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PUBLIC PROTECTION AND ENFORCEMENT POLICY DEVELOPMENT & 
SCRUTINY COMMITTEE 

 
Minutes of the meeting held at 7.00 pm on 14 November 2019 

 
 

Present: 
 

Councillor David Cartwright QFSM (Chairman) 
Councillor Chris Pierce (Vice-Chairman) 
 

Councillors Kathy Bance MBE, Julian Benington, 
Mike Botting, Alexa Michael, Suraj Sharma and 
Harry Stranger  

 
 

 
 
STANDARD ITEMS 
 
36   APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE AND NOTIFICATION OF 

SUBSTITUTE MEMBERS 
 

Apologies were received from Councillor Kim Botting, Sharon Baldwin, Alf 
Kennedy, Dr Robert Hadley and Emily Warnham.   
 
37   DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 

 
There were no declarations of interest. 
 
38   QUESTIONS FROM COUNCILLORS AND MEMBERS OF THE 

PUBLIC ATTENDING THE MEETING 
 

There were no questions from Councillors or Members of the Public. 
 

a QUESTIONS FOR THE PUBLIC PROTECTION AND 
ENFORCEMENT PORTFOLIO HOLDER  

 
No questions were received for the attention of the Portfolio Holder for Public 
Protection and Enforcement.  
 

b QUESTIONS TO THE CHAIRMAN OF THE PUBLIC 
PROTECTION AND ENFORCEMENT PDS COMMITTEE  

 
No questions were received for the Chairman from Councillors or from 
Members of the public.  
 
39   MINUTES OF THE PUBLIC PROTECTION AND 

ENFORCEMENT PDS COMMITTEE MEETING HELD ON 10th 
SEPTEMBER 2019 (EXCLUDING EXEMPT INFORMATION) 
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The Committee considered the minutes of the meeting of the Public 
Protection and Enforcement PDS Committee held on 10th September 2019. 
 
The Portfolio Holder referenced section 26 of the minutes relating to the 
Portfolio Holder update. The text referred to ‘A meeting at London Councils’. It 
was agreed that text should be added so that the sentence read, ‘A meeting 
at London Councils regarding County Lines’.  
 
The Chairman drew the Committee’s attention to section 29 of the minutes 
relating to the Risk Register Update, and specifically the post-meeting note 
concerning the FSA (Food Standards Agency) Audit. 
 
A Member referenced the High Court Appeal Hearing which sought an 
injunction to prevent Traveller incursions. He asked what the likely outcome of 
the Hearing would be, and the response was that it was not clear at this time.  
 
RESOLVED that the minutes of the meeting held on 10th September are 
agreed and signed as a correct record. 
 
40   MATTERS OUTSTANDING 

 
The Committee noted the updates that had been recorded on the Matters 
Outstanding report. 
 
The Chairman mentioned the note on the report relating to APCOA and the 
fact that APCOA did not keep a record of out of hours calls. Monitoring took 
place on responses only. 
 
RESOLVED that the updates on the Matters Outstanding report are 
noted. 
 
41   POLICE UPDATE 

 
Superintendent Colin Carswell and Chief Inspector Craig Knight attended to 
provide the police update. 
 
The police had provided a document entitled ‘Bromley ASB and Crime 
Performance & Analysis’ prior the meeting. This had been disseminated to 
Members previously. The data provided in the document was correct as at 
10th October 2019.  
 
The briefing provided analysis in the following areas: 
 

 Stop and Search 

 Personal Robbery 

 Theft from Motor Vehicle 

 Residential Burglary 

 Violence with Injury 

 Criminal Damage 
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 Public Order 

 Shoplifting 

 Theft from the Person 

 Crimes v Sanctioned Detections 

 Domestic Abuse Incidents 

 Hate Crime 

 Response Times 

 Victim Satisfaction 
 
The Chairman had decided before the meeting that the format for dealing with 
the police update would change, and that Members should proceed straight to 
questions on the briefing with a cut off time of 30 minutes. Any questions that 
had not been asked after the cut off period would be emailed to the police for 
written response. 
 
A Member asked why LBB had a greater number of stop and searches 
undertaken when compared to those boroughs that ranked below LBB in the 
data that detailed the proportion of stop and searches by Borough. 
Superintendent Carswell answered that as far as the Bromley of Borough was 
concerned, nothing had changed with respect to the methodology and 
thinking around stop and search operations. It was still a matter of 
undertaking stop and search when it was proportionate and necessary. The 
Police Commissioner had expressed the view that stop and search was a very 
valuable and necessary tactic.  
 
Superintendent Carswell stated that he was not able to answer for other 
boroughs, but he expected officers in the south area BCU to undertake stop 
and search confidently, politely and professionally. In some situations, stop 
and search could be carried out for drugs or weapons, in other situations it 
could be in response to suspected burglary offences. 
 
A Member noted that stop and search with respect to searches for drugs was 
the most prominent reason for stop and search being implemented. She 
further noted that the second highest number of arrests was in respect of 
theft, fraud and other counterfeit activities. She asked why this was not 
reflected in the stop and search data. Superintendent Carswell explained that 
this was because not all suspected offences were legal grounds to allow stop 
and search to be actualized. 
 
It was pointed out that a person could be stopped and searched for suspected 
possession of drugs, but then during the course of the search there may be 
reason to believe that some other offence had been committed. If, for 
example a person was found to be in possession of stolen goods, then it was 
likely that the individual concerned would be arrested for suspected burglary.   
 
A Member endeavoured to suggest recommendations to the police regarding 
the format of the police data report, and its content. The Chairman said that 
any such recommendations should be directed to the Assistant Director for 
Public Protection and Enforcement outside of the meeting. She would then 
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liaise with the police to see if any of the proposed recommendations could be 
accommodated. 
 
A Member thanked the police for the stop and search activities that had been 
undertaken in the Penge area. She hoped that the police would continue to 
carry out these activities, and the police assured that they had every intention 
of doing so. 
 
A Member asked why stop and search had decreased over the last two 
periods. The police responded that this was because resources had to be 
diverted to deal with the Extinction Rebellion demonstrations.         
 
The Vice Chairman expressed concern regarding the response to ‘Immediate 
Response’ calls. These were the most urgent calls with a target response time 
of 15 minutes. The target for this was to attend these calls within the 
designated response time in 90% of cases; with the south area BCU, the 
response time was achieved in 84% of cases. The police said that this 
response time had seen a drop that was pan-London. Central Command was 
aware of this and was assessing and dealing with the situation. The South 
London BCU had a Superintendent who had been tasked with improving the 
response times. 
 
A Member raised the matter of ‘sanctions detections’ which stood at just 7%. 
This was a matter that was of generic concern amongst Members. The 
Deputy Police Commissioner had been designated to deal with this, and to 
drive the number upwards. It was acknowledged that the figure was related in 
part to the drop in CID numbers. Another factor affecting the number of 
sanctioned detections was the high number of cases being allocated to each 
detective. The police were seeking to recruit more detectives but this was 
challenging. 
 
The Chairman asked if there was a KPI for ‘sanctioned detections’ and the 
police replied that there was not. Neither was there a KPI for positive 
outcomes per officer as the MET wanted to discourage perverse behaviour. 
 
The Chairman asked if there was a strategy being developed to deal with 
ASB. Superintendent Carswell was pleased to inform Members that after 
discussions with the Assistant Director for Public Protection, a Joint Action 
Group (JAG) had now been formed to form a strategy to deal with ASB. The 
JAG would be a working group sitting under the Safer Bromley Partnership, 
and would therefore report to the SBP. 
 
Mention was made of the police’s determination to improve detection rates for 
burglary. The police had taken delivery of 10,000 new ‘Met-Trace’ kits for 
distribution to local residents. It was hoped to achieve a saturation rate of 50% 
to 80%. The police would still be undertaking covert and overt anti-burglary 
operations, and in the latest edition of the Safer Bromley News, the top 10 
things that the public could do to prevent being victims of burglary were 
outlined. 
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The Chairman asked if a joint night time operation could be undertaken to 
stop and search vehicles suspected of fly-tipping. The police agreed in 
principle to this and stressed the importance of involving the Environment 
Agency in any such operations. The Environment Agency would be a helpful 
partner to be involved due to the expertise that they could bring with respect 
to checking materials and licences. 
 
The Committee was informed that Inspector Gary Byfield had now recovered 
and had returned to duty. The Chairman asked that the Committee’s best 
wishes be conveyed to Inspector Byfield.             
 
The Chairman thanked Mr Knight and Mr Carswell for attending and updating 
the Committee. 
 
RESOLVED that the police update is noted. 
         
HOLDING THE PORTFOLIO HOLDER TO ACCOUNT 
 
42   PORTFOLIO HOLDER UPDATE 

 
The Portfolio Holder updated the Committee as follows: 
 
Since the last meeting, LBB had hosted the Crime Summit which was a great 
success. The Portfolio Holder thanked those who had attended. 
 
On September 12th the Portfolio Holder chaired the meeting of the Safer 
Bromley Partnership; the minutes of the SBP meeting had been incorporated 
into the PP&E PDS agenda pack. At the SBP meeting, LBB’s MOPAC 
(Mayor’s Office for Policing and Crime) specific point of contact (SPOC) 
advised that out of £14m from MOPAC’s ‘Violence Reduction Unit’, LBB 
would receive £50k for this financial year and another £50k for 2020/21. The 
Portfolio Holder expressed the view that this was a rather small allocation 
from a fund of £14m.  
 
The Portfolio Holder stated that MOPAC had spent over a year debating who 
would be leading the VRU, and in working out the Unit’s terms of reference, 
but had only given Bromley Council two week’s notice to submit proposals for 
what the money should be spent on. Resultantly, the Assistant Director for 
Public Protection and Enforcement and others had to work right up until the 
last moment to finalise the proposals.  
 
In brief, the proposals were: 
 

 £21k to be spent on the targeted mentoring of the younger siblings of 
young people who had been involved in serious youth violence, or who 
had been referred to the MEGA Panel. 

 

 £6k for the development of a peer mentoring offer to local schools  
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 £13k to be spent on focused themed and diversionary activities to 
engage young people who it was felt may be at risk, or who may be 
heading towards serious youth violence. This could include activities 
during the school holidays, external tutors, sports or music activities; it 
could also include building relationships with youth workers who may 
be able to help the young people to develop their employability skills   
 

 £10k would be allocated to school work in Penge, Anerley and the 
Crystal Palace areas. The work would centre on building relationships 
and signposting young people to various local youth provisions  
 

The Portfolio Holder stated that if the Chairman desired that the success or 
otherwise of these initiatives be scrutinised going forward, then she would be 
happy to provide future updates to the Committee. 
 
As part of Children’s Social Care Practice week in September, all the Portfolio 
Holders and PDS Chairmen were asked to observe Children’s Social Care 
Practioners in action. There were forty different opportunities that could be 
observed. The Portfolio Holder felt it would be best if she observed the activity 
most closely linked to the work of the PP&E PDS Committee, and so she 
attended a MEGA Panel meeting. 
 
She explained that ‘MEGA’ stood for ‘Multi Agency Exploitation and Gangs 
Affiliation’ and was made up of various agencies, including representatives 
from the Police, Social Workers, Youth Workers, Oxleas and LBB’s Gangs 
and Serious Youth Violence Officer. Due to the large number of attendees, 
the meeting had to be held in the Council Chamber. 
 
The Portfolio Holder explained that the meetings were held monthly; the 
various agencies gathered together to discuss the young people who were on 
the list and who were being monitored. The panel would assess each case, 
and also assess how each individual could be supported, and if any 
interventions were required. There were nine young people on the list who 
were being monitored for potential gang activity, and six young people that 
were on the list as they were in danger of potential Child Sexual Exploitation. 
Eleven young people were at risk of going missing which meant that there 
could be a link to ‘County Lines’.    
 
The Portfolio Holder was saddened by some of the cases that she was made 
aware of, but took heart that in Bromley there were agencies that were 
reaching out to help and protect vulnerable young people. The Portfolio 
Holder had attended a workshop at the Bromley Adult Safeguarding Board 
Conference at the Warren about the difference between modern day slavery 
and people trafficking and what the signs were to look out for that may 
indicate that one of these situations may be occurring. 
 
The Portfolio Holder  informed the Committee that she had recently attended 
a meeting with relevant parties to discuss the possibility of the Chislehurst 
Society funding and managing their own CCTV in Chislehurst High Street. 
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The Committee heard that the Portfolio Holder had recently attended a 
meeting with the Palace Estate Residents’ Association to discuss crime in the 
local area. Also attending the meeting was LBB’s Community Safety 
Manager, Councillors and the local Safer Neighbourhood Team. 
 
The Portfolio Holder was present at the commencement of the Bromley Town 
Walkabout with BCU Commander David Stringer. It was noted that the newly 
reinstated Bromley Town Centre Police Team had started back to work the 
previous week. 
 
BYC (Bromley Youth Council) had undertaken a sponsored walk from London 
City Hall to Bromley Civic Centre to raise money for the Jimmy Mizen 
Foundation. The Portfolio Holder and the Deputy Leader had met up with BYC 
at the Old Palace Function Room. Jimmy’s parents were there, and the 
Portfolio Holder said that it was very humbling to meet them and chat with 
them. Also, it was noted that the Bromley SNB (Safer Neighbourhood Board)  
had successfully bid for some money for the BYC to arrange some Jimmy 
Mizen workshops in Bromley. 
 
The Portfolio Holder  was in Devon when the tragic bus crash occurred in 
Orpington. The Assistant Director for Public Protection and the Emergency 
Planning Lead attended the resultant Gold Group meeting. Since then, LBB’s 
Road Traffic Officers had been out with the police to assess the road layout 
and condition; in the meantime the Coroner’s report and recommendations 
were awaited. 
 
The Portfolio Holder missed the last Star Lane Working Group meeting 
because it was her mother’s 70th birthday, but essentially the trial closure had 
been a great success and LBB would be looking at ways to make this road 
closure permanent. 
 
The Portfolio Holder mentioned the public discussions that were going to be 
held in the near future with residents to discuss the Council’s budget for the 
next financial year and what their key concerns were. 
 
The Portfolio Holder stated that BYC had invited her to answer questions at 
their Knife Prevention Youth Conference which would be held at the Warren 
later in November. 
 
The Chairman thanked the Portfolio Holder for her update. 
 
RESOLVED that the update from the Portfolio Holder is noted.   
 
43   PRE-DECISION SCRUTINY OF PORTFOLIO HOLDER 

REPORTS 
 

a BUDGET MONITORING REPORT  
 
Members were briefed concerning the latest budget monitoring position for 
2019/20 for the Public Protection and Enforcement Portfolio based on 
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expenditure and activity levels to the end of September 2019. It was noted 
that there had been an underspend of £9k, but there would be no underspend 
by the end of the financial year. 

Members noted that the previous ASB Co-ordinator had now been replaced 
and a new incumbent was now in place. Issues relating to MOPAC funding 
were discussed as was the funding allocated for three Domestic Homicide 
Reviews. It was also noted that LBB had to pick up some of the cost of the 
Coroner’s investigation into the Croydon tram accident as LBB was part of the 
same shared coronial district.   

Members noted the contents of the report and supported the 
recommendations as outlined in the report.  

RESOLVED that the Portfolio Holder approves the latest 2019/2020 
budget projection for the Public Protection and Enforcement Portfolio. 

b DRAFT ENFORCEMENT POLICY FOR PUBLIC PROTECTION  
 
Members were briefed concerning the Draft Enforcement Policy for Public 
Protection. They noted that the report sought agreement to undertake public 
consultation on the draft Enforcement Policy for Public Protection, which had 
been reviewed to take account of changes in legislation, including changes 
brought about by the Regulator’s Code. 
 
The Committee supported the report’s recommendations as outlined in the 
report. 
 
RESOLVED that  
 

1. The draft Public Protection Enforcement Policy, is subject to 
public consultation until 24th January 2020. 

2. The Committee receives feedback from the consultation at the 
next meeting on 4th February 2020. 

3.  Delegated authority is given to the Director of Environment 
and Public Protection, in consultation with the Portfolio Holder  
to make minor amendments to the Policy if required. 

4.  The finalised enforcement policy is recommended to be 
agreed by the Executive on 1st April 2020.  

c POST COMPLETION REVIEW REPORT – CCTV CONTROL 
ROOM REFURBISHMENT  

 
The Committee received an update regarding the findings of the post 
completion reviews that had been undertaken with respect to the 
refurbishment of the CCTV Control Room. 
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It was reported that it was standard protocol for post completion reviews of 
capital projects to be carried out. The CCTV Control Room refurbishment was 
completed within budget. The initial budget allocation for the project was 
£340,000. The actual cost was £307,613 which had resulted in an 
underspend of £32,387. There were no outstanding issues.   
 
A Member queried if LBB still had the same number of cameras, the answer 
was affirmative and the number was 191. It was believed that all of the 
cameras were in order and working. A Member asked what happened to the 
revenue generated from the fixed penalties resulting from CCTV enforcement. 
It was noted that the income generated was directed back into the Capital 
Programme Budget.     
 
A Member enquired how the CCTV images were stored. It was explained that 
the images would usually be stored on a hard drive for 31 days. If, however 
the CCTV footage was required in a case involving criminal proceedings, then 
the images would be stored for 6 years. 
 
A Member referenced section 5.1 of the report and the fact that the 
replacement recorder had been defined as ‘modular’. It was suggested that it 
would have been helpful if an explanation of the term ‘modular’ had been 
provided in the report.     
 
Members heard that a meeting had been held to discuss the possibility of an 
independent privately funded CCTV system in Chislehurst. 
 
Members noted the update and accepted the recommendations as outlined in 
the report. 
 
RESOLVED that the Portfolio Holder notes and endorses the findings of 
the Post Completion Reviews that had been carried out with respect of 
the CCTV Control Room. 
 
44   MINUTES OF THE PREVIOUS MEETING OF THE SAFER 

BROMLEY PARTNERSHIP STRATEGIC GROUP HELD ON 12th 
SEPTEMBER 2019 
 

The Committee noted the minutes of the Safer Bromley Partnership that had 
met on 12th September 2019. 
 
Members were reminded that the PDS Committee was responsible for 
scrutinising the Partnership and this was the reason why the Committee 
would be looking at the SBP minutes going forward. 
 
Members were advised that once a year a new plan for the Community Safety 
Strategy would be disseminated. Updates would be provided on the Strategy 
and on progress made. The SBP had the responsibility of drafting and 
implementing the Strategy.     
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The Chairman asked who was looking into the incident where a young person 
had been stabbed at a Youth Services event. The Chairman was informed 
that the person that had committed the crime had been arrested and was 
being questioned by the police. A Major Incident Plan was being drawn up 
and an investigation of the incident would hopefully show what lessons could 
be learned. 
 
RESOLVED that the minutes of the Safer Bromley Partnership are noted.    
 
45   ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC PROTECTION RISK REGISTER 

 
The Head of Performance Management and Business Support attended to 
answer questions arising from the presentation of the Environment and Public 
Protection Risk Register. 
 
It was noted that the Risk Register formed part of the evidence base for the 
Annual Governance Statement and had therefore been reviewed by the EPP 
(Environment and Public Protection) DMT, the Corporate Risk Management 
Group and the Audit Sub Committee. 
 
The Head of Performance Management and Business Support explained the 
differences between gross and net risk ratings, and the Committee was 
pleased to learn that no risk was currently flagged as ‘red’ following the 
implementation of management controls.  
 
The Chairman asked for an update concerning Arboricultural Services, and 
was informed that good progress was being made in implementing the 
recommendations suggested by the Audit Sub-Committee. The Service had 
been short of two officers, but one officer had now been recruited. The 
remaining role would be a development role that would most likely be filled by 
an Apprentice. The gross risk rating for  Arboricultural Services would remain 
as 12 until all of the recommendations were in place. 
 
The FSA (Food Standards Agency) risk would be removed going forward as 
all of the high risk premises had now been audited and licensed. 
 
A Member asked if trees were being inspected and it was confirmed that 
contractors had been appointed to do this, as well as inspections being 
undertaken by the Planning Department. 
 
It was noted that more volunteers were required to provide help as emergency 
responders. The Assistant Director for Public Protection and the Head of 
Performance Management and Business Support had been trained so that 
they could function as ‘Silver’ emergency response officers if required. All LBB 
Directors had been trained to ‘Gold’ Level.     
 
The Chairman expressed his congratulations to David Tait and the 
Emergency Planning Team for all of their hard work. He asked if training 
would be provided for Members, and it was agreed that this would be referred 
back to Mr Tait to comment. 
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The Chairman asked if there were concerns around the disposal of waste post 
Brexit. He was informed that talks had taken place with Veolia regarding this 
and that they were not concerned. Some European countries were still glad to 
receive waste from the UK as they needed it to keep their incinerators 
burning. 
 
It was mentioned that plastics that could not be recycled would be burned 
instead. It was noted that black plastic could not be recycled as the lasers 
used in the recycling process could not identify black plastic; because of this, 
black plastic was being phased out.     
 
RESOLVED that the Public Protection and Enforcement PDS Committee 
notes the Risk Register Report and the appended Risk Registers, 
together with progress made since the previous meeting.     
 
46   FLY TIPPING ACTION PLAN UPDATE REPORT 

 
The Committee received a report that outlined the delivery actions identified 
as a result of recommendations from the Council’s Fly-Tipping and 
Enforcement Working Group. Members were briefed that targets had been set 
to reduce the number of fly-tipping incidents in the Borough to less than 3000 
per annum. Similarly, a target had been set to undertake enforcement activity 
in 10% of fly-tipping cases.  
 
The Committee was briefed concerning the number of fly-tipping incidents and 
tonnage of waste that had been dumped during the first six months of 
2019/2020. It was noted that 7.2% of these cases had been subject to 
enforcement activity. 
 
An awareness campaign would be undertaken and it was planned to name 
and shame individuals that had been caught fly-tipping. This would 
commence in Penge, and then move to Mottingham. 
 
Mobile patrols were planned to undertake stop and search activities on 
vehicles that were suspected of being involved with fly-tipping. Some of these 
operations would take place at night, with assistance from the police. This 
type of operation had previously worked well in the Crays.  
 
Members noted that a Fly-Tipping and Enforcement Working Group had been 
established, and that the Group had developed a Fly-Tipping Action Plan 
(FTAP) which had been included as an appendix to the main report. The 
Neighbourhood Enforcement Manager highlighted how the public could report 
incidents of fly-tipping via ‘Fix My Street’ (FMS). 
 
The Vice Chairman pointed out that there appeared to be inconsistencies in 
the way that fly-tipping figures were reported across England. Because of this 
he suggested that ‘trends’ should be treated with caution. It was agreed that 
some research be undertaken to examine what other boroughs regarded as 
‘fly-tipping’.    
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It was noted that the annual removal cost for fly-tipping was a fixed price sum, 
as it had been included in the price of the Street Environment Contract. The 
disposal of the waste was carried out at the Council’s Central Waste Depot at 
Waldo Road. 
 
A Member asked that if a person dumped rubbish at a recycling area without 
sorting it out and recycling  the waste properly, would this still be regarded as 
fly-tipping. The answer to this was affirmative and that the matter could be 
reported. 
 
The actions proposed in the FTAP were funded from the Members Fly-Tipping 
Initiative Fund. The following financials were noted: 
 

 Total current value of the fund was £250k 

 £15,696 had been spent 

 £113,480 had been committed 

 £120,824 remained in the fund 

 The sum of identified proposed activities was £273,360 
 
It was possible therefore that some alternative funding may need to be 
sourced if all of the proposed activities were undertaken. 
 
Members noted and commented on the Fly-Tipping Action Plan document, 
and the Terms of Reference for the Working Group. 
 
RESOLVED that the Fly-Tipping Action Plan is noted.      
 
47   PLANNING ENFORCEMENT PROGRESS AND MONITORING 

REPORT 
 
Members noted the report which briefed them regarding a wide range of 
planning cases. 
 
The Head of Planning and the Development Support Team attended to 
present the report and answer questions. He explained that the Planning 
Enforcement Team was responsible for investigating different types of 
breaches of planning control across the Borough. He expressed the view that 
progress had been made in reaching the projected enforcement targets as 
detailed in the Portfolio Plan. 
 
Members heard that there had been a steady increase in the amount of 
enquiries received over the last couple of years—this was mainly in the area 
of ‘Operational Development’. Members were interested to note that between 
April and October 2019, the Planning Department had received an additional 
516 new cases to deal with. At the time of the meeting, there were 580 cases 
either under investigation or pending consideration.  
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The Head of Planning and the Development Support Team highlighted that 
administrative procedures had been strengthened and now all cases were 
recorded.  
 
The Committee was pleased to note section 3.18 of the report which 
highlighted intended improvements in the process by which officers would 
report back to Members. A new bi-monthly or quarterly report was intended 
which would detail all enforcement cases by Ward. This would mean that 
going forward, Ward Members would be able to completely understand what 
was occurring in their respective wards. 
 
Members were concerned to note that a member of the Planning team had 
retired and another was on maternity leave. This meant that the number of full 
time staff dealing with cases had reduced to three. It had been difficult to 
recruit temporary agency staff and so two members of staff had been 
seconded to help out. Members agreed that it was important that the team 
should be working with a compliment of 5 full time staff. 
 
RESOLVED that the Planning Enforcement Progress and Monitoring 
Report is noted.     
 
48   CONTRACT REGISTER 

 
Members noted the Contracts Register report, and the fact that on this 
occasion there was no part 2 contracts register extract. 
 
The Mortuary Contract had been left as ‘red’ on the report as this represented 
a snapshot from the Contracts Database from a point before the Mortuary 
Contract was awarded. However, it was highlighted that matters relating to the 
contract had now been resolved, and a new contract was now operational. 
The contract would not appear as a red procurement risk in the next report. 
The Chairman asked if an annual report could be produced for this contract. 
 
The contract for Dogs and Pest Control Services had been marked as ‘amber’ 
because the next procurement stage was due for consideration. 
 
RESOLVED that  
 
1) The appended £50k Contracts Register is noted  
 
2) It is noted that the appended Contracts Register formed part of the 
Council’s commitment to data transparency 
 
3) An annual update report be provided to the Committee regarding the 
Mortuary Contract    
 
49   PUBLIC PROTECTION AND ENFORCEMENT PERFORMANCE 

OVERVIEW 
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The Committee noted the update concerning the percentage of validated 
licences for Houses in Multiple Occupation. Members queried why the 
percentage of licences achieved had been falling. The projected outcome was 
now 53% whereas the target was 75%. It was explained that due to a change 
in the law, the number houses classified as HMOs had increased which had 
resulted in an increased workload for officers. It was also the case that the 
number of HMO officers had decreased from 4 to 2. The resourcing of the 
HMO Team would be looked at. 
 
The Chairman was pleased to note that the inspection of high risk food 
premises had now been completed and signed off by the FSA. 
 
RESOLVED that the Public Protection and Enforcement Performance 
Overview is noted.       
 
50   WORK PROGRAMME 

 
Members noted the current Work Programme. 
 
It was agreed that the Committee should return to receiving annual 
presentation updates from SLAM, and that they be invited to present to a 
future meeting. 
 
It was also noted that the Draft Community Safety Strategy Report would be 
presented to the PP&E PDS meeting in February 2020. 
 
A Member asked if the Committee should consider the future of the 
widespread sale of fireworks. The Chairman was of the view that the 
problems associated with the sale and safe use of fireworks and the antisocial 
effects created was a national issue. It would therefore be difficult to enforce 
any local action/ prohibition. It was agreed that the matter did not currently fall 
within the purview of the Committee. Underage sales would however remain a 
PP&E PDS responsibility. 
 
RESOLVED that the current Work Programme is noted and that SLAM be 
invited to present to the Committee at a future meeting. 
 
51   LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1972 AS AMENDED BY THE 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (ACCESS TO 
INFORMATION)(VARIATION) ORDER 2006, AND THE 
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 2000 
 

52   EXEMPT MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON 10th 
SEPTEMBER 2019 
 

RESOLVED that the exempt minutes of the meeting held on 10th 
September 2019 are agreed and signed as a correct record. 
 
 
The meeting ended at 9.02 pm 
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