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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, details of which are included in the table below.
	Parish
	Proposal
	Responses Received
	Notes

	Barton Seagrave
	Ward change
	1
	n/a



	Broughton
	Councillor numbers
	1
	n/a



	Burton Latimer
	Ward change
	1
	n/a




	Cranford
	Boundary change
	2
	Cranford PC wrote to 80 registered electors on Cranford Road affected by proposed boundary changes


	Cransley and Mawsley
	Boundary change
	1
	25 households affected by the boundary issue were written to, including full details of the proposal and a consultation response form


	Geddington, Newton & Little Oakley
	Councillor numbers
	2
	n/a

	Rushton and Wilbarston
	Boundary change
	33
	Every household in both parishes was written to, including full details of the proposal and a consultation response form 



2.3 A comprehensive list of the proposals and public responses is included at Appendix A.
2.4   The options contained in Appendix B would appear to be the most appropriate for members’ consideration. This would not preclude any further options arising as a result of the final public consultation on the Council’s draft recommendations.

2.5 Council is also requested to consider comments made by Research and Development Committee on 2nd September and Executive Committee on 10th September as listed below.
Research and Development Committee – 2nd September
RESOLVED           that:

(i)        the Committee noted the comments received as part of the public consultation; and

(ii)       the Committee was of a view that Pipewell should be moved to the Parish of Rushton

Executive Committee – 10th September 2014

RESOLVED
that:

(i)
the comments received as part of the public consultation and from the Research and Development Committee held on 2nd September be noted; and 

(ii)
the following options be considered by full Council on 24th September 2014:-

(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 eight seat Parish 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, be transferred to Rushton Parish Council).
3. CONSULTATION AND CUSTOMER IMPACT
3.1
An initial public consultation was undertaken between 6th June and 15th August 2014.
3.2
Upon approval of the final CGR proposals, a second and final period of public consultation will be undertaken between 1st October and 30th November 2014.

3.3
Any comments received during that period will be reported to the meeting of the Borough Council to be held on 17th December 2014, when members will be requested to consider them, prior to agreeing the final outcomes of the review.
4. POLICY IMPLICATIONS

None
5. FINANCIAL RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS
There will be costs relating to the final proposals consultation. These should 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.
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.
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PURPOSE OF REPORT





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


To highlight the comments received from the Research and Development Committee and Executive Committee in response to the public consultation; and


To seek approval of the final CGR proposals to be taken forward for public consultation. 








RECOMMENDATION





(i)	That the Council note the findings of the public consultation and consider comments made by the Research and Development Committee and Executive Committee.





(ii)	That the Council formulate and recommend final Community Governance Review proposals to go out to public consultation.  











