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COUNCIL  
 
26 JULY 2016 
 
 
Present:   
Councillor Price (Chairman) 
Councillor Nutley (Vice Chairman) 
Councillors Austen, Brodie, Bullivant, Christophers, Clarance, Clemens, Colclough, 
Connett, Cook, Cox, Dennis, Dewhirst, Ford, Fusco, Golder, Goodey, Grainger, Gribble, 
Haines, Hockin, Hocking, Hook, Jeffery, Jones, Kerswell, Klinkenberg, Hellier-Laing, 
Mayne, Orme, Pilkington, Prowse, Rollason, Russell, Thorne, Walters and Winsor. 
  
Apologies:   
Councillors Barker, Bromell, Johnson-King, Lake, Matthews, Parker and Smith. 
 
Also Present: 
Ms Bulbeck – Chief Executive 
Mr Shears – Deputy Chief Executive 
Neil Aggett - Monitoring Officer 
Mr Thornley – Business Manager  
Mr Watson – Business Manager  
Mr McKenzie – Democratic Services 
 
110.  MINUTES 
   

  The minutes of the Council meeting held on 9 May 2016 were approved as a 
correct and were signed by the Chairman. 

 
112. CHAIRMAN’S ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
 There were no Chairman’s announcements. 

 
113. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
 
 There were no declarations of interest. 
 
114. PUBLIC QUESTIONS UNDER COUNCIL PROCEDURE RULE 4.5(J) 
 
 There were no public questions. 
 
115. COUNCILLOR QUESTIONS UNDER COUNCIL PROCEDURE RULE 4.5(K) 
 

In accordance with Council procedure rule 4.5(K), Councillor Connett asked the 
following question: 

 
“Teignbridge Council provided the Leader of the Council with 14 tickets for the 
Radio 1 Big Weekend at Powderham and 10 were given to the Deputy Leader. 
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Who had the final use/benefit of each of these 24 tickets?”  
 
Answer provided by the Chairman of the Council:  

 
“The majority of councillors had tickets to use in accordance with the BBC’s 
conditions and paid the £10 charitable contribution per ticket to Children in Need. 
How people chose to use their tickets was up to them as long as they respected 
the BBC’s conditions* and paid the £10 contribution to Children in Need. 

  
The BBC and council ticket allocation for Teignbridge was published and 
circulated internally and externally on the website as soon as it was completed. 

  
For reasons unknown some councillors chose not to take up their tickets. Faced 
with a number of unallocated tickets, to make sure they were not wasted, the 
Leadership took responsibility for re-distributing the unforeseen surplus tickets to 
deserving cases in the community. 

 
As Councillor Connett is well aware, as a council we would not divulge individual 
names of individual recipients of the R1BW tickets. It would not be in the 
recipient’s reasonable expectations to do so, as it is personal data.  

  
Unfortunately I was unable to attend what people tell me was a magnificent 
event. I would like to take this opportunity to thank the Vice Chairman and the 
leadership of the council, for playing key ambassadorial roles in meeting and 
greeting partners and stakeholders, and promoting Teignbridge across the two 
days of the festival.” 

 

 The BBC which prohibited: 
(a) the resale of any ticket; 

(b) the use of any ticket in any competitions, giveaways or prize promotions; and 

(c) the use of any ticket in such a way as to suggest that the BBC endorses a third party. 

A £10 donation per ticket was required for Children in Need. 

 
 Councillor Connett thanked the Chairman for the answer.  In supplementary, he 

asked who the tickets went to and what methodology was used in allocating the 
tickets. 

 
 The Leader advised that prior to the Big Weekend a number of unallocated 

tickets remained and had been provided by BBC Controller Ben Cooper – he and 
the Deputy Leader distributed the eight remaining tickets across six different 
areas of the district to people who had assisted with the Radio 1 academies and 
described the providing of these tickets as random acts of kindness. 

  
116. NOTICES OF MOTION UNDER COUNCIL PROCEDURE RULE 4.5(L) 
  

There were no Notices of Motion. 
 
117. DEVOLUTION 
 

Members considered a report which outlined the benefits of devolution across a 
wide range of topics and services. 
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The recommendations before Council sought authority to pursue solutions that 
would help the Council maximise such opportunities of devolution however they 
did not commit the Council to a formal devolution deal; only to the principle of a 
combines authority to open up negotiations with Government. 
 
The Leader reminded Members of the areas of collaboration and the benefits that 
such work could realise.  He stated that a more formal, less controversial 
structure for delivering devolution was that of a combined authority which was 
effectively a Committee made up of representatives of all the partner authorities. 
 
Councillor Hook submitted it was indisputable that more powers and potential 
monies were welcome but reservations remained as to how best the stated aims 
would be delivered.  He stated that governance arrangements required further 
clarification and expressed regret that one of the 6 golden opportunities had been 
labelled ‘Nuclear’ in reference to the Hinkley Point power station.  Nuclear was a 
topic he would not be able to support and had wished that ‘Energy Production’ 
had been used in its place. 
 
The Leader submitted that the Hinkley Point power station was one of the largest 
projects in the South West and the pitch to government reflected this reality.  IN 
terms of governance it was true there was not a desire for a further tier of 
governance and this would be very much a transfer of powers down District 
Councils.  The role of a mayor was not a popular concept and was unlikely to be 
recommended as part of the overall package 
 
Councillor Connett supported the Leader’s comments regards devolution but 
questioned what town and parish council’s role would be with many calling for 
further powers for years.  Recent examples had demonstrated they were more 
than capable of rising to the challenge of extra responsibilities and hoped the 
Council could look to devolve further. 
 
Additional Member comments included: 
 

 lessons learnt from the recent EU referendum which some suggested had 
rejected additional layers of governance; 

 how the integration of health services would work; 

 the lack of mention of small to medium size enterprises. 
 
The devolution link officer advised that some strand of wroks still required 
completion including governance and further integration of health services with 
further details coming back before Members in the autumn. 
 
The Deputy Leader proposed that the recommendation be approved in principle 
as set out. 
 
It was 
 
Resolved 
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(a) That the Leader’s current approach to devolution be endorsed and agree in 
principle to the creation of a combined authority for the Heart of the South 
West, as set out in the Prospectus for Productivity as the basis for negotiation 
with Government towards a devolution deal for the area; 

 
(b) That this in principle endorsement does not commit the council to entering 

into a devolution deal or becoming a member of a Heart of the South West 
Combined Authority.  This would be subject to future debate and agreement 
by the Council and subject to negotiations with Government. 

 
118. SEALING OF DOCUMENTS 
 
 Resolved 
 

The Common Seal of the Council be affixed any document or documents 
necessary to give effect to the resolutions passed by the Council at this meeting. 

 
 
 
 

 
Graham Price 
Chairman 


