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2. INFORMATION
2.1 The Council agreed the Terms of Reference for the Community Governance Review at the meeting of 23rd April 2014.  The consultation timetable for the review was subsequently amended at the meeting of Council held on 2nd July 2014.
2.2 Following the publication of the Terms of Reference, a public consultation was undertaken seeking views on the scope of the review from interested parties. Responders were provided with the opportunity to provide their comments online, via email or in writing. The consultation was held between 6th June and 15th August 2014 with a total of 41 responses received, 33 or these relating to the parishes of Rushton and Wilbarston.

 2.3
Council considered these responses at the meeting held 24th September, alongside comments made by Research and Development Committee on 2nd September and Executive Committee on 10th September. A final set of proposals were agreed as set out below and were subject to public consultation between 1st October and 30th November 2014.
Council – 24th September 2014-12-01
RESOLVED
that:-

(i)
the comments received as part of the public consultation and from the Executive Committee held on 10th September be noted; and 

(ii)
the following final Community Governance Review proposals go out to public consultation:-

(a)
Barton Seagrave: Option B (removal of the ward boundary between St Botolph's Ward and Seagrave Ward to create a single eight seat Parish Council)

(b)
Broughton: Option A (Broughton Parish Council to remain with 11 seats)

(c)
Burton Latimer: Option B (Removal of the ward boundary between Latimer ward and Plessy ward to create a single 12 seat Town Council)

(d)
Cranford: Option B (To potentially undertake a Cranford-specific Community Governance Review regarding the possibility of redrawing of the parish boundary to reflect the needs of the community once the East Kettering Development hits a trigger point of 200 electors or at 1st January 2018, whichever is the earlier)

(e)
Cransley and Mawsley: Option B (To re-draw the boundary between Cransley and Mawsley to take account of where building in Mawsley has taken place over the existing boundary between the two parishes)

(f)
Geddington, Newton and Little Oakley: Option A (Geddington, Newton and Little Oakley Parish Council to remain with 13 seats)

(g)
Rushton and Wilbarston (Pipewell): Option B (The Pipewell Ward, currently in the Parish of Wilbarston, to be transferred to Rushton Parish Council).

2.4 
Prior to the commencement of the second public consultation, letters were 
sent to all initial consultation respondents advising them of the opportunity to 
provide comments on the final proposals as listed above. Additionally, all 
parish and town councils affected, all ward members and County Council 
members for parishes under review received details of the second 
consultation. 
2.5 The second public consultation was held between 1st October and 30th November, details of which are included in Table 1 below. At the conclusion of the consultation period, a total of seven responses had been received, all of which related to Rushton and Wilbarston parishes and are included in full as Appendix A. 
TABLE 1

	Parish
	Proposal
	Responses Received
	Notes

	Barton Seagrave
	Removal of the ward boundary between St Botolph's Ward and Seagrave Ward to create a single eight seat Parish Council

	0
	n/a

	Broughton
	Broughton Parish Council to remain with 11 seats

	0
	n/a

	Burton Latimer
	Removal of the ward boundary between Latimer ward and Plessy ward to create a single 12 seat Town Council

	0
	n/a

	Cranford
	To potentially undertake a Cranford-specific Community Governance Review regarding the possibility of redrawing of the parish boundary to reflect the needs of the community once the East Kettering Development within Cransley parish hits a trigger point of 200 electors or at 1st January 2018, whichever is the earlier

	0
	n/a

	Cransley and Mawsley
	To re-draw the boundary between Cransley and Mawsley to take account of where building in Mawsley has taken place over the existing boundary between the two parishes

	0
	A revised parish boundary map (Appendix B) was issued to all interested parties and affected residents

	Geddington, Newton & Little Oakley
	Geddington, Newton and Little Oakley Parish Council to remain with 13 seats
	0
	n/a

	Rushton and Wilbarston
	The Pipewell Ward, currently in the Parish of Wilbarston, to be transferred to Rushton Parish Council. 


	7
	A revised parish boundary map (Appendix C) was issued to all interested parties and dwellings in Pipewell.


2.6 The submission received from Pipewell Village Committee suggests the possible inclusion within any Pipewell Ward of several properties outside the agreed remit of this review which cannot therefore be considered. However, this does not preclude any future review considering their inclusion. 
2.7 Letters were sent to all previous respondents to the consultation, plus Wilbarston and Rushton Parish Councils and all residents within the current Pipewell Ward. Two potential options were provided regarding future governance arrangements for the parish councils concerned should KBC agree to the transfer of Pipewell Ward from Wilbarston Parish to Rushton Parish. These options were as follows:-

A. Transfer the electors from Wilbarston to Rushton but retain the existing membership numbers for both Parish Councils (both 9 member Councils); remove the existing Warding arrangements for Wilbarston Parish Council and create a Pipewell Ward within Rushton Parish Council that contains the transferred electors (for the reasons outlined above);

B. Remove the existing Warding arrangements for Wilbarston Parish Council and reduce the membership from 9 to 8; Create a Pipewell Ward within Rushton Parish Council that contains the transferred electors (for the reasons outlined above) and increase the membership from 9 to 10;
2.8
In response to the above, one submission made comment on the proposals and favoured Option B. No other comments were received. 

3. CONSULTATION AND CUSTOMER IMPACT
3.1
An initial public consultation was undertaken between 6th June and 15th August 2014.
3.2
A second and final period of public consultation was undertaken between 1st October and 30th November 2014.

4. POLICY IMPLICATIONS

None
5. FINANCIAL RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS
Any costs will be contained within existing budgets.
6. HUMAN RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS

None
7. LEGAL IMPLICATIONS
7.1
The Council has the responsibility for undertaking Community Governance Reviews and completing it within twelve months of its inception. Members will recall that this process began at the meeting on 23rd April 2014. However, it is important that changes are made in time to be effective for the May 2015 elections. This requires the re-publication of any Registers of Electors for Parishes amended as a consequence of the review, by February 2015.
7.2  The review is being undertaken in accordance with the Local Government and Public Involvement in Health Act and the Guidance on Community Governance Reviews.

7.3   Should a decision be taken to transfer the Pipewell Ward from Wilbarston Parish to Rushton Parish, there would need to be consideration given to an application for a consequential change to the County Council boundary between the Rothwell and Mawsley Electoral Division and the Desborough Electoral Division. The Pipewell Ward is currently within the latter and would require transferring to the former to ensure that there are coterminous boundaries if the Council approves the above change. If the change is approved then it will also be necessary to submit an application to the Electoral Commission for the consequential change to be considered, and this is included in the recommendations for members to consider. Please note that this does not affect Borough Wards as both Rushton and Wilbarston are in the Welland Ward.
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PURPOSE OF REPORT





To provide Council with details of the second and final public consultation undertaken as part of the Community Governance Review (CGR)





To give consideration to the recommendations outlined in Paragraph 8 of the report. 








RECOMMENDATION





(i)	That the Council note the findings of the second public consultation; and 





(ii)	give consideration to approving the Community Governance Review proposals and associated boundary changes to Cransley and Mawsley parishes and Rushton and Wilbarston parishes as set out in paragraph 2.3 above and Appendices B and C; and 





(iii) Delegate the requirement to produce an Order implementing the approved changes encompassing all decisions made by Council as part of paragraph 8(ii) to the Head of Democratic and Legal Services in order that they become effective for the elections to those bodies due to be held on 7th May 2015;





(iv) Subject to the Council agreeing to the transfer of the Pipewell Ward of the Parish of Wilbarston to the Parish of Rushton, members agree that a request is submitted to the Electoral Commission for a consequential change to the County Council Electoral Division boundary between the Rothwell and Mawsley Division and the Desborough Division.





(v)  Subject to the Council agreeing to the transfer of the Pipewell Ward of the Parish of Wilbarston to the Parish of Rushton, a decision is requested in relation to the future governance arrangements for Rushton and Wilbarston Parish Councils as outlined in paragraph 2.7 above or any alternative proposal which may arise during discussion on the matter.











