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Cabinet 
 

Tuesday, 5th April, 2022 

6.00  - 7.25 pm 
 

Attendees 

Councillors: Rowena Hay (Leader of the Council), Peter Jeffries (Deputy 
Leader and Cabinet Member Finance & Assets), 
Victoria Atherstone (Cabinet Member Culture, Wellbeing & 
Business), Flo Clucas (Cabinet Member Safety & Communities), 
Iain Dobie (Cabinet Member Waste & Recycling & Street 
Services), Martin Horwood (Cabinet Member Customer & 
Regulatory Services), Andrew McKinlay (Cabinet Member Cyber 
& Strategic Transport) and Max Wilkinson (Cabinet Member 
Climate Emergency) 
 

Also in attendance:  Judith Baker, Howard Norris, Gareth Edmundson, Harry Mayo, 
Tim Atkins, Gemma Bell, Richard Gibson, Darren Knight and 
Paul Minnis 

 

Minutes 
 
 

1. APOLOGIES 
Apologies were received from the Cabinet Member Housing. 

 

2. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
The Cabinet Member Customer and Regulatory Services declared a non-

prejudicial interest in item 6 as Chair of the Neighbourhood Plan Working Group 

at Leckhampton with Warden Hill Parish Council. 

 

3. MINUTES OF THE LAST MEETING 
The minutes of the meeting held on 1st March were approved and signed as a 

correct record. 

 

4. PUBLIC AND MEMBER QUESTIONS AND PETITIONS 

1. Question from Councillor David Willingham to Cabinet Member 

Finance and Assets, Councillor Peter Jeffries 

 On Friday 4th June 2021, there was a major house fire at 168 Arle Road.  

Since that time, my constituents have had to suffer the burnt-out, 

boarded-up, roofless shell of the building blighting their street. I 

understand that the efforts of the council to get remedial action take via 

enforcement, including the service of a s215 notice have been 

unsuccessful, and that a Compulsory Purchase Order, which requires a 

Cabinet decision, is likely to be the only way to remediate this issue and 

get the property back into use. I note that currently there is nothing in the 
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Forward Plan about this matter. 

Could I please seek an assurance from the relevant Cabinet Member(s) 

that: 

a) Seeking a Compulsory Purchase Order for 168 Arle Road will be 

added to the Forward Plan if that is a prerequisite for making the 

decision? 

b) The legal and municipal processes to tackle this blight and dereliction 

will be expedited by the Council? 

 Response from Cabinet Member  

 I can confirm that the Council’s enforcement team has successfully taken 

action regarding this property, ensuring that any immediate danger to 

public safety has been removed and that the building is now secured 

against unauthorised entry. 

Some details of the case are of a personal and confidential nature and 

therefore, cannot be shared in an open public response to Cllr 

Willingham’s question. 

I would also advise that enforcement team capacity has recently been 

impacted by staff Covid cases and available resources are currently 

being diverted in dealing with inspections of properties to assess their 

suitability for occupation by Ukrainian guests.  

Compulsory purchase is not a quick process and is generally only used 

as a last resort option. However, I am able to confirm that: 

a) officers are actively assessing the option of compulsory purchase 
in relation to 168 Arle Road and if appropriate, a report regarding 
this will be listed on the Forward Plan and brought forward to 
Cabinet, most likely in June of this year; 

b) relevant statutory procedures will be followed in order to optimise 
the likelihood of the authority successfully securing ownership of 
the property, which should facilitate its renovation and 
reoccupation.  

 

 Supplementary question 

 Thank you for your response and for the enforcement actions undertaken, 

which will make a difference for the constituents affected by this issue. I 

know this is a complex legal process and I urge Cabinet to keep pushing 

for remediation to occur, whether by compulsory purchase or any other 

methods within the council’s control, such as carrying out works in default 

and issuing a charge against the property. 

 Response from Cabinet Member 

 Thank you for your supplementary question. As noted in my initial 

response, there are aspects of this case we cannot talk about here for 

data protection reasons, but we understand the complexities you are 
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referring to and will support you in moving this forward along with officers. 

2. Question from Councillor David Willingham to Cabinet Member 

Customer and Regulatory Services, Councillor Martin Horwood 

 In the written answer to council on 21st June 2021 about correcting the 

naming error of “Yarnold Terrace” (which is currently wrongly recorded on 

some computer systems as “Yarnolds Terrace” with an extra ‘s’).  The 

answer states “Whilst it does appear to be a simple correction, the name 

as recorded with an ‘s’ cannot legally be changed without consulting all 

the residents.”  However, on page 49 of the cabinet report it states “Under 

Section 18 of the Towns Improvement Act the local authority can alter the 

name and numbers of any street without consent of the ratepayers.”  

Could the Cabinet Member please ask officers to clarify which of these is 

correct? 

 Response from Cabinet Member  

 Thank you Cllr Willingham for your question.   

Further to my previous answer to you on this matter, you are correct that 

under Section 18 of the Towns Improvement Act the local authority can 

alter the name and numbers of any street without consent of the 

ratepayers.  It is not a legal requirement to consult, but it is our policy to 

do so. 

We are very conscious that any change can lead to quite an 

administrative burden for the owners it affects.  With this in mind and in 

the context of your second question on this matter, I have proposed some 

additional wording to help clarify. 

3. Question from Councillor David Willingham to Cabinet Member 

Customer and Regulatory Services, Councillor Martin Horwood 

 Q) Would the Cabinet Member please consider amending the draft 

“Street Naming and Numbering Policy and Guidance” to include an 

explicit data correction policy for example by making the following 

modifications: 

a) In the bullet list of the “Renaming and renumbering of streets” 

section add a fourth bullet as follows: 

 There is evidence of a data error suggesting that the street name 
is incorrectly recorded on computer systems 

 

b) Before the “Freeholders” section add a section entitled “Data 

correction policy” either with or without the optional section, as 

follows: 

 

Data correction policy 

With the large quantity of street naming data held by the council, it is 

possible that occasional errors, such as minor differences between the 



 
 
 

 

 
- 4 - 

Draft minutes to be approved at the next meeting on Tuesday, 24 May 2022 

 

names held on computer systems and those shown on nameplates will 

be discovered.  In cases where such data errors are advised and 

evidenced to the council, the council will seek to investigate and correct 

these as soon as possible. 

<optional>When such corrections are made, the council will write to 

affected dwellings to inform them that the correction is being 

made.</optional> 

 Response from Cabinet Member 

 Thank you Cllr Willingham for your careful review of the Cabinet report 

presented.  As noted in my response above, I have proposed an 

amendment to the policy as below, the wording reflects any changes 

being reasonable and proportionate for those it affects. 

Renaming and renumbering of streets 

Under Section 18 of the Towns Improvement Act, the local authority can 

alter the name and numbers of any street without consent of the 

ratepayers. However, this policy builds in engagement where appropriate. 

Renaming or renumbering Streets will be considered for the following 

reasons: 

1. A minimum of two thirds of the owners of the street or relevant 
part of the street submit a request 

2. In the interests of public or highway safety 
3. If there is evidence of a serious problem due to similar names or 

the location of a property in a street 
4. There is evidence of a data error suggesting that the street name 

is incorrectly recorded on computer systems.  Should this have 
occurred the councils will follow best practice and undertake 
consultation with owners of the properties affected. 

 

I would note that it is unusual for there to be street data errors, as the 

data is synchronised with Highways at Gloucestershire County Council – 

any spelling errors stop the monthly street health check reports running 

successfully and any mis-matches are generally corrected within days. 

Spelling errors on street nameplates can be reviewed as and when 

reported. We cannot update or change any street name data without 

consultation with Highways. Street nameplate replacements are not 

covered by this policy.  However, that aside, whilst it may appear to be a 

simple change, the work involved by the residents to ensure all their 

records are updated could be a significant task for each of them 

individually, which is why resident engagement is important in this case. 

4. Question from Councillor David Willingham to Cabinet Member 

Customer and Regulatory Services, Councillor Martin Horwood 

 Could I please get an assurance that if the above is not included that a 

suitable form words will be added to this policy to ensure that data errors 

in street naming records can be expeditiously corrected where such 



 
 
 

 

 
- 5 - 

Draft minutes to be approved at the next meeting on Tuesday, 24 May 2022 

 

errors are reported and evidenced to the Council? 

 Response from Cabinet Member 

 Please see my response above which clarifies this point by the addition of 

point 4.  

 Supplementary question 

 Would the Cabinet Member be able to facilitate meetings on this topic 

with CBH and others, as a road having two names is not helpful? I am 

keen to get this solved one way or another, and would suggest that 

deleting an S from data would be considerably easier than replacing a 

name plate which has been in place for many years, ever since the road 

was dedicated in honour of the deceased alderman Yarnold. 

 Response from Cabinet Member 

 Thank you for your attention to detail, which has led to a number of 

proposed amendments to the policy which will be discussed later, and for 

your assiduousness on behalf of residents. On the CBH question, the 

answer is a straightforward yes. 

5. Question from Councillor David Willingham to Cabinet Member 

Customer and Regulatory Services, Councillor Martin Horwood 

 Could the Cabinet Member ask officers to advise me when they expect to 

have corrected the naming error affecting “Yarnold Terrace”? 

 Response from Cabinet Member  

 Officers have advised me that you have been updated on this matter.  I 

will however ask officers to highlight the questions you have raised again 

with Cheltenham Borough Homes as the relevant landlord on the matter.  

I would also reiterate the likely impact on residents of the administrative 

tasks required, should any future change be made. 

6. Question from Councillor David Willingham to Cabinet Member 

Customer and Regulatory Services, Councillor Martin Horwood 

 Would the Cabinet Member please review the consultation sections which 

currently say “ward/parish council” (page 47) and “Parish/Ward Councils” 

(page 48) and consider changing them so that the Parish Council (if any), 

the Neighbourhood Forum (if any), Borough Councillors for the affected 

Ward and County Councillors for the affected Electoral Division are all 

consulted on such proposals? 

 Response from Cabinet Member   

 Thank you Cllr Willingham for highlighting that point, which makes sense.  

I am happy to accommodate the minor amendment. 

7. Question from Councillor David Willingham to Cabinet Member 

Customer and Regulatory Services, Councillor Martin Horwood 



 
 
 

 

 
- 6 - 

Draft minutes to be approved at the next meeting on Tuesday, 24 May 2022 

 

 Would the Cabinet Member please ask officers to consider adding a 

section clarifying how communities can go about getting currently 

unnamed paths given names so that they are easier for the emergency 

services to locate in the case of emergencies or incidents? 

 Response from Cabinet Member  

 Thank you for this question that has required some clarification with Legal 

colleagues. The definition of a street is not within the Public Health Act 

1925.  The definition is contained in the Highways Act 1980. 

Under this legislations a street means the whole or any part of any of the 

following, irrespective of whether it is a thoroughfare— 

(a) any highway, road, lane, footway, alley or passage, 

(b) any square or court, and 

(c) any land laid out as a way whether it is for the time being formed as a 

way or not. 

Where a street passes over a bridge or through a tunnel, references in 

this Part to the street include that bridge or tunnel.” 

Relating this then back to your point of unmade paths The street naming 

policy relates to our regulatory responsibilities.  If unnamed paths fall into 

any of the definitions in (a) to (c) above, then they will fall within our 

current policy.  If they do not fall within the above definitions then they are 

not subject to the policy. 

In practical terms we consider that this is more appropriately addressed 

via Gloucestershire Highways under the National Street Gazeteer, so I 

have tasked officers to clarify the legal position in regards to this and 

engage with County Highways.  Officers will advise accordingly. 

8. Question from Councillor David Willingham to Cabinet Member 

Customer and Regulatory Services, Councillor Martin Horwood 

 As a minor point, but one that could lead to delays in an emergency: 

would the Cabinet Member ask officers to consider whether the 

numbering policy should contain details of how the council deals with 

triskaidekaphobia? E.g. whether the council permits the house number 13 

to be omitted or renumbered in new developments, and if so how it 

should be numbered.  For example, “New properties shall be numbered 

sequentially or odd/even, the number 13 may not be omitted”, or 

alternatively “New properties shall be numbered sequentially or odd/even, 

the number 13 may be replaced with 12a (sequential numbering) or 11a 

(odd/even numbering).”   

 Response from Cabinet Member  

 We include the number 13 on new numbering. A developer/applicant 

would need to specifically request that the number be dropped/changed. 

It is not considered at this time that a change to the policy is required. 
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5. COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE LEVY GOVERNANCE & SECTION 106 
ENGAGEMENT 
The Cabinet Member Customer and Regulatory Services presented the report, 
noting that it would be voted on at June Council. The proposed new governance 
arrangements covered all aspects of the Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) 
developer contributions, and proposed a scheme for greater transparency in the 
handling of Section 106 agreements. 
 
He noted that the council was currently allowed to charge up to 5% for admin, 
which was then pooled, but in the new arrangements they could vote to retain 
some of it as Cheltenham administration costs if the amount of CIL money grew 
sufficiently to enable that. Further to this, he noted the 15% or 25% 
neighbourhood allocation that went to parish councils (depending on whether 
they had a Neighbourhood Plan) and that governance arrangements had been 
added for the element of this allocation that was from unparished areas. It 
suggested a process whereby a panel of seven elected members ideally 
reflecting a political balance would prioritise projects for the benefit of the 
community. 
 
The report also outlined governance arrangements for the larger and more 
complicated strategic allocation pot, which constituted about 70-80% of CIL 
monies. The current arrangement was to pool that with other Joint Core 
Strategy (JCS) authorities, so the process had to be compatible with that going 
forward. The report made a concrete commitment for this council to vote on the 
final CIL allocation, taking the form of an infrastructure list, comprising both the 
shared element and uniquely Cheltenham elements. 
 
The government had also published a memorandum of understanding which 
outlined good practice in deciding how much was pooled and how much was 
not, which Council would also vote on in June. He added that the arrangements 
for a strategic CIL board would be determined at JCS level. Finally, the report 
outlined governance arrangements for the handling of S106 agreements 
between the council and developers. While S106 agreements were a legal 
requirement, so the council’s ability to influence the process was limited, it was 
proposed that Members would be obligated to suggest possible candidates for 
S106 funds in their wards, and for case officers to notify the relevant ward 
Members early in the process so they had the opportunity to input into it. He 
emphasised that they had taken a belt and braces approach throughout to 
cover every possible eventuality, and aimed to ensure a democratic, safe and 
accountable process. 
 
The Leader added that she had recently attended a Joint Core Strategy 
Member Liaison Working Group, and noted that its name was due to change to 
the Joint Strategic Plan. 
 
The Cabinet Member Safety and Communities asked about the implications for 
funding in wards that were divided between parished and non-parished areas. 
The Cabinet Member Customer and Regulatory Services responded that 70-
80% of CIL money from any area would go into the strategic pool to benefit the 
community as a whole, which included non-parished areas. While the 15% or 
25% neighbourhood allocation automatically went to the parish council in a 
parished area, in an unparished area it would from now on be overseen by the 
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elected neighbourhood panel, and anyone would be free to bid into this. Officers 
would take into account the parish status of areas to ensure fair allocation of 
funds. 
 
The Cabinet Member Safety and Communities asked about developments 
which crossed the border, for example into Tewkesbury. The Cabinet Member 
Customer and Regulatory Services responded that if it were outside 
Cheltenham, then the relevant neighbourhood allocation would not come to the 
borough. This demonstrated the importance of collaborative working with 
Tewkesbury and Gloucester to ensure that benefits were shared. He was happy 
to confirm any technicalities with officers and get back to her outside of the 
meeting. 
 
The Cabinet Member Culture, Wellbeing and Business asked when the bid 
process for the neighbourhood panels would be opened. The Cabinet Member 
Customer and Regulatory Services responded that there was no exact 
timetable yet, but that he would consult officers about setting out a realistic 
timeline. 
 
The Cabinet Member Finance and Assets thanked the Cabinet Member 
Customer and Regulatory Services for his work on this topic, and stressed the 
need to enable communities to support themselves. 
 
The Leader moved to the vote, where it was unanimously: 

RESOLVED THAT: 

1. The percentage split of CIL, in accordance with the CIL Regulations as set 
out in Fig 1, be noted; 

2. The governance approach for the strategic (non-neighbourhood) CIL 
monies be agreed, including the preparation of the Infrastructure List as 
set out at section 2 of this report, and engagement with Gloucester City 
Council and Tewkesbury Borough Council on any shared infrastructure 
spending, which ensures that the Cheltenham Cabinet and Council has 
final approval; 

3. Collaborative work be undertaken with Gloucester and Tewkesbury 
Councils on developing a spending mechanism for any shared CIL 
spending to be agreed by Cheltenham Cabinet and Council; 

4. The governance approach as set out at section 4 of this report in regard to 
the unparished neighbourhood element of CIL be agreed; 

5. The Head of Planning, in consultation with the Cabinet portfolio holder and 
Head of Finance, undertake an annual review of the CIL administration 
element and for this spending to be agreed annually by Cabinet as part of 
the Infrastructure Statement Annual Report; 

6. The proposal as set out in section 6 of this report to build enhanced 
transparency and engagement with ward members on S106 be agreed. 

 

6. LOCAL DEVELOPMENT SCHEME 
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The Cabinet Member Customer and Regulatory Services presented the report, 
noting that the LDS was the public and official statement of what would 
constitute their local development plan. It was comprised of three tiers, with the 
lowest tier being the Neighbourhood Plans which Leckhampton and Hesters 
Way were currently putting together. In the middle sat the Cheltenham Plan, 
which was under review at the moment, while the top tier was the Joint Core 
Strategy (soon to be renamed the Joint Strategic Plan. 
 
The Leader moved to the vote, where it was unanimously: 

RESOLVED THAT: 

1. The updated Local Development Scheme for Cheltenham Borough, 
attached to the report at Appendix 2, be adopted; 

2. Authority be delegated to the Head of Planning, in consultation with the 
Leader of the Council and the Cabinet Member Customer and Regulatory 
Services, to prepare the Local Development Scheme for publication. 

 

7. STREET NAMING AND NUMBERING - REVIEW OF POLICY 
The Cabinet Member Customer and Regulatory Services presented the report, 
noting that the council was responsible for the naming and numbering of all 
streets in Cheltenham, and that the policy behind this needed to be refreshed. 
He thanked Tracey Birkinshaw and Charlotte Harber for their hard work in 
ensuring that the policy was built on best practice. 
 
He proposed two amendments to the policy and recommendations before 
Cabinet. The first related to recommendation 1, which asked Cabinet to review 
paragraph 1.7 of the report and consider whether exceptional circumstances 
could be taken into account when naming streets after living individuals. The 
earlier policy required that they wait until 20 years had passed after the 
individual’s name, and for the consent of the next of kin to be sought. He 
suggested that, in exceptional circumstances, Cabinet should have the option to 
name streets after living individuals. 
 
The second amendment related to the member questions submitted by Cllr. 
Willingham regarding the policy, and would enable the council to correct data 
errors on computer systems more easily. 
 
The Leader moved to the vote, where it was unanimously: 
 
RESOLVED THAT: 

1. Paragraph 1.7 of this report be reviewed, and Members consider whether 
very exceptional circumstances should be inserted into the policy; 

a) In the event of Cabinet deciding that it should be inserted, to add 
‘Exceptions to this will need to be approved by Cabinet’ after ‘Streets 
should not be named after living individuals’; 

2. Taking into account recommendations 1 and 1a above, the draft Street 
Naming and Numbering Policy as provided at Appendix 2 of this report, 
with any amendments arising, be approved; 
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3. Authority be delegated to the Director of Planning, in consultation with the 
Cabinet Member Customer and Regulatory Services, to make any minor 
changes to the policy should further best practice emerge. 

 

8. UBICO BUSINESS PLAN 2022/23 
The Leader of the Council presented the report, noting that Ubico had recently 
given a presentation to Members on their business plan where they had 
responded to queries. 
 
The Leader moved to the vote, where it was unanimously: 

RESOLVED THAT: 

1. The Ubico 2022/2023 Business Plan be noted; 

2. It be noted that the Leader of the Council, as shareholder 
representative, proposes to sign the written resolution to approve the 
Ubico 2022/2023 Business Plan in due course. 

 

9. PUBLICA GROUP (SUPPORT) LTD BUSINESS PLAN 2022-25 
The Leader of the Council presented the report, noting that while it was in her 
gift to sign off on the plan, she was bringing it to Cabinet to ensure transparency 
and allow Members to ask questions of her and the Managing Director. 
 
Jan Britton (Managing Director, Publica) added that it was a requirement of 
Publica’s articles of association that the shareholders (the leaders of the four 
councils) annually agreed its business plan. As part of this, the business plan 
was brought before scrutiny committees and to Cabinet prior to asking the 
Leader to approve it. He thanked CBC’s Overview and Scrutiny Committee for 
their questions and comments, which had particularly focused on Publica’s 
employees and had been kept in mind when amending the business plan. 
 
The Leader moved to the vote, where it was unanimously: 

RESOLVED THAT: 
1. The Publica Business Plan 2022-25 be recommended to be approved 

by the Leader, as the Council’s Shareholder Representative for Publica 
Group (Support) Ltd, subject to any comments Cabinet makes and 
subject to any minor amendments that might arise from the final stages 
of consultation with the Shareholder Councils and/or general editing. 

 

10. DISCRETIONARY BUSINESS RATES RELIEFS AND COUNCIL TAX 
ENERGY REBATE 
The Cabinet Member Finance and Assets presented the report, which related to 

four business rate reliefs and a discretionary energy rebate payment. The first 

three business rate reliefs were temporary schemes related to retail, hospitality 

and leisure properties, and sought to support small businesses. The fourth 

related to the Covid-19 Additional Relief Fund, supporting businesses which 

had been ineligible for the previous round of funding. The council had received 

funding of £2.583m for this scheme, which needed to be targeted at the 

businesses most impacted. 
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He added that the council also had been allocated £162,450 as part of the 

Discretionary Energy Rebate scheme. This equated to just over 1,000 

payments of £150 to residents who were energy bill payers but not eligible for 

the main government scheme. Funding was limited, so the priority was to 

support vulnerable residents and those on low incomes or means-tested 

benefits. 

The Leader added that this was welcome news for the retail and hospitality 

sector, which had suffered significantly during the Covid crisis. 

The Leader moved to the vote, where it was unanimously: 

RESOLVED THAT: 

1. The Business Rates Retail, Hospitality and Leisure Relief Scheme and 
the  Extension of Transitional Relief and Supporting Small Business 
Relief Scheme for 2022/23 as detailed in appendix 2 be approved; 

2. The COVID-19 Additional Relief Fund (CARF) Scheme as detailed in 
appendix 3 be approved; 

3. The Executive Director Finance and Assets be authorised, in 
consultation with the Cabinet Member Finance and Assets, to determine 
levels of relief for the COVID-19 Additional Relief Fund (CARF) scheme; 

4. The Head of Revenues and Benefits be authorised, in consultation with 
the Cabinet Member Finance and Assets, to implement any changes to 
the reliefs detailed in appendix 2 and 3 as required by Government or to 
ensure the successful operation of the schemes; 

5. Decisions relating to the application of these reliefs be delegated to the 
Head of Revenues and Benefits and officers in the Business Rates team 
due to the volume of cases. In the case of a dispute, reconsideration is 
to be made by the Executive Director Finance and Assets; 

6. The Executive Director Finance and Assets be authorised, in 
consultation with the Cabinet Member Finance and Assets, to determine 
a Discretionary Council Tax Energy Rebate Scheme. 

 

11. APPROPRIATION OF ASSETS BETWEEN THE GENERAL FUND AND 
HOUSING REVENUE ACCOUNT 
The Cabinet Member Finance and Assets presented the report, noting that the 

Housing Revenue Account (HRA) was a ring-fenced account within the General 

Fund which primarily contained income arising from the housing authority’s 

landlord functions. Back in 2020, the government issued revised guidance 

regarding what could and could not be charged into an authority’s HRA. The 

properties concerned were generally shops and other commercial premises 

such as banks, where there was no longer any connection with the local 

authority’s housing. He noted that this would go towards the savings target 

identified in 2022/23 budget proposals, and removed the risks associated with 

commercial properties from the HRA. He added that two properties would also 

be incorporated into the HRA as a result of the proposals, one of which (9 

Grasmere Road) had been bequeathed to the council in 2021. 
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The Cabinet Member Culture, Wellbeing and Business praised this as a logical 

approach which should benefit all parties. 

The Leader moved to the vote, where it was unanimously: 

RESOLVED THAT: 
1. The appropriation of assets between the Housing Revenue Account 

(HRA) and the General Fund (GF) as set out in Appendix 2, be 
approved, with effect from 1st April 2022. 

 

12. A CULTURAL STRATEGY FOR CHELTENHAM 
The Cabinet Member Culture, Wellbeing and Business presented the report, 
thanking the members of the Culture Board and Richard Gibson for their 
invaluable input throughout the process of drawing together the draft strategy. 
In producing the draft strategy, they had consulted widely with cultural partners 
and key stakeholders across the town, who had endorsed its assessment of 
Cheltenham as a place with powerful cultural and heritage assets that needed 
to be celebrated and nurtured. They now had a new cultural vision for the town, 
which was that Cheltenham was a vibrant place and cultural destination, where 
a fusion of arts, digital and heritage innovation fostered creative and inclusive 
communities where everyone had a chance to thrive. 
 
She was excited about the potential interface between cyber and cultural 
provision, and wanted to ensure that culture and creativity played their part in 
securing economic growth for the town. The Culture Board recognised that 
Cheltenham needed to improve its performance in terms of talent attraction and 
retention, particularly with regard to young graduates and entrepreneurs. Their 
vision of fusing cyber, arts and heritage was both credible with local residents 
and appealing to the outside world. Realising the benefits of local talent skills 
development and wider creative industries would be a critical measure of the 
strategy’s success. 
 
The draft strategy also sought to address the long-term issue of embedded 
inequalities across the town and its communities. The impact of child poverty 
needed to be recognised, as was the need to ensure that cultural provision and 
venues were as accessible as possible to the local community. Cheltenham 
needed to lead the way in facilitating the interaction of creative, cultural and 
digital innovation that built on and celebrated our culture and heritage. 
 
To meet this vison, the Board agreed six key themes to provide focus: 
opportunities to fuse heritage, cultural and digital assets, improving the life 
chances for young people, building inclusive and creative communities, 
nurturing grassroots creative talent and ambitions, supporting the visitor 
economy and the wider place brand, and meeting the climate change challenge. 
 
In addition to this, there were six big ideas to help achieve this vision. They 
would forge partnerships and collaborate across the heritage, cultural and 
digital sectors, focus on using culture and creativity to improve life chances, 
promote equity of opportunity, celebrate and nurture communities, work to drive 
the visitor economy, and use culture, creativity and innovation to contribute to 
Cheltenham Zero and address climate change. Cabinet was asked to endorse 
the draft strategy and support the Culture Board to carry out a program of wider 
consultation so that the strategy could be finalised and signed off by July 2022. 
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The Cabinet Member Climate Emergency added that it was good to see 
Cheltenham Zero playing an integral role in the strategy. 
 
The Leader added that a lot of hard work had gone into formulating the strategy, 
with proper consultation having been undertaken with input from all interested 
parties. 
 
The Leader moved to the vote, where it was unanimously: 
 
 RESOLVED THAT: 

1. The draft strategy be endorsed; 
2. The Cheltenham Culture Board be supported to carry out a 

programme of consultation on the strategy in order that it be 
signed off by July 2022.  

 

13. BRIEFING FROM CABINET MEMBERS 
The Cabinet Member Cyber and Strategic Transport noted that this was his last 
Cabinet meeting after 31 years as a councillor, and wished to put on record his 
thanks to Members and officers for their support, both past and present. The 
Leader thanked the Cabinet Member Cyber and Strategic Transport for his 
service, noting that he had been Leader when she was first elected, and that his 
knowledge and experience had been invaluable. The Cabinet Member Safety 
and Communities echoed this. 

The Cabinet Member Safety and Communities reported that she had been 
approached by the LGA to take part in a new commission on culture and 
economy, and was looking forward to first meeting of this. The Large Enterprise 
Action Group had also met with schools in an event organised by the 
Cheltenham Education Partnership, with over 150 young people turning up to 
talk about key issues such as inequality. Finally, she reported that Bristol 
University was setting up a global centre for political renewal, and would run 
commissions over the next few years to look at how politics could serve people 
better, and she was looking forward to engaging with this. 

The Cabinet Member Customer and Regulatory Services reported that the 
proposed revised policy for private hire vehicles (designed to align both their 
wheelchair accessible vehicles policy and emissions policy) was open for 
consultation and would also be considered by the Licensing Committee 
(Miscellaneous) on 6th April. He noted that the Cabinet Member Cyber and 
Strategic Transport had been an integral part of ensuring that this council 
pursued an ambitious WAV policy in his previous portfolio, and thanked him for 
this. 

The Cabinet Member Culture, Wellbeing and Business reported that the 
Information Exchange modular pod in the High Street would be fully installed by 
the end of the week, offering an opportunity for cultural providers, local 
businesses and charities to promote their activities and offers. The pod could be 
either staffed or not staffed, and there would be a three month trial period to see 
how it went. She added that following on from a question from the Cabinet 
Member Safety and Communities at a previous meeting, the Parks team would 
put up advisory signs regarding 14 major allergies in five of the largest parks in 
the town over the next few months. 
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The Cabinet Member Waste, Recycling and Street Services reported that a 
significant step had been taken towards refurbishing the public toilets in 
Montpellier Gardens. The refurbished facility would include a changing facility 
for severely disabled people. Following on from Cabinet approval in principle 
last year, significant national funding for this redevelopment was secured, and 
subsequently a project board set up by CBC to aid its delivery met for the first 
time last week. There were similar facilities in three locations in the town 
already, namely at the Leisure Centre, Pittville Park and the High Street, but not 
in the southern town centre. 

The Leader added that they were in the process of going through ward 
boundary changes, and had made a submission to the parliamentary boundary 
review. Hearings had been held in Gloucester recently, which several 
councillors attended. She hoped it would be an open and transparent process 
that ensured equal representation and benefitted residents. 

 

Decisions of Cabinet Members 

The Cabinet Member Finance and Assets reported that he had taken a decision 
on the 3rd March relating to the service and maintenance of fire alarm systems, 
fire safety equipment and an emergency lighting contract. 

The Leader reported that she had taken an urgent decision on 16th March to 
agree to the proposed increases in hackney carriage fares, and emphasised the 
importance of supporting drivers in light of the substantial increase in the cost of 
fuel. 

In the absence of the Cabinet Member Housing, the Leader reported that he 
had taken a decision on 22nd March to award grant funding of £9000 for 2022-
23 to Gloucestershire Action of Refugees and Asylum Seekers (GARAS). 
GARAS did hugely important work and needed the support, especially 
considering the arrival of Ukrainian refugees. 

The Cabinet Member Cyber and Strategic Transport reported that he had made 
two decisions to support the delivery of the Golden Valley development. On 24th 
March he had extended the appointment of Trouwers, while on 4th April he had 
extended a contract with Avison Young. 

 

14. LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1972 - EXEMPT BUSINESS 
Members resolved to move into exempt session. 
 

15. A PROPERTY MATTER (A) 
The Cabinet Member Cyber and Strategic Transport presented the report, 
which related to a property matter. 
 
The Leader moved to the vote, where it was unanimously: 
 
RESOLVED THAT: 

1. The recommendations be approved. 
 

16. THE CHELTENHAM TRUST SPECIFICATION AND MANAGEMENT FEE 
FRAMEWORK REVIEW 
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The Cabinet Member Culture, Wellbeing and Business presented the report, 
which related to a variance of the council’s management agreement with The 
Cheltenham Trust dated 30th September 2014, and a new specification to 
replace the current one. 
 
RESOLVED THAT: 

1. The recommendations be approved. 
 

17. A PROPERTY MATTER (B) 
The Cabinet Member Cyber and Strategic Transport presented the report, 
which related to a property matter. 
 
The Leader moved to the vote, where it was unanimously: 
 
RESOLVED THAT: 

1. The recommendations be approved. 
 
 
 
 
 

  
Chairman 

 


