Wiltshire Council
Cabinet
19 November 2019

Supplementary Questions from Colin Gale — on behalf of Pewsey Community

Area Partnership (PCAP), Pewsey Parish Council (PPC), Campaign to Protect

Rural England (CPRE) about the Final Report of the Public Consultations Task
Group

Hereafter referred to as the “Report” and the “PCTG” respectively

Agenda Item 5 — Public Participation

To Councillor Allison Bucknell — Cabinet Member for Communications,
Communities, Leisure and Libraries

Question 3 — Response from Mr Gale: It is disappointing to note that the Task
Group did not receive the Memorandum sent to the Chairman. The Memorandum
has been provided again for circulation to the officers.

Response

Q3 — this has now been received, thank you. It will also be included in the agenda
papers for OS Management Committee for its meeting on 3 December 2019.

Question 4 — Response from Mr Gale: The final sentence of the response states
“A list of the complete consultations is provided at Appendix 1” however, there does
not appear to be an Appendix 1?

Response

Q4 — apologies that this was omitted in the original response, please see below.

Question 11 — Response from Mr gale:

There appears to be some confusion with respect to the use of the term ‘Executive’.
The Groups understanding of ‘Executive’ is that it is the ‘Councils Key Decision
Making Body ie Cabinet’, which is wholly appropriate especially considering the task



originated from Cabinet on 9" October 2018. The PCTG in its Final Report are using
the OSMC as the ‘Executive’ and the response to the Groups questions is using the
OSMC as the ‘Executive’. Please clarify.

Response

Q11 - ‘The Executive’ refers to Cabinet members (which have Executive day-to-day
decision making powers) and Portfolio Holders (which support the Cabinet Members
in their role).Overview and Scrutiny (OS) can only be undertaken by non-executive
members. OS Management Committee is the council’s lead OS committee and
coordinates the OS forward work programme. More information regarding Overview
and Scrutiny’s role can be found on the council’s website:
http://www.wiltshire.gov.uk/council-democracy-overview-scrutiny

A specific response has not been provided to the final part of the question:

“ The above list does not represent the totality of the Group’s questions, comments
and concerns. The Group therefore invites the Council to respond to, or comment
on, Review items 05, (internal documents) - 06 (interim arrangements pending the
establishment of the Business Intelligence Hub) - 09 (canvassing and engagement
matters) - 15 ( Hub expertise and legal challenges) and 16 ( comment on
Recommendations). The full text of the Group’s Review is attached to this
Statement.

Q11A — Members of OS Management Committee and the Cabinet Member may
wish to make further comment on the Group’s submission at OS Management
Committee on Tuesday 3 December. A written Executive response to the
recommendations of the Task Group will also be received and discussed.



https://cms.wiltshire.gov.uk/ieListDocuments.aspx?CId=1122&MId=12445&Ver=4

Appendix 1
The Consultations

Section A

138 surveys

re] Name v Title v Last used

12 entries. (‘Baby Steps Evaluation Survey’ submitted twice).

Legal Comment

12 = examples of canvassing/satisfaction surveys/general communications
0 = statutory/discretionary consultations

On the basis of the titles, it would appear that all entries are surveys (canvassing), to
either seek the views of residents on various issues that may need to be considered
in the future, or to assess satisfaction of the users/stakeholders.

None of the above are examples of either statutory or discretionary consultations.



Section B

10 entries.

Legal Comment

8 = canvassing/satisfaction surveys/general communications
2 = statutory/discretionary consultations

On the basis of the titles, it would appear that all entries, bar two, were surveys
(canvassing) to either seek the views of residents/stakeholders on various issues
that may need to be considered in the future, or to assess satisfaction of
users/stakeholders. These eight titles were not needed or recommended by legal to
ensure legal compliance, nor were they needed to ensure such compliance.

The one that we can identify as recommended by legal to ensure legal compliance is
the fifth entry relating to car parking charges.

The ninth entry relating to changes to Children’s Centres may also have been
initiated to ensure legal compliance with consultation. Legal Services is aware that a
formal legal consultation was carried out in respect of this issue at around this time.
However, it is difficult to confirm whether this was the case by use of the word
“survey”.



Section C

12 entries

Legal Comment

10 = canvassing/satisfaction surveys/general communications
2 = statutory/discretionary consultations

On the basis of the titles, it would appear that all entries, bar two, were surveys
(canvassing) to either seek the views of residents/stakeholders on various issues
that may need to be considered in the future, or to assess satisfaction of
users/stakeholders. These ten titles were not needed or recommended by legal to
ensure legal compliance, nor were they needed to ensure such compliance.

In respect of the two identified as having different considerations, the first entry
relates to a Community Governance Review and was required as part of a statutory
(set by legislation) consultation.

The second is the fourth entry (Bus Services Timetable), which was a legal
consultation recommended by Legal Services, since the proposed changes may
have had an adverse effect on users — particularly those with protected
characteristics (equalities duties). This consultation was recommended to ensure
that the ultimate decision maker was fully informed on the impacts, and particularly
impacts, on persons with protected characteristics.



Section D

12 entries above.

Legal Comment

12 = canvassing/satisfaction surveys/general communications
0 = statutory/discretionary consultations

On the basis of the titles, it would appear that all entries were surveys (canvassing)
to either seek the views of residents/stakeholders on various issues that may need to
be considered in the future, or to assess satisfaction of users/stakeholders.

None of the above are examples of either statutory or discretionary consultations.



Section E

13 entries above.

Legal Comment

11 = canvassing/satisfaction surveys/general communications
2 = statutory/discretionary consultations

On the basis of the titles, it would appear that all entries, bar two, were surveys
(canvassing) to either seek the views of residents/stakeholders on various issues
that may need to be considered in the future, or to assess satisfaction of
users/stakeholders. These eleven titles were not needed or recommended by legal
to ensure legal compliance, nor were they needed to ensure such compliance.

Of the two identified as having different considerations, the ninth entry related to the
potential closure of the Everleigh Recycling Centre and was a consultation
recommended by Legal Services, based on a promise by an elected member that
the Council would consult with users (legitimate expectation) and ensured legal
compliance in decision making.

The tenth entry relates to the Housing Allocations Policy and was a statutory
consultation, required as part of the Town and Country Planning Act requirements.



Section F

13 entries above.

Legal Comment

13 = canvassing/satisfaction surveys/general communications

0 = statutory/discretionary consultations

On the basis of the titles, it would appear that all entries were surveys (canvassing)
to either seek the views of residents/stakeholders on various issues that may need to
be considered in the future, or to assess satisfaction of users/stakeholders.

None of the above are examples of either statutory or discretionary consultations.



Section G

12 entries above.

Legal Comment

12 = canvassing/satisfaction surveys/general communications
0 = statutory/discretionary consultations

On the basis of the titles, it would appear that all entries were surveys (canvassing)
to either seek the views of residents/stakeholders on various issues that may need to
be considered in the future, or to assess satisfaction of users/stakeholders.

None of the above are examples of either statutory or discretionary consultations.



Section H

13 entries above.

Legal Comment

11 = canvassing/satisfaction surveys/general communications
2 = statutory/discretionary consultations

On the basis of the titles, it would appear that all entries, bar two, were surveys
(canvassing) to either seek the views of residents/stakeholders on various issues
that may need to be considered in the future, or to assess satisfaction of
users/stakeholders. These eleven titles were not needed or recommended by legal
to ensure legal compliance, nor were they needed to ensure such compliance.

Of the two identified as having different considerations, entries 8 and 9 (Salisbury
Public Spaces Protection) relate to statutory consultations, undertaken to give effect
to Designated Public Open Spaces orders for Salisbury and were required by law
and could not be avoided.
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Section |

11 entries above.

Legal Comment

9 = canvassing/satisfaction surveys/general communications
2 = statutory/discretionary consultations

On the basis of the titles, it would appear that all entries, bar two, were surveys
(canvassing) to either seek the views of residents/stakeholders on various issues
that may need to be considered in the future, or to assess satisfaction of
users/stakeholders. These nine titles were not needed or recommended by legal to
ensure legal compliance, nor were they needed to ensure such compliance.

Of the two identified as having different considerations, entries 2 and 3 (Special
Schools Consultation) were recommended by Legal Services, to ensure legal
compliance; following guidance put out by the Department for Education and also
ensured that Cabinet - as the ultimate decision-maker - was fully informed as to the
impact on and views of both the public and specific members of the public with
protected characteristics (equalities duties).
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Section J

12 entries above.

Legal Comment

12 = canvassing/satisfaction surveys/general communications
0 = statutory/discretionary consultations

On the basis of the titles, it would appear that all entries were surveys (canvassing)
to either seek the views of residents/stakeholders on various issues that may need to
be considered in the future, or to assess satisfaction of users/stakeholders.

None of the above are examples of either statutory or discretionary consultations.

12



Section K

12 entries above.

Legal Comment

12 = canvassing/satisfaction surveys/general communications

0 = statutory/discretionary consultations

On the basis of the titles, it would appear that all entries were surveys (canvassing)
to either seek the views of residents/stakeholders on various issues that may need to
be considered in the future, or to assess satisfaction of users/stakeholders.

None of the above are examples of either statutory or discretionary consultations.
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Section L

4 entries above

Legal Comment

4 = canvassing/satisfaction surveys/general communications
0 = statutory/discretionary consultations

On the basis of the titles, it would appear that all entries were surveys (canvassing)
to either seek the views of residents/stakeholders on various issues that may need to
be considered in the future, or to assess satisfaction of users/stakeholders.

None of the above are examples of either statutory or discretionary consultations.
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