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Date: 12 April 2013
Ask For: Anona Somasundaram

Direct Dial: (01843) 577046 h t
Email: anona.somasundaram@thanet.gov.uk t ane

district council

You are hereby summoned to attend the meeting of the Thanet District Council to be held
in the Council Chamber, Cecil Street, Margate, Kent on Thursday, 18 April 2013 at 7.00

pm for the purpose of transacting the business mentioned below.

Democratic Services & Scrutiny Manager
To: The Members of Thanet District Council

FIRE ALARM PROCEDURES: If the fire alarm is activated, please vacate the offices via
the stairs either through the security door to the left of the Chairman or opposite the lifts in
the foyer. Please do not use the lifts. Please assemble in Hawley Square on the green.
Officers will assist you and advise when it is deemed safe to return to the Chamber.

SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA NO.1

Item Subject
No
6. QUESTIONS FROM THE PRESS AND PUBLIC

To receive questions received from the press or public in accordance with Council
Procedure Rule 13.

6e  NO.5 - PLEASURAMA SITE, RAMSGATE (Pages 1 - 2)

6f  NO.6 -'BEDROOM TAX' (Pages 3 - 4)

6g NO.7 - PLEASURAMA SITE, RMASGATE (Pages 5 - 6)

6h NO. 8 - PLEASURAMA SITE, RAMSGATE (Pages 7 - 8)

Gi NO. 9 - PLEASURAMA SITE, RAMSGATE (Pages 9 - 10)

8. MOTIONS ON NOTICE

To receive any Motions on Notice from Members of Council in accordance with the
Council Procedure Rule 16.

8a  NO.1-"BEDROOM TAX" (Pages 11 - 12)

-2.-



58

oo

b

Subject

NO. 2 - LICENSED HACKNEY CARRIAGE PLATES (Pages 13 - 14)

PARISHING MARGATE (Pages 15 - 22)
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Agenda Item 6e

QUESTION NO. 5 FROM A MEMBER OF THE PUBLIC — PLEASURAMA SITE, RAMSGATE

To: Council — 18 April 2013

By: Democratic Services and Scrutiny Manager

Classification: Unrestricted

Ward: N/A

Summary: Councillor Poole to receive a question from a member of the public

in relation to the Pleasurama site, Ramsgate

For Decision

1.0

1.1.

1.2

1.3

1.4

2.0

21

211

2.2

2.2.1

Introduction and Background

Council Procedure Rule No. 13 governs the process for questions to be submitted by
members of the public.

The following question, addressed to Councillor Poole, has been received from Mr
Nicholas Cooper in accordance with that Rule.

"What incentives prompted TDC to ignore the broad leisure proposals of the 1998
Ramsgate Town Plan and align with a supposed developer with no track record, no
registered UK address or verifiable source of legitimate finance, while permitting
progress on an ongoing course of broken contracts and deadlines without sanction?"

In accordance with Council Procedure Rule 13.7, the Chairman will, at the meeting of
Council, invite the questioner to put their question to the Member named in the notice. If
the questioner is not present, the question shall not be put and shall be answered in
writing.

Under Council Procedure Rule 13.8, if the Member to whom the question is directed is
present they will provide an oral answer. If that Member is not present, the question will
be answered by the Leader or another Member nominated by the Leader for the purpose
unless it is inappropriate for the Leader to give an oral answer or to nominate another
Member to give an oral answer, in which case the question will be dealt with by a written
answer.

Corporate Implications

Financial

None arising at this stage

Legal

None arising at this stage
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2.3 Corporate

2.3.1  Council Procedure Rule 13 affords members of the public the opportunity to ask
questions of Members of the Cabinet at ordinary meetings of the Council. The total time
devoted to all questions from members of the public cannot exceed 30 minutes.

24 Equity and Equalities

2.4.1 None arising at this stage

3.0 Recommendation

3.1 This report is for information purposes only.

4.0 Decision Making Process

41 This report is for information purposes only.

Contact Officer: Glenn Back, Democratic Services and Scrutiny Manager, ext 7187
Reporting to: Harvey Patterson, Corporate & Regulatory Services Manager and
Monitoring Officer, ext 7005

Annex List

| None |

Background Papers

Title Details of where to access copy

None

Corporate Consultation Undertaken

Finance n/a
Legal Harvey Patterson, Corporate & Regulatory Services Manager and
Monitoring Officer, ext 7005
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Agenda Item 6f

QUESTION NO. 6 FROM A MEMBER OF THE PUBLIC — “BEDROOM TAX”

To: Council — 18 April 2013

By: Democratic Services and Scrutiny Manager

Classification: Unrestricted

Ward: N/A

Summary: Councillor D Green to receive a question from a member of the

public in relation to the Pleasurama site, Ramsgate

For Decision

1.0 Introduction and Background

1.1.  Council Procedure Rule No. 13 governs the process for questions to be submitted by
members of the public.

1.2 The following question, addressed to Councillor D Green, has been received from Mr
Cris Johnson in accordance with that Rule.

“The recently introduced ‘Bedroom Tax’ will put financial pressure on some of those
least able to meet the extra expense in Thanet.

“Will the Council commit to refusing to evict any residents if they are unable to meet this
new expense?”

1.3 In accordance with Council Procedure Rule 13.7, the Chairman will, at the meeting of
Council, invite the questioner to put their question to the Member named in the notice. If
the questioner is not present, the question shall not be put and shall be answered in
writing.

14 Under Council Procedure Rule 13.8, if the Member to whom the question is directed is
present they will provide an oral answer. If that Member is not present, the question will
be answered by the Leader or another Member nominated by the Leader for the purpose
unless it is inappropriate for the Leader to give an oral answer or to nominate another
Member to give an oral answer, in which case the question will be dealt with by a written
answer.

2.0 Corporate Implications

21 Financial

2.1.1 None arising at this stage

22 Legal

2.2.1 None arising at this stage
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2.3 Corporate

2.3.1  Council Procedure Rule 13 affords members of the public the opportunity to ask
questions of Members of the Cabinet at ordinary meetings of the Council. The total time
devoted to all questions from members of the public cannot exceed 30 minutes.

24 Equity and Equalities

2.4.1 None arising at this stage

3.0 Recommendation

3.1 This report is for information purposes only.

4.0 Decision Making Process

41 This report is for information purposes only.

Contact Officer: Glenn Back, Democratic Services and Scrutiny Manager, ext 7187
Reporting to: Harvey Patterson, Corporate & Regulatory Services Manager and
Monitoring Officer, ext 7005

Annex List

| None |

Background Papers

Title Details of where to access copy

None

Corporate Consultation Undertaken

Finance n/a
Legal Harvey Patterson, Corporate & Regulatory Services Manager and
Monitoring Officer, ext 7005
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Agenda Item 69

QUESTION NO. 7 FROM A MEMBER OF THE PUBLIC — PLEASURAMA SITE, RAMSGATE

To: Council — 18 April 2013

By: Democratic Services and Scrutiny Manager

Classification: Unrestricted

Ward: N/A

Summary: Councillor Poole to receive a question from a member of the public

in relation to the Pleasurama site, Ramsgate

For Decision

1.0

1.1.

1.2

1.3

1.4

2.0

21

211

2.2

2.2.1

Introduction and Background

Council Procedure Rule No. 13 governs the process for questions to be submitted by
members of the public.

The following question, addressed to Councillor Poole, has been received from Mr
Gerhard Muller-Kosack in accordance with that Rule.

"In which European country and to which address was "SFP Ventures Partners Ltd"
officially registered at the time the planning permission (F/THI0311200) was granted to
that company on 28 January 2004 since on the planning permission itself only the
architects address is given ‘care of underneath this company's name?”

In accordance with Council Procedure Rule 13.7, the Chairman will, at the meeting of
Council, invite the questioner to put their question to the Member named in the notice. If
the questioner is not present, the question shall not be put and shall be answered in
writing.

Under Council Procedure Rule 13.8, if the Member to whom the question is directed is
present they will provide an oral answer. If that Member is not present, the question will
be answered by the Leader or another Member nominated by the Leader for the purpose
unless it is inappropriate for the Leader to give an oral answer or to nominate another
Member to give an oral answer, in which case the question will be dealt with by a written
answer.

Corporate Implications

Financial

None arising at this stage

Legal

None arising at this stage
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2.3 Corporate

2.3.1  Council Procedure Rule 13 affords members of the public the opportunity to ask
questions of Members of the Cabinet at ordinary meetings of the Council. The total time
devoted to all questions from members of the public cannot exceed 30 minutes.

24 Equity and Equalities

2.4.1 None arising at this stage

3.0 Recommendation

3.1 This report is for information purposes only.

4.0 Decision Making Process

41 This report is for information purposes only.

Contact Officer: Glenn Back, Democratic Services and Scrutiny Manager, ext 7187
Reporting to: Harvey Patterson, Corporate & Regulatory Services Manager and
Monitoring Officer, ext 7005

Annex List

| None |

Background Papers

Title Details of where to access copy

None

Corporate Consultation Undertaken

Finance n/a
Legal Harvey Patterson, Corporate & Regulatory Services Manager and
Monitoring Officer, ext 7005
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Agenda Item 6h

QUESTION NO. 8 FROM A MEMBER OF THE PUBLIC — PLEASURAMA SITE, RAMSGATE

To: Council — 18 April 2013

By: Democratic Services and Scrutiny Manager

Classification: Unrestricted

Ward: N/A

Summary: Councillor Poole to receive a question from a member of the public

in relation to the Pleasurama site, Ramsgate

For Decision

1.0

1.1.

1.2

1.3

1.4

2.0

21

211

2.2

2.2.1

Introduction and Background

Council Procedure Rule No. 13 governs the process for questions to be submitted by
members of the public.

The following question, addressed to Councillor Poole, has been received from Ms Angie
McKenzie in accordance with that Rule.

"As the leaseholder of a two bedroom flat in Ramsgate, we pay an annual ground rent.
How much ground rent has SFP Ventures paid on the Pleasurama site, since taking
over the leases.

“If nothing has been paid, why not?"

In accordance with Council Procedure Rule 13.7, the Chairman will, at the meeting of
Council, invite the questioner to put their question to the Member named in the notice. If
the questioner is not present, the question shall not be put and shall be answered in
writing.

Under Council Procedure Rule 13.8, if the Member to whom the question is directed is
present they will provide an oral answer. If that Member is not present, the question will
be answered by the Leader or another Member nominated by the Leader for the purpose
unless it is inappropriate for the Leader to give an oral answer or to nominate another
Member to give an oral answer, in which case the question will be dealt with by a written
answer.

Corporate Implications

Financial

None arising at this stage

Legal

None arising at this stage
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2.3 Corporate

2.3.1  Council Procedure Rule 13 affords members of the public the opportunity to ask
questions of Members of the Cabinet at ordinary meetings of the Council. The total time
devoted to all questions from members of the public cannot exceed 30 minutes.

24 Equity and Equalities

2.4.1 None arising at this stage

3.0 Recommendation

3.1 This report is for information purposes only.

4.0 Decision Making Process

41 This report is for information purposes only.

Contact Officer: Glenn Back, Democratic Services and Scrutiny Manager, ext 7187
Reporting to: Harvey Patterson, Corporate & Regulatory Services Manager and
Monitoring Officer, ext 7005

Annex List

| None |

Background Papers

Title Details of where to access copy

None

Corporate Consultation Undertaken

Finance n/a
Legal Harvey Patterson, Corporate & Regulatory Services Manager and
Monitoring Officer, ext 7005
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Agenda Item 6i

QUESTION NO. 8 FROM A MEMBER OF THE PUBLIC — PLEASURAMA SITE, RAMSGATE

To: Council — 18 April 2013

By: Democratic Services and Scrutiny Manager

Classification: Unrestricted

Ward: N/A

Summary: Councillor Poole to receive a question from a member of the public

in relation to the Pleasurama site, Ramsgate

For Decision

1.0

1.1.

1.2

1.3

1.4

2.0

21

21.1

2.2

2.2.1

Introduction and Background

Council Procedure Rule No. 13 governs the process for questions to be submitted by
members of the public.

The following question, addressed to Councillor Poole, has been received from Ray Sun
in accordance with that Rule.

“One of the conditions about the Pleasurama site ‘deal’ is that a hotel group needs to be
on-board. Whitbread has withdrawn, Hilton Worldwide has written to me stating that
nothing further has been confirmed.

“May | please have your assurance that this matter, including any freehold sale, will be
stopped?”

In accordance with Council Procedure Rule 13.7, the Chairman will, at the meeting of
Council, invite the questioner to put their question to the Member named in the notice. If
the questioner is not present, the question shall not be put and shall be answered in
writing.

Under Council Procedure Rule 13.8, if the Member to whom the question is directed is
present they will provide an oral answer. If that Member is not present, the question will
be answered by the Leader or another Member nominated by the Leader for the purpose
unless it is inappropriate for the Leader to give an oral answer or to nominate another
Member to give an oral answer, in which case the question will be dealt with by a written
answer.

Corporate Implications

Financial

None arising at this stage

Legal

None arising at this stage
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2.3 Corporate

2.3.1  Council Procedure Rule 13 affords members of the public the opportunity to ask
questions of Members of the Cabinet at ordinary meetings of the Council. The total time
devoted to all questions from members of the public cannot exceed 30 minutes.

24 Equity and Equalities

2.41 None arising at this stage

3.0 Recommendation

3.1 This report is for information purposes only.

4.0 Decision Making Process

41 This report is for information purposes only.

Contact Officer: Glenn Back, Democratic Services and Scrutiny Manager, ext 7187
Reporting to: Harvey Patterson, Corporate & Regulatory Services Manager and
Monitoring Officer, ext 7005

Annex List

| None |

Background Papers

Title Details of where to access copy

None

Corporate Consultation Undertaken

Finance n/a
Legal Harvey Patterson, Corporate & Regulatory Services Manager and
Monitoring Officer, ext 7005
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Agenda Item 8a

NOTICE OF MOTION - “BEDROOM TAX”

To: Council — 18 April 2013

By: Democratic Services and Scrutiny Manager

Classification: Unrestricted

Ward: All Wards

Summary: To consider a Notice of Motion submitted in relation to “Bedroom
Tax”

For Decision

1.0

1.1.

1.2.1

2.0

2.1

2.2

3.0

3.1

3.1.1

3.2

3.2.1

Introduction and Background

Council Procedure Rule No. 16 governs the process for motions on notice being
submitted to Council.

The following motion on notice has been received from Councillor Driver:

“This Council believes that the Government's ‘Bedroom Tax’ is unfair and
disproportionately impacts upon the poorest and most vulnerable people in Thanet.

“Council therefore requests that the Cabinet, in association with other relevant
organisations, review policies on rent arrears in the light of the impact of the Bedroom
Tax upon tenants of social housing which is owned by Thanet Council. Cabinet are
requested to report the results of this review to Council.”

Options

To debate the motion (then refer to Cabinet for determination or report);

Not to debate the motion and refer to Cabinet for determination or report.

Corporate Implications

Financial

Will be covered in any report to Cabinet.

Legal

Council Procedure Rule 16.3 states that, if seconded, a motion on notice will stand
referred without discussion to the Cabinet or appropriate Committee for determination or

report, unless the Council decides to debate the motion in accordance with Council
Procedure Rule 19 (rules of debate).
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3.2.2 Council Procedure Rule 16.4 (a) (iii) states that where a motion on notice would, if
adopted, constitute the exercise of an executive function, that motion must be referred to
the Cabinet (or relevant Cabinet portfolio holder as appropriate) for decision.

3.3 Corporate

3.3.1  Council Procedure Rule 16 provides the opportunity for Councillors to give advance
notice of motions to be put to Council.

3.4 Equity and Equalities
3.4.1  None arising at this stage.
4.0 Recommendation

4.1 Council is invited to refer the motion on notice to Cabinet for determination or report or to
debate the motion and then refer to Cabinet for determination and report.

5.0 Decision Making Process
5.1 In accordance with Council Procedure Rule 16, unless Council agrees otherwise, this

motion will be referred to Cabinet without discussion. Council can, however, agree to
debate the matter.

Contact Officer: Glenn Back, Democratic Services and Scrutiny Manager, ext 7187

Reporting to: Harvey Patterson, Corporate & Regulatory Services Manager, ext 7005

Annex List

| None |

Background Papers

Title Details of where to access copy

None

Corporate Consultation Undertaken

Finance n/a

Legal n/a
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Agenda Item 8b

NOTICE OF MOTION - LICENSED HACKNEY CARRIAGE PLATES

To: Council — 18 April 2013

By: Democratic Services and Scrutiny Manager

Classification: Unrestricted

Ward: All Wards

Summary: To consider a Notice of Motion submitted in relation to licensed

hackney carriage plates

For Decision

1.0

1.1.

1.2.1

2.0

21

2.2

3.0

3.1

3.1.1

3.2

3.2.1

Introduction and Background

Council Procedure Rule No. 16 governs the process for motions on notice being
submitted to Council.

The following motion on notice has been received from Councillor Grove:

“Thanet District Council write to the Minister of Transport to strongly object to the Law
Commission proposal to remove the right of local authorities to restrict the number of
licensed hackney carriage plates within the district”.

Options

To debate the motion (then refer to Cabinet or appropriate committee for determination or
report);

Not to debate the motion and refer to Cabinet or appropriate committee for determination
or report.

Corporate Implications

Financial

None arising at this stage.

Legal

Council Procedure Rule 16.3 states that, if seconded, a motion on notice will stand
referred without discussion to the Cabinet or appropriate Committee for determination or

report, unless the Council decides to debate the motion in accordance with Council
Procedure Rule 19 (rules of debate).
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3.3

Corporate

3.3.1  Council Procedure Rule 16 provides the opportunity for Councillors to give advance
notice of motions to be put to Council.

34 Equity and Equalities

3.4.1 None arising at this stage.

4.0 Recommendation

4.1 Council is invited to refer the motion on notice to Cabinet or appropriate committee for
determination or report or to debate the motion and then refer to Cabinet or appropriate
committee for determination and report.

5.0 Decision Making Process

5.1 In accordance with Council Procedure Rule 16, unless Council agrees otherwise, this
motion will be referred to Cabinet or appropriate committee without discussion. Council
can, however, agree to debate the matter.

Contact Officer: Glenn Back, Democratic Services and Scrutiny Manager, ext 7187

Reporting to: Harvey Patterson, Corporate & Regulatory Services Manager, ext 7005

Annex List

| None |

Background Papers

Title Details of where to access copy

None

Corporate Consultation Undertaken

Finance

n/a

Legal

n/a
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Agenda Item 10

REVIEW OF ELECTORAL ARRANGEMENTS

To: Council - 28 February 2013
By: Corporate and Regulatory Services Manager
Classification: Unrestricted
Ward: All Wards
Summary: Approval of Council is sought:

(1) To request the Local Government Boundary Commission for England
(LGBCE) to include the Council in the electoral review programme that
would facilitate a planned implementation date of May 2019; and

(2) To authorise the officers to take the initial step required to conduct a
community governance review in respect of the remaining un-parished
areas of Thanet

For Decision

1.0

1.1

1.2

1.3

Introduction and Background

Both of the Conservative and Labour groups’ manifestos contained a commitment to
reduce the number of Councillors on Thanet District Council. Officers were originally
informed last November that the Council could not be included in the LGBCE'’s
2013/14 electoral review programme because it did not meet any of the
Commissions’ ‘electoral inequality’ criteria. Officers were subsequently informed in
February this year that due to a number of authorities deferring a review, there was
some spare capacity in the 2013/14 programme for authorities wanting an electoral
review with a planned implementation date of May 2015. However the LGBCE also
advised that the available slots were likely to be taken up very quickly by authorities
who had already requested an electoral review and were ‘in the queue’ and the
advice to Thanet was to also get in the queue.

The Commission further advised of an impending change of legislation which would
enable completed electoral reviews to be implemented at any local government
elections, meaning that if Thanet could not be included in the 2013/14 programme for
implementation in 2015 there would be the option of being added to subsequent
programme with a planned implementation date of May 2017 (County Council
elections) or May 2019 (District Council elections).

In the meantime officers had been informed by the Secretary to the Margate Charter
Trustees of the decision of the Trustees on 13 February 2013 to request the
Council to conduct a community governance review in respect of the area of the
Charter Trustees, this being the only area of Thanet that was un-parished. It is
important to state that the Charter Trustees did not make a recommendation that
there should be a Parish Council created for Margate, only that the public and other
stakeholders, including the Charter Trustees should be consulted on the options.
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1.4

2.0

2.1

2.2

2.3

3.0

3.1

In this regard officers were also aware that it would be highly inadvisable to conduct a
Community Governance Review at the same time as an electoral review (due to the
likelihood of the latter affecting the boundaries of the former) and that if Thanet was
added to the LGBCE’s electoral review programme for 2013/14, with an
implementation date of May 2015, it would not be possible to proceed with a
Community Governance Review until after the May 2015 elections.

Meeting with the Group Leaders

A meeting was arranged with the Group Leaders for 3 April 2013 with a view to
exploring these issues and finding a consensus. Three of the four Group Leaders
were able to attend the meetings including the Leaders of the two largest political
groups. The LGBCE were also contacted in advance of the meeting and officers were
informed that the available slots in the 2013/14 electoral review programme had now
been allocated meaning there was now no longer any prospect of an electoral review
taking place in time for implementation at the elections in May 2015.

The Group Leaders were briefed on the key issues including the desirability of the
Council giving an indication to the Commission, with a range, of the reduction in the
number of elected members the Council considered desirable on efficiency grounds.
The officers produced illustrative tables of what the political governance
arrangements of the Council might look like with 35 and 45 members respectively and
these are reproduced at Annex 1. The Group Leaders were also advised that if the
Council indicated to the Commission a preference for the creation of single of single
member wards, the Commission would operate a presumption in favour of delivering
that outcome.

A productive discussion followed with agreement being reached in principle as
follows:-

2.3.1 That there was no longer any reason to defer a Community Governance
Review for the un-parished areas of Thanet to 2015/16 and that such review
should begin this municipal year so that if the review recommended a Parish
Council for Margate and the Council accepted that recommendation, elections
to the new Council could take place in May 2015;

2.3.2 That the Council should ‘get in the queue’ for an electoral review beginning
after the May 2015 elections with an implementation date of May 2019;

2.3.3 That the shared objective of an electoral review was a reduction in the number
of elected members in order to deliver a more efficient Council;

2.3.4 That the Council should request the LGBCE to consider a reduction in the
number of elected member within a range of between 35 and 45 members as
this would be sufficiently flexible to allow the party groups to make further
representations during the review process;

2.3.5 That the Council should not request an electoral review based on single
member wards.

Electoral Review
Based on the views of the Group Leaders it is recommended that the Council formally

requests the LGBCE to conduct a whole district electoral review with the objective of
reducing the number of elected members to between 35 and 45 and that the review is
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4.0

4.1

4.2

4.3

4.4

concluded in time for implementation at the Local Government elections in May
2019.

Community Governance Review

Although it would not be possible to create a Parish Council for the un-parished areas
of Thanet without a Community Governance Review, this is not an inevitable outcome
of the review. Instead, it can be seen as a process designed to assess community
and stakeholder demand for the creation of such a body and to deliver that outcome
only if the statutory criteria are met.

The key duties underpinning a Community Governance Review are;-

4.2.1 That the Council consults local electors and other persons who appear to it to
have an interest in the review and takes their views into account;

4.2.2 That the Council has regard to the need to secure that community governance
reflects the identities and interests of the community in the area under review;

4.2.3 That the Council has regard to the need to secure that community governance
is effective and convenient;

4.2.4 That in deciding what recommendations to make, the Council also considers
what arrangements (apart from the creation of a Parish Council) already exist
or could be made for the purposes of community representation or community
engagement; and

4.2.5 That the review is completed within 12 months from the date it starts.

In addition, the LGBCE guidance on community governance advises that any
proposal to parish a Charter Trustee area should be judged against the effect on the
historic cohesiveness of the area as well as community identity; i.e, does the Charter
Trustee area contain a cohesive community or are there smaller areas within it which
have a demonstrable community identity and which would be viable as administrative
units?

Terms of Reference

Section 81 of the Local Government & Public Involvement in Health Act 2007 requires
the Council to draw up and publish terms or reference for a community governance
review which specifies the area covered by the review. As the day to day conduct of
community governance reviews falls within the terms of reference of the Boundaries &
Electoral Arrangements Working Party, it is recommended that Council delegates
authority to the Working Party to approve and publish the terms of reference. The 12
months time limit for completion will run from that date.

Consultation

In addition to consulting local government electors in the area under review, the
Council is also required to consult Kent County Council, the Charter Trustees and
other bodies that appear to the Council to have an interest in the review such as local
businesses, community groups, voluntary associations and resident associations.
Consultation responses will be reported to the Boundaries and Electoral
Arrangements Working Party.
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4.5

4.6

4.7

4.8

4.9

4.10

4.11

Recommendations by the Boundaries & Electoral Arrangements Working Party

Following consideration of the evidence in the consultation responses it will be the
responsibility of the Boundaries and Electoral Arrangements Working Party to
develop community governance recommendations which fulfil the Council’s statutory
duties, i.e. reflect community identity and interests and which are effective and
convenient taking into account the potential of arrangements other than the creation
of a parish council.

However, if any of the recommendations are to create a civil parish in any part of an
un-parished area that has more than 1000 local government electors, there are a
number of significant consequential duties:-

4.6.1 The Working Party must recommend the creation of a Parish Council;

4.6.2 The Working Party must recommend a name for the Parish Council, e.g.
Margate Town Council; or

4.6.3 The Working Party must consider whether the Parish Council should adopt
one of the alternative styles permitted by the 2007 Act: e.g. Margate
Community Council.

Once the Working Party has made its recommendations to full Council on the review,
they must be published and the Council must ensure that those who may have an
interest in them are informed of them.

Decision on Recommendations

In taking a decision on the extent which the Council intends to give effect to the
recommendations of the review, full Council must have regard to the statutory criteria
and then publish its decision and the reasons for its decision and take sufficient steps
to bring that to the intention of interested persons.

Re-organisation Order etc.

The Council will give effect to any proposal to parish the un-parished area by making
a Re-organisation Order and depositing a copy of the Order together with a map
showing the effects of the Order at the Gateway for public inspection. The Council
must also give a copy of the Order to:-

The Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government
The LGBCE

Kent County Council

The Office of National Statistics

The Director General of the Ordnance Survey

Creation of Parish Councils

If the Council decides to establish one or more parish councils, this will be included
the Re-organisation Order, along with the requisite electoral arrangements. The
Council will also set the first year precepts, conduct the elections to the new
council(s) and arrange the inaugural meeting(s).

It is therefore recommended that Council agrees that a Community Governance
Review takes place in respect of the un-parished areas of Thanet and gives
delegated authority to the Boundaries & Electoral Arrangements Working Party to
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5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4

6.0

6.1

6.1.1

6.2

6.2.1

6.3

6.3.1

6.3.2

6.4

6.4.1

approve and publish the terms of reference for such a review. Further, Council should
request the Working Party to make recommendations to full Council concerning the
review which would enable the Council to make and publish its decision on the review
within the statutory time limits.

Options

To request the LGBCE to carry out and electoral review of Thanet District Council
after May 2015 with an implementations date of May 2019

Not to request the LGBCE to carry out and electoral review of Thanet District Council
after May 2015 with an implementations date of May 2019.

To carry out a Community Governance Review in respect of the un-parished areas of
Thanet.

Not to carry out a Community Governance Review in respect of the un-parished areas
of Thanet.

Corporate Implications

Financial and VAT

The costs of conducting a Community Governance Review can be met within existing
budgets in this financial year. If a Parish Council is created, the cost of elections in
2015 will be recharged to the Parish Council.

Legal

As set out in the report

Corporate

The Council will be able to reduce the number of elected members whilst maintaining
a sound and efficient system of political governance.

A Community Governance Review will enable the Council to assess and determine
appropriate  community governance arrangements for the un-parished areas of
Thanet.

Equity and Equalities

The decision to conduct a Community Governance Review or to request and electoral

review will not directly or indirectly discriminate against a person with protected
characteristics.
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7.0

Recommendations

71 That the Local Government Boundary Commission for England be requested to
include the Council in the electoral review programme that would facilitate a whole
Council electoral review commencing after the date of the Local Government
elections in 2015 and with a planned implementation date of the date of the Local
Government elections in 2019.

7.2 That the Local Government Boundary Commission for England be requested to
conduct the electoral review with the objective of reducing the number of elected
members to between 35 and 45.

7.3 That a Community Governance Review be undertaken in respect of the un-parished
parts of the administrative area of the Council

7.4 That the Boundaries & Electoral Arrangements Working Party be given delegated
authority to approve and publish the terms of reference of the Community
Governance Review and that the Working Party Committee makes recommendations
to full Council concerning the review within the twelve months statutory time limit.

8.0 Decision Making Process

8.1 The decision to request an electoral review is a decision of full Council. The
Boundaries and Electoral Arrangements Working Party will make recommendations
on the Community Governance Review to full Council

Contact Officer: Harvey Patterson, Corporate & Regulatory Services Manager .ext.

7005)
Reporting to: Dr Sue McGonigal - Chief Executive
Annex List
| Annex 1 | Tables demonstrating Political Governance Arrangements

Background Papers

Title

Details of where to access copy

Corporate Consultation Undertaken

Finance Head of Financial Services — Sarah Martin

Legal

N/A
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Agenda Item 10

Annex 1
35 Councillors
Body/Committee Number of Frequency of Comments
Councillors meetings
Council 35 7 meetings a year
Cabinet 6 8 a year Portfolios to be determined by
the leader. Ideally 6 however
the Leader can choose up to 10
Planning Committee 9 Monthly Will continue in the same vein
as currently
Licensing Board 10 10 meetings a year | Will continue in the same vein
as currently
Overview and 9 Bi Monthly Will continue in the same vein
Scrutiny Panel as currently.
Governance and 5 Quarterly Will continue in the same vein
Audit Committee as currently.
BEA and GP 5 Quarterly This committee would combine
Committee the role of the Boundary and
Electoral Review Working Party
Standards 9:9:4DC, Quarterly The Standards Committee will
Committee 2PC, 2 Ind take on the work of the
Constitutional Review Working
Party to reduce bureaucracy.
45 Councillors
Body/Committee Number of Frequency of Comments
Councillors meetings
Council 45 7 meetings a year
Cabinet 6 8 a year Portfolios to be determined by
the leader. Ideally 6 however
the Leader can choose up to 10
Planning Committee 13 Monthly Will continue in the same vein
as currently
Licensing Board 12 10 meetings a year | Will continue in the same vein
as currently
Overview and 13 Bi Monthly Will continue in the same vein
Scrutiny Panel as currently.
Governance and 7 Quarterly Will continue in the same vein
Audit Committee as currently.
BEA and GP 7 Quarterly This committee would combine
Committee the role of the Boundary and
Electoral Review Working Party
Standards 11: 3DC, Quarterly The Standards Committee will
Committee 2PC,2 take on the work of the
Ind Constitutional Review Working

Party to reduce bureaucracy.
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