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Coventry City Council 
Minutes of the Meeting of Cabinet Member for City Services held at 2.00 pm on 

Wednesday, 29 July 2026 
 

Present:   

Members: Councillor P Hetherton (Cabinet Member) 
Councillor P Akhtar (Deputy Cabinet Member) 

  

Other Members: Councillor M Lapsa (Shadow Cabinet Member) 
Councillor M Heaven (for the matter in Minute 12) 

 
Employees (by Directorate):   

Regeneration & Economy N Benison, D Keaney, R Little, J Seddon, T Wetherhill 
 

Law, Governance & Safer 
Communities 

S Bennett, D Cahalin-Heath, M Coggins, C Taylor 

Also in attendance: Councillor P Davies, Finham Parish Council 
A Caplan, Savills UK 
A Faizey, Lioncourt Strategic Land 

Public Business 
 
10. Declarations of Interests  

 
There were no disclosable pecuniary interests. 
 

11. Minutes  
 
The minutes of the meeting held on 1 July 2026 were agreed and signed as a true 
record.  
 
There were no matters arising. 
 

12. Petition E49/25-26 - Stop Work on the Bus Gate in Green Lane  
 
The Cabinet Member for City Services considered a report of the Interim Director 
of Economic Growth, that responded to a petition requesting the Council to carry 
out no further work on the bus gate in Green Lane until a suitable construction 
access route had been agreed and made public to the Kings Hill development and 
until detailed building plans had been made available and also made public. 
 
The petition contained 612 signatures and in accordance with the City Council’s 
procedure for dealing with petitions, those related to road safety were heard by the 
Cabinet Member for City Services. 
 
The works in question were on Coventry’s highway network and were connected 
with the Kings Hill development site, which was in Warwick District.  The Kings Hill 
development was granted outline planning permission on 24/12/2021 by Warwick 
District Council.  Two access points to the site are on, or impact on, Coventry’s 
local highway network and these have been the subject of planning applications to 
the City Council.  The bus gate forms one of these access points on Green Lane.  
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The bus gate would provide access to the Kings Hill development site for public 
transport, pedestrians and cyclists only. 
 
Work had commenced on the construction of the bus gate by Lioncourt, the 
developers, in line with the planning permission granted.  This work was being 
undertaken in advance of the works starting on the main site itself and the City 
Council has made it clear that the bus gate was not intended for any other 
vehicles, particularly construction vehicles.  The main site would be developed in 
due course and several conditions would need to be discharged by Warwick 
District Council before it could proceed.  One condition relates to the Construction 
Management Plan (CMP) for the Kings Hill site.  The City Council would be 
consulted on this plan prior to it being approved and would oppose the use of 
Green Lane by construction traffic associated with the Kings Hill development.  
Works on the Green Lane bus gate would be undertaken by the Councils Direct 
Labour organisation on behalf of Lioncourt, giving the Council direct control over 
the construction management under the provisions of a legally binding highway 
works agreement. 
 
The Petition Organiser and Councillor Heaven attended the meeting and spoke in 
support of the petition, raising the following concerns: 
 

• Despite questions from Finham Parish Council as to why the bus gate on 
Green Lane was necessary, answers had not been received. 

• Lack of information and clarity on the Kings Hill CMP and no confirmation of 
a suitable construction access route; the only current access being off 
Green Lane. 

• Additional traffic on Green Lane was creating additional road safety 
concerns for residents especially as there were two schools in the area. 

• Finham Parish Council were not being kept informed of the progress of the 
development. 

• Traffic leaving the development should do so at the junction of Kings Lane, 
not via Green Lane. 

• Despite only buses being permitted to use the bus gate, pollution would still 
be emitted by them. 

• An ancient hedgerow and a well established and old tree near to Green 
Lane had been cut down despite local objections. 

 
Officers responded to the Members and Petition Organisers concerns advising of 
the following: 
 

• The bus gate on Green Lane was necessary in order to serve the Kings Hill 
development by public transport in the most effective way possible whilst 
maintaining access to public transport for current communities. 

• Access to the bus service by residents of Green Lane and the surrounding 
area would be lost if the access off Green Lane was used by traffic to 
access the development. The purpose of the bus gate was to enable buses 
to link the Kings Hill development with the existing local community and 
ultimately run into the city centre in the most efficient way. 

• Construction traffic for the Kings Hill development would be managed by a 
CMP which would object to any construction traffic using Green Lane to and 
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from the site. Construction traffic would use the A46 from the Stoneleigh 
Road. 

• The development was at outline approval stage and the CMP would be 
included in a forthcoming Reserved Matters Application (RMA). 

• It was hoped work on the bus gate would be undertaken during the school 
summer holidays. 

• A phased CMP would be tied directly to each RMA over the project’s 
lifecycle. 

• Statutory consultees were formally consulted and asked to feed into the 
process and the results of these public consultations were published on the 
WDC and CCC websites.  

 
Officers addressed the Cabinet Member’s safety concerns regarding pupils at 
Finham Primary School, clarifying that the proposed bus gate would have no direct 
impact on the school.  As buses already operated on Green Lane, the project 
would not introduce additional traffic. Furthermore, general development 
construction vehicles would be strictly prohibited from using Green Lane and the 
only construction vehicles permitted would be those directly building the bus gate.   
 
Officers advised that they would exercise their statutory enforcement powers as a 
highways authority if necessary and would collaborate with Warwick District 
Council to ensure a coordinated, cross-boundary approach. 
 
Representatives of Savills UK and Lioncourt Strategic Land also attended the 
meeting to recognise and alleviate the concerns of Finham Parish Council and 
provide assurance regarding construction traffic routing. 
 
The Cabinet Member stressed the need for ensuring lines of communication 
remained open between the developers, Finham Parish Council and residents in 
the area moving forward. 
 
RESOLVED that the Cabinet Member for City Services advise the lead 
petitioner on why the works are being undertaken following a grant of the 
planning permission by both Warwick District Council and Coventry City 
Council, together with progress on development and traffic management 
steps being taken to deliver the works. 
 

13. Proposed Variation to Hackney Carriage Fares and Authorisation to 
Advertise  
 
The Cabinet Member for City Services considered a report of the Director of Law, 
Governance and Safer Communities, seeking approval to advertise a proposed 
variation to Coventry’s Hackney Carriage Fare Tariff Table following a request 
from Unite Union, as representatives of the Coventry taxi trade.  The proposal 
would retain the existing start fares, but reduce the initial distance and time 
covered by those fares, resulting in fares moving to the next increment sooner.  If 
approved, the proposed variation would be advertised in accordance with the 
statutory process, allowing a 14 day period of objections. Any objections received 
would be reported back to the Cabinet Member for consideration before a final 
decision was made.  If no objections were received, the revised tariff would be 
implemented. 
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RESOLVED that the Cabinet Member for City Services: 
 

1. Considers the proposed fare increase submitted by Unite the Union, 
as representatives of the Coventry taxi trade. 

 
2. Approve the proposal, subject to statutory advertisement and 

consideration of any objections received. 
 

14. Petitions Determined by Letter and Petitions Deferred Pending Further 
Investigations  
 
The Cabinet Member for City Services considered a report of the Interim Director 
of Regeneration and Economy and the Interim Director of City Services in respect 
of petitions received relating to the portfolio of the Cabinet Member.  
 
In June 2015, amendments to the Petitions Scheme, which formed part of the 
Constitution, were approved in order to provide flexibility and streamline current 
practice. This change had reduced costs and bureaucracy and improved the 
service to the public. These amendments allowed for a petition to be dealt with or 
responded to by letter without being formally presented in a report to a Cabinet 
Member meeting. 
 
In light of this, at the meeting of the Cabinet Member (formerly Cabinet Member for 
Public Services) on 15 March 2016, it was approved that a summary of those 
petitions received which were determined by letter, or where decisions were 
deferred pending further investigations, be reported to subsequent meetings of the 
Cabinet Member, where appropriate, for monitoring and transparency purposes. 
 
Appendix A to the report set out petitions received and how officers proposed to 
respond to them. 
 
E67-25/26 – Restore Safe and Accessible Paths in Ten Shilling Wood & Park 
Wood (Canley)  
The Cabinet Member noted that upon receipt of the Determination Letter, the 
Petition Organiser requested a report to Cabinet Member for City Services.  
Officers advised the report would be brought to the next Cabinet Member for City 
Services meeting on 15th September 2026. 
 
RESOLVED that the Cabinet Member for City Services endorses the actions 
being taken by officers as set out in Section 2 and Appendix A of the report, 
in response to the petitions received. 
 

15. Outstanding Issues  
 
There were no outstanding issues. 
 

16. Any other items of Public Business  
 
There was no other public business. 
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(Meeting closed at 3.00 pm)  

  


