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59. PUBLIC OPEN FORUM

A statement had been submitted by Jane Bennett from Grantham which related 
to agenda item 9d: notice of motion given under article 4.9 of the Council’s 
Constitution by Councillor Morgan. As Ms Bennett was unable to attend the 
meeting, her statement was printed in full and circulated to Members of the 
Council. The full text of Ms Bennett’s statement is copied below: 

Re Charmaine Morgan's call next week for SKDC contributions towards 
independent legal advice, it's obvious that the board have no intention of 
opening A&E and are intent little by little to leave the masses of people in 
Grantham without a hospital and therefore dependant on the overcrowded 
Lincoln and Boston after waiting dangerous hours on trolleys!

I know I'm singing from my same old hymn sheet - but legally is the only way to 
make the board sit up and play the game. It worked for Lewisham and 
Leicester who used legal pressure and won their cases. It is surely illegal for 
the amount of Grantham people that ULHT are responsible for to be without 
any hospital cover at certain times. Even when A&E is open it is grossly 
overcrowded and the overworked staff are struggling to catch up from the night 
closure. It is also grossly out of order to expect all the long suffering staff of the 
hospital to keep working under the pressure of the uncertainty that the board 
keeps them under.

Let's face it, pleading with Jeremy Hunt, Vigils outside the hospital, marching, 
banner waving and political point scoring, nothing has worked. Although these 
methods have been used with the best of intentions, you have got to hit them 
where it hurts.

We have nothing to lose and everything to gain to save our hospital.

The notice of motion to which this statement relates was withdrawn from the 
agenda because Councillor Morgan was absent from the meeting and had 
submitted written notification in accordance with Article 4.9.2 of the Council’s 
Constitution, stating that she wished to defer the motion until the meeting on 24 
May 2018.

60. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Ashwell, Benn, 
Cartwright, Coutts, Craft, Exton, Mapp, Morgan, Powell, Judy Smith, Ian 
Stokes, Sarah Stokes, Ward, Webster and Wilkins.

61. DISCLOSURE OF INTERESTS

No interests were disclosed.

62. MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON 23 NOVEMBER 2017

The minutes of the meeting held on 23 November 2017 were proposed, 
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seconded and agreed as a correct record.

63. COMMUNICATIONS (INCLUDING CHAIRMAN'S ANNOUNCEMENTS)

The Council noted the Chairman’s engagements.

64. RECOMMENDATIONS FROM THE CONSTITUTION COMMITTEE

Decision:

Council approves the recommendations from the Constitution Committee to 
amend Article 2.5 as follows:

1.  At Article 2.5,  to add the words shown in bold underlined relating to 
child care and carers allowance:

An allowance for child care and carers at £5.89 per hour is payable, subject 
to a ceiling of £1,110 per annum per Councillor, payable for approved 
duties on presentation of a receipt/invoice or signed verification from the 
carer to confirm the arrangements.

2. At Article 2.5.1(ii) to delete words prohibiting the payment of travel 
allowances and add words shown in bold and underlined relating to 
the payment of travel allowances to Councillors who attend who are 
not members of the committee:

Cabinet, Committee or sub-Committee meetings of which the Councillor is 
a member or, if not a member of a meeting, is attending where they 
have a legitimate interest in a matter that is scheduled to be 
discussed.

3. To add Article 2.5.1(xii)  to allow the payment of travel allowance for:

Meetings with officers to discuss items included on Council, Cabinet 
and committee agendas where the Councillor has made a pre-
arranged appointment.

4. To add Article 2.5.1(xiii) to allow the payment of travel allowances for 
attendance at town and parish meetings as follows:

 
Town and Parish Council meetings, including Parish Meetings within 
the Member’s Ward that they attend as a representative of South 
Kesteven District Council.

The Chairman of the Constitution Committee presented report number LDS261. 
At its meeting on 11 December 2017 the Committee considered the 
recommendations of the Independent Remuneration Panel and the decision 
made by Council at its meeting on 23 November 2017 to consider changes to 
the local scheme in relation to payments for informal caring arrangements and 
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mileage for attendance at any meeting of the Council in which they have an 
interest, a meeting with an officer to discuss an item on any agenda where an 
appointment has been pre-arranged or attending meetings within a Member’s 
Ward. The Constitution Committee had also agreed that Parish Meetings and 
meetings of the Grantham Charter Trustees should also be included. The 
recommendations as made by the Constitution Committee were proposed and 
seconded. 

An amendment was made and seconded that would remove the payment of 
allowances for attending meetings of the Grantham Charter Trustees. The 
Council was advised that expense claims associated with the Grantham 
Charter Trustees were paid from the Charter Trustees’ precept fund. 

A vote was taken on the amendment, which was carried. The new substantive 
motion was then put to the vote and was also carried.

65. MEETINGS OF THE CABINET

The Leader presented report number LDS262 for Members’ information. The 
report provided Council Members with copies of the reports submitted to, and 
the minutes of, Cabinet meetings, including decisions taken by individual 
Cabinet Members.

66. MEMBERS' OPEN QUESTIONS

Question 1

Councillor Wootten referred to a proposal that had been refused by 
Westminster Council to erect a bronze statue of Margaret Thatcher. He asked 
the Deputy Leader whether he would join Councillor Wootten in sending a 
message to the Leader of Westminster Council to say that the statue would be 
welcomed in Grantham. The Deputy Leader stated that if the statue would be 
available for free, then the Council should take advantage of it. He added that 
regardless of what people thought of her politics, her achievement of becoming 
the first female Prime Minister should be recognised.

Question 2

Councillor Baxter had previously asked a question about leisure facilities in the 
Deepings, after which the Leader had announced plans for a new leisure 
centre, the development of which was expected to commence in 2020. He 
stated that during term-time there were only two hours in the working week 
when members of the public could swim. He asked whether the Leader would 
work with officers and the school to find a solution to optimise the use of the 
existing centre and to develop an exit strategy for when the new facility was in 
place. The Leader reminded members that there was currently a contract that 
governed the school’s use of the facility. He stated that as plans were being 
brought forward he would work with the school and Council officers to discuss 
access requirements. He informed members that the existing facility was used 
a great deal by the school and clubs, which showed the huge demand from the 
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public and education sectors. 

Question 3

Councillor Forman asked what plans the Council had made to celebrate the 
100 year anniversary of the Representation of the People Act. The Leader 
stated that he was not immediately aware of any plans but he had seen a paper 
which referred to some work that was being done. He referred to centenary 
events to commemorate the end of the First World War of which there were 
quite a few, however they had not been pulled together. To help ensure that 
any such commemorative events were better co-ordinated, the Cabinet 
Member for Retail and Visitor Economy was taking a lead.

Question 4

Councillor Selby referred to a question that he had asked at the Council 
meeting on 23 November 2017, which related to the disposal of abandoned 
bicycles that had been collected by the Council. The Leader apologised that a 
response to this question had not yet been issued.

Question 4

Following the recent re-location of one of Market Deeping’s main shops to 
Deeping St. James, Councillor Judy Stevens asked about the progress of plans 
to hold a Saturday market in Market Deeping to ensure that the town stayed as 
buoyant as possible. The Cabinet Member for Retail and Visitor Economy 
stated that there was an opportunity to investigate a Saturday market and initial 
submissions had been made to Lincolnshire County Council Highways, which 
was beginning consultation with shop owners about the potential road closure. 
He informed Members that that the consultation could last between 6 and 18 
months, however there was the potential for a market to begin in the Market 
Square, which was being pushed forward.

Question 5

Councillor Peter Stephens asked whether the Council supported the erection of 
a statue of Margaret Thatcher outside the Council Offices. The Leader of the 
Council stated that the Conservative group wished to see a statue but added 
that it was an emotive issue. He added that he thought it was important to mark 
the fact that a daughter of Grantham went on to become the country’s first 
female Prime Minister. The Leader also stated that there were some amazing 
people who had come from Grantham and he did not feel that the town made 
the most of publicising its links with those people.

Question 6

Councillor Chivers asked whether there were any plans in place to celebrate 
the one-hundredth anniversary of the Royal Air Force. He was advised by the 
Cabinet Member for Retail and Visitor Economy that a programme was being 
drawn up, which included a range of events that would run from April to 
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November 2018. He added that when the programme had been finalised, a 
copy would be circulated to Members.

Question 7

Councillor Broughton referred to a Council newsletter from 2005 which included 
an article on a composting scheme. Following the purchase of the bin for £10, 
membership of the scheme was then free of charge and included the 
opportunity for the Council to buy back the compost. He referred to a proposed 
increase to the charges for the green bin scheme and asked that when it came 
to setting the fees next year for consideration to be given to those older 
residents who could not afford the cost of the scheme.

The Cabinet Member for Environment said that he had looked into the 
composting scheme; despite a good initial uptake, people did not take to it. He 
also explained that when setting the fee for the green bin scheme, the cost of 
delivering the service had been reviewed. The main driver was the price of fuel, 
the cost of which had increased. The Cabinet Member stated that delivery costs 
would be considered during the year when the charges were reviewed, adding 
that he hoped that there would not be further fuel charge increases. He advised 
Members that with regard to green waste collection, South Kesteven remained 
one of the cheapest Councils in the country. He also added that if the service 
delivery costs went down, then the Council would look at reducing the charges.

67. NOTICES OF MOTION GIVEN UNDER ARTICLE 4.9:

(1) Councillor Tracey Forman

Decision:

The Council resolves to ensure that LGBT History Month and facilities 
to report hate crime are sign-posted on the Council’s website 
including a link to the single equality support organisation in 
Lincolnshire http://justlincolnshire.org.uk/ 

Councillor Forman was invited to present her motion and the background to 
it:

February is LGBT History Month. The council should show its 
support for this month, and solidarity with LGBT people by flying the 
LGBT Pride flag from the Council building during this month. This 
would link into the council’s duty under the Equalities Act 2010 in 
promoting and protecting the rights of this community.

According to extensive research by Stonewall, one in five LGBT 
people have experienced a hate crime or incident because of their 
sexual orientation and/or gender identity in the last 12 months. Two 
in five trans people have experienced a hate crime or incident 
because of their gender identity in the last 12 months. Four in five 

http://justlincolnshire.org.uk/
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hate crimes and incidents go unreported, with younger LGBT people 
particularly reluctant to go to the police. (Stonewall 2017)

Lincolnshire Police have also reported a rise in LGBT hate crimes 
across Lincolnshire over the last two years. (Lincolnshire Police 
February 2017)

The council resolves to:

1) Fly the LGBT Pride flag during the month of February
2) Ensure that LGBT History Month and facilities to report hate crime 
are promoted on the council’s website.
3) Provide a link to the single equality support organisation in 
Lincolnshire http://justlincolnshire.org.uk/

In proposing her motion, Councillor Forman referred to the Council’s duty 
under the Equality Act 2010 to eliminate unlawful discrimination, advance 
equality of opportunity and foster good relations between people who share 
a protected characteristic and those who do not. Reference was made to a 
series of events that would be taking place across the country to celebrate 
the lives and achievements of members of the LGBT community. She felt 
that by actively celebrating, the Council would be fulfilling part of its duty 
under the Equalities Act and demonstrating support to LGBT people living 
in South Kesteven. She stated that while there were some high profile 
figures in Lincolnshire who were gay, it did not mean that further action was 
not necessary or that the presence of those role models would end 
victimisation and discrimination. She described the positive effect that flying 
the rainbow flag might have on young LGBT people in communicating the 
Council’s support for them. While the proposer acknowledged that flying 
the rainbow flag might offend some people, she felt that this would be 
outweighed by the positive messages that would be sent.

Reference was made to the Council’s Annual Equality Position Statement, 
which the proposer felt lacked ambition and drive in how the Council met 
the public sector equality duty. She added that the equality and diversity 
information published about the Council’s workforce showed that it held the 
data on employees’ sexual orientation. The proposition was seconded.

An amendment was proposed:

The Council resolves to ensure that LGBT History Month and 
facilities to report hate crime are sign-posted on the Council’s 
website including a link to the single equality support organisation in 
Lincolnshire http://justlincolnshire.org.uk/ 

The proposer of the amendment stated that he agreed with most of the 
proposition but did not feel able to support the flying of the rainbow flag. 
The amendment was seconded and the seconder spoke about 
discrimination he had experienced and the way some people had reacted 
to him standing for public office. He listed several reasons that meant he 

http://justlincolnshire.org.uk/
http://justlincolnshire.org.uk/
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could not support the raising of the flag: he considered that flag-raising was 
for commemoration, remembrance and civic occasions. He also indicated 
that the Council received requests to support a large number of campaigns 
and queried how the Council could distinguish which campaigns it wanted 
to support. 

A further speaker indicated that they agreed with the broad sentiment 
behind the proposition and suggested that there were a number of other, 
different occasions for which the Council may decide to show its support by 
flying an appropriate flag.

The proposer of the original motion was given the opportunity to sum up. 
She countered the comments that had been made as she felt that flying the 
rainbow flag during LGBT history month would fit within the 
commemorative aspect of flag-raising.

A vote was taken on the amendment, which was carried, making it the 
substantive motion.

Further comments were made which highlighted the progress that had 
been made in relation to LGBT people, however it was still considered that 
more needed to be done, with the speaker indicating that a decision by 
Council to fly the rainbow flag could have led to a further culture change.

A response was made by the Leader, whose Cabinet remit included HR, to 
the statement made by the proposer of the original motion about data held 
on the sexual orientation of members of SKDC staff. He stated that it was a 
private issue and that there would be no drive to try and identify the sexual 
orientation of employees.

A vote was taken on the substantive motion, which was carried.

(2) Councillor Ashley Baxter (1)

Decision:

The Council does not support the motion submitted by Councillor 
Baxter in relation to the abolition of Lincolnshire County Council

 Councillor Baxter was invited to present his first motion:

This Council believes:

 The current three-tier system of Local Authorities is outdated and 
ineffective

 The bureaucracy of Lincolnshire County Council is geographically 
remote and has become out-of-touch with the needs and 
aspirations of residents across the County

This Council resolves to work towards:
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a) The abolition of the Lincolnshire County Council; and
b) The devolution of power, assets and finance to a number of unitary 

authorities, each of a more appropriate size

This Council mandates its Leader, Cabinet and Senior Officers to 
lobby the Secretary of State for Communities, and other appropriate 
authorities including local MPs, regarding the abolition of the County 
Council and the establishment of smaller unitary authorities to better 
serve the needs of people living and working in Lincolnshire.

In making his proposition Councillor Baxter referred to a duplication of 
functions between county and district council and the confusion this caused 
with members of the public. He also considered Lincolnshire County 
Council to be remote, citing specifically the distance between the Deepings 
and Lincoln He felt that Lincolnshire was too big, which made the County 
Council inaccessible, except through the periodic surgeries held by the 
local County Councillors. He felt that the functions of Lincolnshire County 
Council should be devolved to a more local level either through a unitary 
authority of South Kesteven or by combining with one or two other districts 
to make those unitary authorities slightly larger. 

In seconding the proposal, reference was made to the area over which the 
County Council was required to spread its resources, which meant that 
there were some teams and equipment, specifically relating to road 
maintenance, that the seconder had not seen in the area. He supported a 
return to a model like the old borough councils, which would provide more 
local control over local affairs.

During debate on the motion reference was made to those functions of the 
County Council that were set out in statute including the burdens and 
responsibilities associated with that tier of local government. The 
complexities of changing from a two-tier to a single-tier model of local 
government were highlighted, including the time it would take and the 
amount of service reorganisation that would be required. A member who 
had previous experience of serving in a unitary authority stated that 
Councillors serving in that authority had found the same issues and 
frustrations as Members in two-tier areas. The benefit of the Leader 
lobbying the Secretary of State in the first instance was challenged 
because, prior to any approach, clear proposals would need to be worked 
up with local partners. 

Reference was made to the original speaker’s comment about the 
duplication of services; it was clarified that there was a clear distinction 
between the functions of county and district councils in respect of waste 
collection and disposal, and that both parties worked together effectively as 
part of the Lincolnshire Waste Partnership. Members who sat on both the 
county and district councils gave an overview of the scope of items that 
were covered during Lincolnshire County Council meetings and the 
distinction between those matters and the business discussed at meetings 
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of South Kesteven District Council.

Those members speaking in support of the motion countered that the 
complexities of any change should not be a deterrent. One Member 
commented that SKDC was an excellent council that was well run and 
enjoyed a good reputation. Reference was made to the proposals for 
devolution that the Council was asked to consider during 2017, which, if 
successful, would have seen the creation of a Greater Lincolnshire Unitary 
authority which would make that tier of local government even more 
remote. There was also a feeling that devolution discussions would 
continue and it would be to the Council’s advantage to put itself in a 
position where it could drive the agenda.

Some questions were raised about whether any new unitary authority may 
necessitate the creation of a town council for Grantham. It was suggested 
that under a county-based unitary authority a town council would definitely 
be required, while under a more local unitary arrangement it might be 
possible to take the approach of creating an area committee.

The proposer of the motion was given the opportunity to sum up then a 
vote was taken, which was lost.

(3) Councillor Ashley Baxter (2)

Decision:

To not support the motion submitted by Councillor Baxter asking for 
the election of Chairman to be done through a secret ballot.

Councillor Baxter was invited to present the second motion of which he had 
given notice: 

The Council recommends that the annual election of the Chairman 
and Vice-Chairman of the Council should be conducted by secret 
ballot and instructs that the Constitution be amended accordingly.

In so doing he referred to the change of the Council’s voting system to a 
show of hands and indicated that voting in such a way may mean that 
Members feel compelled to vote along party lines. He felt that the election 
of Chairman should be above politics and about the personal qualities of an 
individual. Councillor Baxter stated that whilst he was an advocate for 
openness and transparency, he felt that the best way to ensure that the 
election of the Chairman of the Council was not politicised was to allow for 
a secret ballot. The proposition was seconded and in doing so, the 
sentiments of the proposer were reiterated.

In speaking against the motion, a Member stated that a secret ballot would 
remove any openness and transparency from the proceedings. The Leader 
added that he would invite the group leaders to make any nominations, 
which he would put before the Conservative group for consideration.
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A number of members who spoke said that they felt that the role of 
Chairman was a reward on a non-political basis for a job well done and that 
they would like that kind of system to continue. 

One Member expressed some concern that the motion related specifically 
to the role of Chairman; he referred to a gentleman’s agreement that meant 
that the sitting Vice-Chairman would become the Chairman of the Council 
and that they did not want to see that jeopardised.

In summing up, Councillor Baxter reiterated his stance that whilst his view 
on transparency and openness had not changed, he felt that the position of 
the Chairman of the Council should be above politics.

A vote was taken and the motion was lost.

(4) Councillor Charmaine Morgan

Written notification had been received from Councillor Morgan in 
accordance with Article 4.9.2 of the Council’s Constitution, stating that she 
wished to defer the motion until the meeting on 24 May 2018.

68. CLOSE OF MEETING

The meeting was closed at 15:45.


