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GROUP MEMBERS PRESENT 
  
Councillor Duncan Ashwell 
Councillor Ashley Baxter 
Councillor Mike Exton 
 

Councillor Mrs Andrea Webster (Vice-
Chairman) 
Councillor Rosemary H Woolley 
(Chairman) 
 

PORTFOLIO HOLDER  
Councillor Kelham Cooke (Portfolio Holder: Governance & Communication) 
Councillor Frances Cartwright (Portfolio Holder: Good Housing) 
 
OFFICERS 
 
Tracey Blackwell (Strategic Director, Environment and Property) 
Ian Yates (Executive Manager, Environment) 
Jo Toomey (Principal Democracy Officer) 
Joe Pearson (Apprentice Democracy Officer) 
 
 

 
 

19. APOLOGIES 
 
 Apologies were given by Councillors Tracey Forman and Barry Dobson. An 

apology for absence was given by Councillor Bob Adams, who was the 
Portfolio Holder for Grow the Economy – Economic Development. 

  
20. DISCLOSURE OF INTERESTS 
 
 No interests were disclosed. 
  
21. ACTION NOTES FROM THE MEETING HELD ON 23 JULY 2015 
 
 Action notes from the previous meeting on the 23rd July 2015 were a correct 

record. 
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22. MINISTRY OF JUSTICE CONSULTATION ON PROPOSED COURT 
CLOSURES 

 
 The Principal Democracy Officer presented report number LDS160 which 

asked Members to discuss a series of consultation questions posed by HM 
Courts and Tribunals Service about the proposed closure of Grantham 
Magistrates’ Court.   The aim of the proposed reforms was to ensure quicker 
and fairer access to justice in a justice system that reflected the way that 
people want to access services by reducing the cost of the estate (estimated 
savings totalled £35 million) and investing those savings into the remaining 
facilities. 
 
Members were asked to discuss the proposals and consider all the possible 
consequences and benefits of the court closures to help the Governance and 
Communication Portfolio Holder respond to the consultation on behalf of the 
Council.  
 
Members noted that the impact of the proposed closure was not so great as it 
might have been, as a number of services previously provided from Grantham 
have already been transferred to Boston and Lincoln. Members requested that 
information on the usage of Grantham Magistrates’ Court and the impact of 
those cases being heard in Lincoln should be included in the response. 
 
It was explained by some members that closing Grantham Magistrates’ Courts 
could have both financial risks as well as security risks if offenders refuse to go 
to court if it is far away. This could result in financial loss for other parties who 
are also required to attend and  lead to the issuing of warrants.,  
 
Members discussed the possibility of using local police stations for criminal 
cases.  
 
Concern was expressed by members around: 

• the possibility of solicitors charging more money for their services 

• Victims being subjected to unnecessary stress 

• The facts and figures set out in the report being challengeable in relation 

to public transport times, court occupancy statistics and comparator data 

for the Midlands region, which was skewed by large cities 

• The average time in Lincolnshire between a case being laid and its first 

hearing in a Magistrates’ Court was 7.4 weeks against a national 

average of 5.5 weeks; closure of Grantham courthouse would extend 

this time further 

• The financial implications for council and surround areas caused by the 

court closures 
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• Rural offenders/witnesses finding it difficult to attend hearings or being 

subjected to unnecessary financial loss because of the cost and 

complexity of public transport 

• The foundation of the justice system was local police investigating local 

incidents and local people adjudicating their peers 

• Travel times in the consultation document are based on journeying from 

Grantham  

• Journeys to Lincoln on public transport were complicated and required 

making a number of connections, this was felt to be detrimental to 

people who were elderly or had a disability that meant they had poor 

mobility 

• Changes to the transport subsidy provided by Lincolnshire County 

Council would see the removal of bus services 

• Due to local media in their areas not covering the court hearings in other 

areas, due to increased travel distance, the deterrent would be lost 

• The cost of attending court could equate to such a significant sum that it 

was equivalent to a weekly shop 

It was explained by the officer that the consultation document stated that the 
courts were willing to be flexible with listing times and accommodating special 
circumstances – such as transport issues. However, some members expressed 
the view of courts possibly not being able to keep to this statement. 
 
The allocation of cases to the court at which they would be heard was based on 
local justice areas. Members suggested that if the proposed closure was to 
proceed, the areas should be reviewed, with consideration to areas that 
crossed county boundaries. This would reduce difficulties with access as towns 
and villages within the south of the district had better transport links and greater 
affinity with Peterborough than Lincoln. 
Discussion ensued around the potential of using video conferencing for court 
hearings and using spare rooms within community buildings reducing the 
distances victims and offenders were required to travel reducing inconvenience 
and preventing financial losses. A further advantage would be removing the 
requirement for victims and witnesses having to be in the same room as 
defendants accused of committing crimes against them. Members felt that 
remote access was only appropriate for civil cases and criminal cases where 
the sentence was not likely to be imprisonment. Connections using video 
conferencing facilities would need to be reliable. 
 
Before considering in principle whether the Council would be able to provide 
any support further information was needed about the level and type of 
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assistance that would be required.  
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Members will be sent a copy of the draft consultation response for 
comment 

  
23. REPORTS FROM WORKING GROUPS 
 
 The Car Parking Working Group met on the 16th September 2015 where 

officers explained the proposed programme of work to its members. The 
discussion highlighted what areas needed to be considered by members and 
what information still needed to be gathered by officers.  
 
The date and time of the next Car Parking Working Group would be discussed 
by the chairman and the vice-chairman. 

  
24. WORK PROGRAMME 
 
 A scoping document outlining a review of the Waste Collection Policy was 

tabled by the Executive Manager, Environment. It was explained that every 4 or 
5 years waste collection policy needed to be reviewed and that the Business 
Manager, Street Care Services had some ideas and had begun some early 
work looking at how the service was provided. The Executive Manager also 
explained how the Council used to receive recycling credits, which had now 
been withdrawn and led to a significant budget shortfall between 2015/16 and 
2017/18 and that this should be taken into account as the devoted policy 
options are consulted by the group. 
 
It was noted that collection times would not change and a review of village 
halls, charities, etc., would form part of the work. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
A working group with Councillors Rosemary Woolley Mike Exton, Ashley 
Baxter and Andrea Webster is to be formed to look at reviewing the 
Refuge Collection Rules – Councillors Tracey Forman and Barry Dobson 
to be invited to the working group also.  

 

Possible site visits: MURF Caythorpe and the energy from waste plant in 
Lincoln 
 
(End of meeting 16:11) 

  
 


