
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE LEICESTERSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL 
HELD AT COUNTY HALL, GLENFIELD ON WEDNESDAY, 26 SEPTEMBER 2007 

 
PRESENT 

 
Mr. Mike Jones CC (in the Chair) 

 
Mr. A. D. Bailey CC, Mr. D. C. Bill CC, Mr. G. A. Boulter CC, Mr. D. R. Bown CC, Mr. 
N. J. Brown CC, Mrs. R. Camamile CC, Mr. M. H. Charlesworth CC, Mr. J. G. Coxon 
CC, Mrs. J. A. Dickinson CC, Dr. R. K. A. Feltham CC, Mr. R. Fraser CC, Mr. S. J. 
Galton CC, Mr. D. A. Gamble CC, Mr. B. Garner CC, Mr. M. Griffiths CC, Mr. P. S. 
Harley CC, Mr. G. A. Hart CC, Dr. S. Hill CC, Mr. D. W. Houseman CC, Mr. Max Hunt 
CC, Mr. D. Jennings CC, Mr. A. M. Kershaw CC, Mr. John Legrys CC, Mr. P. G. Lewis 
CC, Mr. W. Liquorish JP CC, Mr. J. S. Moore CC, Mr. A. P. Natzel CC, Dr. M. 
O'Callaghan CC, Mr. J. T. Orson JP CC, Mr. P. C. Osborne CC, Mr. I. D. Ould CC, 
Mr.  M. B. Page CC, Mrs. R. Page CC, Mr. D. R. Parsons CC, Mrs. L. A. S. Pendleton 
CC, Prof. M. E. Preston CC, Mr. J. B. Rhodes CC, Mr. P. A. Roffey DL, CC, Mr. N. J. 
Rushton CC, Mr. S. D. Sheahan CC, Mr. R. J. Shepherd CC, Mrs. M. L. Sherwin CC, 
Mr. E. D. Snartt CC, Mr. D. A. Sprason CC, Mr. C. A. Stanley CC, Mr. N. A. Stork CC, 
Mr. E. F. White CC, Mr. R. M. Wilson CC and Mr. D. O. Wright CC 

114. CHAIRMAN'S ANNOUNCEMENTS. 

Death of Member and Former Member of the Council 
 
The Chairman reported with great sadness the deaths of a sitting member 
and a former member of the Council, as follows:- 
 
County Councillor Graham Perkins had died on 6 August, 2007 aged 69 
years, after a long battle with cancer.  During the course of his illness he had 
remained typically cheerful and dedicated to continuing his work as a County 
Councillor as far as his health permitted. 
 
Mr Perkins had been elected to the Council for the first time in 1989 
representing the Shepshed Electoral Division.  He had served as Labour 
Spokesperson on the former Environment Committee, as a member of the 
former Highways and Transportation and Planning and Recreation 
Committees and as a member of the Leicestershire Police Authority.  He had 
also been a long serving member of Bradgate Park and Swithland Woods 
Committee of Management. 
 
Following the move to a Cabinet and Scrutiny system in 1999 he had served 
as Labour Spokesperson of the Development Control and Regulatory Board 
and had been a member of the Highways, Transportation and Waste 
Management Scrutiny Committee. 
 
From September, 1999 he had represented the County Council on the 
Combined Fire Authority, serving as its Vice Chairman from 2002 to 2006. 
 
He had also served as Chairman of the County Council for the 1999/2000 
Council year something of which he and his wife Audrey had been very 
proud. 
 
 



Former County Councillor Mr Frederick Bisiker had died on 13 September 
2007 aged 86 years.  He had been elected to the Council in 1985 and had 
served until 1993, representing the former Braunstone Electoral Division. 
 
Mr Bisiker had served mainly on the Environment, Public Protection and 
Social Services Committees and a number of their respective 
subcommittees. 
 
Members joined the Chairman in standing in silent tribute to the memory of 
Mr Graham Perkins CC and Mr Frederick Bisiker. 
 
Presentation of Gift 
 
The Chairman wished to take the opportunity to record the County Council’s 
appreciation to Honorary Alderman, Mr Bernard Chapman, who had very 
kindly gifted to the County Council a number of items of silverware to 
enhance the collection on display in the Members’ Lounge. 
 
Fox Sculpture and Regimental Displays 
 
The Chairman referred to the fox sculpture displayed in the Members’ 
Lounge which had been unveiled in the presence of the sculptor, Sally 
Matthews, immediately prior to the meeting.  The work would be displayed at 
County Hall for a year before being made available to schools, colleges and 
local communities in Leicestershire through the County’s ‘Artworks’ loan 
collection.  
 
The Chairman indicated that he also wished to thank Heather Broughton and 
her colleagues, Grace Deeks, Nicola Jones, Robin Jenkins and Ian Jones, 
who last week had completed the very impressive Regimental display in the 
Committee Room corridor. 
 
Mr and Mrs S Galton 
 
Members joined the Chairman in offering congratulations to Simon and 
Marie, who had been married at the weekend. 
 
The Times ‘Council of the Year’ 
 
The Chairman informed members with pride that the County Council, on the 
previous night in London, had won the national award of “The Best Big 
Council To Work For”, organised by The Times newspaper.  As Cabinet Lead 
Member for Resources, Kevin Feltham had been present at the Ceremony to 
collect the award.  
 
The Chairman expressed the view that the Council had some of the very best 
staff in the country working for it, at all levels, and from his own involvement 
with the Employment Committee and the Change Board he was aware that 
the Council has sought to put in place the modern employment practices and 
policies which staff wanted and supported.  This award was therefore all the 
more pleasing to receive because of these efforts. 
 
 



Visitors 
 
The Chairman welcomed to the meeting all visitors and guests of members. 
 

115. MINUTES. 

It was moved by the Chairman, seconded by the Vice-Chairman and carried:- 
 
“That the minutes of the meeting of the Council held on 11 July 2007, copies 
of which have been circulated to members, be taken as read, confirmed and 
signed.” 
 
 

116. DECLARATIONS OF INTERESTS. 

The Chairman invited members who wished to do so to make declarations of 
interest in respect of items on the agenda for the meeting. 
 
Member Minute No. Interest 
 
Mr N A Stork 122(A) Personal and Prejudicial 
 119(A) Personal (as School Governor) 
 
Mr J B Rhodes 122(A) Personal 
Prof M E Preston 122(A) Personal 
Mr N J Rushton 122(A) Personal 
Mrs R Camamile 122(A) Personal 
 

117. QUESTIONS ASKED UNDER STANDING ORDER 7(1)(2) AND (5). 

(A) Mr Boulter asked the following question of the Leader or his 
nominee: 

 
“1. Does the Leader agree with me that long standing village finger 

posts, mileposts, rights of way markers, etc., are an important 
part of the County’s heritage which should be preserved? 

 
2. What, if any, steps are the County Council taking towards 

ensuring that these unique features of the landscape are 
properly maintained?” 

 
Mr White replied as follows: 
 

“1.  Yes, I do. Village finger posts, mileposts and way markers are 
important in creating local distinctiveness. 
 

2. An important part of taking proper action to protect local 
distinctiveness is understanding and this was well expressed in 
the Landscape and Woodland Strategy approved by the 
Authority in 2001. This is now being supplemented in a joint 
project with English Heritage on the Historic Landscape 
Characterisation of Leicestershire which will help inform  

 



 decision making both by the County Council and, through the 
Local Development Frameworks under preparation, by the 
District Councils. 
 
The Authority's approach generally is to retain what it currently 
has. However, where replacement of traditional finger posts is 
required, a policy of sympathetic design is applied, recognising 
the requirements of road safety and the need for durability. The 
design and use of a new style finger post has been trialled 
successfully in Charnwood Forest and has been confirmed as 
future practice.” 

 
(B) Mr Sheahan asked the following question of the Leader or his 

nominee: 
 
“1. What steps have the Administration taken since May 2005 to 

improve results at Key Stage 4? 
 

2.  Would the Administration describe the results of these 
measures as a success or failure? 
 

3. What more could be done to improve results at Key Stage 4 
within the current two tier structure?” 

 
Mr Ould replied as follows: 
 

“1. There are three key steps that the Administration has taken 
since May 2005:- 
 
Universal Support for all Key Stage 4 schools and colleges 
which includes:  School National Strategy managers’ meetings, 
Subject Leaders’ development networks, specific network 
meetings for Newly Qualified Teachers, Teaching Assistants, 
cross cutting issues such as data development, assessment for 
learning, etc, as well as Newsletters, website updates and 
resource sharing. 

 
Targeted Support, for specific areas of weakness identified 
following data analysis, which includes: consultancy for subject 
departments, subject leaders and individual teachers, 
consultancy for improving behaviour, attendance and cross 
cutting issues, access to Advanced Skills Teachers, Leading 
Teachers, Leading Departments, Leading Strategy Managers 
and targeted funding through Standards Fund Grant 108 for 
teacher release to work with consultants.  Involvement in 
regional collaborative projects such as the Collaborative 
Improvement Programme and the 4 Counties Project are 
extending our support to specific schools. 

 
 
 
 
 



Intensive Support, where a school or college has been judged 
by OFSTED as inadequate or is at risk of being so through the 
Local Authority’s Alerts System and Categorisation of Schools.  
This includes targeted support that is co-ordinated to maximise 
impact and regular reviews with school and Local Authority 
personnel to evaluate impact and determine further action. 

 
2. The impact of these measures can be described as a success 

overall.  External validation by Her Majesty’s Inspectorate (HMI) 
has rated the overall effectiveness as good.  We have 
continued year on year improvement in GCSE and A level 
results, maintained the determination in schools to improve and 
we have no upper school in Ofsted categories. 

 
Key Stage 3 outcomes are outstanding – well above national 
averages (top 10% nationally; highest performing amongst our 
statistical neighbours).  Provisional Key Stage 4 data at 5A*-C 
suggests outcomes will be on par with the national average, 
with 5 A*-G progress above both statistical neighbours and 
national average. 

 
3. More is being done.  Leicestershire’s 13 – 19 Strategy 

Partnership (which involves the Key Stage 3 High Schools, a 
range of stakeholders and organisations as well as the Key 
Stage 4 Upper schools), recognises their collective 
responsibility to deliver high quality education and training for 
all learners. Much activity is happening to:- 

 

• Further raise achievement; 

• Improve participation and progression; 

• Reduce the number of students not in Education or 
Training; 

• Demonstrate inclusion; 

• Promote choice from breadth of provision; 

• Increase Apprenticeships; 

• Improve Learner engagement; 

• Develop a collaborative timetable for the delivery of the 
14-19 curriculum.” 

 
(C) Mr Jennings asked the following question of the Leader or his 

nominee: 
 

"I believe that the introduction of civil parking enforcement has already 
done much to help safety and the environment in our towns and 
villages but I am sure the Leader will share my concern at the claims 
being made about over-zealous parking attendants and apparent 
inability to deal with residents' parking problems.  Please can he tell 
me what steps are in hand to tackle these issues?" 

 
 
 
 
 



Mr Rushton replied as follows: 
 

“We introduced civil parking enforcement to improve safety, reduce 
congestion and help town centre economies through the more 
effective use of parking spaces.  A citizens’ panel survey before we 
started showed the people of Leicestershire strongly supported us, 
with 90% thinking it important that parking restrictions are properly 
enforced. 
 
It is too early to conduct full surveys of the impact of the change but 
we are getting very encouraging feedback, with traders pleased at the 
increased turnover of spaces and the emergency services reporting a 
marked reduction in the number of occasions when their vehicles are 
obstructed.  There is already a clear reduction in the overall level of 
abuse. 
 
From the start, our objective has been to ensure proper enforcement, 
not to make money.  Our wardens, employed by the district councils 
as part of the countywide parking partnership, do not have targets for 
the number of tickets issued and are all trained to work to consistent 
criteria. 
 
Of course a major change like this will throw up some problems, 
despite the advance publicity we gave and the period at the start of 
enforcement when we issued only ‘dummy’ parking tickets.  One 
cause of concern has been that some blue badge holders have 
inadvertently displayed their badges incorrectly or committed other 
minor infringements.  We are treating such cases sympathetically and 
will certainly not pursue fines on a first occasion. 
 
Another issue is that improved enforcement has highlighted a few 
places where there is a need to revise the traffic regulation orders. In 
urgent cases we are suspending enforcement whilst a review is 
undertaken and appropriate changes are introduced. 

 
Finally, improved enforcement has changed parking patterns, in some 
places producing greater pressure for on-street spaces in residential 
areas. We already have residents’ parking schemes in parts of the 
County and are increasing the resources we put into this work so that 
we can roll out more schemes quickly.  At the same time we are 
reviewing the rules for where we provide residents’ parking so that we 
can respond to more requests, even if that results in some ‘rationing’ 
of space where residents have more than one car.” 
 

Mr Jennings asked the following supplementary question: 
 

“On the issue of residents parking, can I be given an assurance that it 
will be treated as an urgent item?” 

 
 
 
 
 



Mr Rushton replied as follows: 

“Mr Jennings can rest assured that I have noted that there has been 
quite a lot of publicity in the local papers about residents parking and it 
is something that myself and my Director are actively pursuing and we 
will be reporting back to members in due course.” 

 
(D) Mr Snartt asked the following question of the Leader or his 

nominee: 
 

"I know that the Council has introduced a number of schemes in 
recent years to help manage traffic better in Shepshed but there is still 
great concern about the problems caused there by speeding traffic on 
Hathern Road.  Can the Leader reassure me that we have plans in 
hand to tackle this issue?" 
 

Mr Rushton replied as follows: 
 

“I am pleased to be able to do so.  As Mr Snartt will know, we prioritise 
our investment in speed-reduction schemes on the basis of set criteria 
covering measured speeds, the amount and type of frontage 
development, and other factors.  Officers have assessed the request 
for Hathern Road against those criteria and this has confirmed the 
views of residents and the Town Council that there is a very significant 
problem here which should have a high priority for action.  The lists of 
transport capital schemes to be carried out in the 2008/09 financial 
year are currently under consideration but I am optimistic that, on the 
basis of this analysis, we shall be able to include a scheme for 
Hathern Road amongst them.” 
 

Mr Snartt asked the following supplementary question: 
 

“When will we know if the scheme will be included in the 2008/09 
programme for going forward?” 

 
Mr Rushton replied as follows: 
 

“I can assure Mr Snartt that I am keeping a close eye on all matters 
relating to Shepshed.  We will try our utmost to reassure the people of 
Shepshed that it will be in 2008/09 programme.” 

 
(E) Mr Shepherd asked the following question of the Leader or his 

nominee: 
 

“Can the Leader please provide some data to show how the Council’s 
investment in the refurbishment of libraries is producing good 
outcomes for local people?” 
 

Mr White replied as follows: 
 

“In overall terms, Council investment in the library refurbishment 
programme is contributing to the production of good results for the 
service and increased take up of the service by local people.  

 



Leicestershire’s libraries have shown a 19% increase in visitor 
numbers over the last 5 years, far out-performing an English Counties 
trend of 3.6% and a UK trend of 5.9%. 
 
The three yearly adult public library user survey (PLUS), which was 
completed in 2006, registered a public satisfaction rate of 95%, a rise 
of 2% on previous performance. Public satisfaction with our staff has 
reached 98%. 

 
All of Leicestershire’s libraries that have been part of the 
rebuilding/refurbishment programme have shown improvements in 
performance, some considerable. Of particular note are the following:- 

 
The Glenfield library move to new premises has resulted in a 27.2% 
rise in average monthly loans, a 64.6% rise in visitors and a 
satisfaction rate of 97.4%. 
 
Coalville library’s refurbishment registered a 2.7% rise in average 
monthly loans, an 11.6% rise in visitors and a satisfaction rating of 
96.1%. 
 
Similarly, Shepshed Library, which was the first library to be 
refurbished in the new style at the end of 2003, has registered an 
increase in monthly book loans of 18.2%, a rise in visitors of 41.3% 
and increased its public satisfaction rate by 2.9% (to 96.8%) from 
before its refurbishment. 
 
The impact that a new library has on a community has also been 
impressive. The best example of this is the new library at Broughton 
Astley. This has seen a rise in monthly loans of 107.5%, a rise in 
visitors of 431.3% and an increase in its public satisfaction rate by 
36.5% (to 98.4%). 

 
Attractive new and refurbished libraries have enabled the service to 
engage more effectively with their communities, encouraging a wide 
range of partnership working activities using the library as a hub. 
 
Using the Shepshed example, partnership initiatives include:- 

 

• work with the Leicestershire Adult Learning Service (LALS) in 
increasing access to learning opportunities for residents. Last 
year, 630 ICT learning hours were delivered from Shepshed 
providing people with a progression route for people to develop 
skills; 
 

• basic skills and “get back to work” classes are held to improve 
employment skills and support literacy needs; 
 

• partnership work with health visitors in the distribution of 
Bookstart packs to babies from 9 months to 48 months. 

 
 
 



Library led initiatives at Shepshed have included:- 
 

• weekly “wriggly readers” sessions that offer reading support to 
parents for their children. These attract up to 25 children per 
session. A monthly Saturday session has recently been 
introduced at Shepshed; 
 

• increased access to new best-selling fiction across all libraries. 
 
The capital programme has benefited local people by offering them 
attractive stocks of books and a valuable community space in which to 
access learning and other activities, reinforcing libraries as an 
important and valued local hub of the community.” 
 

(F) Mr Snartt asked the following question of the Leader or his 
nominee: 

 
“1. Would the Leader agree that the County Council should be 

congratulated on its contribution towards achieving a significant 
reduction in people’s concerns about anti-social behaviour?  
What does he think has contributed to this improvement? 

 
2. Can the people of Shepshed be assured that this pattern of 

improvement is being felt in their area and will continue?” 
 

Mr Rhodes replied as follows: 
 

“1. Yes, I do agree that the County Council should be 
congratulated on the part it has played in achieving this 
reduction.  The percentage of people across Leicestershire as a 
whole who felt that there was a high level of anti-social 
behaviour (ASB) in their area has fallen by nearly a half from 
31% in 2005/06 to only 17% in 2006/07 and in Charnwood from 
36% to 20%.  However, tackling ASB is not something that can 
be done by the County Council acting alone.  It is only 
successful where all the relevant agencies work together in 
partnership.  The County Council is playing its part in making a 
significant contribution through the following activities:- 

 

• the development of neighbourhood policing through the 
funding of 50 additional Police Community Support 
Officers across Leicestershire to work in Neighbourhood 
Policing Teams;  
 

• providing additional resources to the Youth Offending 
Service Prevention Team to help them develop their 
work with young people on acceptable behaviour 
contracts (ABCs) in order to improve behaviour;  
 

 
 
 
 



• the Youth Offending Service is leading the development 
of multi-agency Youth Inclusion and Support Panels in 
every District. Comprehensive multi-agency support 
plans are being put in place to reduce the risk of young 
people offending; 

 

• the Trading Standards Service is working closely with 
the police and local communities to restrict the supply of 
alcohol by targeting test purchasing exercises for under-
age sales at known trouble spots;  
 

• using similar techniques as for sales of alcohol, Trading 
Standards is enforcing recent changes in legislation 
concerning the sale of aerosol spray paints to under-age 
persons. The Council also helped to purchase 
equipment to enable offenders on unpaid work to 
remove graffiti from 55 community locations in 2006/07. 

 
2. The people of Shepshed and, indeed the whole County, can be 

assured that the Administration will continue to work towards 
building on these improvements.  A new Anti Social Behaviour 
Reduction Strategy based on three themes - prevention, 
enforcement and strengthening and re-assuring communities - 
is due be considered by the Cabinet on 23 October. An Action 
Plan will set out the contributions to be made by County Council 
services to tackling anti-social behaviour.” 

 
(G) Mr Stork asked the following question of the Leader or his 

nominee:- 
 

“1. Can the Leader please tell me what is the cost of processing per 
Penalty Charge Notice in the Central Notice Processing Unit as levied 
against tier 2 authorities? 

 
2. How does this cost compare with historic charges? 
 
3. How does this compare in terms of costs with like arrangements and 

authorities such as Lancashire who operate a similar service? 
 
4. What consideration was given to outsourcing the contract for ticket 

processing to companies similar to NCP as in the case of Reading?” 
 
Mr Rushton replied as follows: 
 
“1. The budgeted cost is £8.79.  As it is still early days for the service, it 

will be some time before the true cost is available.   
 

2. The County Council did not previously operate such a service.  Some 
Districts did, but the highly variable conditions they had for 
enforcement and associated activities meant that a direct comparison 
was not possible. 

 
 



 
3. If Mr Stork is suggesting that we have established an inefficient unit, 

he is a long way wide of the mark.  We have held initial costs to the 
minimum, will continuously look for efficiencies to reduce costs further, 
and are actively pursuing all opportunities for expanded operation to 
reduce overheads.  In this respect we are already planning to 
undertake notice processing on behalf of Rutland.  This is in marked 
contrast with the associated arrangements for the new warden 
service, in which the previous administration at Charnwood chose to 
set up inefficient arrangements on a single-district basis, ignoring the 
advantages of economies of scale. 
 
We had very useful dialogue with Lancashire in setting up the service.  
Lower figures of around £5 per notice were quoted for that County, but 
closer investigation showed that the figures were not on a like for like 
basis with those for Leicestershire, and again no direct comparison 
was available.  We will, however, explore further benchmarking once 
our own real costs are established and will learn from what that tells 
us. 
 

4. The joint project board of County and District officers explored all such 
opportunities.  Our analysis was based not just on cost but also on 
quality of service and led us to the conclusion this was a service better 
operated in-house.” 

 

118. POSITION STATEMENTS UNDER STANDING ORDER 8. 

The Leader presented a position statement on the following matters:- 
 
Travellers; 
Melton Mowbray By-Pass; 
Foot and Mouth; 
Comprehensive Performance Assessment; 
Sub-national Review of Economic Development; 
Loughborough University Energy Technologies Institute. 
 
The Chairman of the Scrutiny Commission presented a position statement on 
Scrutiny Activity. 
 
Copies of the position statements are filed with these minutes. 
 

119. REPORT OF THE CABINET. 

(A) REVIEW OF THE CHILDREN AND YOUNG PEOPLE’S PLAN 
2006/09 – JOINT AREA REVIEW SELF ASSESSMENT 

 
It was moved by Mr Ould, seconded by Mr Osborne and carried:- 
 

“That the Children and Young People’s Plan 2006/09 Review Report, 
as referred to in the report of the Cabinet, be approved.” 
 

 



120. REPORT OF THE STANDARDS COMMITTEE. 

 
(A) REVISED MODEL CODE OF CONDUCT FOR LOCAL AUTHORITY 

MEMBERS 
 
It was moved by Mr Moore, seconded by Mr White and carried:- 
 

“(a) That the revised Code of Conduct (which follows the 
form of the schedule set out in the Local Authorities 
(Model Code of Conduct) Order 2007) be adopted as the 
standard of conduct expected of elected members and 
co-opted members of the Leicestershire County Council, 
such Code to include a preamble outlining the ten 
general principles governing the conduct of members; 

 
(b) That the action taken by the Standards Committee to 

urge all elected members and co-opted members, both 
in their own interests and those of the Council, to take up 
the opportunities that are offered to receive training to 
assist in their understanding of the requirements of the 
revised Code and its guidance be fully supported.” 

 
121. JOINT REPORT OF THE CORPORATE GOVERNANCE AND 

CONSTITUTION COMMITTEES. 

 
(A) REVIEW AND REVISION OF THE CONSTITUTION AND 

AUTHORISATION OF OFFICERS 
 
 Motion 1 
 
It was moved by Mr Snartt, seconded by Mr Parsons and carried:- 
 

“(a) That the proposed amendments to the Council’s Constitution 
set out in Appendix 1 to the joint report of the Corporate 
Governance and Constitution Committees, other than those 
which relate to changes to Standing Orders (the Meeting 
Procedure Rules), be approved; 

 
(b) That it be agreed that those changes relating to new contract 

procedures be implemented with effect from 1 January 2008 in 
order to enable the necessary guidance and training to be 
provided to staff on the operation of the new procedures in the 
meantime; 

 
(c) That it be agreed in respect of the proper officer functions and 

other delegated powers and functions allocated to the Chief 
Executive and County Solicitor, that the following officers be 
authorised to act:- 

 
 
 
 



 
 

 County Solicitor (in own right and on behalf of Chief Executive) 
 Assistant Chief Executive (Community Planning) 
 Head of Democratic Services and Administration 
 Head of Legal Services 
 Head of Partnerships and Diversity 
 Head of Public Relations 
 Head of Youth Justice and Safer Communities.” 
 
 Motion 2 – Procedural Motion 
 
 Revision of Standing Orders 
 
It was moved by Mr Parsons and seconded by Mr Rushton:- 
 

“That, in accordance with Standing Order 37, the County Council is 
recommended to approve the changes to Standing Orders (the 
Meeting Procedure Rules) as set out in Appendix 1 to the joint report 
of the Corporate Governance and Constitution Committees.” 

 
(The Council noted that under Standing Order 37 this procedural 
motion having been moved and seconded now stood adjourned until 
the next ordinary meeting of the Council.) 

 

122. NOTICE OF MOTION: 

(A) WASTE MANAGEMENT - DR O'CALLAGHAN   

 
It was moved by Dr O’Callaghan and seconded by Mr Max Hunt:- 
 

“That, with regard to the procurement of long term waste management 
treatment facilities, this Council:-  

 
(a) notes that the Cabinet has selected the option of Energy from 

Waste (Incineration) as the preferred option for dealing with 
waste which is not composted or recycled; 

 
(b) notes the County Environment Scrutiny Committee’s concern at 

a Procurement Process based on what is felt to be insufficient 
supporting information; 

(c) welcomes the establishment of a Scrutiny Review Panel to 
consider all the options and proposals for the procurement of 
long term waste management facilities; 

 
(d) believes that there should be ongoing engagement of all 

County Councillors in this debate; and 
 
 
 
 



 
(e) also calls for a wide public consultation and debate on all 

options informed by the best available science before any 
further commitment is made for the procurement of energy from 
waste.” 

 
An amendment was moved by Mr Page and seconded by Mr Rushton:- 
 
‘That the motion be amended to read as follows:- 
 
“That the County Council: 
 

(a) believes that the procurement process agreed by the Cabinet, 
in line with a timetable specified by the Government, should 
proceed since any delay would increase the risk of not meeting 
the Government’s Landfill Directive targets and the likelihood of 
multi-million pound fines to be paid for by Leicestershire 
residents; 
 

(b) notes that:  
 
(i) it will not be possible to meet the Landfill Directive 

targets through increased recycling and composting 
alone; 
 

(ii) an independent option appraisal of different technologies 
has been undertaken by external consultants based on 
technical, financial and environmental/social criteria; 
 

(iii) the Cabinet’s decision is to recognise Energy from 
Waste, with potential for combined heat and power, as 
the preferred option at this stage but that the eventual 
choice of technology will be subject to market proposals 
that will best deliver required output targets and meet 
affordability criteria; 
 

(c) accordingly, will consult on a more informed basis when more 
detailed proposals are known; 

 
(d) welcomes the establishment of a Scrutiny Review Panel but, 

although its terms of reference have yet to be approved, 
encourages the Panel not to restrict the consideration of any 
option; and  

 
(e) thanks the Leicester Mercury for the responsible way in which it 

has commented on the long-term treatment of waste in the 
County.” ’ 

 
On the amendment being put and before the vote was taken, five members 
rose asking that the vote be recorded.  The vote was recorded as follows: 
 
 
 



 
For the Amendment 
 
Mrs Camamile, Mr Coxon, Mrs Dickinson, Dr Feltham, Mr Fraser, Mr Garner, 
Mr Harley, Mr Hart, Mr Houseman, Mr Jennings, Mr Kershaw, Mr Lewis, Mr 
Liquorish, Mr Moore, Mr Natzel, Mr Orson, Mr Osborne, Mr Ould, Mr Page, 
Mrs R Page, Mr Parsons, Mrs Pendleton, Prof Preston, Mr Rhodes, Mr 
Roffey, Mr Rushton, Mr Shepherd, Mrs Sherwin, Mr Snartt, Mr Sprason, Mr 
White. 
 
Against the Amendment 
 
Mr Bailey, Mr Bill, Mr Boulter, Mr Bown, Mr Brown, Mr Charlesworth, Mr 
Galton, Mr Gamble, Mr Griffiths, Dr Hill, Mr Hunt, Mr Jones, Mr Legrys, Dr 
O’Callaghan, Mr Sheahan, Mr Stanley, Mr Wilson, Mr Wright. 
 
The amendment was carried, 31 members voting for the amendment and 18 
against. 
 
The substantive motion was put and carried. 
 
 
 
 
 
2.30 p.m. – 6.22 p.m. CHAIRMAN 
26.9.07 
 


