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MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
 
held at the Council House, Old Market Square  
 
on 11 September 2017 from 2.00 pm - 5.42 pm 
 
ATTENDANCES:  
 

 Councillor Michael Edwards (Lord Mayor) 
 

 Councillor Liaqat Ali   Councillor Neghat Nawaz Khan 
 Councillor Jim Armstrong  Councillor Ginny Klein 
 Councillor Cat Arnold  Councillor Dave Liversidge 
 Councillor Leslie Ayoola  Councillor Sally Longford  
 Councillor Ilyas Aziz  Councillor Carole McCulloch 
 Councillor Steve Battlemuch  Councillor Nick McDonald 
 Councillor Merlita Bryan  Councillor David Mellen 
 Councillor Eunice Campbell  Councillor Jackie Morris 
 Councillor Graham Chapman  Councillor Toby Neal 
 Councillor Azad Choudhry  Councillor Brian Parbutt 
 Councillor Jon Collins  Councillor Anne Peach 
 Councillor Josh Cook  Councillor Sarah Piper 
 Councillor Georgina Culley  Councillor Andrew Rule 
 Councillor Pat Ferguson  Councillor Mohammed Saghir 
 Councillor Brian Grocock  Councillor David Smith 
 Councillor Chris Gibson  Councillor Wendy Smith 
 Councillor John Hartshorne  Councillor Chris Tansley 
 Councillor Rosemary Healy  Councillor Dave Trimble 
 Councillor Nicola Heaton  Councillor Jane Urquhart 
 Councillor Mohammed Ibrahim  Councillor Marcia Watson 
 Councillor Patience Uloma Ifediora  Councillor Sam Webster 
 Councillor Corall Jenkins  Councillor Adele Williams 
 Councillor Glyn Jenkins  Councillor Malcolm Wood 
 Councillor Sue Johnson  Councillor Linda Woodings 
 Councillor Carole-Ann Jones  Councillor Steve Young 
 Councillor Gul Nawaz Khan   

 
   Indicates present at meeting  
 
28  APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 

 
Councillor Steve Battlemuch – personal reasons 
Councillor Merlita Bryan – personal reasons 
Councillor Azad Choudhry – leave 
Councillor Jon Collins – other Council business 
Councillor Sue Johnson – unwell  
Councillor Carole Jones – leave 
Councillor Chris Tansley – personal reasons 
Councillor Marcia Watson – leave 
Councillor Sam Webster – other Council business 
Councillor Steve Young – personal reasons 
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29  DECLARATIONS OF INTERESTS 
 

None. 
 
30  QUESTIONS FROM CITIZENS 

 
Displaced Parking from Wollaton Hall  
 
Mr C S asked the following question of the Portfolio Holder for Neighbourhood 
Services and Local Transport: 
 
Could the Portfolio Holder comment on residents’ views that increasing the parking 
charges at Wollaton Park has created displaced parking on residential streets in 
Wollaton which they believe has led to health and safety issues, particularly with 
emergency service vehicles accessing properties where there are parked cars on 
both sides of the road. Do you agree that it should not be acceptable to prioritise 
generating income at the expense of increasing public health and safety risks on 
some roads and pavements in Nottingham City? 
 
Councillor Longford replied as follows: 
 
Thank you, Lord Mayor. Thank you for the question regarding parking on residential 
streets around Wollaton Park. 
 
Parking charges at Wollaton Park have been in place for many years and, whilst we 
acknowledge that the charges have recently increased, it is the first increase in over 
six years. Prices have risen by £1.00, to £3.00 for up to 3 hours and £5.00 for the 
day. Season tickets are available for regular visitors, at £60. The income generated is 
vital during these times of harsh government cuts to Council budgets, to support the 
upkeep and improvement of Wollaton and other parks. 
 
It is very unusual these days, to be able to visit a major attraction such as Wollaton 
Hall and Deer Park without some charge. A quick trawl through other attractions 
nearby shows that parking charges are set at a reasonable level. Entrance   to 
Kedleston Hall grounds for example is £5.90 per person, plus Clumber Park is £5.25 
for a family ticket, and our own Newstead Abbey is £6.00 per car.  
 
It is very difficult to establish if parking on nearby streets is purely displaced parking 
due to increase in fees or simply a result of higher visitor numbers to this extremely 
popular park. I’ve lived nearby for most of my life, and I know that parking in the 
streets is a perennial problem.  
  
The Council takes its health and safety responsibilities very seriously and, in order to 
help reduce the impact of displaced parking, the Council has for many years put in 
place traffic orders for all major events and at weekends when we know it is likely to 
be busy. With the support of local Councillors, the Traffic Management section of 
Nottingham City Council has been exploring ways to address parking issues in the 
streets around Wollaton Park for some time. For many years, residents have raised 
concerns about on-street parking increasing at certain times, such as weekends, 
bank holidays, event days, and at key times of the day, when visitors arrive to walk 
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dogs. I know that my colleague, Councillor Battlemuch, has been working hard to 
resolve these concerns since elected. 
 
Prior to the increase in charges, Council officers were already working with local 
Councillors in order to consult residents on the introduction of a residents’ parking 
scheme, which would prevent Wollaton Park visitors from parking on nearby streets. 
Unfortunately, some residents did not believe that parking restrictions were 
necessary and have resisted these proposals. The scheme could have been in place 
some time ago, but the dispute over the necessity of the scheme has led to a 
prolonged period of dialogue between residents and the City Council in order to find a 
solution acceptable to the majority of nearby residents. As a compromise, officers are 
now looking to consult on a “seasonal” scheme, which would implement restrictions 
between March and October when there is most activity at the park. We hope the 
scheme will be in place before next summer. This would stop any displaced parking 
and reduce any health and safety concerns for local residents. In the meantime, we 
are mindful that the busy summer period is now coming to an end, and there will be 
some reduction in parking from visitors as we go into the winter months. However, we 
will continue to work with the Police and the Council’s enforcement teams to ensure 
that any inappropriately parked cars are removed or ticketed as needed. 
 
31  PETITIONS FROM COUNCILLORS ON BEHALF OF CITIZENS 

 
Councillor Gul Khan presented a petition on behalf of 12 signatories asking for the 
Council to refuse permission to the owner of a property on Sneinton Dale to have 
access to Durham Avenue from the rear/side of the property, and that the owner 
close off the opening made in the boundary. 
 
32  TO CONFIRM THE MINUTES OF THE LAST MEETING OF COUNCIL HELD 

ON 10 JULY 2017 
 

The minutes of the meeting held on 10 July 2017 were confirmed as a correct record 
and signed by the Chair. 
 
33  TO RECEIVE OFFICIAL COMMUNICATIONS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS 

FROM THE LEADER OF THE COUNCIL AND/OR THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE 
 

The Deputy Chief Executive/Corporate Director for Development and Growth 
reported the following: 
 
Motion on Adult Social Care 
 
At its meeting in March 2017 Council agreed a motion in the name of Councillor Alex 
Norris regarding Adult Social Care. A response to the motion has been received from 
the Department for Communities and Local Government which states “At the Budget 
earlier this year, the Government announced an additional £2 billion of funding for 
local authorities to help reduce short-term pressures and improve the stability of the 
social care system. £1 billion of this funding has been provided this year, ensuring 
that councils can start to fund more care packages immediately. 
 
The Government recognises that this is not a long-term solution and we know that 
further reform is necessary to ensure that social care is sustainable. That is why the 
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Government has committed to working with partners and bringing forward proposals 
for consultation.” 
 
Motion on bedroom tax 
 
In July, this Council called on the government to repeal the spare room subsidy and 
wrote to the government and local MPs for their support. We are still awaiting a reply. 
 
Nottinghamshire County Cricket Club 
 
I would like to offer our congratulations to Nottinghamshire County Cricket Club who 
at the weekend secured a one-day trophy double this season. They beat the 
Birmingham Bears at Edgbaston on Saturday to win the Natwest T20 Blast and also 
won the Royal London One Day Cup in July after defeating Surrey at Lords. They are 
also top of Division 2 of the County Championship and look like firm favourites to win 
this which would top off an incredible season.   
 
Councillor Alan Clark 
 
It is with great sadness that I inform Council that Councillor Alan Clark passed away 
on 26 July. Councillor Clark was elected as a Labour Councillor in 1988 representing 
the Byron Ward until 2003, and the Bulwell Forest Ward from 2003, and held a 
number of senior positions during his 29 years of service to Nottingham City Council 
including the role as Portfolio Holder for Energy and Sustainability since 2011. He 
took a leading role in making Nottingham one of the UK's greenest cities, including 
developing the Nottingham Declaration on Climate Change, fitting thousands of 
homes with solar panels and connecting thousands of homes and businesses to the 
district heating system, as well as setting up Robin Hood Energy, the UK's first 
council-owned  energy company. 
 
Councillors’ Brian Parbutt, Georgina Culley and Eunice Campbell spoke in tribute to 
Councillor Alan Clark and a minutes’ silence was held. 
 
Former Councillor Dick Benson 
 
It is also with sadness that I inform Council that former Councillor Dick Benson 
passed away on 25 August. He was elected as a Conservative councillor to represent 
the Wollaton West ward on 3 May 2007 and represented the ward until May 2011. 
His funeral will be held on 22 September. 
 
Councillors’ Georgina Culley and Brian Parbutt spoke in tribute to Dick Benson and a 
minutes’ silence was held. 
 
34  QUESTIONS FROM COUNCILLORS - TO THE CITY COUNCIL'S LEAD 

COUNCILLOR ON THE NOTTINGHAMSHIRE AND CITY OF NOTTINGHAM 
FIRE AND RESCUE AUTHORITY 

 
None. 
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35  QUESTIONS FROM COUNCILLORS - TO A MEMBER OF EXECUTIVE 
BOARD, THE CHAIR OF A COMMITTEE AND THE CHAIR OF ANY OTHER 
CITY COUNCIL BODY 

 
Citizen questions to Council 
 
Councillor Culley asked the following question of the Leader: 
 
How many questions from citizens have been rejected by the Council in the past 12 
months and what were the reasons given for those questions being rejected? How 
many citizens’ questions were subsequently never asked of the relevant Executive 
Council members? 
 
In the absence of Councillor Collins’, Councillor Chapman replied as follows: 
 
Can I thank Councillor Culley for the question. Since September 2016, 11 citizen 
questions have been received. 5 of these were general queries rather than specific 
questions for the Council and were therefore forwarded to the relevant department for 
response. 3 were answered orally at meetings, and 3 received written responses 
from the relevant Portfolio Holders due to the complex nature of the questions. 
 
Now, you may ask, why were the ones which were rejected actually rejected? They 
were refused either on the basis that they were outside the Council’s remit, or they 
were an issue specific to the citizen and it wouldn’t be appropriate to discuss these in 
a public domain. Those are the particular reasons.  
 
I would also add, that in accordance with Standing Order 3(a), it is the Lord Mayor’s 
discretion, in case you may have thought it was the Leader’s discretion, on whether 
questions are answered or not. 
 
Robin Hood Energy Funding  
 
Councillor Rule asked the following question of the Deputy Leader: 
 
Could the Deputy Leader comment on the pressure that Robin Hood Energy’s 
funding requirements have placed on the City Councils budget? 
 
Councillor Chapman replied as follows: 
 
This is a very delicate issue because, as you will appreciate, it has to do with 
commercial confidentiality. So the answer you’re going to get is probably quite 
restricted, and I’ve had to take legal advice on this. The answer is that the City 
Council has provided financial support to Robin Hood Energy based on a commercial 
basis, at an interest rate which is financially beneficial to the City Council and also 
complies with State Aid. This support has been subject to both due diligence 
undertaken on the Company and the provision of monthly management reporting to 
the City Council. 
 
However, the City Council will be reviewing, as it does in all circumstances, the 
overall financing of the company to ensure optimum financial structure is in place to 
suit both the company, and the City Council. 
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First choice school places 
 
Councillor Culley asked the following question of the Portfolio Holder for Business, 
Education and Skills: 
 
Can the Portfolio Holder please tell us how many children in Nottingham have been 
unable to attain their parents first choice of nursery place, primary school place or 
secondary school place in this current academic year? 
 
In the absence of Councillor Webster, Councillor Mellen replied as follows: 
 
Thank you Lord Mayor, and I thank Councillor Culley for her question. I am pleased 
that she’s asked this question, and given me the opportunity to share with Council the 
good news that this September there has been a substantial increase in the 
proportion of Nottingham children who will be starting their education at their parents 
or carers first choice of city primary school. Thanks to the very successful primary 
school expansion programme that the Council has run, adding an additional 4,000 
places at a cost of £40 million, 3,345 children out of 3,768 applications made will be 
attending their parents’ first choice school. So just 323 children did not get their first 
choice school, and all of those children either got their second or third choice, or were 
offered another place. No child is without a primary school place this September.  
 
Whilst it’s the case nationally that there was also an increase in children entering 
their parents first choice school, Nottingham’s proportion of first choices increased 
significantly by 2.3%, compared to a national rise of 1.6%. As Councillor Culley is no 
doubt aware from experience in her own ward however, we do face continuing 
pressure for primary school places in certain parts of the city. As more families are 
choosing to live in the city we have proactively responded by seeking to expand our 
good and outstanding schools, including both Fernwood and Middleton primaries in 
Wollaton West. And alongside the growing popularity of Nottingham as a city to raise 
families, I’m delighted to report that Nottingham now has the highest proportion of 
Ofsted rated “Outstanding” schools in the whole East Midlands region. We are 
therefore continuing to add places in good and outstanding schools where they are 
needed in order to continue our success in ensuring first choice places are offered to 
children and their families. 
 
I think it is important to realise that at primary level the City Council has managed the 
successful programme without the establishment of a single primary Free School in 
the city – which is of course the governments preferred solution for adding school 
places. There have been two attempts to establish primary Free Schools in the city 
but, in both cases, having seen the expenditure of significant amounts of public 
money and wasted significant amounts of our Council Officers’ time in supporting the 
process, both schools have failed to open. And when it comes to considering the 
situation in terms of secondary places I am concerned that this flawed and failing 
government policy may also be a significant barrier. 
 
So to answer the next part of Councillor Culley’s question, in terms of first choice 
secondary school places being offered, the good news is that we saw an actual 
increase of 58 children being offered their parent or carers first choice of secondary 
school. So 2,579 children in 2017 compared with 2,521 in 2016. That does leave 720 
children without their first choice place, however, as in primary schools, all of those 
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children were offered a place either at their second or third choice, or other schools 
within the city. Again, mirroring the national situation, this does represent a decrease 
in the actual proportion of first choices offered compared to applications made, 
because there are more young people of that age. Inevitably given the increase in the 
number of primary school age pupils moving through the system we know that the 
pressure will now, and in the coming years, be felt in the secondary age group. 
 
As Councillor Culley will no doubt be aware, local authorities retain the duty to ensure 
that there are sufficient school places for all school age children living in the authority 
area. However, she must also be aware that the government persists in shackling 
local authorities, of any shade of political control, in efficiently and effectively 
discharging this duty by refusing the power for them to open new schools. 
Colleagues in fact in other Tory authorities around the country such as Hampshire, 
West Sussex and Hertfordshire have actively lobbied their own government to try and 
reverse this damaging situation.  
 
We can see that the demand for secondary school places in the city is clearly 
growing, but the government has provided us with neither the power nor the direct 
financial resources to manage the situation in the best interests of Nottingham’s 
young people and families. This should be a concern for all members of Council, 
regardless of political affiliation. 
 
And so to answer the third part of the question. In terms of admission to nursery 
school places, this is not a function that the Council directly manages, as parents and 
carers make their applications directly to their preferred schools. So I am therefore 
unable to answer that part of the question. What I am very proud to be able to report 
though, is that although the Council doesn’t have that power, we have funded the 
opening of a new nursery at Fernwood Primary school, which now means that every 
primary school in the city does have a nursery or Foundation stage unit attached to it. 
This demonstrates our continuing commitment to ensuring that all children and 
families living in the city have access to local, high quality pre-school learning, and 
providing the best possible start to all children’s lifelong learning experience. 
 
Impact of Universal Credit 
 
Councillor Gul Khan asked the following question of the Deputy Leader: 
 
Does the Deputy Leader agree with the Child Poverty Action Group that the 
implementation of Universal Credit puts low income families at risk? 
 
Councillor Chapman replied as follows: 
 
Can I thank Councillor Khan for his question. The Child Poverty Action Group report, 
called “The Cost of a Child 2017” finds that the freeze on benefits first implemented in 
2016 has started to “significantly erode parents’ ability to make ends meet”. The 
report identifies four welfare reforms that have squeezed low income families: the 
benefits freeze, the loss of the family element of Child Tax Credits and the Universal 
Credit equivalent, the two child limit on Tax Credit and the Universal Credit 
entitlements, and the overall household benefit cap. Those are the four areas.  
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The report predicts that if the benefits freeze were maintained for the next 5 years, 
currently as it applies only up to 2019, shortfalls in the extent to which benefits meet 
families costs grow steadily. For example, when not working, a couple with 3 children 
ages 10, 12 and 14, would be £325.00 per week short of what they need to meet 
overall family costs by 2022. A lone parent with 3 children the same ages would be 
£241.00 short. Many of these are Nottingham citizens, and we must remember that. 
And soon, there will be the rollout of Universal Credit in Nottingham, it is happening 
for singles and couples with up to 2 children only, and this will take place from June 
2018. 
 
This will create 2 major problems. Firstly, payment delay. One of the issues with 
Universal Credit is that there are built in delays which means that typically, it is 6 
weeks before a claimant receives any money, assuming there are no additional 
delays to the claim. People have to have a 7 day waiting period before entitlement is 
awarded, therefore no backdated element, and for this period there is no award of 
Universal Credit or housing costs. This is for a group of people for whom a survey of 
2,000 people by Legal and General found that they had not enough savings to last 
them 32 days if their income stopped. The study also found that 26% of respondents 
would see their savings disappear within a week or less, and 23% said they had no 
savings at all. So what we’re doing is pushing a whole group of new people, and 
many of our own citizens in Nottingham, into debt. And we already have evidence of 
what is happening from elsewhere where Universal Credit has been rolled out. For 
example, in July, Citizens Advice asked the government to pause the full rollout of 
Universal Credit, as their research indicated that people were being left facing 
financial difficulties in areas where it had already been rolled out. A survey of 800 
people who sought help with Universal Credit revealed: 
- over 1/3 are waiting more than 6 weeks to receive their first payment, and these 

are people who, I repeat, have no savings or very few savings, and some of 
whom are already in debt; 

- just over 1 in 10, 11%, are waiting over 10 weeks for the benefit; and 
- 3/5 are having to borrow money whilst they wait for the first payment. And where 

do you borrow money from if you’re poor? You borrow it from people who are 
charging extortionate interest rates, and so the spiral just continues. 

This is already happening to a group in Nottingham – the single and newly 
unemployed, who are increasingly in debt in this city.  
 
The second impact of Universal Credit that I want to highlight is a direct payment of 
housing benefit. The second cause for concern. This is bonkers. Only a Conservative 
government, out of touch, could think that this was a good idea. That is paying 
housing benefit directly into someone’s account. Housing benefit will be paid directly, 
not to everybody in the household, only to the head of the household, and that again 
is significant. First, you cannot guarantee that the individual will be responsible on 
behalf of the rest of the family. You cannot guarantee that. And even if they are 
responsible, if finances are stretched, then rent is likely to take a back seat to food, 
gas and electricity, all of which can be cut off immediately, when rent cannot be. 
Again, we have evidence from elsewhere of the likely impact. Since it has been 
introduced in Newcastle, the council rent collection rate has dropped from 97% to 
81%. This not only means an accumulation of personal debt, it also destabilises the 
rest of the housing investment account. Not only are councils and Housing 
Associations up in arms about this, so are private landlords, who will increasingly pull 
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out of the market, reducing the supply of housing to low income families. You couldn’t 
make this up. The damage done in one fell swoop through crass incompetence.  
 
It is a total failure to understand the people you are governing and their way of life, 
and I’m afraid it is the current Conservative Party all over. And what it will result in, is 
increased personal debt in a group of low income people who are already up to their 
necks in debt. There will be increased poverty in a nation where poverty, and in 
particular child poverty, is increasing. And there will be increased homelessness, 
which is already rising to the levels it reached the last time the Conservatives were in 
control in the 1990s.  
 
But I’ll leave you with this final irony. We are living in a society in which the people 
paying the most for the 2007 crash are those who were furthest away from 
responsibility for the crash – the poor and their children. Meanwhile, those closest to 
responsibility for the crash – Hedge Fund Operators, many in the banking industry – 
are those most benefitting via huge sums released into the bond market through 
quantitative easing. Many of the former live in Nottingham. Not many of the latter do. 
This policy should be paused. It is already proving disastrous, it is ineffective, it is bad 
policy. I think if a policy is bad, the government should have the courage to reverse, 
after all, they’re reversing virtually everything else they promised, this one should be 
added to the list. Thank you. 
 
Fines for rogue landlords 
 
Councillor Williams asked the Portfolio Holder for Community and Customer Services 
the following question: 
 
Can the Portfolio Holder for Community and Customer Services explain how the new 
fines introduced by Nottingham City Council will help clamp down on rogue landlords 
and improve the quality of rented accommodation in the City? 
 
Councillor Neal replied as follows: 
 
Thank you Lord Mayor, and thank you Councillor Williams for your question, as it 
gives me an opportunity to outline some significant changes to a historically 
underrated market, which has a previously tricky enforcement process. The newly 
introduced Housing and Planning Act 2016 empowers the local authority to tackle 
rogue landlords with the ability to impose financial penalties on those landlords who 
have failed to comply with requirements under the Housing Act 2004. The power to 
impose a civil penalty is an alternative to prosecution. Fines can be imposed when a 
landlord has failed to licence a house in multiple occupation, a HMO - or other 
privately rented house if the Secretary of State confirms the Council’s proposals to 
introduce selective licensing, failed to comply with an improvement notice, breached 
the HMO management regulations or failed to comply with an overcrowding notice. 
The most serious offences and those landlords and letting agents with a history of 
non-compliance will be considered for prosecution. 
 
A fine of up to £30,000 per offence can be imposed, with an upper limit of £100,000. 
This presents a greater shift from fines historically received at a magistrate’s court. 
The level of fines are viewed as a deterrent for landlords and letting agents. The 
financial implications imposed as a result of these offences will tackle rogue landlords 
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by driving them out of the private rented sector and making poor sub-standard 
housing an un-profitable exercise for them. For landlords, it will be more financially 
viable to ensure housing standards are met and required HMO licences are in place 
rather than risking receiving a financial penalty of up to £30,000 per offence. This will 
inevitably have a positive effect on the standard of accommodation available for the 
citizens of Nottingham. 
 
Importantly, councils will retain the money through penalties to reinvest in the service, 
rather than it being paid off to the Treasury. All licensing schemes are designed to 
proactively ensure that private rented accommodation, regardless of its format or 
customer group, meets a minimum standard that helps tenants live in a safe, healthy 
and properly managed home and helps prevent or rapidly resolve any negative 
impact poorly managed homes can have on the neighbourhood and wider 
community. 
 
These civil penalties therefore, will lend weight to the need for compliance with 
licensing schemes, and they will aid the council in achieving the aims of a better 
quality private rented sector and also reducing the need for enforcement, and 
potentially making savings on officer time. 
 
New Nottingham Homes 
 
Councillor Ali asked the following question of the Portfolio Holder for Planning, 
Housing and Heritage: 
 
Can the Portfolio Holder for Planning, Housing and Heritage explain how the Council 
is using brownfield sites to help reach its target of building 2,500 new homes that 
Nottingham people can rent or buy? 
 
Councillor Urquhart replied as follows: 
 
Thank you Lord Mayor, and can I thank Councillor Ali for his question. This council is 
determined to build homes in our city that our residents can afford to rent or buy. 
We've been both building homes ourselves, through Nottingham City Homes, 
transforming previously unloved spaces, and we are actively working with developers 
to bring forward even the most tricky sites for development. Unlike some of our more 
leafy neighbours, Nottingham city doesn't have simple sites that are straightforward 
to develop. Ours is a densely packed city with previously used land, so the challenge 
is significant. The government have talked a lot about housing, and the need to 
deliver more housing, and have often sought to blame local councils and planning 
systems for lack of delivery. In Nottingham we have acted. We are delivering, and we 
have made sure that in our city, under a Labour council, homes are being built. 
 
This Council uses our current planning policy to negotiate affordable homes on all 
sites, including where they are built on brownfield land. And this is either provided on 
site or as a contribution to delivering social housing elsewhere in the city. Pre-
application discussions encourage the development of brownfield land for housing 
and our advice to developers reflects the city’s need for family and affordable homes. 
Planning Committee decisions seek to ensure high quality schemes are designed 
and built. 
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This Council was a national pilot authority for preparing a Brownfield Land Register 
and is working towards having that final register up and running by the end of 2017. 
The aim of this is to identify the brownfield land across the city that is available for 
housing development. We will then look at the further proposal of a Permission in 
Principle power as way to seek to expedite housing development that we want to see 
happen on brownfield sites. Although I must say, we already have a high level of 
existing planning permissions that we have granted in the city for housing 
development where private developers have not yet taken up the opportunity for 
development, in contrast to our own proactive use of our own land to ensure the 
delivery of new homes, including new affordable homes for Nottingham people.  
 
The route taken in order to assure the delivery of housing varies from site to site to 
maximise the potential for housing growth and to capture inward investment – 
sometimes by direct development of homes and at others through agreements with 
development partners. And of course, a significant contribution to this is in our 
building of council homes. Throughout the City, Nottingham City Homes, is managing 
the delivery of new Council housing on brownfield sites. Some of those are sites that 
have previously been poor quality housing that has been decommissioned and 
demolished, and some has been on other difficult sites including garage sites. We 
are at close to completion in Lenton, the Meadows, Cranwell, and at the Hazel Hill 
site in Bestwood, amongst others. We have also re-used surplus school sites such as 
the former Morley School on the Wells Road for the development of a development of 
bungalows, very much welcomed in that area. A range of high quality homes have 
also been completed on former garage sites owned by the Council throughout the 
city, and we will continue to look for more opportunities of this kind.  
 
In a number of places, we are not only using our own brownfield land, but we have 
also been purchasing privately owned brownfield sites that have stood empty or 
derelict for a number of years in order to make our developments more coherent. 
Examples of this being in the former Harvester Pub site in Top Valley and the site of 
the former Clifton Miners Welfare, in the Meadows. Nottingham City Homes are also 
in the process of purchasing and developing the former Meadows Police Station as 
part of their subsidiary to provide new market rented homes for Nottingham people. 
 
In addition to these examples of the direct development of Council owned land, the 
Council is working with a range of partners to facilitate wider delivery of housing. The 
Stonebridge regeneration has recently completed its final new build phase and has 
seen the successful delivery of private homes sold at affordable prices on previously 
brownfield land. Keepmoat have recently started on site developing Arkwright Walk in 
the Meadows, a scheme that will again see new, affordably priced private housing. 
This scheme is being developed along the historic route, which as a result of this 
development has recently been re-opened as a key pedestrian link between the City 
Centre and West Bridgford. With many of these interventions, the developments will 
not only lead to new affordable housing that Nottingham people can afford to rent or 
buy, but will also facilitate regeneration of areas into better places where people will 
want to come and live and to work.  
 
Where appropriate, we have also sold surplus brownfield sites on the open market 
enabling commercial development of new housing. This is currently in progress on 
sites including the Sandfield Centre, the former Springwood Day Centre and the 
former Bestwood Day Centre.  
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So in Nottingham, we are proactive, we welcome and enable development in a city to 
increase the amount of housing we have. We know that housing is desperately 
needed, both social rented and private rented and for sale, and we will continue to 
work to achieve an increase of supply, in challenging locations and with challenging 
economics, because it's the right thing to do for our city and our people. We will 
achieve our manifesto pledge to build 2,500 homes that Nottingham people can 
afford to rent or buy, because in Nottingham, we are determined, and we know that 
housing is a priority that requires concentrated action, not only empty rhetoric. 
 
Council tax for student households 
 
Councillor Piper asked the following question of the Deputy Leader: 
 
Could the Deputy Leader please inform Council about the financial shortfalls suffered 
by the council from the Council Tax exemption for houses occupied totally by 
students before 2010? Could he also inform Council about the impact this will have 
between 2010 and 2020 as further central government support continues to decline? 
 
Councillor Chapman replied as follows: 
 
I particularly welcome this question. I knew there was an anomaly that we had to face 
over student funding in this city, but even I was shocked by the figures that I’ve now 
got. Under a Labour government the student element of grant was compensated for 
by what was called the Resource Equalisation Model. This lasted until 2013/14. From 
2016/17, £5,000,000 was locked in on our settlement compensation. However this is 
no way compensation for what we’ve lost. We can infer from the settlement, and the 
Council tax data, that although we had £5,078,000, the loss to the Council was 
£15,900,000, that’s almost £16,000,000 of income from student households. That is a 
net shortfall per annum of almost £11,000,000. £10,836,000. That is what we are 
having to face. We’re getting £5,000,000, but it’s costing us £16,000,000, so there’s 
£11,000,000 deficit, per annum. If you add it up, the accumulative shortfall between 
2010/11 and 2016/17 is £52,700,000, that is how much we’re losing as a result of the 
government not compensating us for student income. 
 
What is more, Nottingham has the highest number of student households of any of 
the core cities, as a proportion. We’ve got 3 times as many as Birmingham, twice as 
many as Liverpool. 8.6% of Nottingham households claim student exemption. In 
Birmingham it is less than 3% and in Liverpool for example its 4.5%. We have the 
highest of any of the core cities. Indeed we have the second highest proportion in the 
country, after Oxford.  
 
Student exemption and the shortfall in funding creates a great impact on the 
Council’s ability to provide services than almost any other authority. So by not 
compensating us as it should do, as the government claims to, we are losing in this 
city probably more than any other authority in the country with the possible exception 
of Oxford. Not only that, the situation will continue to get worse as the settlement 
funding continues to fall. Because that £5,000,000 will be frozen, so as our 
percentage goes down, the impact of that £5,000,000 will go down proportionally. So 
it is going to get worse and the gap will get bigger.  
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So in short, not only is this Council losing money on transitional grants, which a lot of 
Tory authorities are getting, and there’s a very strong chance the government will 
announce more transitional grants for more Conservative authorities shortly. Not only 
are we losing as a result of deprivation factors in the grant settlement being taken 
out, not only are we being undercompensated for business rates discretion which we 
are urged to take 100% business rates discretion; but we’re not getting that money 
back totally, but we are paying massively for the success of our universities in 
attracting students. Students are a good thing for our economy, but we need to be 
compensated. Labour compensated us, the Tories are not doing. Again, another way 
in which the Tories are discriminating against this city. Thank you. 
 
36  OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY ANNUAL REPORT 2016/17 

 
The Chair of the Overview and Scrutiny Committee, submitted a report on the 
Overview and Scrutiny Annual Report 2016/17, as set out on pages 25 to 36 of the 
agenda. 
 
RESOLVED to accept the Overview and Scrutiny Annual Report for 2016/17. 
 
Councillors Jim Armstrong, Georgina Culley and Andrew Rule requested that 
their vote against the above decision was recorded. 
 
37  NOTTINGHAM CITY COUNCIL RESPONSE TO THE LGBCE 

CONSULTATION ON WARDING PATTERNS IN THE CITY OF 
NOTTINGHAM 

 
In the absence of the Leader, the Deputy Leader submitted a report on the 
Nottingham City Council response to the Local Government Boundary Commission 
for England (LGBCE) Consultation on Warding Patterns in the City of Nottingham, as 
set out on pages 37 to 94 of the agenda. 
 
RESOLVED to endorse the proposal for submission to the LGBCE. 
 
Councillors Jim Armstrong, Georgina Culley and Andrew Rule requested that 
their vote against the above decision was recorded. 
 
38  AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION 

 
In the absence of the Leader, the Deputy Leader submitted a report on the 
Amendments to the Constitution, as set out on pages 95 to 96 of the agenda. 
 
RESOLVED to  
 
(1) make the quorum for all Area Committees 3 members; 

 
(2) disestablish the City Centre Forum; 

 
(3) amend Standing Orders to reflect that substitutes are permitted for 

Standards Committee; 
 

(4) note the following changes to the Standards Committee membership: 
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 replacing Councillor Sally Longford with Councillor Leslie Ayoola; 

 replacing Councillor Graham Chapman with Councillor Neghat Khan; 

 replacing Councillor Leslie Ayoola and Councillor Neghat Khan as 
substitutes with Councillor Linda Woodings and Councillor 
Mohammed Saghir; 

 the addition of two further substitutes – Councillor David Mellen and 
Councillor Nicola Heaton; 

 
(5) approve the amendments to the Constitution required by the above 

changes. 
 
Councillors Jim Armstrong and Andrew Rule requested that their decision not 
to vote on the above decision was recorded. 
 
39  DECISIONS TAKEN UNDER URGENCY PROCEDURES 

 
In the absence of the Leader, the Deputy Leader submitted a report on Decisions 
taken under Urgency Procedures, as set out on pages 97 to 100 of the agenda. 
 
RESOLVED to  
 
(1) note the urgent decisions (exempt from call-in): 

 

Ref no Date of 
decision 

Subject Value of 
decision 

Reasons for 
urgency 

 

2870 04/07/17 Property 
Investment 

Acquisition – 
Project Everest 

Exempt The terms of the 
sale have been 
agreed 

2878 18/07/17 Property 
Investment 

Acquisition – 
Sherwood Park 

Exempt The call-in period 
would seriously 
prejudice the 
Council’s ability 
to meet 
timescales 
proposed by the 
vendor. This 
could result in the 
loss of the 
investment and 
result in abortive 
costs 

2887 19/07/17 RHE Loan 
Facility 

Exempt The urgent need 
to secure gas and 
electricity 
supplies 
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(2) note the key decision that was taken under special urgency procedures: 
 

Date of 
decision 

Subject Value of 
decision 

Decision 
taker 

Reasons for special 
urgency 

 

19/07/17 RHE Loan 
Facility 

Exempt Leader of 
the Council 

The loan is required 
by RHE to support 
the introduction of a 
revised winter tariff 
by the company. This 
supports the delivery 
of their business 
plan. The company 
need to buy the 
utilities now to enable 
them to de-risk the 
price offered for the 
winter tariff 

 
Councillors Jim Armstrong and Andrew Rule requested that their decision not 
to vote on the above decision was recorded. 
 
40  THE CRIME AND DRUGS PARTNERSHIP PLAN 2015 TO 2020 (2017/18 

REFRESH) 
 

The Portfolio Holder for Community and Customer Services submitted a report on the 
Crime and Drugs Partnership Plan 2015 to 2020 (2017/18 Refresh), as set out on 
pages 101 to 114 of the agenda. 
 
RESOLVED to approve the Partnership Plan 2015 to 2020 (2017/18 refresh), as 
set out in Appendix 1 of the report. 
 
Councillors Jim Armstrong and Andrew Rule requested that their decision not 
to vote on the above decision was recorded. 
 
41  MOTION 

 
Moved by Councillor Brian Parbutt, seconded by Councillor Sally Longford: 
 
The Council profoundly regrets the Conservative government’s decision 
to scrap the electrification of the Midlands Mainline, two years after agreeing the 
scheme, and in the same week as announcing £30 billion of funding for Cross Rail 2. 
 
This Council believes these announcements highlight the unfairness of government 
transport funding, which prioritises London and the South East against all other 
areas. London currently receives £2,595.68 per person of transport infrastructure 
funding, compared to just £218.94 in the East Midlands. 
 
Therefore, this Council resolves to: 

 write to Transport Secretary Chris Grayling urging the Government 
 to reverse their decision to cancel the electrification of the Midlands 
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 Mainline; 

 write to the Department of Transport asking for an explanation as to 
 why this scheme has been scrapped, when there was clear 
 evidence of the economic benefits it would bring; 

 campaign alongside other local authorities in the East Midlands for 
 further investment in transport infrastructure in the region; 

 lobby Members of Parliament to push this issue in Parliament. 
 
The following amendment was proposed by Councillor Andrew Rule, seconded by 
Councillor Jim Armstrong: 
 
Replace: The Council profoundly regrets the Conservative government’s decision to 
scrap the electrification of the Midlands Mainline, two years after agreeing the 
scheme, and in the same week as announcing £30 billion of funding for Cross Rail 2. 
 
With: This Council recognises the £760 million of investment in local transport 
projects provided by both Central Government and Local Enterprise Partnerships 
since 2010 which have benefited both the City and the wider region. 
 
Replace: This Council believes these announcements highlight the unfairness of 
government transport funding, which prioritises London and the South East against 
all other areas. London currently receives £2,595.68 per person of transport 
infrastructure funding, compared to just £218.94 in the East Midlands. 
 
With: This Council further notes the Government’s commitment to HS2 and 
acknowledges the important role it will play in improving transport links in the North of 
the county. 
 
Insert: This Council nevertheless profoundly regrets the decision to scrap the 
electrification of the Midland Mainline and Council resolves to….. 
 
Amended motion to read: 
 
This Council recognises the £760 million of investment in local transport projects 
provided by both Central Government and Local Enterprise Partnerships since 2010 
which have benefited both the City and the wider region. 
 
This Council further notes the Government’s commitment to HS2 and acknowledges 
the important role it will play in improving transport links in the North of the county. 
 
This Council nevertheless profoundly regrets the decision to scrap the electrification 
of the Midland Mainline and Council resolves to: 

 write to Transport Secretary Chris Grayling urging the Government to reverse 
their decision to cancel the electrification of the Midlands 

 Mainline; 

 write to the Department of Transport asking for an explanation as to why this 
scheme has been scrapped, when there was clear evidence of the economic 
benefits it would bring; 

 campaign alongside other local authorities in the East Midlands for further 
investment in transport infrastructure in the region; 

 lobby Members of Parliament to push this issue in Parliament. 
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Councillors voted on the proposed amendment. 
 
RESOLVED to reject the proposed amendment. 
 
Councillors then voted on the original motion. 
 
RESOLVED to carry the original motion. 
 
Councillors Jim Armstrong, Georgina Culley and Andrew Rule requested that 
their vote against the above decision was recorded. 
 
CHAIR 
 
At this point in the meeting the Lord Mayor left and the Sheriff took over as Chair for 
the remainder of the meeting. 
 
42  MOTION 

 
Moved by Councillor Nick McDonald, seconded by Councillor Ginny Klein: 
 
This Council recognises the Adult Social Care is facing an enormous challenge to 
cope with the rising level of demand and that in order to provide a sustainable system 
of care, reform is needed. 
 
In order to provide this reform, this Council and its partners require the necessary 
transitional funding available to ensure current levels of care can be maintained 
during this period of change. 
 
This Council therefore calls on the Government to provide the maximum amount of 
transitional grant funding available for Nottingham City Council to help ensure the 
best situation possible for those currently in need of care. 
 
RESOLVED to carry the motion. 
 
Councillors Jim Armstrong, Georgina Culley and Andrew Rule requested that 
their decision not to vote on the above decision was recorded. 
 
43  EXTRAORDINARY MEETING 

 
RESOLVED to hold an Extraordinary Council meeting at 5.00 pm on 
Monday 13 November 2017 to consider the installation of Sir David 
Greenaway as an Honorary Freeman of the City. 
 
 


