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Chief Executive’s accompanying notes 

Motion 876
Colin Chick

Call to adopt 20mph maximum speeds in areas where vulnerable 
road users and vehicles mix
 
Proposer: R Whyborn
Seconder: G Moseley
 
This Council believes that 20 is plenty where people are.    
 
This Council agrees with and supports the UK Government’s recent 
endorsement of The Stockholm Declaration, which stipulates in 
Resolution 11 that a council should “mandate a maximum road travel 
speed of [20mph] in areas where vulnerable road users and vehicles 
mix…except where strong evidence exists that higher speeds are 
safe.”  
  
Council resolves to formally adopt Resolution 11. In practice this 
means that the default speed limit on Gloucestershire’s urban and 
rural residential streets will be 20mph, except on main roads where 
speed limits, if higher, must be both safe and appropriate.
 
As the Local Highways Authority, this Council calls on Cabinet  to 
consult the county’s District Councils, Parish Councils and 
communities to identify all the roads which should adopt a 20mph 
speed limit no later than 30 April 2025 and to make significant 
progress towards realising these changes in tandem - establishing 
20mph limits in identified places quickly if communities agree.
 
Council commits to providing the necessary funding, to achieve the 
goal of making our residents safe across Gloucestershire.

Climate change 
implications

Positive. Road transport accounts for around 30% of UK greenhouse 
gas emissions. Reducing the speed limit from 30mph to 20mph helps 
to increase levels of walking and cycling and reduce vehicle trips, 
thereby reducing CO2 emissions. 

Resource 
implications 

The Council has already approved £100k in the current financial year 
to progress work on implementing some 20mph zones. Further work 
would be needed to make clear the financial impact of the review. For 
the council to make a commitment as referred to in this motion it 
would need to identify clear source of funding that is not already in 
use or defer until the normal budget setting process in February 
2022. 

Human rights 
implications

No implications 

Other implications 
relating to 
Council’s policy 

No implications 



framework

Motion 877
Rob Ayliffe

Call to scrap proposed Voter ID reforms  

Proposer: Cllr Paul Hodgkinson
Seconder: Cllr Ben Evans 

This council notes that:
 The UK Government revealed in the Queen’s speech, on 11 

May, its intention to introduce laws requiring all eligible voters 
to show voter ID in all future elections.

 The UK Government claims this is to tackle electoral fraud.

This council further notes, however, that:
 The Electoral Commission has stated that there is “no 

evidence of large-scale electoral fraud.”
 That between 2017 and 2019, there were just 6 convictions 

and 12 police cautions relating to electoral fraud – the majority 
of which did not relate to ID fraud.1

 That nearly 10 per cent of eligible voters do not have the 
necessary identification at present, and that previous trials of 
voter ID saw many hundreds of voters disenfranchised – 
including 750 people during the 2019 trials.

This council believes that:
 The proposed legislation is a solution to a problem that doesn’t 

exist and only serves to make it harder for some sections of 
Britain’s electorate to vote – most notably minority groups and 
young voters.

 The greater priority should be encouraging voter registrations 
within those groups that are typically under-represented during 
elections.  

This council therefore resolves to:
 Write to the Prime Minister and the Minister for the Cabinet 

Office outlining this Council’s firm belief that the voter ID 
reforms proposed in the Queen’s speech are an illiberal barrier 
to democratic participation. 

Work with the relevant scrutiny group to investigate ways the County 
Council can encourage more people to participate in future elections 
in Gloucestershire – with a particular focus on the next County Council 
elections on 1 May 2025.

Climate change 
implications

 
This will not have climate change implications.

Resource 
No implications



implications

Human rights 
implications 

Protocol 1, Article 3 of the Human Rights Act requires the government 
to support the right to free expression by holding free elections at 
reasonable intervals. However, Governments can determine the way 
in which elections are held. 

Other implications 
relating to 
Council’s policy 
framework

None

Motion 878
Sarah Scott

EU Settlement Scheme

Council notes the concerns raised by a range of charities that the 
deadline set of today, 30 June 2021, for applications to be made 
under the EU Citizens Settlement Scheme could have “catastrophic 
consequences” for vulnerable people.

Council recognises that this cut-off date risks there being people in 
Gloucestershire with uncertain legal status even though they have the 
right to remain if they lived in the UK before 31 December last year. 

Reliance on Home Office discretion as to what constitutes reasonable 
grounds for late applications has raised serious concerns as to how 
this will actually be applied to vulnerable people.

Council also notes the impact of the current pandemic on capacity 
across councils, the legal system, embassies and the organisations 
providing outreach support.

Council resolves to continue to work with charities that are supporting 
vulnerable groups to make applications whilst also urging 
Government to lift the deadline and not impose another until it can 
demonstrate that all eligible EU citizens and non-EU family members 
have secured status.

Proposer: Cllr Wendy Thomas
Seconder: Cllr John Bloxsom

Climate change 
implications

This will not have climate change implications.

Resource 
implications

The EUSS is a Government Grant funded until September and  will 
cost up to a maximum of £110k to extend the scheme until the end of 
financial year depending on number of applications.

Human rights 
implications 

No implications

Other implications 
relating to 
Council’s policy 

No implications



framework

Motion 879
Rob Ayliffe

Virtual Council Meetings

This Council is extremely disappointed that the Government did not 
extend emergency legislation in order to enable virtual council 
meetings to continue to be held beyond 7 May 2021. 

MPs now retain the right to participate remotely whilst councillors 
cannot do the same should they need to make decisions.

We regret that the hire of larger external premises and equipment 
necessitated by these restrictions has imposed additional cost on the 
Council.

In view of the continuation of COVID-19 restrictions there is a clear 
case to reverse this decision. 

We call for councils to not be forced to hold COVID-19 secure face-
to-face meetings until all restrictions are lifted.

Proposer: Cllr David Drew
Seconder: Cllr Wendy Thomas

Climate change 
implications

The ability to hold council meetings remotely reduces the need to 
travel, and therefore, the amount of carbon generated by the Council.

Resource 
implications

The Government has provided additional funding to councils to help 
them to meet the additional costs associated with COVID-19, 
including the adaptations and adjustments needed to ensure that 
council and committee meetings can be held in a COVID-safe way. 

There is an additional cost for facilitating large COVID safe meetings. 
The estimated cost of holding each meeting is circa £10k.

Human rights 
implications 

None

Other implications 
relating to 
Council’s policy 
framework

None


