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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL 

 
NOTES OF THE MEETING OF THE 

 
SCRUTINY POLICY OPTIONS PANEL 

 
MONDAY, 15 JANUARY, 2007 AT 4.00 P.M. 

 
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK 

 
 

PRESENT:  Councillors   
 

 Beddows, J. Mawle, D.L. 
 Collis, C. Morgan, C.W.J. 
 Holder, M.J. Williams, A. 
   
Officers: W.L. Trigg -  Deputy Chief Executive 

R. Kean – Head of Financial Management 
A.W. Kenny – Head of Legal & Democratic Services 
W. Rowe – Senior Committee Officer 

  
(Apologies for absence were received from Councillor D. I. Dixon and M. P. Freeman). 
  
  

1. Delivering Change Budget Setting Process 
  
 The Deputy Chief Executive stated that Members would be considering the following 

information:- 
  
 • The results of the consultation exercise completed by the Panel on 9 January, 

2007. 
 • The Policy Options put forward by Heads of Service and those arising from the 

Select Committees. 
 • The budget position. 
 • The Panel’s recommendations to Cabinet. 
  
 The Deputy Chief Executive then proceeded to outline the information provided as 

follows:- 
  
 Members were then provided with information outlining the results of the consultation 

exercise completed by the Panel on 9 January, 2007 (see Appendix A).  With regard to the 
results, the Deputy Chief Executive explained that for each of the budget positions, the 
highest priorities (Growth) had been highlighted in yellow, whereas the lowest priorities 
(reductions in services) were indicated in grey.  He stated that even at the lowest budget 
position (-£250k), as a group Member chose to spend extra money on children’s 
swimming, street cleaning, litter and disabled access.  In contrast, at the highest spending 
level (+£250k), as a group Member chose to save money on recycling, bereavement 
service and voluntary grants. 
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 He further advised that it was anticipated that the results of the public consultation 
exercise would be available next week and these would be reported to Cabinet Members 
along with the results of the exercise completed by the Panel.  Cabinet would also be 
provided with any comments made by the Panel.  In relation to the current budget position 
the Deputy Chief Executive explained that should the Council make no changes to the 
proposed base budget this would result in a saving of £¼ million in total over the next 3 
years (taking into account inflation and a 5% p.a. Council Tax increase each year).  The 
base budget already included efficiency savings of £100,000 per annum as identified by 
Officers that primarily provided the scope for new initiatives.  To achieve a balanced 
budget the Council Tax increase would be between 4.1 – 4.2%.  He advised that the 
following assumptions had been made:- 

  
 • That at September 2007 the Stadium would have been sold and the Council 

would have received the money. 
 • That works would have been completed at Blake School in order to provide for a 

replacement running track. 
 • That a contingency was in place for any costs incurred should the Leisure Village 

proceed. 
  
 Members were advised that Heads of Service had produced a series of the Policy Options 

for consideration and a copy was circulated to Members (see Appendix B).  These options 
covered proposals for growth and were outlined for Members information.  Members were 
also advised that any issues arising from the Select Committees had been included with in 
the options. 

  
 It was explained that the Policy Option relating to Weekly Refuse Collection had been 

included due to there being a Council resolution for Cabinet to consider a Weekly Refuse 
Collection when setting its budget. 

  
 The Panel was informed that based upon the information provided they would now be 

required to make recommendations for Cabinet to consider when setting the budget. 
  
 Members then considered and made comments on the information they had been 

provided with.  Arising from the discussions it was noted that there was little objection to 
the results of the consultation exercise completed by the Panel on 9 January but the 
following points were made:- 

  
 • The Panel held a mixed view with regard to a return of a weekly refuse collection 

of household waste (green bins) for the Christmas period (Appendix A5 Christmas 
Refuse). 

   
 • The Panel held a mixed view with regard to reducing the collection of garden 

waste over winter months (Appendix A6 Recycling). 
   
 • With regard to car park charges the Panel considered that should there be an 

increase this should be limited to 10p per hour (Appendix A7 Car Parking 
Charges). 

   
 • The Panel noted that the increase in the number of Street Wardens may not be 

necessary due to the number of Community Police Support Officers (Appendix 
A22 Street Wardens). 
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 With regard to the Policy Options, the general consensus of the Panel was as follows:- 
  
 Policy Option The Panels Comments 
   
 AK001 – Committee Officer Post Neither for or against 
   
 CAH001 – Resilience Officer Support 
   
 KC001 – PR & Marketing – Gap Funding Neither for or against 
   
 KC002 – PR & Marketing – New Post Neither for or against 
   
 KL001 – Provision of Parks Mobile Security Support 
   
 KL002 – Water Feature Against 
   
 KL003 – Weekly Refuse Collection Although a number of Members stated they 

were against this, the Panel expressed no 
unanimous view. 

   
 KL004 – Provision of Rapid Response 

Environmental Services 
Support 

   
 KL005 – Traffic Congestion at Cannock 

Cemetery 
Neither for or against 

   
 KL010 – Decriminalised Car Parking Support 
   
 PP001 – Shop Mobility Scheme Strong Support 
   
 PR1 – Local Jobs for Local People Against 
   
 SS002 – Creation of Additional 

Enforcement Capacity 
Although there was general support the 
Panel was not convinced that giving the 
Street Wardens additional enforcement 
powers was the way forward.  It was noted 
that there was a need to look at the role of 
Community Police Support Officers and 
how they interact with the Street Wardens. 

   
 SS003 – Air Quality Management Area 

Action Plan Funding 
Support 

   
 The Deputy Chief Executive then sought the Panel’s view on the level of increase to the 

Council Tax.  Following a discussion, the Panel considered that Council Tax should be 
increased by 4.6%, being the indicative increase for the 2007-08 Budget referred to in the 
2006-07 Budget. 

  
 The Panel was advised that Cabinet would be informed of the comments outlined above. 
 
 


