PARISH CHARTER TASK AND FINISH GROUP

Informal Notes of the Meeting held on 30 October 2006 at 10.00am

Attendance List:

Councillors Barry Earp (Lead Member), Mike Boaden, Olwyn Luckley - Carlisle City Council

Tom McMullen, Guy Richardson - Cumbria Association of Local Councils (CALC)

Pauline Dalton, Liz Auld - Carlisle Parish Councils’ Association (CPCA)

Georgina Ternent, Programme Manager
 for Voluntary and Parish Sectors - Cumbria County Council

Claire Rankin, Rural Community Support Officer, Neil Griffiths, External Funding Officer, Elspeth Mackay and Rachel Rooney, Committee Section - Carlisle City Council

Apologies for Absence:
An apology for absence was submitted on behalf of Councillor Weber - Cumbria County Council.

Notes of Previous Meeting

The notes of the meeting held on 10 October 2006 were agreed.

Matters Arising

The following matters discussed at the last meeting were highlighted:

· It was clarified that the Cumbria County Council Cabinet would consider the Parish Charter on 19 December 2006.

Consideration of Draft Parish Charter 

Claire Rankin explained that the consultation period with Parish Councils had now ended.  Tom and Claire had incorporated the comments made into the draft in front of Task and Finish Group Members at this meeting.  She explained that the following were the additions in the document:

· Red - additions agreed at the last meeting of this group; 

· Green - items to be discussed - comments made by
Parish Councils as part of the consultation process; and

· Blue - general comments.

Members then went through each of the comments in “green” and decided if the Charter needed to be changed as a result of these comments.

· Introduction – Paragraph 2 –Stanwix Rural, Arthuret, Dalston and Kirklinton (Middle) - It was noted that these were general comments and the references to Quality Parish Status would be picked up under the re-drafting of Section I.

· Section A – Paragraph 1 – Stanwix Rural – No change to wording is necessary.

· Section A – Paragraphs 2 and 3 – Dalston – No change to wording is necessary.

· Section B – Paragraph 1 – Rockcliffe and Arthuret – No change to wording is necessary.

· Section B – Paragraph 1 – Stanwix Rural – It was clarified that the response time for any written communication i.e. letter or email, is ten days.  This is addressed adequately under paragraph 2 – no change to wording is necessary.

· Section B – Paragraph 2 – Dalston and Kirklinton (Middle) – No change to wording is necessary.

· Section B – Paragraph 2.5 – Dalston – It would not be possible to set in this Charter a mandatory requirement for all County and City Councillors to use email.  No change to wording is necessary.
· Section B – Paragraph 2.6 – Dalston – It was agreed that an explanation of the “Connected Cumbria Partnership” was necessary and this had been included at the end of Section B.  The proposed wording in red at the end of Section B was agreed.

· Section B – Paragraph 3 – Kirklinton (Middle) – It was clarified that the Rural Voice document although produced in colour can be printed in a black and white version.  No change to wording necessary.
· Section B – Paragraph 3.3 – Irthington – IT training is currently offered, but there could also be benefit in offering other training currently provided to City and County Councillors e.g. dealing with the media, public speaking, presentation skills and other similar issues.  The issue is addressed within the Charter under Section C, Paragraph 2.4.  The County and City Officers would need to ensure that practical arrangements are in place to invite Parish Councillors and staff to appropriate training events.  No change to wording is necessary.

· Section B – Paragraph 4 – Irthington – The Highwayman Scheme is operational in some areas within Cumbria County Council but is not currently taking place in Carlisle.  The third bullet point should be amended to read “introduce and operate the ‘Highwayman Scheme’ ”.  The explanation of the Highwayman Scheme in red at the end of the section was approved.

· Section B – Paragraph 4.1 – Dalston – No change to wording is necessary as it is covered under Section J.

· Section B – Paragraph 5.4 – Irthington – No change to wording is necessary.

· Section B – Paragraph 5.6 – Irthington – It would be up to Principal Authorities to determine how they would wish this system to work.  No change to wording is necessary.

· Section B – Paragraph 5.9 – Dalston – The benefits of community web‑sites were recognised and examples were given where successful community web-sites had been established and were being maintained. Members did not feel that it needed to be included in the Parish Charter.  No change to wording is necessary.
· Section C – Paragraph 1 – Rockcliffe – No change to wording is necessary.

· Section C – Paragraph 2 – Arthuret – This has been addressed under the previous discussion on training.  No change to wording is necessary.
· Section D – Paragraph 2 – Rockcliffe – No change to wording is necessary.

· Section D – Paragraph 2 – Stanwix Rural – Overview and Scrutiny Committees should actively seek to encourage people to attend and participate in meetings.  Parish Councils are currently advised when Overview and Scrutiny agendas are available on City Council web-site.  The onus should be on the Overview and Scrutiny Chairman to look at ways to draw in organisational representatives, particularly people with a democratic mandate, and to find the right mechanisms for involving them.  No change to wording is necessary.
· Section E – Paragraph 1 – Rockcliffe  - No change to wording is necessary.

· Section E – Paragraph 2 – Dalston – No change to wording is necessary.

· Section E – Paragraph 2 – Stanwix Rural – No change to wording is necessary.

· Section E – Paragraph 2.6 – The words in ‘red’ should be removed and an ‘s’ should be added to the end of the word ‘Council’.

· Section E – Paragraph 2 – Arthuret – No change to wording is necessary.
· Section F – Paragraph 1 – Rockcliffe – No change to wording is necessary.

· Section F – Paragraph 2 – Dalston – No change to wording is necessary.

· Section F – Paragraph 2 – Irthington – Invitations for training events do go out to all Parish Councils and would be intended for both Councillors and Clerks.  No change to wording is necessary.
· Section G – Paragraph 3 – Stanwix Rural – There was discussion on Parish Design Statements, including their benefits and the difficulty some Parish Councils had faced with documents being objected to by Government Office North West.  It was agreed that the bullet points under paragraphs 2 and 3 should be amended to refer to “Parish Plans and/or Parish Design Statements”.
· Section D – Paragraph 3 – Dalston and Irthington – No change to wording is necessary.

· Section H – Paragraph 2 – Arthuret  - No change to wording is necessary.

· Section I – Tom McMullen explained that Parish Councils had expressed concern about the Quality Parishes Scheme being a two-tier approach.  At the last meeting, the Task Group had suggested that the section be re-written.  Task Group Members had emphasised that there still needed to be recognition of the Quality Parish Scheme but that there should be a move away from any suggestion of a two-tier approach.  

Task Group Members referred to the release of the recent White Paper “Strong and Prosperous Communities” and suggested that this would need to be referred to in the Parish Charter document.  Although the White Paper was not yet legislation, it could not be ignored as it could have a radical impact on the future of all levels of local authority.  The White Paper also strengthened the case for Quality Parishes.

Task Group Members then considered the re-draft of Section I as submitted by Tom McMullen and agreed the following:

· The title should be changed from Developing Future Capability for Partnership Working to “Developing Future Capability”.

· Section I - Paragraphs 1-3 - Should be condensed into one paragraph with reference included in this paragraph to the new White Paper, instead of reference to the Rural White Paper of 2000.
· The section should be restructured to incorporate a sub-section on devolved functions”, which would take the information set out in the proposed Section J and include it as a sub-section within Section I.
· Paragraphs 4 and 5 of Section I - Should be re-written and refer to sharing or learning from local best practice in other Parish Councils but taking out some of the emphasis on CALC.
· A new sub-section should be added on “Parish Councils will…”, incorporating some of the bullet points from the current paragraphs 4 and 5 of Section I.


Tom McMullen, Claire Rankin and Georgina Ternent, should re-draft Section I on the basis outlined above.  The draft should then be approved by Councillor Earp, as lead Member, before it is circulated to all Members of this Task and Finish Group for final approval.

· Section K – Paragraph 1 – Stanwix Rural – No change to wording is necessary.

· Annexe 1 – Arthuret – No change to wording is necessary.

· The introduction should be amended to include reference to the White Paper “Strong and Prosperous Communities”.

Timetable

Claire Rankin advised that they were still on course to report the draft Parish Charter to the Community Overview and Scrutiny Committee on 23 November and the City Council Executive on 18 December 2006.

Any Other Business

The Chairman thanked everyone for their input to this Task and Finish Group and stated that a final copy of the Parish Charter would be circulated to all members of this group prior to its launch in the New Year.


 (The meeting ended at 11.40 am)
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The Way Forward – Agreed Actions Arising from the Meeting:





Tom McMullen, Claire Rankin and Georgina Ternent to re-word the document as outlined above and, after approval from Councillor Earp as Lead Member, email the document to all members of this Task and Finish Group for final approval.  





Task Group members should respond to the request for final approval as quickly as possible in order to comply with the timetable.








