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Summary:-

Rule 15(1) of the Overview and Scrutiny Procedure Rules deals with the procedure in respect of those occasions where decisions taken by the Executive are urgent, and where the call-in procedure should not apply.  In such instances the Mayor must agree that the decision proposed is reasonable in the circumstances and should be treated as a matter of urgency.  

The record of the decision and the Decision Notice need to state that the decision is urgent and not subject to call-in.  

Decisions which have been taken under the urgency provisions must be reported to the next available meeting of the Council, together with the reasons for urgency.

Contact Officer:
Ian Dixon
Ext:
 7033

1.1
On 17 June 2002 the Executive made a Key Decision (EX.167/02) on the results of Stage I LSVT Consultation and Proposals for Stage II as set out on the attached Decision Notice.  It was agreed by the Mayor that the decision was urgent and should not be subject to call‑in as the detailed consultation timetable for the process had been previously approved by the Executive on 15 April and reviewed by the Community Overview and Scrutiny Committee on 26 March 2002.  

1.2
Consequently as required by the DTLR the forward timetable had been included in the formal Stage I consultation document sent out to all tenants which effectively pre‑determined the amount of time available for the Council's decision making process.  Any delay caused by a call-in would push the proposed ballot period into August 2002 which coincided with the school holidays and was not recommended if a high representative turnout was to be achieved in the ballot.  The consequence of a further delay to avoid the school holidays by deferring the ballot until September 2002 would seriously jeopardise both the prospects of completing the transfer in 2002/03 as required by the DTLR and significantly increase the "At Risk" expenditure of both the Council and Riverside Group.  Consultation with tenants has been thorough and comprehensive and the route for a final decision now rests with the tenants in the form of a ballot.  

1.3
The Overview and Scrutiny Committee had also been afforded input at offer formulation and the review of Stage I consultation.

2.1
On 17 June 2002 the Executive also make a Key Decision with regard to the Carlisle City Council's Corporate Plan/Best Value Performance Plan (EX.169/02) as set out on the attached Decision Notice.  

2.2
It was agreed by the Mayor that the decision was urgent and should not be subject to call‑in.  The reason for urgency was that the call-in procedure could overlap the Council Meeting on 27 June 2002 when the full Council had the opportunity to debate at the Council Meeting any recommendations made by the Executive and would also be asked to formally adopt the Plan.

2.3
The three Overview and Scrutiny Committees had had the opportunity to consider the draft Corporate Plan at special meetings arranged on 7 June 2002.  Any delays which were caused by the call-in process would have prejudiced the Council interests in adopting a Corporate Plan which it was legally obliged to do by 1 July 2002.

3.
The Executive at its meeting on 8 July 2002 made a Key Decision (EX.178/02) relating to the selection of its preferred partner for Leisuretime Externalisation.  It was agreed by the Mayor that the decision was urgent and should not be subject to call-in as the call‑in procedures would overlap the Council Meeting on 16 July 2002 when the full Council are to be asked to consider the Executive's recommendations with regard to the selection of a preferred partner.  A copy of the decision record to this item will be circulated as soon as possible.
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