Spence 
Ron Storer 
Martin Straker Welds 
Sharon Thompson 
Paul Tilsley 
Lisa Trickett 
Ian Ward 
Mike Ward 
Ken Wood 
Alex Yip 
Waseem Zaffar 

 
************************************ 

MEETING OF BIRMINGHAM 
CITY COUNCIL 
25 FEBRUARY 2020 
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 NOTICE OF RECORDING 
 
19319 The Lord Mayor advised that the meeting would be webcast for live and 

subsequent broadcasting via the Council’s internet site and that members of 
the Press/Public may record and take photographs except where there are 
confidential or exempt items. 

 
 The Lord Mayor reminded Members that they did not enjoy Parliamentary 

Privilege in relation to debates in the Chamber and Members should be 
careful in what they say during all debates that afternoon 

 
 The Lord Mayor indicated that those Members who wished to speak should 

press their microphone button once and be patient whilst the operator 
switched the microphone on. 

 ____________________________________________________________ 
 
 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
 
19320 The Lord Mayor reminded Members that they must declare all relevant 

pecuniary and non-pecuniary interests relating to any items of business to be 
discussed at this meeting”  

 
Any declarations would be recorded in the minutes of the meeting. 

 
The Lord Mayor noted that if a disclosable pecuniary interest is declared a 
Member must normally not speak or take part in that agenda item.  However, 
where a member has requested a dispensation to speak and vote on the 
Financial Plan 2020 -2024, the Independent Chair of Standards Committee, 
Peter Wiseman, has considered such requests and has agreed to grant the 
appropriate dispensation.  The Lord Mayor noted that this would allow the 
Member to take part and vote in the debate provided they have made a 
disclosable pecuniary interest. 
 

 The Lord Mayor requested Members to please note that If a Member would 
like to speak on a matter where a pecuniary interest has been disclosed, 
then the Member will need to say BEFORE speaking on the substantive 
issue, that he/she has a pecuniary interest and that the details have already 
been disclosed to the Monitoring Officer before the start of the Meeting. 

 ____________________________________________________________ 
 
 MINUTES 
 
 It was moved by the Lord Mayor, seconded and – 
 
19321 RESOLVED:- 
 
 That the Minutes of the meeting held on 4 February 2020 having been 

circulated to each Member of the Council, be taken as read and confirmed 
and signed. 

 ____________________________________________________________ 
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 LORD MAYOR'S ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 

A. Death of Councillor Keith Linnecor 
 

The Lord Mayor indicated that he must begin his announcements today with 
some extremely sad news.  It was with the greatest sorrow that he 
announced to the Chamber the death of our friend and colleague Councillor 
Keith Linnecor.  The Lord Mayor continued that having been diagnosed with 
leukaemia towards the end of last year Keith passed away on 13 February. 
 
The Lord Mayor indicated that Keith was elected as a Councillor for Oscott 
Ward in 1996 and served the people of that Ward for almost 24 years, as 
well as sitting on numerous Committees and outside bodies.  He was liked 
and respected across the Chamber and he will be greatly missed.  The Lord 
Mayor noted that Keith leaves behind his partner Cheryl, brother Leslie and 
his extended family and asked all to join him in extending to them our 
deepest condolences 

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

 19322 RESOLVED:- 
 
 That this Council places on record its sorrow at the death of Councillor Keith 
Linnecor and its appreciation of his devoted service to the residents of 
Birmingham.  The Council extends its deepest sympathy to members of 
Keith’s family in their sad bereavement. 

 

 Members and officers stood for a minute’s silence, following which a number 
of tributes were made by Members. 

 ____________________________________________________________ 
 

B. Death of former Councillor and Honorary Alderman Norman 
Hargreaves 

 
The Lord Mayor indicated that he had further sad news as he informed the 
Chamber of the death of former Councillor and Honorary Alderman Norman 
Hargreaves.  Norman passed away on 17 February at the age of 99, 
following a short illness.  Norman served as a Councillor for Handsworth 
Ward from 1972 to 1986 and leaves behind his wife Gwen. 
 
It was moved by the Lord Mayor, seconded and:- 
 

 19323 RESOLVED:- 
 
 That this Council places on record its sorrow at the death of former 
Councillor and Honorary Alderman Norman Hargreaves and its appreciation 
of his devoted service to the residents of Birmingham.  The Council extends 
its deepest sympathy to members of Norman’s family in their sad 
bereavement. 

 

 Members and officers stood for a minute’s silence, following which a number 
of tributes were made by Members. 

 ____________________________________________________________ 
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 PETITIONS 
  

  Petitions Relating to City Council Functions Presented at the Meeting 
  

  The following petitions were presented:- 
 

 (See document No 1) 

 

 In accordance with the proposals by the Members presenting the petitions,  
 it was moved by the Lord Mayor, seconded and - 

 
19324 RESOLVED:- 
 

 That the petitions be received and referred to the relevant Chief Officers. 
 ____________________________________________________________ 
 
 Petitions Update 
 
 The following Petitions Update was submitted:- 
 
 (See document No 2) 
 
 It was moved by the Lord Mayor, seconded and -  

 
19325 RESOLVED:- 
  
 That the Petitions Update be noted and those petitions for which a 

satisfactory response has been received, be discharged. 
 ____________________________________________________________ 

 
 CITY COUNCIL APPOINTMENTS  
 

Councillor Gareth Moore made a nomination and it was- 
 
 19326 RESOLVED:- 
 

 That Councillor Simon Morrall to replace Councillor Adam Higgs on the 
Planning Committee for the period ending with the Annual Meeting of City 
Council in May 2020. 

  ____________________________________________________________ 
 
 FINANCIAL PLAN 2020 - 2024 
 

The Financial Plan 2020 - 2024 was submitted:- 
 
 (See document No 3) 

 
At this point in the meeting Councillor Martin Straker Welds moved a 
procedural Motion which was seconded. 

 
 It was - 
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19327 RESOLVED:- 
 

That, pursuant to a Council Business Management Committee discussion, 
Council Rules of Procedure be waived to allocate the remaining time of the 
meeting to 1915 hours for the whole debate on the Financial Plan 2020 - 
2024 report, permit the leader of the City Council to make a speech of up to 
30 minutes, permit the other Group Leaders to make a speech of up to 30 
minutes each permit all other speakers in the debate to speak for up to 5 
minutes and permit the Leader of the City Council to reply to the debate 
without time limit. 
 

  The Leader Councillor Ian Ward declared a pecuniary interest, the details of 
which he had disclosed to the Monitoring Officer before the start of the 
meeting and moved the motion which was seconded. 
 
In accordance with Council Standing Orders, Councillors Robert Alden and 
Ewan Mackey gave notice of the following amendment to the Motion:- 
 
(See document No 4) 
 
Councillor Robert Alden noted he had a pecuniary interest in that his wife 
worked the Birmingham Museum and Gallery which he had disclosed before 
the meeting and moved the amendment which was seconded by Councillor 
Ewan Mackey who reserved his right to speak. 
 
In accordance with Council Standing Orders, Councillors Matt Bennett and 
Ken Wood gave notice of the following amendment to the Motion:- 
 
(See document No 5) 
 
Councillor Matt Bennett moved the amendment which was seconded by 
Councillor Ken Wood. 
 
In accordance with Council Standing Orders, Councillors Jon Hunt and 
Roger Harmer gave notice of the following amendment to the Motion:- 
 
(See document No 6) 
 
Councillor Jon Hunt moved the amendment which was seconded by 
Councillor Roger Harmer. 

  
 At 1603 the Deputy Lord Mayor withdraw from the meeting. 
 ____________________________________________________________ 

 
  ADJOURNMENT 

 
 It was moved by the Lord Mayor, seconded and 
 
 19328 RESOLVED:- 
 
 That the Council be adjourned until 1640 hours on this day. 
 
 The Council then adjourned at 1610 hours. 
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____________________________________________________________ 
 

 At 1640 hours the meeting resumed at the point it had been adjourned.  
Councillor Carl Rice was the Lord Mayor’s Deputy sitting in the Deputy Lord 
Mayor’s seat on the rostrum as the Deputy Lord Mayor was not present. 

 
A debate ensued during which Councillor Waseem Zaffar declared a 
pecuniary interest which had been disclosed to the Monitoring Officer who 
had indicated he could participate in the debate and Councillor Brigid Jones 
declared a pecuniary interest in that her partner worked for the City Council 
which had been disclosed to the Monitoring Officer.  Councillor Jones also 
declared a non-pecuniary interest as Director of the Colmore BID.  Also 
during a speech by Councillor Gareth Moore, Councillor Tristan Chatfield as 
a point of order to say that the budget had been out to consultation and the 
Conservative Group had not raised any concerns relating to the budget at 
that time.  He added that finance officers had only seen the Conservative 
amendment a few days ago.  Following a speech by Councillor Morriam Jan 
Councillor Waseem Zaffar highlight that the demolition of the A34 flyover was 
a highway project and not a housing project as referred to by Councillor Jan 

  
 The Leader, Councillor Ian Ward replied to the debate. 

 
The first amendment to the Motions in the names of Councillors Robert Alden 
and Ewan Mackey was put to the vote and, by the recorded vote set out 
below, was declared to be lost. 

 
For the First Amendment (19) 

 
Deirdre Alden 
Robert Alden 
Bob Beauchamp 
Matt Bennett 
Debbie Clancy 
Maureen Cornish 
Adrian Delaney 

Peter Fowler 
Adam Higgs 
Timothy Huxtable  
Bruce Lines 
John Lines 
Ewan Mackey 

Gareth Moore 
Simon Morrall 
David Pears 
Ron Storer 
Ken Wood 
Alex Yip 

 
Against the First Amendment (56) 

 
Muhammad Afzal 
Akhlaq Ahmed 
Alex Aitken 
Tahir Ali 
Olly Armstrong 
Gurdial Singh Atwal 
Baber Baz 
Kate Booth 
Sir Albert Bore 
Nicky Brennan 
Marje Bridle  
Mick Brown 
Tristan Chatfield 
Liz Clements 
John Cotton 

Peter Griffiths 
Fred Grindrod 
Paulette Hamilton 
Roger Harmer 
Kath Hartley  
Penny Holbrook 
Mahmood Hussain 
Shabrana Hussain 
Mohammed Idrees 
Zafar Iqbal 
Ziaul Islam 
Morriam Jan 
Julie Johnson 
Brigid Jones 
Josh Jones 

Mary Locke 
Majid Mahmood 
Zhor Malik 
Karen McCarthy  
Saddak Miah 
John O’Shea 
Robert Pocock 
Chauhdry Rashid 
Carl Rice 
Lou Robson 
Kath Scott 
Shafique Shah 
Mike Sharpe 
Sybil Spence 
Martin Straker Welds 
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Diane Donaldson 
Barbara Dring 
Mohammed Fazal 
Jayne Francis 

Nagina Kauser 
Narinder Kaur Kooner 
Chaman Lal 
Mike Leddy 

Sharon Thompson 
Ian Ward 
Waseem Zaffar 

 
Abstentions (6) 

 
Zaker Choudhry 
Neil Eustace 

Jon Hunt 
Julien Pritchard 

Paul Tilsley 
Mike Ward 

 
The second amendment to the Motions in the names of Councillors Matt 
Bennett and Ken Wood was put to the vote and, by the recorded vote set out 
below, was declared to be lost. 

 
For the Second Amendment (28) 

 
Deirdre Alden 
Robert Alden 
Baber Baz 
Bob Beauchamp 
Matt Bennett 
Zaker Choudhry 
Debbie Clancy 
Maureen Cornish 
Adrian Delaney 
Neil Eustace 

Peter Fowler 
Roger Harmer 
Adam Higgs 
Jon Hunt 
Timothy Huxtable  
Morriam Jan 
Bruce Lines 
John Lines 
Ewan Mackey 

Gareth Moore 
Simon Morrall 
David Pears 
Julien Pritchard 
Ron Storer 
Paul Tilsley 
Mike Ward 
Ken Wood 
Alex Yip 

 
Against the Second Amendment (54) 

 
Muhammad Afzal 
Akhlaq Ahmed 
Alex Aitken 
Tahir Ali 
Olly Armstrong 
Gurdial Singh Atwal 
Kate Booth 
Sir Albert Bore 
Nicky Brennan 
Marje Bridle  
Mick Brown 
Tristan Chatfield 
Liz Clements 
John Cotton 
Diane Donaldson 
Barbara Dring 
Mohammed Fazal 
Jayne Francis 

Peter Griffiths 
Fred Grindrod 
Paulette Hamilton 
Kath Hartley  
Penny Holbrook 
Mahmood Hussain 
Shabrana Hussain 
Mohammed Idrees 
Zafar Iqbal 
Ziaul Islam 
Julie Johnson 
Brigid Jones 
Josh Jones 
Nagina Kauser 
Narinder Kaur Kooner 
Chaman Lal 
Mike Leddy 
Mary Locke 

Majid Mahmood 
Zhor Malik 
Karen McCarthy  
Saddak Miah 
John O’Shea 
Robert Pocock 
Hendrina Quinnen 
Chauhdry Rashid 
Carl Rice 
Lou Robson 
Kath Scott 
Shafique Shah 
Mike Sharpe 
Sybil Spence 
Martin Straker Welds 
Sharon Thompson 
Ian Ward 
Waseem Zaffar 

 
Abstentions (0) 
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The third amendment to the Motions in the names of Councillors Robert 
Alden and Ewan Mackey was put to the vote and, by the recorded vote set 
out below, was declared to be lost. 

 
For the Third Amendment (8) 

 
Baber Baz 
Zaker Choudhry 
Neil Eustace 

Roger Harmer 
Jon Hunt 
Morriam Jan  

Paul Tilsley 
Mike Ward 

 
Against the Third Amendment (54) 

 
Muhammad Afzal 
Akhlaq Ahmed 
Alex Aitken 
Tahir Ali 
Olly Armstrong 
Gurdial Singh Atwal 
Kate Booth 
Sir Albert Bore 
Nicky Brennan 
Marje Bridle  
Mick Brown 
Tristan Chatfield 
Liz Clements 
John Cotton 
Diane Donaldson 
Barbara Dring 
Mohammed Fazal 
Jayne Francis 

Peter Griffiths 
Fred Grindrod 
Paulette Hamilton 
Kath Hartley  
Penny Holbrook 
Mahmood Hussain 
Shabrana Hussain 
Mohammed Idrees 
Zafar Iqbal 
Ziaul Islam 
Julie Johnson 
Brigid Jones 
Josh Jones 
Nagina Kauser 
Narinder Kaur Kooner 
Chaman Lal 
Mike Leddy 
Mary Locke 

Majid Mahmood 
Zhor Malik 
Karen McCarthy  
Saddak Miah 
John O’Shea 
Robert Pocock 
Hendrina Quinnen 
Chauhdry Rashid 
Carl Rice 
Lou Robson 
Kath Scott 
Shafique Shah 
Mike Sharpe 
Sybil Spence 
Martin Straker Welds 
Sharon Thompson 
Ian Ward 
Waseem Zaffar 

 
Abstentions (1) 

 

Julien Pritchard   
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 Motion 1 was put to the vote and, by the recorded vote set out below, was 
declared to be carried. 
 

For Motion 1 (54) 
 
Muhammad Afzal 
Akhlaq Ahmed 
Alex Aitken 
Tahir Ali 
Olly Armstrong 
Gurdial Singh Atwal 
Kate Booth 
Sir Albert Bore 
Nicky Brennan 
Marje Bridle  
Mick Brown 
Tristan Chatfield 
Liz Clements 
John Cotton 
Diane Donaldson 
Barbara Dring 
Mohammed Fazal 
Jayne Francis 

Peter Griffiths 
Fred Grindrod 
Paulette Hamilton 
Kath Hartley  
Penny Holbrook 
Mahmood Hussain 
Shabrana Hussain 
Mohammed Idrees 
Zafar Iqbal 
Ziaul Islam 
Julie Johnson 
Brigid Jones 
Josh Jones 
Nagina Kauser 
Narinder Kaur Kooner 
Chaman Lal 
Mike Leddy 
Mary Locke 

Majid Mahmood 
Zhor Malik 
Karen McCarthy  
Saddak Miah 
John O’Shea 
Robert Pocock 
Hendrina Quinnen 
Chauhdry Rashid 
Carl Rice 
Lou Robson 
Kath Scott 
Shafique Shah 
Mike Sharpe 
Sybil Spence 
Martin Straker Welds 
Sharon Thompson 
Ian Ward 
Waseem Zaffar 

 
Against Motion 1 (2) 

 
Neil Eustace Julien Pritchard   

 
Abstentions (7) 

 
Baber Baz 
Zaker Choudhry 

Roger Harmer 
Jon Hunt 
Morriam Jan  

Paul Tilsley 
Mike Ward 
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 Motions 2-5 were put to the vote and, by the recorded vote set out below, 
were declared to be carried. 

 
For Motions 2-5 (53) 

 
Muhammad Afzal 
Akhlaq Ahmed 
Alex Aitken 
Tahir Ali 
Olly Armstrong 
Gurdial Singh Atwal 
Kate Booth 
Sir Albert Bore 
Nicky Brennan 
Marje Bridle  
Mick Brown 
Tristan Chatfield 
Liz Clements 
John Cotton 
Diane Donaldson 
Barbara Dring 
Mohammed Fazal 
Jayne Francis 

Peter Griffiths 
Fred Grindrod 
Paulette Hamilton 
Kath Hartley  
Penny Holbrook 
Mahmood Hussain 
Shabrana Hussain 
Mohammed Idrees 
Zafar Iqbal 
Ziaul Islam 
Julie Johnson 
Brigid Jones 
Josh Jones 
Nagina Kauser 
Narinder Kaur Kooner 
Chaman Lal 
Mike Leddy 
Mary Locke 

Majid Mahmood 
Zhor Malik 
Karen McCarthy  
Saddak Miah 
John O’Shea 
Robert Pocock 
Hendrina Quinnen 
Chauhdry Rashid 
Carl Rice 
Lou Robson 
Kath Scott 
Shafique Shah 
Mike Sharpe 
Sybil Spence 
Martin Straker Welds 
Sharon Thompson 
Ian Ward 
Waseem Zaffar 

 
Against Motions 2-5 (29) 

 
Deirdre Alden 
Robert Alden 
Baber Baz 
Bob Beauchamp 
Matt Bennett 
Zaker Choudhry 
Debbie Clancy 
Maureen Cornish 
Adrian Delaney 
Neil Eustace 

Peter Fowler 
Roger Harmer 
Adam Higgs 
Jon Hunt 
Timothy Huxtable  
Morriam Jan 
Bruce Lines 
John Lines 
Ewan Mackey 
Gareth Moore 

Simon Morrall 
David Pears 
Julien Pritchard 
Mike Sharpe 
Ron Storer 
Paul Tilsley 
Mike Ward 
Ken Wood 
Alex Yip 

 
Abstentions (0) 
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 Motion 6 was put to the vote and, by the recorded vote set out below, was 
declared to be carried. 

 
For Motion 6 (54) 

 
Muhammad Afzal 
Akhlaq Ahmed 
Alex Aitken 
Tahir Ali 
Olly Armstrong 
Gurdial Singh Atwal 
Kate Booth 
Sir Albert Bore 
Nicky Brennan 
Marje Bridle  
Mick Brown 
Tristan Chatfield 
Liz Clements 
John Cotton 
Diane Donaldson 
Barbara Dring 
Mohammed Fazal 
Jayne Francis 

Peter Griffiths 
Fred Grindrod 
Paulette Hamilton 
Kath Hartley  
Penny Holbrook 
Mahmood Hussain 
Shabrana Hussain 
Mohammed Idrees 
Zafar Iqbal 
Ziaul Islam 
Julie Johnson 
Brigid Jones 
Josh Jones 
Nagina Kauser 
Narinder Kaur Kooner 
Chaman Lal 
Mike Leddy 
Mary Locke 

Majid Mahmood 
Zhor Malik 
Karen McCarthy  
Saddak Miah 
John O’Shea 
Robert Pocock 
Hendrina Quinnen 
Chauhdry Rashid 
Carl Rice 
Lou Robson 
Kath Scott 
Shafique Shah 
Mike Sharpe 
Sybil Spence 
Martin Straker Welds 
Sharon Thompson 
Ian Ward 
Waseem Zaffar 

 
Against Motion 6 (9) 

 
Baber Baz 
Zaker Choudhry 
Neil Eustace 

Roger Harmer 
Jon Hunt 
Morriam Jan 

Julien Pritchard  
Paul Tilsley 
Mike Ward 

 
Abstentions (0) 
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 Motion 7 was put to the vote and, by the recorded vote set out below, was 
declared to be carried. 

 
For Motion 7 (61) 

 
Muhammad Afzal 
Akhlaq Ahmed 
Alex Aitken 
Tahir Ali 
Olly Armstrong 
Gurdial Singh Atwal 
Baber Baz 
Kate Booth 
Sir Albert Bore 
Nicky Brennan 
Marje Bridle  
Mick Brown 
Tristan Chatfield 
Zaker Choudhry 
Liz Clements 
John Cotton 
Diane Donaldson 
Barbara Dring 
Neil Eustace 
Mohammed Fazal 
Jayne Francis 

Peter Griffiths 
Fred Grindrod 
Paulette Hamilton 
Roger Harmer 
Kath Hartley  
Penny Holbrook 
Jon Hunt 
Mahmood Hussain 
Shabrana Hussain 
Mohammed Idrees 
Zafar Iqbal 
Ziaul Islam 
Morriam Jan Julie 
Johnson 
Brigid Jones 
Josh Jones 
Nagina Kauser 
Narinder Kaur Kooner 
Chaman Lal 
Mike Leddy 
Mary Locke 

Majid Mahmood 
Zhor Malik 
Karen McCarthy  
Saddak Miah 
John O’Shea 
Robert Pocock 
Julien Pritchard  
Hendrina Quinnen 
Chauhdry Rashid 
Carl Rice 
Lou Robson 
Kath Scott 
Shafique Shah 
Mike Sharpe 
Sybil Spence 
Martin Straker Welds 
Sharon Thompson 
Paul Tilsley 
Ian Ward 
Mike Ward 
Waseem Zaffar 

 
Against the Motion 7 (0) 

 
 

Abstentions (1) 
 

Julien Pritchard   
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 Motion 8 was put to the vote and, by the recorded vote set out below, was 
declared to be carried. 

 
For Motion 8 (54) 

 
Muhammad Afzal 
Akhlaq Ahmed 
Alex Aitken 
Tahir Ali 
Olly Armstrong 
Gurdial Singh Atwal 
Kate Booth 
Sir Albert Bore 
Nicky Brennan 
Marje Bridle  
Mick Brown 
Tristan Chatfield 
Liz Clements 
John Cotton 
Diane Donaldson 
Barbara Dring 
Mohammed Fazal 
Jayne Francis 

Peter Griffiths 
Fred Grindrod 
Paulette Hamilton 
Kath Hartley  
Penny Holbrook 
Mahmood Hussain 
Shabrana Hussain 
Mohammed Idrees 
Zafar Iqbal 
Ziaul Islam 
Julie Johnson 
Brigid Jones 
Josh Jones 
Nagina Kauser 
Narinder Kaur Kooner 
Chaman Lal 
Mike Leddy 
Mary Locke 

Majid Mahmood 
Zhor Malik 
Karen McCarthy  
Saddak Miah 
John O’Shea 
Robert Pocock 
Hendrina Quinnen 
Chauhdry Rashid 
Carl Rice 
Lou Robson 
Kath Scott 
Shafique Shah 
Mike Sharpe 
Sybil Spence 
Martin Straker Welds 
Sharon Thompson 
Ian Ward 
Waseem Zaffar 

 
Against the Motion 8 (9) 

 
Baber Baz 
Zaker Choudhry 
Neil Eustace 

Roger Harmer 
Jon Hunt 
Morriam Jan 

Julien Pritchard  
Paul Tilsley 
Mike Ward 

 
Abstentions (0) 

 
Therefore it was- 
 

19329 RESOLVED:- 
 

1. Revenue Budget 
 
 That the revenue budget for the financial year commencing on 1st April 
2020 of £852.933m, including the budget allocations to the various 
Directorates of the Council, as set out in Appendix K to the Financial 

Plan 2020 – 2024, be approved subject to any revision needed in the 

light of the ongoing and further planned consultations and equalities 
assessments on individual savings proposals. 
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2. Council Tax Requirement 

 
That the following calculations be now made in accordance with 
Section 31A of the Local Government Finance Act 1992, for the 
financial year commencing on 1st April 2020: 
 £ 

a. aggregate of estimated City Council 
expenditure, contingencies, and 
contributions to financial reserves 

3,201,807,113 

b. Parish Precepts 1,894,798 

c. aggregate of estimated income (including 
Top-Up Grant), and use of financial 
reserves 

(2,395,963,858) 

d. net transfers to/(from) the Collection 
Fund in relation to Business Rates 

(434,088,979) 

 

e. Transfer to/(from) the Collection Fund in 
relation to Council Tax 

(6,085,000) 

f. Council Tax Requirement, being the 
aggregate of (a) to (e) above 

367,564,074 

 
 3. Council Tax - Basic Amount 
 

 That the Basic Amount of Council Tax for the financial year 
commencing on 1st April 2020 be set at £1,443.39, pursuant to the 
formula in Section 31B of the Local Government Finance Act 1992, 
being the Council Tax Requirement of £367,564,074 divided by the 
Council Tax Base of 254,654 Band D properties. 

 
4. Council Tax – City Council and Parish Precepts 

 
(i) That the basic amount of Council Tax for City Council services for the 

financial year commencing on 1st April 2020 be set at £1,435.95 
pursuant to the formula in Section 34(2) of the Local Government 
Finance Act 1992: 
 
 £ £ 

a. Basic Amount calculated under 
Section 31B 

 1,443.39 

 LESS   
b. Parish precepts  1,894,798  
 DIVIDED BY   
 City Council Tax base    254,654 7.44 

  1,435.95 
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(ii) That, pursuant to Section 52ZB of the Local Government Finance Act 

1992, the Basic Amount of Council Tax for City Council services is not 
excessive in relation to determining whether a referendum is required 
on the level of Council Tax. 

 
(iii) That the basic amount of Council Tax for New Frankley in Birmingham 

Parish for the financial year commencing on 1st April 2020 be set at 
£1,466.13 pursuant to the formula in Section 34(3) of the Local 
Government Finance Act 1992: 
 

 £ £ 
   
   
a. Basic Amount calculated under Section 

34(2) 
   1,435.95 

 PLUS   
b. The New Frankley in Birmingham Parish 

precept  
41,232 

 
 

 DIVIDED BY   
 The tax base for New Frankley in 

Birmingham Parish  
1,366  

30.18 

 
  

1,466.13 
 
 

(iv) That the basic amount of Council Tax for the Royal Sutton Coldfield 
Town Council for the financial year commencing on 1st April 2020 be 
set at £1,485.91 pursuant to the formula in Section 34(3) of the Local 
Government Finance Act 1992: 

 
  £ £ 

a. Basic Amount calculated under Section 
34(2) 

 1,435.95 

  PLUS   
b. The Royal Sutton Coldfield Parish 

Council precept  
1,853,566 

 
 

  DIVIDED BY   
  The tax base for Royal Sutton 

Coldfield  Town Council 
     37,101  

49.96 

 
 

 
1,485.91 

 
5. Council Tax - Total 
 
 That, in accordance with Section 30 of the Local Government Finance 

Act 1992, the amounts of Council Tax set for the financial year 
commencing on 1st April 2020 for each category of dwelling listed 
within a particular valuation band, shall be calculated by adding: 

 
a. the amount given by multiplying the basic amount of Council 

Tax for the relevant area by the fraction whose numerator is 
the proportion applicable to dwellings listed in a particular 
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valuation band, and whose denominator is the proportion 
applicable to dwellings listed in valuation Band D; to 

 
b. the amounts which are stated in the final precepts issued by 

the West Midlands Fire and Rescue Authority and the West 
Midlands Police and Crime Commissioner; and shall be: 

 
 
 

 
Band 

 
Council Tax 

Areas without 
a Parish 
Council 

£ 

Council Tax 
New Frankley in 

Birmingham 
Parish 

£ 

 
Council Tax 
Royal Sutton 

Coldfield Town 
£ 

A 1,106.87 1,126.99 1,140.18 
B 1,291.35 1,314.82 1,330.21 
C 1,475.82 1,502.65 1,520.23 
D 1,660.31 1,690.49 1,710.27 
E 2,029.26 2,066.15 2,090.32 
F 2,398.21 2,441.80 2,470.37 
G 2,767.18 2.817.48 2,850.45 
H 3,320.61 3,380.97 3,420.53 

 
6. Capital Strategy and Programme and Treasury Management 
 

That the proposals, as set out in the Capital Strategy Chapter and 

appendices M - U of the Financial Plan 2020 – 2024, be approved for: 

 
a) Capital Programme 
b) Prudential Indicators 
c) Treasury Management 
d) Service and Commercial Investment Strategy 
e) Debt Repayment Policy 

 and, as set out in Appendix J, for: 
f) Flexible Use of Capital Receipts Strategy 

 
7.        Pay Policy 
             
          That in fulfilment of the requirements of Sections 38 to 43 of the 

Localism Act 2011, the Pay Policy Statement, as set out in Appendix 
V, be approved. 
 

8. Financial Plan 2020 – 2024 

 

 That the Financial Plan 2020 – 2024 be approved. 

 
 ____________________________________________________________ 
 
 The meeting ended at 1928 hours.  
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APPENDIX 
 

Questions and replies in accordance with Standing Order 10.2. 
 
 
WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE LEADER OF THE COUNCIL FROM 
COUNCILLOR CHARLOTTE HODIVALA 
 

A1 New Hall Country Park”       
    
Question:   
 
What action has the Council taken, and what further action does it plan to take, to 
prevent the spread of gardens and outbuildings beyond legal boundaries onto land on 
New Hall Country Park which has been raised several times with officers by residents 
and myself? 
 
Answer: 
 
Officers are very aware of a growing number of boundary issues where some residents 
adjacent to New Hall Valley Country Park have or are moving their garden fences. As each of 
those incidents potentially will result in the loss of public open space these incidents are treated 
as serious and are or will be investigated.  
 
Each incident is addressed with the individual resident and where disputed is likely to require 
the further involvement of Legal Services Directorate to resolve.   
 
I have asked that officers continue to investigate these specific incidents at New Hall Valley 
Country Park and to keep you advised. 
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE LEADER OF THE COUNCIL FROM 
COUNCILLOR RON STORER 
 

A2 Bus Depot 

           
Question:   
 
During the period of the Commonwealth Games itself, what specifically is the land 
currently consisting of the existing National Express Bus Depot going to be used for?  
 
Answer: 
 
The current National Express building will remain in situ and the ground floor spaces will be used for 
receipt of deliveries into the Village, warehousing, and storage of supplies, including those required for 
the Village dining facilities for athletes, officials and staff, which will be located on the land immediately 
adjacent to the building.  

The upper floors of the existing building, which contain office spaces, will be used for a range of admin 
and support functions, such as facilities management, during Games Time.  
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE LEADER OF THE COUNCIL FROM COUNCILLOR 
MORRIAM JAN 
 

A3 Commonwealth Games Business Case 

 
Question: 
 
When will the revised full business case for the Commonwealth Games Village be 
brought to Cabinet? 
 
Answer: 
 
It is intended that the revised full business case for the Commonwealth Games Village will be 
brought to 17 March Cabinet meeting. 
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR CHILDREN’S 
WELLBEING FROM COUNCILLOR MAUREEN CORNISH  
 

B1 Breakdown 

 
Question:   
 
Please provide a monthly Breakdown of interim/consultant spend on SEND (including 
Home to School Transport) since January 2019, specifying as follows:- 
 
Interim/Consultant 
Duties contracted for 
Number of days worked 
Total cost 
Impact and outcome achieved?  
 
Answer: 
 

Duties 
contracted for 

Number 
of days 
worked 

Total cost Impact and outcome achieved?  

Interim SEND 
transformation 

10 £6,069.00 
Supported SENAR recovery 
programme. 

Educational 
Psychology 

2 £1,002.80 
Developed early intervention and 
identification. 

Sensory 
Support 

20 £6,833.50 Reviewed sensory provision. 

Transport 
recovery 

15 £9,360.00 Special school review for transport. 

Specialist 
teacher 

1 £461.03 
Training early intervention and 
identification. 

Interim SEND 
transformation 

16 £11,310.00 
Supported SENAR recovery 
programme.  

Commissioning 9 £3,600.00 Funding for specialist placements 

Interim 
Assistant 
Director 

122 £109,800.00 
Covered the Assistant Director 
vacancy until permanently filled. 

Training 8 £5,786.52 Review of special school provision 

Home to 
school 
transport 
management 

30 £19,600.00 
Completed baseline safeguarding 
audit of providers. Supported 
implementation of DPS. 

Interim 
Assistant 
Director 

40 £37,260.00 
Developing commissioning 
framework. 

Interim 
Assistant 
Director 

87 £76,125.00 
Covered the Assistant Director 
vacancy until new Interim. 
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Comms 
consultant 

33 £11,625.00 

Established SEND briefings for 
schools and families. Established 
Home to School Transport family 
briefing. Developed Parent Transport 
Guide leaflet. 

Document 
creation 

7 £2,928.50 
Prepared self-evaluation 
documentation. 
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR CHILDREN’S 
WELLBEING FROM COUNCILLOR BRUCE LINES  
 

 B2 Pupil Referral Unit 

 
Question:   
 
How many pupils are currently on the waiting list for the Pupil Referral Unit for; 
 
Primary 
Secondary? 
 
Answer: 
 
Before the February 2020 half-term break there were 22 primary pupils and 46 secondary pupils 
on the waiting list for City of Birmingham School. 
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR CHILDREN’S 
WELLBEING FROM COUNCILLOR JOHN LINES  
 

B3 EHCP 

 
Question:   
 
Please provide a monthly breakdown of EHCP requests by parental and school requests 
since January 2019. 
 
Answer: 
 

Month Parental 

Referral 

School Educational 

Psychologist 

Jan-19 64 62 15 

Feb-19 49 70 11 

Mar-19 63 88 18 

Apr-19 62 67 12 

May-19 50 32 8 

Jun-19 81 64 10 

Jul-19 46 77 15 

Aug-19 41 21 4 

Sep-19 64 40 5 

Oct-19 77 49 13 

Nov-19 62 50 8 

Dec-19 62 62 19 

Jan-20 48 50 9 

Feb-20 27 34 7 

Grand 

Total 796 766 154 
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR CHILDREN’S 
WELLBEING FROM COUNCILLOR PETER FOWLER  
 

B4 Home to School Transport 

 
Question:   
 
Please provide a breakdown of the number of pupils not attending school due to Home 
to School Transport issues, including those awaiting outcome of Home to School 
Transport Appeals, specifying as follows: 
 
Mainstream/special/PRU 
Secondary/Primary 
Awaiting appeals 
 
Answer:   
 
The new dashboard which is under development will also hold the information regarding the 
number of pupils not attending school due to Home to School Transport issues.  However, 
please note these pupils may be getting into school by other means. 
 

Mainstream Special PRU 

4 13 3  
 

 

Secondary Primary 
 

13 7 
 

   

 
There are currently 20 outstanding stage 1 and 2 appeals. 
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR CHILDREN’S 
WELLBEING FROM COUNCILLOR BOB BEAUCHAMP   
 

B5 Home to School Hearings 

 
Question:   
 
Please provide a monthly breakdown of Home to School Transport Appeal Hearings 
since January 2019 and outcome Upheld/dismissed. 
 
Answer:   
 

S1 Appeal Received Upheld Dismissed 

JAN 12 3 9 

FEB 15 2 13 

MAR 16 2 14 

APR 13 4 9 

MAY 11 2 9 

JUN 21 7 14 

JUL 70 16 49 

AUG 73 33 10 

SEP 89 21 34 

OCT 45 70 13 

NOV 28 6 8 

DEC 12 16 24 

JAN 15 6 32 

 

S2 Appeal Received Upheld Dismissed 

JAN 3 1 2 

FEB 7 0 7 

MAR 9 2 7 

APR 1 0 1 

MAY 5 1 4 

JUN No committee held 

JUL No committee held  

AUG 9 2 7 

SEP 28 14 14 

OCT 7 2 5 

NOV 4 2 2 

DEC 5 1 4 

JAN 6 4 4 
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR CHILDREN’S 
WELLBEING FROM COUNCILLOR ADRIAN DELANEY    
 

B6 SEND 

 
Question:   
 
Please provide a detailed spending plan for the over 26M additional SEND money that the 
government has given the city. 
 
Answer: 
 
This information was set out in the High Needs Budget 2020/21 report and appendix that were 
presented to Birmingham School Forum on 23rd January 2020.   
 
These, and the other documents presented to the January meeting, are available on the School 
Forum part of the Council website (copies attached). 
https://www.birmingham.gov.uk/downloads/download/3215/birmingham_schools_forum_january
_2020 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

https://www.birmingham.gov.uk/downloads/download/3215/birmingham_schools_forum_january_2020
https://www.birmingham.gov.uk/downloads/download/3215/birmingham_schools_forum_january_2020
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Appendix 1 to Question B6 
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Appendix 2 to Question B6 
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR CHILDREN’S 
WELLBEING FROM COUNCILLOR EDDIE FREEMAN     
 

B7 EHCP Annual 

 
Question:   
 
Please provide the number of outstanding EHCP Annual Reviews and the detailed plan to 
resolve this including timescales. 
 
Answer: 
 
There are currently 6,511 EHCP Annual Reviews outstanding.  

An action plan is in place to ensure that the backlog of outstanding reviews is cleared by the 
end of May 2020 and that all new reviews are carried out within timescales from 20 April 2020. 

We are recruiting a team manager, a team of case workers and seconding an experienced 
Principal Officer to deliver this activity over the next three months. Five full time case workers 
have been appointed to date, and we will be finalising terms with an agency this week for a 
further 20 remote case workers to start over the next two weeks (using Egress to securely 
manage document transfer).  A team manager was interviewed last week and will be available 
to start towards the end of this week, pending agreement on terms 
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR FINANCE AND 
RESOURCES FROM COUNCILLOR MEIRION JENKINS 
 

C1 Single Contractor Negotiations 

 
Question:   
 
Please list all contracts that have been entered into under Single Contractor Negotiations 
since 2015, including for each: the title of the contract, the length of the contract; the 
value of the contract; the specific exemption from procurement regulations relied upon;  
the date negotiations commenced with the contractor; the date both the CFO and the 
City Solicitor provided written authorisation for those negotiations to commence; and 
the date the contract was signed.  
 
Answer: 
 
Prior to the new Constitution coming into effect in September 2019, the authorisation for 
approving the commencement of Single Contractor Negotiations was one of the following: 
Director of Commissioning & Procurement, or Strategic Director of Finance and Legal Services, 
or City Solicitor as stated in the Operation of the Council’s Procurement Governance 
Arrangements. 
 
These SCNs are shown in the Excel spreadsheet extract below. However, rather than provide 
the specific exemption which is either ‘Unforeseen Priority’ or ‘Only one provider can do it’, the 
reason for the exemption has been provided as this is perhaps more meaningful. Additionally, it 
has not been possible to provide contract length information for all SCNs in the time available. 
 
Since the amendment to the Constitution in September 2019, which required SCNs to be 
approved by both the City Finance Officer and the City Solicitor, two SCNs have been approved 
and these are shown in the table below: 

Single 
Contractor 
Negotiations  

Contract 
Duration  

Contract 
Value  

 Reason for Exemption   Company 
Awarded to  

 Approver   Date 
Approved  

SCN 
Birmingham 
Carbon 
Emission 
Reduction 
Study 

3 months £65,000 Only company for carbon reduction 
modelling tool available to local authorities 
that is funded through BEIS.  Only have the 
knowledge required to undertake the study. 

Anthesis 
Consulting 
Group Limited  

Rebecca 
Hellard / 
Suzanne 
Dodd / Ian 
MacLeod 

19/02/2020 

SCN Interim 
Programme 
Director for the 
Perry Barr 
Residential 
Scheme 

6 months £180,000 To maintain the pace and urgency of the 
work requires an expert in this type of 
programme. It is an urgent requirement to 
secure the timely engagement of a 
Programme Director. investigation has 
shown that there is only one contractor with 
the necessary skills and availability that can 
meet the Council's requirements.  

Management 
Recruitment 
Group Ltd  

Rebecca 
Hellard / 
Suzanne 
Dodd / Ian 
MacLeod 

 19/02/2020 
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR FINANCE AND 
RESOURCES FROM COUNCILLOR EWAN MACKEY 
 

C2 Website Contract 

 
Question:   
 
The contract for the Council’s internet and intranet pages, held with Jadu (trading as 
SpaceCraft Creative Ltd) was novated over from the Service Birmingham Contract to the 
Council in the summer of 2019 with a 6-month extension. It was due to expire on 18 
December 2019. What happened with this contract on this date? i.e. was it extended 
again, re-procured, allowed to lapse etc. and on what date(s) did these happen?  
 
Answer: 
 
The overarching master contract with SpaceCraft Creative Ltd was extended as per the terms of 
the current contract for a further 1 year to expire 6th January 2021. Extension notice was served 
14th January 2020. The contract for the internet and intranet services under the master terms 
have been extended to expire 17th December 2020. 
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR FINANCE AND 
RESOURCES FROM COUNCILLOR ADAM HIGGS 
 

C3 Jadu Spacecraft Creative Ltd 

 
Question:   
 
What is the total value of the Council’s contract(s) with Jadu\SpaceCraft Creative Ltd? (if 
more than one contract then the value and title of each) 
 

Answer: 
 
The contract services with Spacecraft Creative Ltd are subdivided as:- 
 

Service Title  
Annual Approx. Recurring 
Charge (£) 

  
Cloud Hosted Case Management System £119,955 

Intranet site £23,602 

Extranet - Birmingham.gov site £44,400 

  

 £187,958 

      
 

** NOTE ** – Since the Commencement Date of the master contract with Spacecraft Creative 
Ltd, dated 7th January 2016, there has been various ‘one-off’ project implementation charges in 
addition to the above charges.  
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR FINANCE AND 
RESOURCES FROM COUNCILLOR ADRIAN DELANEY 
 

”Jadu Spacecraft Creative Ltd Website contract”  
 
Question:   
 
When is the current contract term with Jadu\SpaceCraft Creative Ltd for the Council 
website due to expire?  
 
Answer: 
 
17th Dec 2020. 
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR FINANCE AND 
RESOURCES FROM COUNCILLOR SIMON MORRALL 
 

C5 Jadu Spacecraft Creative Ltd Website contract 

 
Question:   
 
Why does the contract with Jadu\SpaceCraft Creative Ltd for the council website, not 
appear on the Q3 2019/20 contracts register on the council’s open data site (which 
should list all contracts over the value of £5000) 
 
Answer: 
 
Not placing this contract on the Open Portal was an oversight and a review of the process will 
now be undertaken. The Council will ensure all contract details are added for the Qtr 1 2020 
update.  
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR FINANCE AND 
RESOURCES FROM COUNCILLOR EDDIE FREEMAN 
 

C6 Varying contracts 

 
Question:   
 
Can you please highlight the relevant section of the Standing Orders in the Financial, 
Contract & Procurement Regulations section of the Constitution that provide authority 
for officers or a cabinet member to vary a contract after it has been entered into and the 
parameters for this?  
 
Answer: 
 
The Constitution does not make provision for varying contracts and there is no requirement for it 
to do so. Any decisions to vary a contract will be made by Officers and done so within the 
parameters of the original contract award. However, where prior authorisation has not been 
obtained, or the variation does not comply with Regulation 72 of the Public Contract Regulations 
2015 for the modification of contracts, the governance processes for either single contractor or 
multiple contractor negotiations must be followed or a new procurement exercise undertaken.  
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR FINANCE AND 
RESOURCES FROM COUNCILLOR DEBBIE CLANCY 
 

C7 Webstreaming contract 

 
Question:   

 
Why does the contract with Civico for the provision of the web-streaming service for 
Council Committee meetings, not appear on the Q3 2019/20 contracts register on the 
council’s open data site (which should list all contracts over the value of £5000)? 
 
Answer: 
 
Not placing this contract on the Open Portal was an oversight and a review of the process will 
now be undertaken. The Council will ensure all contract details are added for the Qtr 1 2020 
update. 
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR FINANCE AND 
RESOURCES FROM COUNCILLOR MAUREEN CORNISH 
 

C8 Webstreaming Contract Value 

 
Question:   
 
What is the total value of the contract with Civico for the provision of the web-streaming 
service for Council Committee meetings? 
 
Answer: 
 
The total value of the contracts with Civico for the period January 2018 to July 2020 is £96,000. 
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR FINANCE AND 
RESOURCES FROM COUNCILLOR DAVID PEARS 
 

C9 Webstreaming Contract Timeline 

 
Question:   
 
Please give a timeline for the contract with Civico for the provision of the web-streaming 
service for council committee meetings, including the date it was first signed, the date it 
was due to expire under the original terms, the dates of any amendments or extensions 
to the contract and the date it is currently due to expire? 
 

Answer: 
 
First contract: 8th January 2018-7th January 2019 (Chief Officer award report signed 18 
December 2017) 
 
Second contract (following procurement process): 8th January-7th July 2019, with 12 months 
extension to 7th July 2020. (Chief Officer award report signed 18 December 2018) 
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR FINANCE AND 
RESOURCES FROM COUNCILLOR BOB BEAUCHAMP 
 

C10 Webstreaming Contract Penalties 

 
Question:   
 
What penalties\discounts are contained within the contract with Civico for the provision 
of the web-streaming service for council committee meetings for when the live streaming 
is not working?  
 
Answer: 
 
There are no penalties/discounts within the contract. The contract is based on provision of 
equipment and hours of webcasting.  
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR FINANCE AND 
RESOURCES FROM COUNCILLOR DAVID BARRIE 
 

C11 Clean Air Zone Mitigations Application and Case Management System 

 
Question:   
 
Before, during and after the ‘soft market testing’ carried out for the above procurement, 
which according to the Cabinet report involved talking to two existing suppliers before 
opting for Single Contractor Negotiations, what steps did the Council take to ensure 
compliance with Public Contracts Regulations 40 and 41 to ensure that the soft market 
testing did ‘not distort competition’ and was ‘transparent and non-discriminatory’? 
 
Answer: 
 
Background 
 
During early December 2019, Corporate Procurement Services (CPS) were made aware by the CAZ 
Programme, of the urgent need for a business solution to process mitigation applications in the short 
timescales required (delivery by April 2020). A project group was convened with members of CPS, IT 
and the CAZ programme to discuss procurement options. During this time Procurement were made 
aware that the full implementation of the CAZ needed to be in place by 1st July 2020; a deadline which 
was immovable and impacted on the delivery of other projects within the programme. 
 
Due to time constraints limiting the procurement process: 4 months to deliver a business solution for 
mitigation applications, it was agreed by the group that it was appropriate for IT to undertake soft market 
engagement with two existing providers of IT services to the Council. Both providers were considered to 
be well established IT suppliers and leaders in the development of business solutions such as the type 
required by the CAZ Programme. The aim of the soft market engagement exercise was to discuss the 
draft service requirements including the feasibility of what the business solution was trying to achieve 
and the market’s capacity to deliver the requirements by the April 2020 deadline.  This determination 
was made in-line with Regulations 40 and 41 of The Public Contracts Regulations 2015 which permits 
market consultation and obtaining advice from market participants. 
 
Soft Market Testing 
 
The two providers: were selected on the basis that Council officers considered them to have the required 
technical ability and knowledge to deliver the business solution in the timescales available including: 
 

• Company A confirmed that they were unable to explore options for delivering the solution in the 

timescales available due to their capacity working on prior commitments. Company A was the 

most likely supplier to raise a challenge given their existing position in the marketplace. 

 

• The remaining Company already provides IT services to the Council in respect of an IT platform 

that the mitigation application solution would need to interface with.  This Company indicated that 

they would be willing to explore options but would not commit to fully agreeing the service 

requirements and delivering the business solution until a meeting had taken place with the 

Council to give formal approval to proceed with negotiations. 

 
Conclusion 
It should be noted that the emphasis of the soft market engagement exercise did not focus on the merits 

of individual suppliers, it included no element of supplier selection or bid evaluation and involved no 
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commitment on the side of the Council; therefore, it was in keeping with the requirements of “not 
distorting competition”, transparency and non-discriminatory pursuant to Regulations 40 and 41. CPS 

submits that the Council attempted to gain a balanced view of the market rather than consider individual 

merit/ responses in accordance with Regulation 41.  

Following the soft market engagement, it was acknowledged that a wider consultation could have been 
undertaken; however, given the short timescales for implementation of the mitigation applications 
solution by April 2020, the project group decided not to engage further than the two suppliers, and the 
following determinations were made: 
 

• a full procurement exercise would not deliver the required solution in the 4 months available to 

procure the technology; and 

• the reputational risk to the Council of not having the business solution in place by April 2020, 

prior to the overall implementation of the CAZ in summer 2020, carries a significant reputational 

risk for the Council and undermines stakeholder and public confidence in the ability of the 

Council to discharge the grant funding which has been awarded by government. This would also 

adversely impact on the Council’s achievement of national air quality targets in the shortest 

possible time. 

 
The risk of challenge around Regulation 40 (3) and the ‘effect of distorting competition’ was assessed by 
CPS, and it was considered to be low when compared to the risk of not having a business solution in 
place and the impact of reputational damage this may have on the Council not processing applications in 
April 2020. Namely, the CAZ programme’s inability to process mitigation applications from citizens who 
would be eligible including taxi drivers, CAZ workers and local business. The inability to meet air quality 
performance targets could have potential for grant funding to be reclaimed by the government. 
Therefore, the best option that would deliver the business solution by the April 2020 deadline, was to 
follow single contractor negotiations with the remaining Company. 
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR HEALTH AND SOCIAL 
CARE FROM COUNCILLOR NEIL EUSTACE 
 

D Second Quarter Performance Figures for Adult Services 

 
Question: 
 
The second quarter performance figures for adults’ services showing just 75% of clients 
getting their annual assessments compared with a target of 85%. What changes in 
performance have there been since those figures were compiled? 
 
Answer: 
 
The proportion of people who have been reviewed, reassessed or assessed in the last year has 
increased for the fourth month running. The Directorate continues to focus on performance 
improvement and to ensure we avoid unallocated reviews at the end of the year.   Officers are 
redesigning our approach to reviews and their function in the Three Conversations model of 
social work and developing a “trusted provider” model for reviews, which is linked to our 
internally-provided day services.   
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR HOMES AND 
NEIGHBOURHOODS COUNCILLOR DEBBIE CLANCY 
 

E1 Ward Forum Review 
 
Question:   
 
What is the total value of the work the Council has commissioned with Linxs 
Consultancy for the ‘360 Review of Ward Forum Meetings and Ward Planning’? 
 
Answer: 
 
The Commission of the Citywide 360 Review of Ward Forum Meetings and Ward Planning 
being carried out by Linxs cost £9,200. 
 
The work includes the following 

• On- line survey – Councillors 

• On - line survey – Stakeholders including residents 

• In-depth consultations with 10 wards  

• Qualitative consultations with Cabinet Member- Homes and Neighbourhoods and 

Cabinet Adviser – Localisation 

• Observations of 2 ward meetings 

• Document Review of available information e.g. ward plans, agendas, attendance lists, 

actions and reports 

• Good practice consultations with 2 national comparator areas – Bristol and Manchester 

(Core Cities) 

• Report – to include highlighting good practice and comparisons with objectives laid down 

in the recent City Council Strategic Document “Working Together in Birmingham’s 

Neighbourhoods” 



City Council – 25 February 2020 

4239 

 
WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR HOMES AND 
NEIGHBOURHOODS FROM COUNCILLOR ROGER HARMER 
 

E2 Public Access of the Register of HMO’s Declared 

 
Question: 
 
At the last Council meeting the Cabinet Member indicated that the register of the HMO’s 
declared before the Article 4 Direction comes into force in June "will be for internal use 
only." Why cannot the public see it and know which properties are being used as HMO’s 
as they will following the introduction of the Article 4? 
 
Answer: 
 
In preparation for the implementation of Article 4, we are asking landlords of HMOs to provide 
documentary evidence of the current use of the property.  The database of declared HMOs 
contains potentially sensitive commercial or personal information, which means we must adhere 
to the data protection regulations.  The database is also a working document which Planning 
officers are using to establish with a degree of certainty whether a property is in use as an 
established HMO.  Furthermore, the Declarations database does not provide a definitive record 
of HMOs across the city, as most of these HMOs have already been identified in advance of the 
Article 4 Direction coming into force, via previous planning approvals, HMO licensing published 
register and council tax records. 
 
Given the level of personal data that will be recorded on the Declaration database, it will not be 
made available to the public. We are currently reviewing our processes to 
 
• ensure consistency of data sharing in relation to HMO, between the various council 

departments   
• The HMO published register is kept updated. 
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR STREET SCENE AND 
PARKS FROM COUNCILLOR ADRIAN DELANEY 
 

F1 Waste Review 

 
Question:   
 
After initial authorisation by Cabinet for the Independent Waste Review were any 
changes agreed with Wood Environment & Infrastructure Solutions UK Limited on the 
scope of the work and in particular what the ‘product’ would be for Phase One and Two 
of that review? And if so what were these changes and on what date were they agreed?    
 
Answer: 
 
There has been no change to the scope of the work that Wood are working on.  
 
They have asked for clarity on which of the models identified in their first report the Council 
would be interested in exploring further as part of their phase 2 work. This was subject to a 
Cabinet report and was agreed on 11th February. 
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR STREET SCENE AND 
PARKS FROM COUNCILLOR PETER FOWLER 
 

F2 Bottom Ash 

 
Question:   
 
When calculating the recycling performance figure including Bottom Ash, is this based 
on the total weight of bottom ash, or the weight after hazardous ‘fly ash’ has been 
removed?   
 
Answer: 
 
Bottom Ash is collected separately within the process of incineration.   
 
Fly Ash is captured as a separate process and therefore the recycling performance figure does 
not include the weight of any fly ash. 
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR STREET SCENE AND 
PARKS FROM COUNCILLOR ADAM HIGGS 
 

F3 Kerbside Recycling Rate 

 
Question:   
 
By month for the last 3 years, including year to date, what is the kerbside recycling rate 
in Birmingham? I.e. just the percentage of recycling of the total waste collected from 
households and not including waste and recycling sent to HWRCs or Bottom Ash. 
 
Answer: 
 
The table below on page 2 shows the tonnages of waste collected directly from households 
each month. The 'Collected Residual Waste' tonnages include all residual collections, not just 
wheelies bins and sacks. The 'Kerbside Co-mingled' tonnages are the amounts actually 
collected and includes the element of waste that is rejected at the Materials Recycling Centre. 
 

Month

Collected Residual 

Waste (tonnes)

Kerbside Co-mingled 

(bottles, cans & 

plastics) (tonnes)

Kerbside Paper & Card 

(tonnes)

Kerbside Garden 

Waste (tonnes)

Total Collected 

(tonnes)

Total 

Recycling/Composting 

(tonnes)

Percentage 

Recycling/Composting 

(%)

Apr-2016 18976.12 2,243.41 1,892.15 1,422.41 24534.09 5,557.97 22.65%

May-2016 19994.37 2,292.38 1,854.27 2,297.10 26438.12 6,443.75 24.37%

Jun-2016 21467.60 2,430.22 1,921.08 2,611.02 28429.92 6,962.32 24.49%

Jul-2016 20269.74 2,283.27 2,062.94 2,409.32 27025.27 6,755.53 25.00%

Aug-2016 20456.95 2,455.11 2,049.81 2,048.34 27010.21 6,553.26 24.26%

Sep-2016 20619.66 2,381.91 2,031.75 1,994.87 27028.19 6,408.53 23.71%

Oct-2016 18998.28 2161.58 2027.27 1672.83 24859.96 5,861.68 23.58%

Nov-2016 20175.99 2322.32 2014.74 1253.90 25766.95 5,590.96 21.70%

Dec-2016 18339.58 2184.01 1822.62 2.94 22349.15 4,009.57 17.94%

Jan-2017 22215.86 2879.44 2306.83 5.90 27408.03 5,192.17 18.94%

Feb-2017 18087.62 2075.85 1712.92 2.72 21879.11 3,791.49 17.33%

Mar-2017 21153.79 2425.30 1915.63 1713.26 27207.98 6,054.19 22.25%

Apr-2017 18651.04 2,188.19 1,721.46 1,977.64 24538.33 5,887.29 23.99%

May-2017 21599.62 2,553.99 1,946.61 2,488.51 28588.73 6,989.11 24.45%

Jun-2017 21205.05 2,380.18 1,739.72 2,723.12 28048.07 6,843.02 24.40%

Jul-2017 16659.19 845.03 656.03 1,532.90 19693.15 3,033.96 15.41%

Aug-2017 23879.75 36.68 44.04 1,522.12 25482.59 1,602.84 6.29%

Sep-2017 21039.18 18.48 29.00 840.46 21927.12 887.94 4.05%

Oct-2017 23096.93 1700.13 1427.48 2154.14 28378.68 5,281.75 18.61%

Nov-2017 20241.50 2232.55 1884.96 1638.00 25997.01 5,755.51 22.14%

Dec-2017 16404.01 1882.31 1562.99 283.50 20132.81 3,728.80 18.52%

Jan-2018 23850.94 3152.11 2519.50 0.00 29522.55 5,671.61 19.21%

Feb-2018 17750.78 2160.08 1676.01 0.00 21586.87 3,836.09 17.77%

Mar-2018 19475.30 2316.42 1787.43 995.84 24574.99 5,099.69 20.75%

Apr-2018 19691.43 2,423.72 1,827.80 1,762.26 25705.21 6,013.78 23.40%

May-2018 21945.48 2,776.62 1,970.49 3,001.68 29694.27 7,748.79 26.10%

Jun-2018 21049.91 2,500.46 1,728.24 2,790.86 28069.47 7,019.56 25.01%

Jul-2018 20332.46 2,705.18 1,925.03 1,628.80 26591.47 6,259.01 23.54%

Aug-2018 20250.02 2,578.27 1,873.07 1,666.17 26367.53 6,117.51 23.20%

Sep-2018 17945.28 2,145.05 1,642.97 1,787.14 23520.44 5,575.16 23.70%

Oct-2018 20504.69 2230.44 1741.70 1988.83 26465.66 5,960.97 22.52%

Nov-2018 19473.12 2273.54 1784.96 1574.70 25106.32 5,633.20 22.44%

Dec-2018 17123.62 1868.37 1452.15 288.52 20732.66 3,609.04 17.41%

Jan-2019 22608.68 1388.70 955.59 0.00 24952.97 2,344.29 9.39%

Feb-2019 17796.18 581.08 468.08 0.00 18845.34 1,049.16 5.57%

Mar-2019 22713.10 871.08 646.04 1191.96 25422.18 2,709.08 10.66%

Apr-2019 19735.29 2,227.93 1,422.62 1,877.72 25263.56 5,528.27 21.88%

May-2019 21609.98 2,349.32 1,494.47 2,397.45 27851.22 6,241.24 22.41%

Jun-2019 19485.97 2,226.63 1,297.56 2,104.50 25114.66 5,628.69 22.41%

Jul-2019 22347.69 2,545.75 1,604.18 2,448.08 28945.70 6,598.01 22.79%

Aug-2019 20338.38 2,283.93 1,353.61 2,104.62 26080.54 5,742.16 22.02%

Sep-2019 19789.26 2,107.52 1,342.24 1,930.06 25169.08 5,379.82 21.37%

Oct-2019 20919.74 2,458.28 1,517.26 1,683.78 26579.06 5,659.32 21.29%

Nov-2019 19405.46 2,200.88 1,533.04 1,565.16 24704.54 5,299.08 21.45%

Dec-2019 18069.86 2,063.18 1,316.25 378.10 21827.39 3,757.53 17.21%

Jan-2020 23954.67 3,089.85 1,952.75 0.00 28997.27 5,042.60 17.39%  
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR STREET SCENE AND 
PARKS FROM COUNCILLOR DEIRDRE ALDEN 
 

F4 Sickness Absence in Waste Collection 

 
Question:   
 
In each week from 1 January 2020 up to an including the week commencing 17 February 
2020 how many staff at each grade were absent from the waste collection service due to 
sickness?  
 
Answer: 
 
Headcount sickness for Employees off sick with the Refuse Collection Services 1 January to 17 

February 2020 (Does not include Street Cleaning) 

W/C Grade 2 

(Headcount off 

sick during week) 

Grade 3 

(Headcount off 

sick during week) 

Grade 4 

(Headcount off 

sick during week) 

Total  

30.12.2019 12 18 12 42 

06.01.2020 11 16 14 41 

13.01.2020 14 16 14 44 

20.01.2020 10 14 10 34 

27.01.2020 20 15 15 50 

03.02.2020 18 19 14 51 

10.02.2020 17 18 9 44 

17.02.2020 13 15 9 37 

Grade 2 - Refuse Loaders 

Grade 3 - Waste Reduction Officers/Single Ops Drivers  

Grade 4 – Drivers  

*(Please note data taken from HR /Payroll data and there are 518 people in the Refuse Collection 

structure)  

NB Week commencing 17.2.2020 is an incomplete week as data collected as at 19.2.2020. 
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR STREET SCENE AND 
PARKS FROM COUNCILLOR BABER BAZ 

 

F5 Cost of Flytipping for 2019-2020’ 

 
Question: 
 
How much has it cost the Council to clear Flytipping in the past year? 
 
Answer: 
 
The cost of fly tipping is captured in the general street cleansing operational and disposal costs 
and cannot therefore be identified.  
 
We do not have separate crews collecting fly tipped rubbish.  
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR STREET SCENE AND 
PARKS FROM COUNCILLOR NEIL EUSTACE 
 

F6 Cost of Flytipping verses the Saving with an Annual Bulky Waste 
Collection 

 
Question: 
 
Would a yearly Bulky Waste Collection make more financial sense? 
 
Answer: 
 
The issue of re-introducing a free bulky waste service has been looked into. When free bulky 
waste collections were provided, the level of fly tipping in the city was very similar to what it is 
now. There would be a significant cost to bringing back a free waste collection and in the face of 
continuing pressure on local authority funding, it is not affordable.   
 
Fly tipping is a criminal activity and the city council will prosecute when it has sufficient 
evidence. We propose to increase enforcement in the coming year to tackle those criminals who 
abandon waste on our city’s streets and thank those citizens who help us secure evidence that 
has led to a number of successful prosecutions.  
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR STREET SCENE AND 
PARKS FROM COUNCILLOR PAUL TILSLEY 
 
F7 Consideration for Outsourcing or Other Options to Deliver Services 

 
Question: 
 
Were the Waste Management Review Consultants prevented from considering 
outsourcing or other options involving the use of partners to deliver services? 
 
Answer: 
 
This is an independent report.  Wood were given a free hand to explore, review and investigate 
all possibilities.  
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WRITTEN QUESTION TO THE CABINET MEMBER FOR STREET SCENE AND 
PARKS FROM COUNCILLOR ZAKER CHOUDHRY 
 

F8 Clarification of Retaining Weekly Refuse Collections 

 
Question: 
 
Can the Cabinet Member confirm that when he said the Council had a policy of retaining 
weekly refuse collections, he included the option of only collection food waste weekly, 
as approved by Cabinet earlier this month? 
 
Answer: 
 
Food waste makes up over 35% of a typical residual waste collection and it is likely that central 
government will mandate that it is collected separately. Cabinet agreed that there would be a 
further report into the development of BCC’s waste collection, taking into account the direction 
of government policy. 
 
No decision to change the frequency of collections has been made. It is our intention to 
maintain weekly collections.  
 


	It was moved by the Lord Mayor, seconded and –
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