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Order Paper General Version v1 

ORDER PAPER FOR COUNCIL MEETING 7 MARCH 2018 AT 7.00PM 
 

PRAYERS 

AGENDA ITEM 1: APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 

 

The Interim Director of Law and Governance will give apologies from Councillor Sharp and 
Councillor Azher Iqbal along with any others received immediately prior to the meeting. 

 

AGENDA ITEM 2: DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 

 

Mayor to ask Members for any declarations of interest.  

 

AGENDA ITEM 3: MINUTES OF THE COUNCIL MEETINGS HELD 24 JANUARY 2018 – 
pages 6 - 32 

 

The Mayor will move approval of the minutes. 

 

The Leader to second. 

 

COMMUNICATIONS  

(Includes Mayor’s Announcements and Leader’s Announcements) 

 

AGENDA ITEM 4: There are announcements from the Mayor. 

 

AGENDA ITEM 5: There are no announcements from the Leader. 

 

QUESTIONS AND PETITIONS 

 
Time limit for a supplementary question is 1 minute and answering a supplementary question is 
2 minutes in respect of questions on notice only. 
 

AGENDA ITEM 6:  QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC 

 
There have been 2 questions received from members of the public. 
 

AGENDA ITEM 7:       PETITIONS 
 
To receive any petitions.  Anyone presenting a petition, in accordance with Part 4, Section 1, 
paragraph 16.1 of the Constitution, will have one minute to outline the aims of the petition. 
 

AGENDA ITEM 8(A), (B) & (C):      QUESTIONS ON NOTICE TO: 
 

a) The Mayor 

b) The Leader or Member of the Cabinet; or 

c) The Chair of any Committee or Sub-Committee 

This item may take up to 30 minutes.  Please refer to the separate report contained within Section 
2 of your folder.  
 
There have been 9 questions submitted by Members. 
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AGENDA ITEM 8(D):      QUESTIONS ON NOTICE TO: 
 

d) Combined Authority Representatives 

There have been no questions submitted by Members. 
 

RECOMMENDATIONS AND REPORTS 

AGENDA ITEM 9:  EXECUTIVE AND COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS TO COUNCIL 
– PAGES 33 – 112 
 
 
(a)   Cabinet Recommendation - Safer Peterborough Partnership Plan 2017 – 2020 – 

pages 33 – 62 

Councillor Walsh to move this item. 

To be seconded by Councillor Fuller. 

Debate. 

 Vote. 

 

(b)   Cabinet Recommendation - Medium Term Financial Strategy Phase Two 2018/2019 
to 2020/2021– pages 63 – 86 and Budget Book (Supplementary Report, Alteration and 
Amendment contained in Section 3 of Members’ folders)  

Councillor Seaton to move this item. 

To be seconded by Councillor Fuller. 

Debate. 

 Vote. 

 

(c)   Cabinet Recommendation - Rolling Medium Term Financial Strategy Budget 
Process – pages 87 – 92 

Councillor Seaton to move this item. 

To be seconded by Councillor Fuller. 

Debate. 

 Vote. 

 

(d)   Cabinet Recommendation - Council Tax Support Scheme 2018-19 – pages 93 – 104 

Councillor Seaton to move this item. 

To be seconded by Councillor Fuller. 

Debate. 

 Vote. 
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(d)   Cabinet Recommendation - Fletton Quays and Office Consolidation Update – 
pages 105 – 112 

Councillor Seaton to move this item. 

To be seconded by Councillor Fitzgerald. 

Debate. 

 Vote. 

 

AGENDA ITEM 10:  QUESTIONS ON THE EXECUTIVE DECISIONS MADE SINCE THE LAST 

MEETING – PAGES 133 - 124 

Members may ask questions directly relating to each decision.  Questions will be answered by 
the Leader or the relevant Member.   
 

AGENDA ITEM 11:  QUESTIONS ON THE COMBINED AUTHORITY MADE SINCE THE 

LAST MEETING – PAGES 125 - 138 

Members may ask questions directly relating to each decision.  Questions will be answered by 
the relevant Member.   
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COUNCIL BUSINESS 
 
AGENDA ITEM 12 – Motions on Notice – pages 139 - 140 
 

 Procedure: 

 Mover of a motion can speak for up to 5 minutes. 

 Any other speech to be no longer than 3 minutes. 

 Each motion to be taken in order 

 Amendments may be moved without notice  

Debate: 

Following debate, mover of motion may sum up. 
Take vote on motion 

 
If an amendment is proposed: 
 Debate amendment 

 Mover of original motion may sum up 

 Vote 

 If amendment is lost – debate on original motion follows 

 Mover of original motion may sum up 

 Take vote on motion 
 

If amendment is agreed: 

 Debate substantive motion 

 Mover of original motion may sum up 

 Take vote on substantive motion 
 

1. Motion from Councillor Ed Murphy (Amendment contained in Section 3 of 
Members’ Folders) 
 
Council notes the housing emergency that there is in Peterborough at present and that 
there are a number of empty buildings or soon to be vacated buildings in Peterborough 
including in the city centre. 
 
Council believes that empty buildings bring a downward spiral to the city centre in 
particular and that buildings should not be left empty for year upon year. Council believes 
it is better for the local authority to use buildings and consider converting them into 
dwellings to tackle the homeless situation than let them lie empty. 
 
Furthermore council notes that developers do not have to meet the requirement for 
affordable or social housing if they convert empty office blocks and it would be far better 
for the council to ensure this provision happens by taking them on to ensure that there is 
affordable and social housing provision. 
 
Council therefore asks Cabinet, where it is deemed appropriate, to acquire empty 
properties and bring them back into useful purpose in the city and to request the 
Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Combined Authority to provide grant funding from its 
housing infrastructure fund to refit the buildings once acquired by the Council. 
 

2. Motion from Councillor Irene Walsh 
 
This motion is to be withdrawn. 
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3. Motion from Councillor Andy Coles 
 
Peterborough City Council has had a good record of supporting residents who are in the 
grip of drug addiction, ensuring those who inject themselves with illegal drugs get access 
to clean equipment so that they can avoid taking risks to their health through sharing 
needles.  
  
Public Health estimates that approximately 1,500 addicts inject opiates or crack cocaine 
in Peterborough. Aspire, who run the Council’s drug programmes, report that between 
800 to 1,200 individuals are receiving treatment at any one time.  
  
Residents in my ward in Fletton and Woodston have seen a noticeable increase in used 
needles being found in the streets, along the riverbank, in public toilets and even in 
children’s play areas. 
  
This problem is not seen purely in my own ward, but is becoming very noticeable across 
the city and members from my own and other political groups have been receiving reports 
from residents about discarded needles in public spaces.   
  
We need a coordinated response across Council portfolios to ensure that this issue is 
addressed.  
 
Therefore this Council calls on the Chief Executive to instruct the Directors of Public 
Health and People and Communities to immediately put the structure in place to examine 
the issue and to work towards its resolution. 
 

4. Motion from Councillor Nick Sandford 
 
Council believes that it is wrong for councillors to have the final say on the allowances 
that they themselves receive. 
 
Council therefore asks the chief executive to write to the minister for local government 
requesting that legislation be brought forward to make the recommendations of 
independent member allowances panels mandatory on councils. 
 
In the absence of such legislation, Council asks the Leader of the Council to work with 
opposition group leaders to try to establish a cross party agreement that 
recommendations of future independent member allowances panels be accepted, other 
than in the most exceptional circumstances. 
 

5. Motion from Councillor Nick Sandford 
 
Council believes that councillors are representatives of the people and therefore 
members of the public should be able to easily find out how their councillor has voted on 
any given issue. 
 
In pursuance of this principle, Council resolves that lists of how each councillor has voted 
in electronic votes taken at Full Council meetings be published on the Council website 
with the minutes of each meeting. 
 

AGENDA ITEM 13:  REPORTS TO COUNCIL – PAGES 141 – 172 
 
(a)   Council Tax Resolution  – pages 141 – 150 

Councillor Seaton to move this item. 

To be seconded by Councillor Fuller. 
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Debate. 

 Vote. 

 

(b)   Allocation of Seats to Political Groups Update – pages 151 – 156 

Councillor Holdich to move this item. 

To be seconded by Councillor Fitzgerald. 

Debate. 

 Vote. 

 

(c)   Draft Programme of Meetings 2018-19 – pages 157 – 160 

Councillor Holdich to move this item. 

To be seconded by Councillor Fitzgerald. 

Debate. 

 Vote. 

 

(d)   Annual Pay Policy Statement – pages 161 – 172 

Councillor Seaton to move this item. 

To be seconded by Councillor Holdich. 

Debate. 

 Vote. 

 

CLOSE OF MEETING 

Please would all Councillors leave their folders at their places. 
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FULL COUNCIL 7 MARCH 2018 
 

QUESTIONS 
 
Questions were received under the following categories: 
 

 

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 
 

6. Questions from members of the public 
 

1. Question from Sam Hemraj 
 
To Councillor Smith, Cabinet Member for Children’s Services 
 
In the second proposed budget it is set out to stop using the Manor for residential 
care. What consultation have you done for this to be even proposed to be added in the 
budget, as there is very limited information in this part of the budget. It states that this 
will be consulted on as part of the budget consultation, and consultation will take place 
with effected staff and families. Surely the consultation should have happened before 
going in the budget so that the public can read the outcome and whether it costs more 
in the long term to close these services due to knock on affects to carers health. 
 
Why can’t Peterborough City Council change the service so that direct payments can 
be used to fund the service?  
 

2. Question from Nigel North 
 
To Councillor Walsh, Cabinet Member for Communities 
 

The ward of Fletton and Woodston is beset with drugs paraphernalia being dropped in 
waste ground, verges, fields and even designated play areas. This includes needles 
(sharps), blood soaked wipes and drug spoons. 
 
This is a serious risk to local residents as well as anyone walking dogs enjoying the 
riverside etc. Parents are afraid to let their children run freely. This occurs in PCC and 
private land. 
 
Would the Cabinet Member please explain what is being done now and what they are 
planning to do differently to improve matters? 
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COUNCIL BUSINESS 

 

8. Questions on notice to: 
 

a) The Mayor 
b) To the Leader or Member of the Cabinet 
c) To the Chair of any Committee or Sub-committee 

 
1. Question from Councillor Murphy 

 
To Councillor Walsh, Cabinet Member for Communities 
 
Concerning asset transfers in Ravensthorpe and community facilities, can you let me 
know what, if anything, is being done to replace St Johns Hall and how are the plans 
going concerning the Spinney, The Grange and Stafford Hall? 
  

2. Question from Councillor Murphy 
 
To Councillor Seaton, Cabinet Member for Resources 
 
What was the total amount paid in special responsibility allowances to Conservative 
Councillors when Councillor Holdich became leader, what is the total increase over the 
period since he has been leader, what currently is the total annual figure, and who gets 
paid what? 
 

3. Question from Councillor Mahabadi 
 
To Councillor Lamb, Cabinet Member for Public Health 
 
What is the percentage level of uptake for vaccinations per the "Childhood vaccines 
timeline" published on NHS.uk in Peterborough, what steps are being taken to ensure 
that Herd Immunity is being maintained against the diseases vaccinated against, and 
what messaging is being provided by PCC to counter 'anti-vaccination' propaganda? 
 

4. Question from Councillor Bond 
 
To Councillor Hiller, Cabinet Member for Growth, Planning, Housing and Economic 
Development 
 
Could the Cabinet Member please advise me as to what support the council can 
provide to residents of the Manor Drive development in Gunthorpe who are facing 
noise and access issues due to construction vehicles entering and leaving the site on 
a regular basis? 
 

5. Question from Councillor Sandford 
 
To Councillor Gavin Elsey, Cabinet Member for Waste and Street Scene 
 
Some years ago, the Council used to promote a "green burial" scheme at the Fletton 
Cemetery. This was a popular scheme and strongly supported the Council's 
environment city agenda. 
  
Given the upsurge in interest in green burials across the country and the Council's 
pressing need for increased revenue, this would be an ideal time to start promoting 
this concept to Peterborough people and those in surrounding areas. 
  
Could the Cabinet Member tell me what has happened to the Green Burial scheme, is 
it still operating and, if so, why is it hardly ever mentioned in City Council publicity 
materials? 
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6. Question from Councillor Shaz Nawaz 
 
To Councillor Walsh, Cabinet Member for Communities 
 
What action is the Cabinet Member taking to address issues of noise and anti-social 
behaviour across the city? 
 

7. Question from Councillor Bull 
 
To Councillor Smith, Cabinet Member for Children’s Services 
 
On 31 January there was a formal launch of the Permanency Service. Whilst it is good 
to hear from staff and foster carers about how the transition process has been 
managed, can the Cabinet Member let us know more about this smooth transition over 
to TACT (The Adolescent and Children’s Trust) and what significant changes in support 
have resulted? 
 

8. Question from Councillor Bull 
 
To Councillor Walsh, Cabinet Member for Communities 
 
The government is committed to bringing forward a new strategy to help achieve 
integrated communities. Peterborough is one of five councils invited to take part in 
implementing the strategy in collaboration with the Department of Housing, 
Communities and Local Government. How is this important work progressing? 
 

9. Question from Councillor Shaz Nawaz 
 
To Councillor Walsh, Cabinet Member for Communities 
 
How well is selective licensing working and was there a net cost to the Council for 
2017/18? 
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Agenda Item No.  
 

Supplementary Information Page Number 

9(b) 

Cabinet Recommendation - MTFS 
Phase Two 2018-2019 to 2020-21 
Supplementary Report – Consultation 
Responses 

Section 3, 
Page 3 

9(b) 
Cabinet Recommendation - MTFS 
Phase Two 2018-2019 to 2020-21 – 
Alteration from Cllr Seaton 

Section 3, 
Page 19 

9(b) 
Cabinet Recommendation - MTFS 
Phase Two 2018-2019 to 2020-21 - 
Amendment from Cllr Murphy 

Section 3, 
Page 21 

12(1) 
Councillor Barkham Amendment to 
Motion from Councillor Murphy 

Section 3, 
Page 23 

 
12(2) 

 

Withdrawal of Motion from Councillor 
Walsh 

Section 3, 
Page 25 
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COUNCIL 

 

AGENDA ITEM No. 9(b) 

7 MARCH 2018  SUPPLEMENTARY 

REPORT 

 

Report of: Marion Kelly, Interim Corporate Director: Resources 

Cabinet Member(s) 

responsible: 

Councillor David Seaton, Cabinet Member for Resources 

Contact Officer(s): Marion Kelly, Interim Corporate Director: Resources 

Peter Carpenter, Service Director Financial Services 

Tel: 01733 452520 

Tel: 01733 384564 

 

SUPPLEMENTARY REPORT – CABINET RECOMMENDATION – MEDIUM TERM 

FINANCIAL STRATEGY 2018/19 TO 2020/21 

A D D I T I O N A L  R E C O M M E N D A T I O N S 

FROM: Cabinet Member for Resources Deadline date: N/A 

 

     It is recommended that Council notes the additional responses to the consultation received from 22 

February 2018 to 5 March 2018, at the point when the consultation closed.  

 

 

1. BACKGROUND 

 

1.1. This addendum has been produced in order that Members receive the most up to date 

position regarding the Phase Two budget consultation. 

 

1.2. This document contains an additional list of consultation responses, which we were unable 

to include within the main report due to the timing of publication. 

 

1.3. As the consultation is now closed, and this report concludes all the feedback received by 

the Council. 

 

2. CHANGES TO THE CONSULTATION RESPONSE 

 

2.1. This update contains the 35 consultation responses received between 22 February 2018 

and 5 March 2018.  
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2.2. Throughout the consultation process we have received a total of 86 responses. A summary 

of the 35 new responses received is given in this section, and the previous 51 responses 

are included in Appendix J of the main MTFS report and the relating supplementary reports. 

 

2.3. Question 1 - 26 Respondents answered question 1 which was ‘Do you have any comments 

to make about the first round budget proposals?’ 

Response  Number of Responses 

Positive 0 

Neutral 3 

Negative 23 

Total 26 

 

2.4. Within question 1 there were a number of key themes from the responses, outlined in the 

following table: 

 

Response Theme 

The Manor service delivery change 

WEEE Facility 

Household Recycling Centre 

Parking Permits 

Fletton Quays and Council premises 

Licencing  

Northminser Toilets 

 

2.5. Question 2 – Respondents were asked, after having read the consultation document, how 

much they understood the Council’s proposals. Answers can be broken down as follows: 

 

Response  Number of Responses 

A great deal 8 

A fair amount  15 

Not very much 7 

Nothing at all 1 

Blank 4 

Total 35 

 

2.6. Question 3 – Of the 35 responses received, 18 answered question 3 which was ‘If you 

have any specific ideas about how the council can save money and protect services, please 

state these here:’. A list of subjects raised is given below. 

 

Response Theme 

Needs Identification Model 

Lobbying the government  

Staying in the current office premises 

Reduce Senior Management pay 

Fine for environmental offences 

Charge for second brown bins 

Look at bringing contracts and services back in house.  

Reduce Councillor allowances 

Reduce the use of consultancy 

Freeze all non-essential projects  

Look to set up a Peterborough based academy trust for schools  
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Response Theme 

Reduce street lighting on the parkways 

Reduce discretionary spend 
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 Feedback from the budget conversation survey 
The following  table details  the  feedback received via the online survey: 

 

  Do you have any comments to make about the first phase 
budget proposals? 

Having read the phase two 
proposals document, how much do 
you now feel you understand about 
why the council must make total 
savings of almost £26million in 
2018/19 and almost £42million by 
2020/21?  

If you have any specific ideas about how the council can 
save money or generate additional income to protect 
services, please state these here: 

52 Yes.I am not happy with the manor closing as my son has 
been enjoying his stay there( which is only twice a month);; 
giving me more time to spend with my two other young sons. i 
have tried direct payments which did not work for me at all as 
my son has specific needs and was deem inappropriate in 
cherry lodge. we need more respite homes like this to offload 
parents and young carers for looking after children with 
disability. It would be more of use if the panel doesnt take  a lot 
of time and social service liaise closly with special schools to 
identify families that will need this facility. GUTTED AND NOT 
HAPPY! A fair amount 

a much robust process for identification of children that 
would benefit with the facility and less bureaucracy... 

53 I have a son in supported independent living, I know he cannot 
Afford to be charged anything for his care, if there are charges 
it needs to be part of his personal budget and taken from that, 
if he is charged he is highly likely to refuse support ( that he 
needs safeguarding him ) as he needs his money for other 
needs. It feels like he is being put even under more pressure 
for a disability he didn’t ask for ( Autism/ LD)   This in turn puts 
great pressure on families including our own already struggling 
to cope, I don’t live in Pboro so have travelling ( an hour round 
trip each time ) we are 10’s of 1000’s in debt as I’ve hardly 
been able to work past few years which is never taken into 
account with these cuts - what does the government want 
because at this rate families will be further broken up or cannot 
see point in working when all you end up doing is paying debts Not very much Not agree with what government tell them  
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in the first place - this is the issue with having adults with 
autism/ LD in this day and age and is a societal issue not s 
personal or family one and requires in depth understanding 
and a completely different look at how things are done 
differently going forwards   Also the idea of putting all Yong 
people with ASD/ LD in a shared house together doesn’t work 
especially where PDA profile exists - it can create a volatile 
and dangerous situation for all those involved   LA’s need a 
much better u distancing of anxiety, it’s forms and how it works 
or there are issues just waiting to happen   I do not understand 
why all LA’s do not rally against government for better budgets 
because investment is required as prevention will ultimately 
cost less than current crisis management and many more 
issues or cases against LA’s  

54 BLANK A fair amount BLANK 

55 Northminster public toilets. This is the main car park for the 
passport office and market. It’s not very welcoming when you 
don’ Know the city, only to find  “no toilets”. Plus the town-hall 
isn’t open on a weekend. People with walking difficulties or 
toddlers toilet training will not make the distance to other public 
toilets “in time”. Yes I have witnessed the anti social behaviour, 
it seems to be part of our homeless society, and we should not 
have to either see this, or clean up after them. However, they 
exist.   A great deal BLANK 

56 I think that closing the manor respite hone will have a massive 
impact on all of the families who use the service and all the 
families who will need this home in the future. Everyone is 
making sacrifices during these hard times. Some of us haven't 
had a pay rise in so long despite the cost of living rising each 
year but the council seem to put having new offices and an 
urban beach as more important than vital family services. So 
wrong A fair amount 

Put up with the offices they have so they won't need new 
furniture and equipment so they can use them  £120 million 
on vital services. Put off the urban beach  idea until a time 
that were in a better position financially 

57 BLANK BLANK BLANK 

58 BLANK A fair amount BLANK 
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59 
The manor is needed in peterborough for families in need of 
restpite. BLANK 

Get some of the directors to take a pay cut. Also what are 
they  building a beach for it will cost few million why not keep 
the manor open. Where is the money coming from.  

60 Please do not close the manor respite care facility. This is 
needed by those struggling to look after disabled children.  
These people struggle and often need a little help to keep 
going. Some things we can do without but supporting people in 
real need MUST be kept.  I do not have a need for this facilty 
but this is absolutely what I would want my tax to go towards. 
Find other savings that do not impact on those that are in real 
need. A fair amount BLANK 

61 The manor respite centre should not be closed. There are a 
lack of services for disabled people in Peterborough and not all 
families can access it want to access direct payments with the 
issues around becoming an employer. Also finding caters who 
will agree to work at the direct payment rate is a challenge and 
it will mean families get no overnight care unless they place 
their children into foster care. That's outrageous and shows 
just how little regard you as an authority have for the most 
vulnerable in our society  A fair amount BLANK 

62 Vivacity are in dialogue with the Council and are working in 
partnership, share the same objectives and recognise the 
Council's financial position.  They are working together in the 
best interests of the city. A great deal BLANK 

63 BLANK Not very much BLANK 

64 I find it unbelievable that you are even considering closing a 
much needed respite facility. I am a mum of two children with 
special needs and the idea that you think there is really no 
need for more than one respite facility in peterborough is 
beyond me. Parents/carers of disabled children desperately 
need this facility. BLANK BLANK 

65 What a stupid idea it is to limit visits to the wellland road 
recycling centre.  All you lot want is for private skips to be used 
and then you charge them for a landfill duty.  Greed is the word 
that springs to mind.  Where's the solar farm you lot Not very much 

Send the Litter wardens down to New England.  At 60 quid a 
fine you'll all become millionaires.  Whers my pay for litter 
picking around here.  Yesterday I swept the crap from the 
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wanted?How many pennies did that fiasco cost?  More than 
many years of keeping this facility open I bet.  I have to pay to 
park in my street(oh that's now gone up to 25 quid)  I have to 
pay for 2 selecective licences that cost me 1200.00 quid just so 
you can fund a new department to police me.  Oh and I also 
see that you have stopped the accredited landlord scheme 
because you realised you wern't getting enough dough in from 
those with a generous portfolio.  GREED!  You lot are such a 
wastefull waste of time in my opinion    You haven't got a 
pigging clue.. 

gutters and took it bagged up to Welland Road.  Big Kev 
helped me whilst I was there.     

66 

No Not very much 

Instead of raising the price to have the brown bin emptied 
which will probably mean less people signing up for it, keep 
it at £39 but charge for a second bin, May be £25-£30. 

67 The closing of respite care at the manor. Hardly any 
consultation performed.looking at short term because of cuts 
but not looking at the long term and the knock on affect to the 
carers if respite is not available how will carers get the rest they 
need. This can be determine tap to the carers mental and 
physical health. Not properly looked at.  The closure of the 
travel office. It always seems to be busy when I go by. Not 
everyone has the internet to access timetable and tickets. A fair amount 

Would it not be cheaper to bring the contract that amey had 
back in house. Surely this would be cheaper that going back 
to tender. 

68 

 Why are the CC HQ being moved to a new build in the Fletton 
Quays?   How is this funded? Will a number of Council building 
be converted to apartments for rental?  Amey are listed in the 
document (page 13) but I thought their contract has been 
canceled??? Who are replacing them and how much saving or 
expense will that be?   A fair amount 

1) Switch off one out of two street lights on the main 
parkways  2) Tackle curve parking and all illegal parking in 
the city centre and fine heavily  3) There should be zero level 
of 'discretionary expenditure. All request for expenditure 
should be submitted via a Discounted cashflow analysis to 
an independent body and only those returning a positive 
return be carried out.  4) Schools are run very ineffectively 
through a multitude of academies with HQ located far from 
town; Why can't Peterborough create it's own academy and 
run all of them under one roof?  

69 This does not set out the real issues PCC has, i.e. paying too 
much for works, such as £5million for replacing bearings on 
Nene Bridge, or the cost to install a new set of traffic lights at 
the south station car park (which will attract zero revenue)..   A great deal 

In relation to item d) Continue to seek to maximise funding -   
PCC needs to ensure all housing is fit for purpose and is 
NOT left vacant. This will generate increased Council Tax, 
and should indirectly attract rents (Cross Keys collect rent 
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but how much do they pay back to PCC?)  I welcome the 
development of vacant commercial property. Has anyone 
purchased Thomas Cook Business Park, as this is 17 acres 
and would generate over £1 million in NDR s if all units were 
utilised. Also, what have Ortongate done about the Orton 
Centre to attract new business? There isn't even a pub or 
bookies there any longer.  Withdraw the award of £186K in 
allowances & expenses to councillors.  Monitor Serco and 
other outsourcing agents properly and don't let them profit at 
the expense of PCC. Want an example, just ask me.  Don't 
write off debts from other authorities, as David Seaton has 
done previously.  Withdraw the city mayor's car. We already 
have a Mayor for Peterboro (& Cambs), we don't need a 
ceremonial one.  Freeze all unnecessary projects, including 
North Westgate, until we have the necessary funds and after 
other vacant commercial property has been filled.   

70 I note increases for certain fees paid to council but no mention 
of increasing betting licence shop fee. Peterborough is one of 
the cheaper councils in this regard and could charge much 
closer to the statutory maximum. With the increase in number 
of betting shops this would help a little.   It is a false economy 
to reduce training for staff. The better trained they are the more 
efficient they provide service, also you should show you value 
staff by training them, and not lose morale.   Skanska delivery 
of services should be monitored and reviewed. Far too many 
non working lights, road and pavement repairs are needed. A fair amount See Q1 

71 BLANK A great deal BLANK 

72 There is a proposal to close the Manor Home in Peterborough, 
this home is provisioned to provide short term residential and 
day care to 5-18 year old children with learning disabilities.  On 
the face of it the proposal is being justified by resource issues 
and the lack of use driven by a change in parental preference 
for care provision.    There is substantial antidotal evidence, 
that from the information that is in the public domain, that the 
Manor home has been managed in such a way that closure is A great deal 

Cut senior manager pay.  Stop waste such the new council 
headquarters.  Introduce financial rigor in budget planning.   
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inevitable.  The Manor has been systematically run-down over 
past 3-4 years to cause in the unit to be substantially under-
utilised and therefore uneconomic in monetary terms.      There 
is also evidence to suggest that senior managers have allowed 
front line Social Workers to believe that the Manor was “Full” 
and therefore not available for further admissions, this is clearly 
not the case.  It could be construed on the evidence available 
that managers had made the decision to close the Manor 
sometime ago and that a strategy had been adopted to give 
the impression to one side that the Manor was fully utilised and 
to the other that Manor usage was so low it did not make 
business sense for it remain open in its present form.    As 
previously mentioned there is evidence to suggest the Manor 
has been run-down as a business directive and not on the 
basis of the provision of care.  The only fair way to resolve the 
issue of the Manor closure is in my view for a judicial review 
with evidence being presented by all parties so that the true 
facts are brought to the fore and any accusations are either 
disproved or more worryingly proven.   

73 Yes.    BLANK BLANK 

74 My comments relate specifically to the proposal, on page 38, to 
stop using the Manor for residential care and to increase 
outreach, direct payments, after school clubs and sports 
activities    My god-daughter, who has learning disabilities, has 
benefitted from day-time respite provided from the Manor for 
many years.  For the last 18 months, since her mother became 
a single parent, she also benefits from a night a week at the 
Manor.   This is the main respite that her mother has, as 
otherwise my god-daughter’s care is a full-time caring 
responsibility.    The value of the overnight respite provided by 
the Manor to the families that access this cannot be overstated.  
Without this lifeline, my god-daughter’s mother would have 
effectively no respite during the week of a significantly long 
duration.  Replacing the overnight respite provided by the 
Manor and “increasing outreach, direct payments and after A great deal BLANK 
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school clubs and sports activities” falls far short of the respite 
currently provided by the Manor.  As an example, rather than a 
period of 24 hours respite that an overnight stay currently 
provides, a “replacement” sports activity would require my god-
daughter to be delivered and collected and would provide 
respite only for 1 or, at most, a few hours for the duration of the 
sports activity.  Whilst direct payments may be ideal for those 
who want them and might be suitable to provide day time 
respite for a few hours, they are not provided at a level that 
would allow my god-daughter’s mother to purchase regular 24 
hours care.    Dealing with this may all seem a trivial 
inconvenience, but the 24 hours respite period provided by the 
Manor is the difference between my god-daughter’s mother 
coping and not coping with the otherwise full-time caring 
responsibility she has.  Her ex-partner does not provide a 
reliable, or significant, way of sharing that load.  There is a real 
risk, should the Manor’s residential provision be removed, that 
my god-daughter’s mother will find herself in crisis, with the 
Council having to pick up the pieces and the consequent costs 
whereas, at present, the Manor’s residential provision is 
enabling my god-daughter’s mother to cope.    Although the 
recent Peterborough Telegraph “Town Hall View” from the 
Leader of the City Council has provided assurance that social 
workers will be in contact to agree alternative provision, this 
has not been the case for my god-daughter’s mother.  In 
addition, any alternative provision needs to be suitable for the 
level of disability.  My understanding is that Peterborough’s 
alternative respite centre, Cherry Lodge may not be suitable for 
all of the children who currently use the Manor.    I would 
therefore request that the Council re-considers this proposal or 
finds an alternative, and equivalent, means of providing 
suitable high quality overnight respite for those families 
currently using the Manor.   

75 BLANK A fair amount BLANK 
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76 I think you are being very short sighted regarding the closure of 
the WEEE recycling facility. We are constantly being told about 
the environment capital and recycling etc and now you want to 
close this facility.  With the householders waste facility moving 
into Dodson Way to the rear of the WEEE recycling, it now 
makes even less sense to close this facility.   I understand that 
numbers are currently low for the WEEE facility but this is 
because no-one knows it exists or where it is! Given the 
number of people that use the householders waste facility, if 
there is a big sign for electrical recycling as people drive into 
the new facility, many more people will know of its existence 
without even trying to get the word out.  You could also rebrand 
it as a ‘Scratch and Dent’ facility as no-one knows what WEEE 
re-use actually is. A scratch and dent/electrical recycling 
location attached to the new householders waste makes more 
sense.  I understand some low income customers are referred 
to the WEEE facility but you do not have to be on a low income 
to use it. Why not put the prices up 15% and anyone that is 
referred gets a 15% discount. That way, those on low income 
still get the best price, but those that can afford a bit extra still 
get an excellent price.  I cannot help but feel that getting the 
word out to the people of Peterborough about this facility would 
generate the extra footfall and sales that could make this 
facility cost neutral. As previously stated, with minimal effort, 
the word will soon spread due to the volume of people that will 
be passing by as they visit the householders waste.  I am not 
going to labour the environmental benefits of recycling as they 
obviously go out the window when finances are concerned.     A fair amount 

Consider bringing services back 'in house', that way some of 
the things that fall through gaps and cost a fortune are back 
in our control and we are not being held to ransom as it often 
feels we are. It is very frustrating watching contractors 
fleecing us but being told that that is the contract and there is 
nothing we can do. We also do not challenge our contractors 
enough when we feel things are wrong because we want to 
be nice. This doesn't stop them from getting every penny 
they can from us, and some extra on top. We need to start 
pushing back! 

77 I think that the council should significantly reconsider closing 
The Manor short breaks service. If Cherry Lodge & The Manor 
are only having a budget of around 500k then this is a drop in 
the ocean compared with what other savings could be made 
elsewhere instead of taking from some of the most needy in 
our communities. Even if the children could be placed 
elsewhere I think that those changes and upheaval are not in A fair amount 

The proposal regarding this urban beach - sounds very 
wasteful and inappropriate. What about redecoration and 
purchasing new computers etc that we read about, is this 
really necessary? Surely vital services for the vulnerable 
come before this? 
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their best interests nor of those of the families. There are a lot 
of posts on Facebook from concerned parents who have 
disabled children and they should be listened to. I strongly 
believe that the service should be kept exactly as it is and 
money should be saved from elsewhere.  

78 BLANK Not very much BLANK 

79 BLANK Nothing at all Should get the directors to take pay cut 

80 
Yes the manor service should be kept open. There will be a lot 
of famlies in crises if this service is taken away.  Not very much 

Yes why dont managers on 6 figure money take a pay cut it 
would help. Most staff have taken paycuts one way or 
another. I think they should do the same.  

81 Our family use the Manor respite care service and our son 
goes once a fortnight for an overnight stay and once a fortnight 
for tea time activity (so weekly uses). Our son has complex 
needs with global development delay, ADHD and poorly 
regulated Type 1 Diabetes. Both my husband and I have 
learning disabilities. The Manor gives me space and time to 
recover from looking after him and to be able to have some 
time that isn't about being a carer. If he didn't go there I 
couldn't have time to recover from the things he does. At home 
he destroys things, has temper rages and constant bed 
wetting. It takes time to physically and mentally recover and 
then to be able to carry on caring again. The Manor is an 
excellent service, he has been going for over 4 years and he 
knows and trusts staff who take excellent care of him. A fair amount 

Employ staff. Don't use expensive agency staff, consultants 
and over paid executives. 

82 

Cuts to the vulnerable again is unacceptable.stop decreasing 
help for disabilities and shutting their provision A great deal 

Take less money at the top.  Stop wasting money.  Utilise 
building they have rather than spend tax payers money on 
more.  Look to increase quality and effectiveness than just 
invest in cheaper schemes .  Increase funding through more 
effective ideas of supporting other council who can utilise our 
service offer more to people to avoid.wastage of services.   

83 The manor should offer the same as they do now and stay 
open family's need this service. Not very much BLANK 

84 Keep The Manor open, offering at least existing services.  A fair amount BLANK 

85 
Shutting the manor with its current service is disgusting  A great deal 

Stop wasting money on refurbish and building utilise current 
facilities 
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88 BLANK A fair amount BLANK 
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Feedback received from stakeholder group briefings 

2.7. The Parish Council meeting on 7 February 2018 was attended by Peter Carpenter to 

present the phase 2 budget proposals and note feedback. The following section 

details the draft minutes from that part of the meeting: 

PHASE 2 BUDGET PROPOSALS 
 
The Service Director: Financial Services introduced the report on the Phase 2 Budget 

proposals. Discussion took place around the following points 

 One of the key considerations was making sure that the proposed budget was 
sustainable going forward. 

 Over the next three years there would be a budget gap of £43.5m 

 Current government funding did not take into account population growth or demand 
levels and as Peterborough was one of the fastest growing cities in the Country and 
was facing unprecedented demand it had been particularly affected by this. 

 The revenue support grant from Government would have been cut by 80% over seven 
years, down from £55m in 2013/14 to £10m in 2019/20. 

 The cost of providing adult social care services alone for a year was £46m. 

 23,000 homes were due to be built under the Local Plan so demand would continue 
to grow. 

 Demand was also exacerbated by the fact that house prices were unusually low so 
other Authorities, mainly London boroughs, had started to house people in 
Peterborough. 

 The average council tax band in Peterborough was Band B compared with an 
average Band D in other areas. 

 There had been a comprehensive review of the Council’s fixed assets over the last six 
months so that this year the budget would be supported by the sale of £12m worth 
of assets. 

 The pay award this year was expected to be 2% which would increase costs by a 
further £400k. 

 There were plans for a number of shared services with Cambridgeshire in order to 
get the requisite economies of scale to reduce spending whilst maintaining service 
levels. 

 Income was generated through Peterborough Highway Services and the SKANSKA 
contract which, when sold on to other councils, gave PCC a ‘joiners’ fee. 

 There would be additional income from raising the Council tax by 1% in addition to 
the 1.99% already allowed.  

 Preventative measures were being taken to alleviate the homelessness pressures and 
it was hoped that these would reduce costs. 

 Following the Phase 2 Budget position would mean that the Council’s budget gap 
would drop from £43.5m to £19.2m over the next three years. 

 More recent census figures have not been used to calculate population increases 
partly because for every net gainer there was a new loser and the Government could 
never get agreement between these winners and losers. 

 Extra schools and classrooms needed to be built to cope with increasing demand. The 
funding for this would have to be found from developers section 106 agreements or 
the Council would have to debt fund it. 

 Devolution funding had yet to be allocated but the Council was trying to get members 
and officers on to all the decision making committees as there was still a lot of 
strategizing and policy work going on. 
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 The pressures that the Council were under had not affected their reserves policy. 
There was a general, absolute emergency fund of £6m, earmarked reserves of £7m 
for such things as schools and insurance and £31m of other emergency funding. This 
last reserve was down to £21 million as funds had been used to offset the reduction 
of revenue grant funding. 

 If the Government offered any match funding schemes the Council spent money to 
take part in these. 

 The Stand Up For Peterborough was a three year cross party campaign aimed at 
getting fairer funding for Peterborough. 

 The Fletton Quays development had been a great success as all of the penthouse 
apartments had been sold and a Hilton hotel was due to open soon. The Council 
would be moving to their new offices there in July. 

 The proposed Council Tax for 2018/19 was 5.99%. This consisted of the 1.99% 
allowed, the extra 1% flexibility given in the LG Provisional Finance Settlement 
2018/19 and the 3% Adults Social Care precept. For those residents on Band B Council 
tax this would mean an increase of £1.10 a week and for those on Band D this would 
mean an increase of £1.40 a week. 

 The Council had looked at increasing the Council Tax even further but this would have 
necessitated a referendum which was not favoured as it was expensive to stage and 
also if not enough people participated there would be questions about its legitimacy. 

 The Stand Up For Peterborough campaign had attracted national coverage and local 
authority pressures were being highlighted by key figures such as the LGA Chair Lord 
Porter. 

 Northamptonshire County Council had been warning central government that it 
would be unable to balance its budget and on 2 February it had issued a section 114 
notice which meant that all its commitments (unless exceptionally urgent) would be 
frozen for 21 days. A section 114 notice had not been issued for more than 20 years 
and so all Councils would be taking a keen interest in what the Government’s 
approach to the situation would be. 

 Peterborough City Council did not have any joint ventures with Northamptonshire 
but it did have shared services with Cambridgeshire who in turn had joint back office 
services with Northamptonshire. 

 The Council was working hard to close the funding gap over the next three year 
period and Officers were trying to give Cabinet Members options to do so. As part of 
this approach, officers were putting processes in place so that budgets could be 
implemented throughout the year in order that the Council could be both proactive 
and responsive to situations much earlier. 

 
ACTIONS AGREED: 

1. The Parish Council Community Co-ordinator to circulate the Phase 2 Budget proposal 
presentation to all parish clerks for distribution to their Councillors. 

 

2.8. The Connect Group meeting on 23 February 2018 was attended by Adrian Chapman 

and Gillian Beasley to present the phase 2 budget proposals and note feedback. The 

following section details the key questions asked at the meeting: 
 How the Council is plans to provide school places when it no longer owns the 

assets (due to academy transfer)?  It was confirmed that it is a statutory duty 

of the council  to fund this provision and although targeted capital spending is 

applied for, PCC do have to provide a large amount of resource 
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 The shared senior officer arrangements were discussed. Officers agreed agile 

working had enabled them to work more efficiently and as long as there is a 

physical presence when necessary, it worked well and removed duplication.  

Agreed this would probably not be feasible past the middle management tier 

and for management of front line services. Staff are being supported and 

enabled to work more autonomously to make decisions. 

 Accommodation is likely to be rationalised with some CCC staff potentially 

having a base at Fletton Quays. 

 Concerns were raised that the Task & Finish Groups addressing rough 

sleepers had not met as regularly as had been initially indicated and there 

was still no day time provision. Officers reassured him that the group now had 

a permanent chair who would be present driving the agenda forward.  

Although the Council is not in a position to provide day time provision, 

discussions are underway to look at targeted day time support and raising 

funding for this.  

 An arts project that had been successful in engaging with migrant 

communities in Italy and asked if this could this be a way of engaging 

Peterborough’s rough sleepers?  Connect group will link officers with possible 

funding streams. 

 Issues around city centre public realm and a reduction in events were 

discussed. Officers confirmed this could happen due to lack of resource 

although a business improvement district bid (BID) was being pursued.  

Statutory services have to remain a priority and any other measures to reduce 

the budget gap simply have to be managed to be least impactive and closely 

monitored.  Preventative services are not currently being cut but will need to 

be brought back to the table for consideration later in the year.  

 There is currently no impact for Environment Capital; support via the 

Combined Authority is an option that can be explored.   

 
2.9. The Disability Forum meeting on 7 February 2018 was attended by Fiona McMillan to 

present the phase 2 budget proposals and note feedback. The following section 

details the draft minutes from that part of the meeting 

At the meeting there were three attendees from Disability Peterborough, including the CEO, 
Sandie Burns.  The feedback was primarily surrounding what they see as the "complete lack 
of communication" with Disability Peterborough, that the consultation was "non-existent to 
inadequate" and that they have still not had any written confirmation from PCC about the 
impact on the organisation's work.  They wanted to emphasize that the majority of the work 
they do prevents spending elsewhere and that they had hit every target they had been given. 
They didn't feel as if they had been included in the decision-making process about where cuts 
would fall. Going forward they want to ensure that this doesn't happen again and that there 
is meaningful early dialogue at the very outset as they need certainty in order to plan their 
service. 
They also passed on a comment from the Chair of the Dementia Resource Centre, Janet Cook 
as follows: 
"Reducing funding to a group such as Disability Peterborough is a false economy.  It harnesses 
the unpaid sector of volunteers across a wide spectrum in the city and as such provides the 
vulnerable population with an economic support structure.  We want to keep Peterborough 
at the forefront as a caring city for individuals with physical or mental problems to live," 
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Agenda Item 9(b) 
Alteration to Recommendation 

 

COUNCIL MEETING 7 MARCH 2017 

 

CABINET RECOMMENDATION – MEDIUM TERM FINANCIAL STRATEGY 
PHASE TWO 2018/2019 TO 2020/2021 

 
Alteration to recommendation to be moved by Councillor Seaton as follows: 
 
IT IS RECOMMENDED that Council approve: 
 

1. The Phase Two budget proposals, outlined in Appendix H, subject to additional 
wording to clarify that Vivacity had agreed to take on the running of Bretton Water 
Park. This includes a 5.99 per cent council tax increase, and a change in service 
delivery for the 0-25 Provider service. 

 
2. The Medium Term Financial Strategy 2018/19-2020/21 as set out in the body of the 

report and the following appendices: 
● Appendix A – Budget Context highlighted in Phase One, MTFS for 2018/19-

2020/21 
● Appendix B – 2018/19 MTFS detailed position  
● Appendix C – 2018/19 MTFS by department 
● Appendix D – 2018/19 MTFS by Service 
● Appendix E – Capital Schemes 
● Appendix F – Council Grants 
● Appendix G – Fees and Charges 
● Appendix H – Budget Proposals (consultation document) 
● Appendix I – Equality Impact Assessments 
● Appendix J – Budget Consultation Feedback 
● Appendix K– December 2018 Budgetary Control Report 
● Appendix L– Treasury Management Strategy 2018/19-2020/21 
● Appendix M– Asset Investment and Acquisition Strategy, Capital 

Programme 2018/19-2020/21 
● Appendix N– Asset Management Plan 

subject to: 
 

 the rewording of the Equality Impact Assessment: 0 – 25 
Residential/Respite homes for children with disabilities - The Manor & 
Cherry Lodge in Appendix I, to clarify that overnight care will no longer be 
provided at The Manor; the building will not be closed and will be used for 
outreach services; and 

 

 the removal of the charging for replacement bins recommendation set out 
in Appendix H. A report will be produced for budget working group, looking 
at mechanisms, including appeals, used by other authorities and allowing 
time for further discussions with the police. 
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Agenda Item 9(b) 
Amendment to Recommendation 

 

COUNCIL MEETING 7 MARCH 2017 

 
 
Amendments to be moved by Councillor Murphy as follows: 
 
IT IS RECOMMENDED that Council approve: 
 

1. The Phase Two budget proposals, outlined in Appendix H, subject to additional 
wording to clarify that Vivacity had agreed to take on the running of Bretton Water 
Park. This includes a 5.99 per cent council tax increase, and a change in service 
delivery for the 0-25 Provider service. 

 
2. The Medium Term Financial Strategy 2018/19-2020/21 as set out in the body of the 

report and the following appendices: 
● Appendix A – Budget Context highlighted in Phase One, MTFS for 2018/19-

2020/21 
● Appendix B – 2018/19 MTFS detailed position  
● Appendix C – 2018/19 MTFS by department 
● Appendix D – 2018/19 MTFS by Service 
● Appendix E – Capital Schemes 
● Appendix F – Council Grants 
● Appendix G – Fees and Charges 
● Appendix H – Budget Proposals (consultation document) 
● Appendix I – Equality Impact Assessments 
● Appendix J – Budget Consultation Feedback 
● Appendix K– December 2018 Budgetary Control Report 
● Appendix L– Treasury Management Strategy 2018/19-2020/21 
● Appendix M– Asset Investment and Acquisition Strategy, Capital 

Programme 2018/19-2020/21 
● Appendix N– Asset Management Plan 

subject to the following amendments: 
 

1) Increase Charge for Brown Bins.  The following cost neutral amendment is 
proposed: Charge £35 for collection for a second brown bin and reduce the cost of 
collection for a first Brown bin to £43.65. 
 
2) New Proposal - Verge Parking:  Have a £40k Capital Budget to deliver/test verge 
parking measures. Revenue costs of this proposal are detailed in the following table: 

2018/19 2019/20 2020/21 

£5,000 £5,000 £5,000 

 
3) We understand that there is a Parking review that has been instigated and 
efficiencies and price changes will be considered as part of the quarterly budget 
process starting in July. 

 
4)  New Proposal - Reduce Members Special Responsibility Allowance (2 Cabinet 
Members at and 1 Cabinet Advisor) 

2018/19 2019/20 2020/21 

(£37,875) (£37,875) (£37,875) 
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5) New Proposal - Reduction in Communications budget 

2018/19 2019/20 2020/21 

(£30,000) (£30,000) (£30,000) 

 
6) Remove Terrorism Insurance Growth item 

2018/19 2019/20 2020/21 

(£39,000) (£39,000) (£39,000) 

 
7) New Proposal - Shared Services - This would represent a stretch target in addition 
to the £0.4m Finance Service restructure and £0.845m efficiency already budgeted for 
the Shared and Integrated Services Programme (non Finance). This would lead to the 
£1.245m total being increased to £1.445m. The stretch target would be challenging for 
officers to deliver with the agenda already in hand and would need to be carefully 
monitored. It would also lead to the efficiency saving in 19/20 being reduced by £0.2m.  

2018/19 2019/20 2020/21 

(£200,000) £0 £0 

 
Any surplus generated from these amendment should be put to Reserves. Present 
overall Position to move to Reserves from these amendments is: 

2018/19 2019/20 2020/21 

£301,875 £101,875 £101,875 
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Agenda Item 12(1) 

Amendment to Motion 
 

COUNCIL MEETING 7 MARCH 2017 

 
MOTION FROM COUNCILLOR MURPHY 

 
Amendment from Councillor Barkham to be moved as follows: 
 
Council notes the housing emergency that there is in Peterborough at present and that there 

are a number of empty buildings or soon to be vacated buildings in Peterborough including in 

the city centre. 

Council believes that empty buildings bring a downward spiral to the city centre in particular 

and that buildings should not be left empty for year upon year. Council believes it is better for 

the local authority to use buildings and consider converting them into dwellings to tackle the 

homeless situation than let them lie empty. 

Furthermore council notes that developers do not have to meet the requirement for affordable 

or social housing if they convert empty office blocks and it would be far better for the council 

to ensure this provision happens by taking them on to ensure that there is affordable and 

social housing provision. 

Council therefore asks Cabinet, where when it is deemed appropriate, to acquire empty 
properties and bring them back into useful purpose in the city and to request the 
Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Combined Authority to provide grant funding from its 
housing infrastructure fund to refit the buildings, once acquired by the Council., and bring them 
back into useful purpose in the city. Once this is achieved, the buildings to be sold at market 
value with a view to making a profit, which can then be utilised to refurbish more empty, or 
sold to a social landlord. 
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Agenda Item 12(2) 

Withdrawal of Motion 
 

COUNCIL MEETING 7 MARCH 2017 

 
MOTION FROM COUNCILLOR WALSH 

 
Motion from Councillor Walsh to be withdrawn 
 
Councillor Walsh has confirmed that she will not be moving her motion, set out on page 139 
of the Council agenda. This is due to the fact that some of the documentation referred to within 
the motion is not yet available.  
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