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  PERSHORE TOWN COUNCIL  
TOWN COUNCIL MEETING 

 

3rd May 2019 
 

Minutes of the meeting of Pershore Town Council, held at the Town Hall, 34 High Street, Pershore, 
Commencing at 9.00am. 

 

 
Present:- Cllr Chris Parsons MBE (Chairman) 
  Cllr D Annis 
  Cllr P Brookbank 
  Cllr R Gillmor 
  Cllr R Grantham 
  Cllr J Hemming 
  Cllr J Palfrey  
  Cllr A Rowley 
  Cllr V Smith 
  Cllr R Speight 
  Cllr D Watt 
  Cllr M Winfield 
  Cllr V Wood 
 
There were no members of the public present 
 
Cllr Parsons thanked members for taking the time on what would be a busy day to meet to consider 
this important issue.   
 
1105.  Apologies 

 

Cllr Tucker had sent apologies explaining he would have been up late the previous night at the 

validation of the ballot boxes and the meeting had been called at too short notice for him to attend. 

Members did not accept these reasons and therefore his apologies were not accepted. 

 

1106.  Declarations of Interest 

There were none 
 

1107.  Investigation of Process 

 

Cllr Parsons opened the meeting explaining that the agenda item before members was particularly 

difficult. A councillor had made allegations over the previous few months, in the public domain, of the 

Town Council being a rotten borough, giving out misleading information, making dodgy decisions and 

stating they had evidence of manipulation of processes. Members felt these allegations were against 

themselves and the Clerk and wished for the matter to be addressed. Cllr Parsons had hoped that 

the matter could be dealt with in house the councillor had not retracted the allegations. These had 

been made very public in the press and on social media where they had remained for several days. 

Concerns had been expressed to Cllr Parsons and councillors by other members, local residents and 

officers at the District Council. 

 

As these allegations had not been withdrawn, it was felt the only conclusion to be drawn  
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was that the councillor concerned believed them to be true and the advice was that the most 

appropriate way to move forward would be for the Town Council to arrange for a full independent 

investigation to be carried out by an outside body. This would incur costs of somewhere between 

£2,000 and £5,000 and the results would then be made public. Although Cllr Parsons felt this would 

be a waste of public money he could currently see no other way forward. 

 

Cllr Smith agreed that is was a waste of money but also felt she could not see any other way forward. 

 

Cllr Rowley felt that public money should not be spent on an investigation. The issue had not been 

helped with some members and the Clerk being named on Facebook. He felt a better route would be 

a statement from the Town Council refuting all the allegations. 

 

In response to a question from Cllr Brookbank, Cllr Parsons advised that he had met the councillor 

concerned on one occasion in the past week and there had been several exchanges of emails. 

Cllr Brookbank felt that no retraction would be forthcoming and a simple statement would still not 

prevent residents believing there was some truth in the allegations. 

 

Cllr Wood felt that more money was being spent and she would prefer to simply move on and let it 

be. 

 

Cllr Watt agreed that a statement from the Town Council should be issued refuting any wrong doing. 

If the councillor concerned felt strongly enough then they should spend their own money on proving 

themselves right. 

 

Cllr Smith suggested the member should be given a further opportunity to retract the allegations and 

suggested until Tuesday 7th May. If this was not done she felt the proper process should be followed 

to exonerate the Town Council completely. 

 

Cllr Gillmor also had concerns about spending public money but noted that despite requests for 

evidence, which the councillor stated they had, it had never been produced. If the councillor felt 

strongly enough they should welcome an investigation. 

 

Cllr Annis felt that each member had been accused of being corrupt to which he took offence and 

therefore felt the Council should proceed to an investigation. 

 

Cllr Palfrey agreed further time should be given for a retraction to be made. Cllr Winfield felt that the 

allegations had meant that the reputations of individual members had been impugned and an 

investigation was needed. The behaviour of the councillor concerned had been disgraceful on many 

an occasion and they were lucky nothing had been done before. 

 

Cllr Hemming was also concerned that the Council needed to protect their staff and had a duty of 

care. Cllr Brookbank agreed and understood that the Clerk’s health had suffered and she had felt it 

necessary to seek medical advice. Cllr Wood congratulated the Clerk on not giving in to intimidation. 

 

Cllr Smith then proposed that the councillor making the allegations be given until 5.00pm on  

Tuesday 7th May to make a full retraction to be made public in the press and social media.  
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If this was not forthcoming, an investigator be appointed with a budget up to £5,000 to undertake a 

full investigation, the outcome of which would be fully published. This was seconded by Cllr Annis.  

 

Cllr Parsons then proposed an amendment that the councillor concerned be asked to make a public 

retraction of the allegations made, by close of business on Tuesday 7th May and, if the retraction was 

not forthcoming, the Council take the matter forward for an independent investigation. This 

amendment was not seconded. 

 

Cllr Rowley then asked for a named vote and the proposal was carried with Cllrs Smith, Hemming, 

Annis, Palfrey, Gillmor, Brookbank, Grantham, Winfield and Speight  voting in favour (9) and Cllrs 

Rowley, Wood and Watt abstaining. Cllrs Winfield and Wood then left the meeting. 

 

Members then considered who to appoint as the investigator and considered a number of options. It 

was proposed by Cllr Annis, seconded by Cllr Speight and RESOLVED with one abstention that the 

firm IAC Audit Ltd be asked to undertake the investigation should the requested retraction not be 

forthcoming. 

 

Cllr Grantham then proposed a vote of confidence in the Clerk. This was seconded by Cllr Rowley 

and carried unanimously. 

1108.  Items for information 
 
There were none 
 
1109.  Items for future agenda 
 
There were none 
 
 
 
 
There being no further business the meeting closed at 09.45 
 
 
 
 
 
Signed……………………………………………..   Date………………………………………….. 
Chairman 


