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Item 7

WHITEHAVEN COMMUNITY GOVERNANCE REVIEW - PHASE 2 CONSULTATION
EXECUTIVE MEMBER: Councillor Peter Kane

LEAD OFFICER & REPORT Tim Capper, Democratic Services Manager
AUTHOR

Why has this report come to the Panel?

To seek the Panel’s views on options for a second phase of consultation on possible
introduction of parishing of Whitehaven

Recommendation: That the Panel considers and determines the models to be used in the
next phase of consultation, and considers and determines the method of consultation to be
employed.

1 Introduction

1.1 This Panel at its meeting on 8 April decided to move to a second phase of
consultation with local government electors in the unparished area of the Borough
(Whitehaven and Sandwith) on the possible introduction of parishing in the area, as
part of the Community Governance Review which the Council decided to undertake
at its meeting in December 2013.

1.2 The Panel asked for four options to be worked up as possible models for use in the
second phase of consultation. These are:

e A single Council for the unparished area with a budget of £300,000
per year, with projected precepts per property

e A single Council for the unparished area with a budget of £500,000
per year, with projected precepts per property

e Two parish councils for the unparished area

e Three parish councils for the unparished area.

13 This report presents the above models for consideration.




1.4 The report also sets out some options for how the second phase of consultation is to
be conducted as this is the second matter THE Panel will need to decide on at this
meeting or in the near future.

2 Models for Consultation
2.1 The models for consideration are as follows:

A A single Council with a budget of £300,000 per year. Options for a Council of either
18 or 25 Councillors with parish wards identical to the Borough wards (see Appendix Al).
The elector/Councillor ratios for both options show a reasonably consistent spread across all
wards (see Appendix A2). A draft budget for this model is shown at Appendix A3, and
precepts are shown in Appendix A4.

B A single Council with a budget of £500,000 per year, as shown in Appendix B1, with
projected precepts at Appendix B2. Other details of Councillor numbers and ratios are as
Model A.

C Two Councils called for ease of reference East Whitehaven and West Whitehaven as
shown on the plan at Appendix C1. This option splits the existing Borough ward of Bransty
roughly along the line of the Loop Road, but using output areas created for census data,
specifically for the output of census estimates. The Output Area is the lowest geographical
level at which census estimates are provided which are built up clusters of adjacent unit
postcode. Electorates, number of Councillors and ratios are set out in Appendix C2 and a
budget at Appendix C3.

D Three Councils called for ease of reference South Whitehaven, East Whitehaven and
North Whitehaven, as shown on the plan at Appendix D1. Electorates, number of
Councillors and ratios are set out in Appendix D2 and a budget at Appendix D3.

2.2 For reasons which will be explained at the meeting it has not been possible to obtain
Council Tax and precept projections for models which divide the unparished area into more
than one parish unit.

3 Method of Consultation — Phase 2

3.1 The Panel needs to determine the method of consultation in Phase 2, because, as
previously advised, the legislation on Community Governance Reviews requires authorities
undertaking reviews to consult local government electors in the review area and other
persons and organisations who appear to have an interest in the review.

3.2 Options for consultation in the next phase are:
e A repeat of the first phase consultation i.e. drop-in sessions (which were

poorly attended in the first round) plus information on the Council’s website
and in other prominent locations.



e The above option supplemented by public meetings.
e A postal household survey of all households in the unparished area.

33 As the Panel are aware the Council at its meeting in December made a budget of
£24,000 available from the Transformation Fund for costs of consultation as part of the
Review.

3 Conclusions

3.1 Notwithstanding the above, it is recommended that the Panel welcomes the petition
as an indication of public support for creation of parishing arrangements in Whitehaven, and
takes it into account in its future deliberations.

Consultees: Chief Executive; Section 151 Officer; Lead Executive Member

Monitoring Officer comments: Included in report

S151 Officer comments: The funding to carry out the phase 2 consultation, once determined
by the Panel, was approved as detailed in paragraph 3.3 above.

EIA comments: No groups are advantageously or disadvantageously affected by the
proposals in the report.
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APPENDIX A2

A | 8 | C D | E | F
1 |Ward Electorate members Ratio Members Ratio
2
3 |Bransty 3829 3 1276 4 957
4 |Harbour 3229 3 1076 4 807
5 |Hensingham 3146 3 1048 4 786
6 [Hillcrest 2090 2 1045 3 696
7 |Kells 1966 2 983 3 655
8 |Mirehouse 3246 3 1082 4 811
9 |sandwith 2008 2 1004 3 669
10 |Total 19514 18 25




A I

1

2

3 £
4

s |Salary (Clerks) 40000
6 |Expenses 400
7 |Travel 300
8 |Office Rent 24000
9 |Subscriptions 500
10 |Donations 2800
11 |Insurance 3000
12 |[Maintenance 7500
13 |Audit Fees 2000
14 |Elections 4500
15 [Internet 300
16 |Postage 8000
17 |Printing 9000
18 |Parks & open Spaces 45000
19 |Website Development 7500
20 |Training 4000
21 |Environ Projects 30000
22 [Bus Shelters 12000
23 [Allotments 24000
24 |Special Projects 30000
25 [Newsletter 17500
26 |Contingencies 27000
27 [Total Budget 299300

RPPENDIX A2



ArENY I Ay

89'666667 8676 88°L61 €0°€061  OSPOTIT LO'TSYZE 8V 1916v BL'B9SES S8'T0LOSI 1S¥TL QdasIvi INNOWY

76°96 LL'08 00°0L £7°65 9p'gy BO'EY 69°LE 1€°2€ 76°0C ALYAdOYd YAd 1d3DTdd 40 LSOD
£5°0619 %86 91R1 UonI3[[0)
L8'9IE9 00T L'y 800t 80°CET  S6'E89  OUSEO]  96°LTII  IZTELIE  9Z'61 INTTVAINOA ILNNODSIA d ANVE

00T L9°1 Al Tl 00°1 68°0 8.0 L9°0 960 d dNVd OL OLLVY
9608  00°I 05'C SLLT vET6l S6'€89  SSPOIl  €TOSKl  TRGSLP  9Y'LT SULD % SINNODSIA ¥ALAV TV.LOL
96511 L 0 ve £02 bEL 76zl 8€91 889L 0 (Z1 12qwa23() SONITTIMA TV.LOL

TVIOL HANVE DANvVE JdNv]d dJdAdNVH GONVH DANvVd HdANvVe] VANVY] dVANvd

000°00tF PI/ETOT LdIJAHd HSIHYd

ASVH XV vI/E1 NO GASVE ALYINLLSH NIAVHALIHM



A I

1

2 £
3 [Salary (Staff) 75000
4 |Expenses 400
5 |Travel 300
6 |Office Rent 40000
7 |Subscriptions 500
8 |Donations 15000
9 |Insurance 3000
10 |Maintenance 7500
11 {Audit Fees 5000
12 |Elections 4500
13 |Internet 300
14 |Postage 12000
15 |Printing 15000
16 |Parks & open Spa 45000
17 |Website Develop 15000
18 |Training 4000
19 [Environ Projects 30000
20 |Bus Shelters 12000
21 |Allotments 24000
22 |Special Projects 65000
23 [PCSO's 46000
24 [Newsletter 17500
25 |Contingencies 48000
26

27 |Total Budget 485000
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APPENDIX CZ

A | 8 | C D | E
1 |WEST WHITEHAVEN _
2 |Ward Electorate members Ratio _Members Ratio
3
4 |Harbour 3229 3 1076 4 307
s |Kefls 1966 2 983 3 655
6 |Mirehouse 3246 3 1082 4 811
7 [sandwith | 2008 2 1004 3 669
8 |Bransty {part) 1500 1 1500 2 750
9 |Total 11 | 16
10
11 |[EAST WHITEHAVEN
12 |Hensingham 3146 3 1048 4 786
13 [Hillcrest 2090 2| 1045 3 696
14 |Bransty (part} 2329 2 1164 3 776
15 |Total 7 10




A

1

2 £
3 |Salary {Staff) 24000
4 (Expenses 400
5 [Travel 300
6 |Office Rent 6000
7 |Subscriptions 500
8 |Donations 2500
9 |lnsurance 1500
10 |Maintenance 3500
11 [Audit Fees 1000
12 |Elections 1500
13 |Internet 300
14 |Postage 4000
15 [Printing _ 5000
16 [Parks & open Spaces 10000
17 |Website Development 4000
18 [Training 1000
19 |Allotments 12000
20 |Environ Projects 10000
21 [Contingencies 10000
22 |Total Budget 97500
23

24

25
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APPENDIX D2

A | B C
1 |NORTH WHITEHAVEN
2
3 |Ward Electorate members Ratio
4
5 |Bransty 3829 4 957
6 |Harbour 3229 4 807
7 |Total 8
8
9 |EAST WHITHAVEN
10 |Hensingham 3146 4 786
11 |Hillcrest 2080 3 696
12 |Total 7
13
14 |SOUTH WHITEHAVEN .
15 [Kells 1966 3 655
16 |Mirehouse 3246 4 811
17 |Sandwith 2008 3 669
18 [Total 10
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Salary (Staff)
Expenses

Travel

Office Rent
Subscriptions
Donations

Insurance
Maintenance

Audit Fees

Elections

Internet

Postage

Printing

Parks & open Spaces
Woebsite Development
Training

Allotments

Environ Projects
Contingencies

Total Budget

N
(V]

N
[+)]

124000
400
300
6000

500
2500
1500
3500
1000
1500

300
4000
5000

10000

4000
1000
12000
10000
10000
97500
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