CRIME AND DISORDER SCRUTINY COMMITTEE
Thursday, 7 July 2016

Minutes of the meeting of the Crime and Disorder Scrutiny Committee held at
Committee Rooms, 2nd Floor, West Wing, Guildhall on Thursday, 7 July 2016 at

3.00 pm
Present
Members:
Marianne Fredericks
Lucy Frew
Deputy Jamie Ingham Clark
Dhruv Patel
Deputy Elizabeth Rogula
Officers:
Peter Lisley - Assistant Town Clerk
David MackIntosh - Community Safety Manager, Town Clerk’s Department
Oliver Bolton - Town Clerk's Department
Neil Davies - Town Clerk's Department
Greg Moore - Town Clerk's Department

1. APOLOGIES
Apologies were received from Deputy Catherin McGuinness and Deputy Henry
Pollard.

2. MEMBERS' DECLARATIONS UNDER THE CODE OF CONDUCT IN
RESPECT OF ITEMS ON THE AGENDA
There were none.

3. ORDER OF THE COURT OF COMMON COUNCIL
The Committee received the Order of the Court of Common Council dated 21
April 2016 appointing the Committee and setting its Terms of Reference.

RECEIVED.

4. ELECTION OF CHAIRMAN
In accordance with Standing Order No.29, the Board proceeded to elect a
Chairman for the year ensuing. The Town Clerk read a list of Members eligible
to stand and Marianne Fredericks, being the only Member expressing her
willingness to serve, was duly elected as Chairman.

5. ELECTION OF DEPUTY CHAIRMAN
In accordance with Standing Order No. 30, the Board proceeded to elect a
Deputy Chairman for the ensuing year. The Town Clerk read out a list of
Members eligible to stand and Deputy Jamie Ingham Clark, being the only
Member expressing his willingness to serve, was duly elected as Deputy
Chairman.



OVERVIEW OF SAFER CITY PARTNERSHIP PRIORITIES FOR 2015/16
AND RECOMMENDED AREAS FOR SCRUTINY

The Committee considered a report of the Town Clerk outlining the role and
remit of the Safer City Partnership (SCP), its areas of activity in recent years,
and suggesting potential areas the Committee might wish to scrutinise in more
detail.

Members noted that the role of this Committee was atypical of City Corporation
Committees, as the Corporation did not operate the scrutiny system employed
by most local authorities. In order to assist Members in this potentially
unfamiliar role, the Town Clerk would be organising scrutiny training for the
Committee in due course; it was also observed that the role of the Committee
would be to act as a critical friend to the SCP.

The Committee discussed the role and composition of the Safer City
Partnership, asking a number of questions with a view to developing a greater
understanding of its work and identifying where Members’ scrutiny efforts might
prove most efficacious. It was noted that limited funding was available for direct
action, although some monies were occasionally made available through the
Proceeds of Crime Act, and that the SCP tended to work through its partners
(for instance the Christmas Campaign set out in paragraph 16 of the report,
which the London Ambulance Service had led on to great effect).

In the process of debate, Members expressed a particular interest in
understanding the SCP’s channels of communication and the way in which it
was able to disseminate advice and information, either directly or through
partners. Members noted the use of Twitter feeds and the City of London
Police’s text messaging services but sought clarity as to the full suite of
alternative communication methods which might be used. It was suggested that
a report be prepared for the next meeting on this subject, thereby allowing the
Committee to scrutinise the arrangements in place.

Members were also keen to gain an understanding of the process by which the
SCP’s strategic plan and priorities were set. During the process of this
discussion, the Committee discussed the recent increase in hate crime which
had been reported across London and the nation in recent weeks, in the
context of how emerging trends such as this might be captured or flexibility
adopted in respect of key priorities. The Community Safety Manager clarified
that hate crime would sit under the existing “violence against the person”
priority, but confirmed that flexibility did exist to revisit and change priorities as
appropriate.

Members were unanimous that, before formally determining the focus of any
substantive deep-dive review, it would be beneficial for the Committee to further
develop their understanding of the Safer City Partnership and its activities. To
that end, it was asked that papers for the September meeting of the SCP be
circulated to all Committee Members, along with an invitation to attend and
observe proceedings.



Consequently, it was agreed that the next meeting of the Committee should be
scheduled for the autumn, following the training session and September SCP
meeting.

RESOLVED: That:-
e The paperwork for and an invitation to the September meeting of the
Safer City Partnership be circulated:;
e A report be produced setting out the Safer City Partnership’s
communications approach; and
e Scrutiny training be organised for Committee Members.

7. QUESTIONS ON MATTERS RELATING TO THE WORK OF THE
COMMITTEE
There were no questions.

8. ANY OTHER BUSINESS
There were no urgent items.

The meeting ended at 3.45 pm

Chairman

Contact Officer: Gregory Moore
Tel. no.: 0207 332 1399
Email: gregory.moore@cityoflondon.gov.uk
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