
Minutes  of  the  meeting  of  SCRUTINY 
COMMITTEE 2 held at  4.00pm on Tuesday  
5 July 2011 at the Civic Centre, Stone Cross, 
Northallerton
                                                                              

Present

Councillor M J Prest (In the Chair)

Councillor P Bardon Councillor M Rigby
A W Barker Mrs I Sanderson
Mrs F M Greenwell Mrs M Skilbeck
B Griffiths J N Smith
K G Hardisty A Wake
N A Knapton S Watson
Mrs C Patmore

SC2.6 MINUTES

Councillor  Mrs  C  Patmore  questioned  the  accuracy  of  Minute  SC2.4  regarding 
scrutinising Crime and Disorder as it was her understanding that no vote had been 
taken on the matter and had not therefore formally been approved.  The Chairman 
requested that the Committee reaffirm the decision recorded at SC2.4 (2), following 
a vote the decision was carried.

THE DECISION:

That the minutes of the meeting of the Committee held on 14 June 2011 (SC2.3 – 
SC2.5), previously circulated, be signed as a correct record, subject to reaffirmation 
of Minute SC2.4 (2).

SC2.7 SCRUTINY REVIEWS
All Wards

The Chairman reported that the Committee had agreed to undertake reviews on 
Planning Enforcement and Partnerships. 

The report set out the key questions to be addressed and included a draft Project 
Plan for each review.  

The  Committee  accepted  the  Strategic  Management  Team’s  suggested 
amendments to the project plans.

Members also made a number of amendments to the Project Plans. 

THE DECISION:

That:-

(1) the Project Plans, at Annex A, be approved;
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(2) Maurice Cann, Head of Regulatory Services; Martyn Richards, Head of Legal 
Services and Councillor T Swales, Cabinet Member for Planning and Housing 
be  invited  to  give  evidence  at  the  next  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  
6 September 2011.

The meeting closed at 5.00pm.

                                           
Chairman of the Committee



Annex
SCRUTINY COMMITTEE 2

POLICY REVIEW – PLANNING ENFORCEMENT

TERMS OF REFERENCE:

• Review existing policies and procedures for Planning Enforcement
• Examine performance statistics
• Investigate workload levels and training requirements
• Consider the proposal for the Shared Service

SCOPE

• Review  whether  the  Council’s  existing  policies  and  procedures  for  planning 
enforcement are adequate

• Examine performance statistics to identify areas of concern
• Investigate workload levels and training requirements
• Consider the proposal for the Shared Service

OBJECTIVES

• To establish whether the existing policies and procedures for planning enforcement 
are adequate and effective in order to improve the handling of planning enforcement 
cases.

• To examine performance statistics and highlight any key areas for concern.
• To investigate the workload levels and consider whether training requirements are 

adequate.
• To determine  whether  the  proposal  for  the  Shared  Service  will  be  effective  and 

present value for money.

WITNESSES

• Maurice Cann, Head of Regulatory Services
• Martyn Richards, Head of Legal Services
• Cabinet Member for Housing and Planning
• Enforcement Officer
• Representative(s) from a neighbouring authority (not Richmondshire)
• Parish Council representatives (Aiskew & Leeming and Great Broughton)



DOCUMENTS/EVIDENCE

• Benchmarking  information  from  neighbouring  authorities  (including  the  National 
Park)

• Historical and current data on planning enforcement cases
• Proposal for the Shared Service

OTHER METHODS/CONSULTATION/RESEARCH

Task and Finish Groups.

OFFICER SUPPORT

Louise Davis, Senior Democratic Services Officer

TIMESCALE

Commencing July 2011



SCRUTINY COMMITTEE 2

POLICY REVIEW – PARTNERSHIPS

TERMS OF REFERENCE:

• Identify the partnerships and what they do
• Assess the cost effectiveness of the partnerships
• Explore the benefits on rural areas of the partnerships
• Evaluate feedback mechanisms

SCOPE

• Create a better understanding of the partnerships and what they do
• Assess the cost effectiveness of the partnerships and establish value for money
• Investigate the benefits the partnerships have on rural areas
• Evaluate the effectiveness of feedback mechanisms

OBJECTIVES

• Create a better understanding and raise awareness of the partnerships and what 
they do

• Assess the cost  effectiveness  of  the  partnerships  to  establish  whether  they give 
value for money

• Identify what benefits/effects the partnerships have on rural areas
• Establish whether the current mechanisms used for feedback are effective

WITNESSES

• Peter Simpson, Chief Executive
• Sandra Walbran, Assistant Chief Executive
• Representative(s) of the following Partnerships:

• Community Safety Partnership
• North Yorkshire Building Control Partnership
• North Yorkshire Audit Partnership
• York & North Yorkshire Waste Partnership
• Hambleton & Richmondshire Strategic Partnership

• Cabinet Member for Partnerships



DOCUMENTS/EVIDENCE

• Partnerships’ Terms of Reference
•

OTHER METHODS/CONSULTATION/RESEARCH

Task and Finish Groups.

OFFICER SUPPORT

Louise Davis, Senior Democratic Services Officer

TIMESCALE

To be confirmed
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