
CABINET – 11TH NOVEMBER 2003 
 

EXTRACT FROM THE DRAFT MINUTES OF THE 
SCRUTINY COMMISSION – 5 NOVEMBER 2003 

 
COMMUNITY SAFETY BEST VALUE REVIEW 

COMMUNITY SAFETY PLAN 
 

 
The Commission considered two reports of the Chief Executive concerning 
the outcome of the Best Value Review of Community Safety and the 
Community Safety Plan.  Copies of the reports marked ‘F’ and ‘G’ is filed with 
these minutes. 
 
The Chairman welcomed Mr. J.B. Rhodes the Cabinet Lead Member for 
Community Safety, who had kindly agreed to attend the meeting to assist the 
Commission in its deliberations. 
 
The Cabinet Lead Member in introducing the two reports referred to the 
findings of various surveys that indicated that Leicestershire people had 
identified feeling safe at home and safe within their local communities as a 
key priority.  The Medium Term Corporate Strategy had attached a high 
priority to partnership working to reduce the fear of crime in local communities 
and the Community Safety Plan provided the strategy through which the 
Authority would seek to address this issue. 
 
In reply to questions and comments the Cabinet Lead Member advised that 
the: 
 
• delay in completing the Best Value Review was in part due to the overly 

ambitious nature of the review and the need to ensure all the partners 
were fully involved in the process; 

 
• introduction of Community Service Officers to work alongside the Police 

had been successful in trials.  The Home Office funding for these posts 
would cease in approximately 2 years’ time.  The position of the County 
Council was that, given its own financial difficulties, it would not be able 
to assist the Police in the on-going funding of these posts.  It was likely 
that the cost of introducing a sufficiently large number of Community 
Service Officers to have a major impact would have to be borne by the 
Council tax payer; 

 
• 2003/04 budget had included revenue growth of £250,000 and £100,000 

capital. A report would be submitted to a future meeting of the 
Commission on how this growth had been utilised; 

 
• composition of the proposed Community Safety Board and the level of 

representation from the Crime and Disorder Reduction Partnerships 
(CDRPs). He assured the Commission that the Board was intended to 
add value to the work of CDRPs by bringing together the criminal justice 
and crime and disorder agendas and priorities so that common concerns 
could be tackled more effectively. 



 
It was moved by Mr. Rushton and seconded by Mr. Jennings: 
 
“That the Cabinet be advised that the Commission: 
 

‘a) endorses the findings of the Community Safety Best Value Review 
and notes the actions taken and those currently on-going in response 
to the Review; 

 
 b) supports the approval of the Community Safety Plan.’ ” 

 
An amendment was moved by Mr. Jones and seconded by Mr Brown: 
 
“That the following be added at the end of the motion: 
 

‘(c) believes that the structures to be put in place must facilitate genuine 
partnership working across the County and with the District based 
Crime and Disorder Reduction Partnerships; 

 
(d) believes that the membership of the Leicester, Leicestershire and 

Rutland Community Safety Board should include a directly appointed 
representative from each District Crime and Disorder Reduction 
Partnerships.’ ” 

 
The amendment was put and not carried 5 members voting for the 
amendment and 8 against. 
 
An amendment was moved by Mr. Osborne and seconded:- 
 
“That the following be added at the end of the motion: 
 

‘(c)  believes that the structures to be put in place must facilitate genuine 
partnership working across the County and with the District based 
Crime and Disorder Reduction Partnerships.’ ” 

 
The mover of the motion with the concurrence of his seconder and consent of 
the Commission accepted the amendment. 
 
The motion as amended was put and carried 8 members voting for and none 
against. 
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