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1
PURPOSE

1.1
To inform Members of discussions which took place at the recent meeting of the Lancashire Scrutiny Partners Forum.

1.2
To use the information and advice gleaned from the LSPF to deal with Committee’s choice of work plan for 2009/10 and to advise on areas of good practice in scrutiny.

1.3
Relevance to the Council’s ambitions and priorities:

· Council Ambitions – effective e overview and scrutiny of the Council’s Committee is vital in terms of the Council’s smooth operation and political reputation.

2
BACKGROUND

2.1
The LSPF has been in operation for a number of years.  In the past Councillor Stan Taylor and John Baldwin attended these on behalf of Ribble Valley on a fairly regular basis.

2.2
With the merging of the two Overview and Scrutiny Committees 15 months ago and one officer taking sole responsibility for the work of the Committee, it was recognised that this forum could be a valuable source of information and good practice which could inform Committee’s future decisions.

2.3
At the recent meeting in May, it was agreed that the forum should include both scrutiny officers and Chairman.

2.4
The LSPF’s main role is a follows:

· To share best practice in scrutiny amongst the 15 Lancashire Authorities.

· To ensure that the LAA is effectively and efficiently scrutinised at all levels.

· Help facilitate the co-ordination of scrutiny work of partners, seeking joint working opportunities wherever possible.

· Identify and address training needs identified by the partners.

· Provide a forum for debate and the exchange of ideas and information on scrutiny issues whether these are local, regional or national.

· Promote scrutiny in Lancashire within partner authorities and outside.

3
ISSUES

3.1
Councillor Sutcliffe, the Chairman of Overview and Scrutiny Committee and  Bill Alker, the Community Development Officer, attended the most recent meeting held at County Hall on Friday, 17 July 2009.

3.2
The meeting discussed the following matters:

· Terms of Reference.

· Local Area Agreement.

· New scrutiny powers including crime and disorder and call for action.

· Works plans.

3.3
The Terms of Reference as set out broadly at paragraph 2.4 were agreed by all present.

3.4
Local Area Agreement – a brief background was given by Helen Barry, the Lancashire County Council’s Partnership Manager including: what the LAA is; how it had developed; why it was being delivered and how that delivery was being monitoring.

3.5
In particular, there were already a number of monitoring regimes in place for the LAA including partnership monitoring by partner agencies, organisational monitoring by both Lancashire County Council and District Councils and external monitoring by Government Office and the Communities and Local Government Department.

3.6
Any overview and scrutiny activity would be through the Partnership Board which was made up of the Chairs of various Partnership organisations (LSPs, Thematic Partnerships, political leaders etc).

3.7
The trick with the LAA monitoring was not to duplicate what others were already doing and to pick a specific area to investigate in greater detail.

3.8
It was noted that issues such as highways scrutiny should be tackled through the Lancs Local Framework. 

3.9
Risks identified include funding, data availability, partner engagement and communications.

3.10
New scrutiny powers – in terms of crime and disorder scrutiny this had always been one of the areas which previous Overview and Scrutiny Committees had looked at at Ribble Valley.

3.11
However, there is now new legislation under which the Government are keen to use in holding Community Strategy Partnership to account. 

3.12
In summary the changes brought about by S19 and S20 of the Police and Justice Act 2006 means that there needs to be much closer scrutiny of CSPs.

3.13.
A report on call for action was presented at your last meeting.  It is intended to bring a detailed report to your meeting in September on how this can best be achieved.

3.14
Works plans – This was perhaps the most useful part of the meeting for your representatives.  Basically, all districts and Lancashire County shared with one another the work which they had recently completed or work which was programmed for the next 12 months.

3.15
Lancs County Council are very keen to ‘oversee’ the scrutiny work which districts are involved with.  They are also supportive of Councils sharing best practice in individual topics with one another.  

3.16
Amongst some of the more generic issues discussed were:

Rail Improvement Schemes (Blackburn-Bolton, Todmorden Curve, Fleetwood-Poulton line etc).

Children and Road Safety – LCC

NEET – Children not in education, employment and training – Chorley.

Town Centre Vitality – Chorley.

Affordable Housing – Chorley.

Young People’s review – South Ribble.

Car Parking for Special Occasions – Wyre.

Encouraging local labour in retail parks – Wyre.

Supporting locally produced foods – Wyre.

Neighbourhood Management – Hyndburn.

Child exploitation – Hyndburn.

Energy efficiency in council property – Hyndburn.

Canals and canal environment – Hyndburn.

Hospital shuttle bus between Burnley General and Royal Blackburn Hospitals – Hyndburn.

Parish Council Funding – Lancaster.

Allotments – Lancaster.

Waste collection service – Lancaster.

Older people demographics – Lancaster.

Car Parking for Residents and Businesses – West Lancs.

Development and Regeneration – West Lancs.

Alcohol – West Lancs.

Neighbourhood management – West Lancs.

Toilet provision by shop keepers – Rossendale.

Young People’s Services – Pendle.

Motorway non lighting – Pendle.

Public conveniences – Pendle. 

Service Level Agreements – Third Sector Funding – Blackpool.

4
CONCLUSIONS

4.1
Attendance at LSPF can only bring benefits as it gives officers and Members an insight into new legislation, best practice and how other areas handle their scrutiny function.

4.2
In terms of LAA’s scrutiny it would be important to heed the advice offered and avoid duplicating what was already being done and may be chose a specific topic for further investigation.

4.3
Consideration needs to be given to how Committee wishes to scrutinise the work of Ribble Valley’s Community Safety Partnership.  This has been done in the past by way of a presentation to Committee by the Police Geographic Inspector and Bill Alker.

4.4
Committee may well wish to invite other members of the Community Safety Partnership to attend to answer questions on how the CSP was performing.  There is even the possibility of co-opting CSP members onto the 

4.5
Community Call for Action has already been reported to Committee and a system for receiving CCFA is currently being devised.

4.6
In terms of work plan it cannot do any harm to look at what other Council’s have done or are planning to do to assist with investigations and perhaps again avoid duplication. By Districts talking to one another and sharing information, this can help with investigations and avoid duplication.

5.
RISK ASSESSMENT

5.1
The approval of this report may have the following implications

· Resources – None.

· Technical, Environmental and Legal – None.

· Political – None.

· Reputation – None.

6
RECOMMENDED THAT COMMITTEE

6.1
 Receive this report.

6.2
Sanction the attendance at LSPF of the Chairman and Community Development Officer.

6.3
Incorporate any ideas of best practice previously used by other borough’s into this year’s work plan.

6.4
Ask the Community Development Officer to prepare a report in relation to future scrutiny of the Community Safety Partnership.
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