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Organisation Name: Cumberland Conservatives (Political group)

Comment text:

Related subject: All Areas of the Further Draft Recommendations Report
Good morning,

Please find in the attachments a copy of the submission by Cumberland Conservatives which incudes the three Conservative Associations that sit
in the Cumberland Council area, and the Conservative Group on Cumberland Council.

This includes a copy of our response to the Further Draft Recommendations and a copy of the report to a meeting of Cumberland Council on the
27.9.2024, where recommendation 2 was agreed as recorded as such in relation to single member wards.

Lastly can we underline our appreciation of the work done by the LGBCE over the last 18 months and thank the case officers for their assistance
and approachability.

Regards
James Bainbridge

Attached Documents:



e cumberland-conservatives-response-the-further-draft.pdf
¢ appendix-1-report-to-council.pdf



Response from Cumberland Conservatives to the Further Draft Recommendations
of the LGBCE Review of Cumberland Council.

Thank you for the recent publication of the second stage draft report and the limited
further consultation on three areas:-

¢ Carlisle and Houghton

¢ Two wards within Workington
* Central rural Cumbria
Summary

We are content that the changes outlined in the report of 2" of December represent a
fair and practical reflection of the communities and localities under consultation, and
that they build constructively upon the report of June 2025. Any suggestions offered
below are intended to avoid substantial redrafting and instead address minor anomalies
at a street-level. We also restate our position on multi-member wards, given their
mention in paragraphs 9 and 60 of the limited re-consultation report.

Multi-member warding at this stage

In response to paragraphs 9 and 60 of the report, we do not consider that introducing
multi-member wards in parts of Carlisle at this final stage would improve the local
electoral system. In fact, we strongly believe the opposite: that such changes would
appear inconsistent when viewed within the wider proposed Cumberland footprint
already set out in the other areas not forming part of this further review.

The Council’s first-stage submission to members which it used as a basis for their
submission, outlined that it approached the review with a presumption in favour of
single-member wards, reflecting the current pattern —this was a view which all groups
in the Council chamber fed into and which in turn provided an informal basis for the
party-based submissions, all of which also contained single-member wards. A copy of
this reportis enclosed as Appendix 1. (Recommendation 2 of the Report)

Historically, following reorganisation in 2018, Carlisle City Council operated with mixed
multi-member wards, at a District Council level, and prior to LGR had thirteen wards
each represented by three councillors in each. Elections were held in thirds, with a
fallow year for County Council elections. As Cumberland Council elections are nhow
all-out, and given it has replaced both Councils, we do not consider it logical to revive
multi-member warding as part of the council footprint, particularly given as they would
operate in all-out election cycles anyway. We also note no significant public demand for
reinstating multi-member wards has been seen in the consultation responses
published to date.



Multi-member wards at this stage would create larger geographical areas with resulting
limited commonality between distinct pockets of communities within these areas such
as Lowry Hill, Whiteclosegate or Etterby, and would, we believe, lead to public
confusion. Most areas would have a single councillor, while Carlisle would appear have
several. Experience shows that multi-member wards can create uncertainty about
whom to contact, with some councillors receiving disproportionate casework simply
because their names appear earlier alphabetically. This can also resultin uneven
workloads, where more active or higher profile councillors’ shoulder most of the
casework while less active councillors can be perceived as coasting. Single-member
wards enhance accountability; you have one councillor clearly accountable to their
electorate.

At election time, having some ballots electing one councillor and others electing several
would add further confusion. The current proposals adopt a clear and consistent
one-member-per-ward approach, which we believe is fairer. It perhaps should be noted
that the last time there was an all-out election in 2019 in Carlisle on a multi-choice
ballot paper, an incorrect candidate was nearly elected, and it was only on a recount
requested by the nearest ‘losing’ candidate, that two ballot papers had been found to
have been incorrectly assigned, which changed the result. We feel that counting multi-
member wards is more difficult for counting staff and would potentially be a higher risk
of a mistaken result, given two different methods of counting are used after the votes
are tallied.

We also consider that for election staff; there would be additional organisational work in
running local elections with two sets of warding. This would be in terms of having to
explain the differences to the electorate, training staff for ballot counting and manning
polling stations and potentially creating a situation where ballots may be either rejected
or not fully completed.

Finally, in the north of Carlisle, multi-member warding would risk Houghton being
electorally “swallowed up” within any combined warding arrangement. Under the
current proposal, Houghton comprises approximately 1,400 electors (35%) of the
proposed Stanwix East and Houghton ward. In a two-member ward with Lowry Hill and
Crindledyke this would fall to 17%, and in a three-member ward including Stanwix West
and Etterby it would fall to just over 10%. Houghton does a clear identity as a village,
and several clear areas of community focus, particularly in relation to planning (being 2-
3 fields away from physically connecting with Carlisle) but the same argument could
also be considered in relation to St Anns (an area of traditional interwar social housing)
and Crindledyke (a recent area of new-build housing). Under a single member warding
pattern they are a greater portion of their proposed wards, which would be reduced if
there was an expansion of the electorate area via multi-member warding.



Proposal Area: Carlisle
North of Carlisle

We agree that the boundaries outlined in the report reflect three established
communities. Following the comments from the Lowry Hill Residents Association, who
wished to remain within one ward, we accept this as the preferred option.

However, this results in a division 16% above the electoral equality figure (with Stanwix
East and Houghton sitting exactly at equality). While this is not the widest variation
within Cumberland, we propose a small boundary adjustment that would transfer
approximately 60-70 electors (around 1.5-2%) from Kingstown and Crindledyke into
Stanwix East and Houghton.

This adjustment would draw the boundary behind Pennington Drive, around the
curtilage of Morrisons supermarket. It would include the two apartment blocks at Reiver
Court on Reiver Place, as well as a small number of terraced properties backing onto
the Morrisons site. The boundary would move to the area between the Bannantyne’s
Gym and Jaysmith Close, which can easily be defined by using the current footpath, tree
planting, and a clear change in building height (figures 1-3).

Figure 1: Altered Boundary (in green). Figure 2: Boundary pathway with Bannatyne’s Gym to left rear of Jaysmith Clos
to right. Figure 3: Pathway entrance as seen from Kingstown Road.

In our view, this is a simpler and more measured solution than creating a multi-member
ward.



East of Carlisle

We agree with the proposed changes, including the use of London Road as a clear and
recognisable boundary between the two wards. We appreciate that the LGBCE
undertook a site visit to assess this option.

We accept that incorporating the streets around Kennan Park into Botcherby division
was not supported by other consultees. Overall, we consider the revised draft to be the
most practical arrangement for two electoral divisions within the wider Harraby and
Petteril Bank areas, with the changes to use London Road as a clear boundary line is
particularly welcome.

West of Carlisle

We welcome the LGBCE’s visit to the area and the resulting boundary changes, which
we believe make a positive impact by connecting schools, churches and other
community assets with the areas they serve. We also agree with the decision not to
place a boundary along Granville Road.

We appreciate the clear explanation as to why the 16 residents living between the city
and the Northern Bypass (as part of Beaumont Parish) cannot currently be included
within an urban based ward. We hope that this ‘related alteration’ can be undertaken by
Cumberland Council Electoral Services without requiring extensive further LGBCE work.

We also note that a 90-home development (Sandsfield Way, by Genesis Homes - Figure
4) is under construction in this Beaumont Parish area at present and will be fully
occupied before the 2027 local elections commence. Under the current proposals, this
site would fall within a Dalston-based division. We would welcome clarification on
whether this information may influence the timing of any related alteration - whether it
can be made now (as construction is occurring) or must wait until the site is occupied.

Figure 4. New Build (Sandsfield Way in Beaumont Parish) seen from proposed Bramble Way in Orton Road.



Proposal Area: Rural Central Cumbria

The revised proposals significantly reshape the initial draft arrangements for Brigham &
Bothel, Buttermere, Bassenthwaite & Caldbeck, Dearham & Broughton, and Mellbreak
& The Marron, creating the proposed wards of Brigham, Caldbeck & Bothel; Dearham &
Papcastle; and Melbreak & Skiddaw.

We consider these changes an improvement on the earlier proposals. They unite parish
council areas that would otherwise have been split between wards, and we anticipate
they will therefore be more acceptable to the parish councils who raised concerns.

The only minor suggestion we offer is to revise the name Brigham to include a second
location on the other side of the A66, such as Great Clifton or Great Broughton, to
provide a clearer geographic context for the ward.

Proposal Area: Workington

We are grateful to the LGBCE for undertaking a further review of this area and seeking
additional responses before reaching a final decision. We also appreciate that this was
one of the areas visited during the review.

The original proposals generated similar concerns from the Workington Branch of the
Labour Party, making this a rare example of cross-party agreement on the West Coast.

Our preference is for the Workington Port and Stainburn and St Joseph’s option. We
believe it better reflects the communities concerned, recognises the economic
importance of the Port (as outlined by Cumberland Council), uses clear and identifiable
boundaries, and maintains good electoral equality. We consider this revised boundary
the option that should be adopted going forward.

We also support the modification to include Bridge Street and Jane Street, thereby
retaining the retail core within a single ward.

Regarding the ward name, we note Workington Town Council’'s comments and the
LGBCE’s invitation for further views on the name. Having considered this, we suggest
Stainburn and Banklands as a possible alternative. Banklands is a well-known historic
area of the town, associated with the Priory, the 17th-century mining industry
(Banklands Pit), and the Curwen family estate (with Curwen Hall located within the
ward). Including this traditional name would provide a meaningful and locally
recognisable identity beyond its modern-day usage as a road name within the proposed
ward.

Lastly, we wish to thank the LGBCE for their work across Cumberland in establishing
wards and undertaking this review, and for the professionalism and courtesy of your
officers.


https://britishlistedbuildings.co.uk/101137841-the-priory-workington#google_vignette
https://www.cumbriacountyhistory.org.uk/coal-gaz-workington-c1700-c1850
https://www.cumbriacountyhistory.org.uk/coal-gaz-workington-c1700-c1850
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Report to Executive

Meeting Date — 17t September 2024
Key Decision — No

Public/Private — Public

Portfolio — Leader of the Council
Directorate — Assistant Chief Executive

Report Author — Nik Hardy, Assistant Chief Executive
Title: Council Size Submission — Cumberland Boundary Review

Brief Summary: The Local Government Boundary Commission for England (the
Commission) committed to undertaking a Boundary Review of Cumberland Council in time for
the elections in May 2027. The purpose of the review is to ensure the council has electoral
arrangements that reflect its functions and responsibilities.

Electoral reviews consist of two phases. In the first phase the Commission seeks views on the
size of the Council. The legislation states that ‘the total number of members of the council’
forms part of an authority’s electoral arrangements. The Commission refers to this more
simply as ‘council size’.

The legislation does not set out how many members (or councillors) each authority (or type of
authority) will have. It is the Commission’s responsibility to determine the appropriate number
of Councillors for each authority.

The Commission will recommend a council size that, in its judgement, enables the council to
take its decisions effectively, to discharge the business and responsibilities of the council
successfully, and to provide for effective community leadership and representation.

The second phase relates to the drawing of ward boundaries based on the number of
Councillors.

This paper summarises the work undertaken to date with regards to the first phase, Council
size, and makes recommendations on the number of Councillors.



Recommendations:

It is recommended that members of the Executive:

1. Note the timeframe of the current Local Government Boundary Commission for
England review and the requirements placed upon Cumberland Council to provide
such information and resources as required to enable the Commission to complete
their review.

2. Recommend to Council the Council Size submission document (see Appendix A) for
submission to the Commission as the formal response from this Council, with a
requested Council Size of 55 Members, in single Member divisions.

Tracking
Executive: 17t September
Scrutiny:
Council: 27" September



Highlight


1.

Background

1.1.

1.2.

1.3.

1.4.

1.5.

1.6.

1.7.

The Local Government Boundary Commission for England committed to
undertaking a Boundary Review of Cumberland Council in time for the elections to
be held in 2027. A review was not completed ahead of unitarisation in 2023.

An electoral review examines and proposes new electoral arrangements for the
whole local authority. These are:

e Council Size: The total number of Councillors to be elected to the council
e The names, number and boundaries of wards
e The number of Councillors to be elected from each ward

The electoral review process has two distinct parts;

e Council size: before drawing any boundaries, the Commission will come to a
view on the total number of councillors to be elected to the council in future.
A conclusion will be reached on council size after hearing the council’s
(and/or Councillors’) views during the preliminary phase.

o Ward boundaries: ward boundaries will be re-drawn so that they meet the
Commission’s statutory criteria. There will be an opportunity to put forward
proposals in two phases of public consultation. Work will not begin on ward
boundaries until the council size phase has been completed.

Council Size

The initial stage of an Electoral Review is to identify and confirm the preferred
Council Size. This is the number of elected members who will serve on the Council
and should be the number required to deliver effective and convenient local
government.

The final Council Size will determine the average number of electors per Member,
and this is used to determine warding patterns.

The Commission does not have an initial view on whether there should be an
increase, decrease or no change in the Council Size. All submissions must be
evidence-led and justifiable.

The Commission will make its judgment on council size by considering three broad
areas:

e The governance arrangements of the council and how it takes decisions
across the full range of its responsibilities

e The council’s scrutiny functions relating to decision making and the council’s
responsibilities to outside bodies

e The representational role of Councillors in the local community and how
they engage with people, conduct casework and represent the council on
local partner organisations



1.8.

1.9.

1.10.

1.13.

The Commission will also consider the projected electorates as of 2030/31 (around
six years after the completion of the review) when determining the size of the
Council.

Electoral Forecasts

To support the Council Size submission, electorate forecasts have been developed
using methodologies developed by the Boundary Commission. These take account
of demographic changes and housebuilding.

Overall, there is expected to be an increase in the number of electors from the 3-
year average (2022-2024) figure of 212,846 to a figure between 214,775 and
221,333 in 2030. However, this increase will not be uniformly spread across the
authority area and would lead to greater electoral inequality without this review.

. These forecasts will be subject to testing by the Boundary Commission.

Additional Information

. The Commission require the Council to provide data and information to support the

review. Amongst other information this includes:

Details of forecast development in the authority

Various mapped products and georeferencing

Copies of any Orders made

Electoral data

Changes in the council’'s governance since the last review

Support in planning for the consultation by the Boundary Commission

The Process
The timetable for the Council Size submission element of the boundary review
process is as follows:

Activit Involvement Key Dates
Y Council LGBCE /
Officers will be
available to answer
Develop council Council a: Itechnical W Now until 9
size proposal Political Groups y , , October 2024
queries on making a
submission.
Submissi f Offi ill
ccl)Jur:r;Iilszlizz ’ Councli acllﬁce)\rlxsllt\;g e receipt 9 October
Political Groups , g P 2024
proposals of submissions.
Comrmssmn . . o 19 November
Meeting: Council Not required Commission
Size 2024




place along the following timeline:

1.14. The timetable for the subsequent piece of work on warding patterns is due to take

Activity

Involvement

Council

LGBCE

Key Dates

Consultation on
warding patterns

Councill
Political Groups
General Public

Run consultation,
collate & analyse
responses.

26 November
2024 - 24
February 2025

Commission
Meeting: Draft
Recommendations

Not required

Commission

17 June 2025

Consultation on

Councill

Publish draft

recommendations.

Draft Political Groups Run consultation, 1 July 2025 -8
, ) September 2025

Recommendations | General Public collate & analyse

responses.
Commission
Meeting: Final Not required Commission 20 January 2026
Recommendations

Commission
Final publish final
Recommendations | Not required recommendations | 3 February 2026
Published report and

mapping

1.15. Once the final recommendations have been published the final stage of the

process is the laying of an Order in Parliament. This timetable for this stage is as

follows:
Activity Involvement Key Dates
Council LGBCE
Order laid Not required Commission February 2026
Order made Not required Commission Spring 2026
Implementation Council Not required May 2027




2. Proposals

2.1.  The Council is invited to submit a proposal to the Commission as a consultee on
the size of the Council. The Commission have developed a Council Size
Submission template to facilitate that process. Political Groups are also able to
submit a proposal to the Commission.

2.2. ltis recommended that members of the Executive:

1. Note the timeframe of the current Local Government Boundary Commission for
England review and the requirements placed upon Cumberland Council to
provide such information and resources as required to enable the Commission
to complete their review.

2. Recommend to Council the Council Size submission document (see Appendix
A) for submission to the Commission as the formal response from this Council,
with a requested Council Size of 55 Councillors, in single Member Divisions.

3. Alternative options considered
3.1. The alternative options considered included:

No change to the number of Councillors — There was little support for this
option across the Council, although it was the preferred position of some
Councillors. It is not the preferred option as other options created a better
balance between representation and efficiency and increased the number of
Members that could serve on committees.

Reduce the number of Councillors — There was no support for this option
across the Council. It is not the preferred option as other options created a
better balance between representation and efficiency and increased the
number of Councillors that could serve on committees.

Significantly increase the number of Councillors — There was little support for
this option across the Council. A significant increase in the number of
Councillors was not as cost effective and could dilute responsibility making
decision making difficult.

Multi Councillor Divisions — There was little support for this across the
Council. It was felt that multi Councillor Divisions reduce accountability and
create confusion for residents.

4. Reasons for recommendations

4.1.In developing the Council size submission, officers have engaged with Group Leaders
and undertaken a survey of Councillors (Appendix B). Executive members are now
asked to recommend to Council the Council Size submission (Appendix A) as the
formal response from this Council, with a requested Council Size of 55 Councillors.



4.2.In developing the submission there was significant support for a small increase in the
number of Councillors from the existing total of 46.

4.3. This proposal to increase the size of the Council will achieve an effective balance
between representation and efficiency. It will enable Councillors to engage with their
communities in a meaningful way to support, represent and communicate with their
residents, and to ensure this informs strategic decision-making. This will result in
better decisions being made.

4.4.1t will allow a reduction in the number of committees and groups that each Councillor
may be required to serve on. This will increase the time for preparation, enabling a
greater focus and more insightful contributions to decisions on, and scrutiny of, key
issues in the area.

Implications:

Contribution to the Cumberland Plan Priorities - This submission will enable the Council
to ensure that Councillors can play a significant role in developing Council Plan priorities and
undertake a key community leadership role.

Relevant Risks and explain how risks can be mitigated — Council Size is determined by
the Local Government Boundary Commission and its decisions are outside the control of the
Council.

Consultation / Engagement — A survey of all Members was undertaken in spring 2024 and
ongoing discussions have been held with Group Leaders.

Legal — The Council is being asked to approve the submission to the Commission on Council
size, which is attached at appendix A. The procedure to be followed and consultation
requirements are set out in the body of the report. Approval of the submission is a proper
matter for Council.

Finance — There are no direct financial impacts arising from this decision. There may be
future financial implications arising from the process depending on future decisions on
Members Allowances.

Information Governance — There are no direct information governance impacts arising from
this decision.

Impact Assessments —
Have you completed an Impact Assessment.
If no, please state why.



An impact assessment has not been undertaken. The Council is making a submission to the
Boundary Review as a consultee and does not have decision making powers.

Lead Officer Contact details:
Name: Nik Hardy
Email: nik.hardy@cumberland.gov.uk

Background papers:
None

Appendices attached to report:
¢ Appendix A — Council Size Submission
¢ Appendix B — Members survey



Appendix A
The
Local Government
Boundary Commission

for England

Cumberland Council

Council Size Submission:
Cumberland Council
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About You

This submission is made on behalf of Cumberland Council. Engagement with all political
groups that make up the Council has informed the development of this submission which
has been approved by the full Council at a meeting of 27 September 2024. This has
included regular engagement with group leaders throughout the process, discussion with all
groups and a survey of all councillors.

Reason for Review

This review is necessary following the reorganisation of local government in the county of
Cumbria. Cumberland Council was created on 1 April 2023 to replace Allerdale Borough
Council, Carlisle City Council, Copeland Borough Council and the relevant part of Cumbria
County Council. Westmorland and Furness Council was created at the same time to replace
the former district areas of Barrow, Eden and South Lakeland, and the remainder of
Cumbria County Council.

The Cumbria (Structural Changes) Order 2022 made provisions about the council size and
electoral arrangements. The Order provided for elections of councillors to the shadow
Cumberland Council in May 2022, and stated that the area of each Cumberland Council
electoral division be the same as those of cumbria county council (as they existed on 31
March 2022). This resulted in 46 electoral divisions in the Cumberland Council area. The
Order also set out that one Councillor be elected for each electoral division. In May 2022, 46
Councillors were elected to Cumberland Council, which operated in shadow form prior to
Vesting Day on 1 April 2023.

The adoption of the previously existing county council divisions by Cumberland Council
represented a pragmatic and consistent approach in the interim, avoiding a potentially
hurried review of divisions pre-Vesting Day and enabling the establishment and stabilisation
of the new Council to take place with the commitment to a full review to meet the future
needs of the communities of Cumberland before the next scheduled local elections in 2027.

The Council’s objectives are that the outcome of this review will be electoral arrangements
for Cumberland Council which:

¢ meet the future needs of communities across Cumberland;

e ensure representation for all residents is equitable and equal;

e enable councillors to meaningfully and fully represent, engage and work with all their
residents;

e provide the leadership and governance capacity to ensure the complex
disaggregation, aggregation, harmonisation and integration of policy and services
following local government reorganisation is completed effectively and efficiently;

e provide the strategic leadership capacity to lead the implementation of the Council’s
ambitious plans to transform Council services, improving outcomes for all residents in
Cumberland;

e ensure public accountability and transparency arrangements are effective;

e attract people to become councillors in the future from diverse backgrounds and
experiences which reflect the communities they represent and serve;

e and take into account the needs of potential future changes, e.g. devolution
opportunities.



In developing this proposal, the Council has considered a range of options and has
concluded that a small increase in council size is necessary to deliver the objectives above.

The Council’s proposal is to increase council size from 46 to 55 Members.

The Context for your proposal
When did your Council last change/reorganise its internal governance arrangements
and what impact on effectiveness did that activity have?

Cumberland Council is a new unitary council. The Shadow Council established the
governance arrangements for the new Council following elections in May 2022.

Since Vesting Day on 1 April 2023 the focus of the first year of the new Council has been on
ensuring the transition has been smooth for our residents and communities, and
establishing a brand new Council - embedding new values and culture across the
organisation. Work has also begun on a major programme of transformation to secure the
benefits of local government reorganisation and design innovative and sustainable services
for the future.

The Cumbria (Structural Changes Order) 2022 required a Cabinet and Leader Model to be
implemented. In addition to that, the Council established a number of decision-making,
regulatory and accountability bodies. In doing this we took a streamlined approach where
possible, for example, establishing one planning committee for the whole of Cumberland
rather than multiple committees based on legacy planning authority boundaries as some
other areas have done following local government reorganisation.

The Council‘s constitution has been kept under review over the first year by the Council’s
constitution working group, with limited changes being made to ensure effective
operationalisation of the constitution whilst allowing arrangements to bed in.

It has been too early to undertake a full review of the Council’s governance model to date;
however, early considerations are reflected throughout this proposal.

To what extent has transference of strategic and/or service functions impacted on the
effectiveness of service delivery and the ability of the Council to focus on its
remaining functions?

The formation of a new council from 4 legacy councils is a vast and complex programme of
work which we are continuing to implement. We were clear from the beginning of the
process that this is a long-term task and would take at least 5 years to realise forecast
benefits.

Cumberland Council has responsibility for all council strategic and service functions for the
area of Cumberland. The Council took on all these responsibilities from 1 April 2023. The
priority for Vesting Day, and the initial transition and stabilisation phases beyond that date,
was that Council operations were safe and legal, and that our residents did not see
disruption to services. This was successfully completed.



The large maijority of strategic and service functions from the 4 legacy councils were
transferred to Cumberland Council on Vesting Day; however, as there was not time for the
full disaggregation of all Cumbria County Council services there were a number of hosted
and shared services in place with effect from 1 April 2023. Over the last year,
disaggregation of some of these services has been completed, with some more scheduled
over the coming months and years. There will be a very small number of services that will
remain shared or hosted over the longer-term.

A Joint Executive Committee has been established by Cumberland Council and
Westmorland and Furness Council to oversee and manage delivery and, in most cases,
disaggregation of the services in line with the Inter Authority Agreement. A Joint Overview &
Scrutiny Committee has also been established to oversee the decisions and delivery of the
Joint Executive Committee.

Subsequent changes to Local Enterprise Partnership (LEP) arrangements have resulted in
the transfer of functions previously carried out by Cumbria LEP into the Council. These
arrangements have been absorbed into existing governance arrangements via the Joint
Executive Committee as an interim solution until appointments to the newly established
Economic Growth Board are completed. This process is in progress.

A new Health and Wellbeing Board for Cumberland has been established which engages
with the two Integrated Care Systems which make up the area’s complex health landscape.

Alongside some continued disaggregation activity, the Council is also progressing the
integration of services from the 4 legacy councils, including harmonisation and aggregation
of services of the 3 legacy district councils.

Have any governance or capacity issues been raised by any Inspectorate or similar?

At the time of writing, there have not been any substantial issues raised; however, the
Council is in the very early stages of its operation.

What influence will local and national policy trends likely have on the Council as an
institution?

At a local level, local government reorganisation has had, and will continue to have, a major
influence as we complete transition and begin transformation. It was always clear that
realising the benefits would be a long-term project.

Our broad approach to creating our new council is focused on:

e Achieving long-term Financial Sustainability - achieving £80 million financial benefit
by 2027 by reducing overspend, avoiding cost and increasing income;

e Delivering high-performing quality services that deliver better outcomes for our
residents — using data and insight, technology, innovation and efficient processes;
and,

e Implementing a new operating model for Cumberland — by managing demand,
setting a new culture, shifting to a prevention model, early engagement with
residents, and focusing on pre-front door and self-service.



At its core, implementing our new Operating Model will:

e Empower communities - through partnership working and targeted community
development, the Council will seek to strengthen support networks and respond to
signs of need early to reduce pressure on public sector services;

¢ Increase self-service - an improved digital offering will allow customers to access
services and resolve simple enquiries through self-service. Self-serve can also be
used to capture more up-front information for customers that require more complex
assessments. Channels such as the website, a customer portal or a customer
chatbot can help customers access council services at a time and a place suited to
them;

e Improve Service Delivery - a better digital service offer will enable staff to save time
on administrative tasks and focus their time to support customers with complex
needs or focus on delivering the service. Similarly, improving the internal support
offered to Service Delivery employees will free up time to focus more on delivery of
services and less on back-office activities; and,

e Harness technology, data and insight - providing employees with improved digital
solutions will be key to transformation. Technologies such as a Customer
Relationship Management system, which would be powered by customer data, can
provide a single view of all customer interactions with the council. Insights and
performance data can also be used to improve performance and prioritise service
delivery and resources across the organisation.

These aspirations will drive the future structure and governance of the Council and new
ways of working. Empowering communities through working with them — rather than 'doing
to’ them — puts the community leadership role of councillors front and centre and will
demand different approaches to strategic leadership, transparency and accountability.

The wider context in which the Council is operating continues to pose significant challenges
requiring difficult decisions to be made. Financial and budgetary constraints are likely to
remain in the long-term as demand for services continues to increase in volume and
complexity — particularly in respect of social care and support to the most vulnerable people
in our communities.

The impacts of the cost-of-living crisis, as well as those of the Covid-19 pandemic, continue
to affect our residents and the demand for services, as well as impacting our workforce and
the local economy. These impacts will continue to affect the council in the long-term.

The new national government’s policy intentions will provide some opportunities which will
directly impact local governance in a fundamental way — including the potential for the area
to progress negotiations with the government on devolution and a possible Combined
Authority or other governance arrangements; and taking a more place-based or regional
approach to national policy and funding.

The continued requirement for in-person council meetings has a direct impact on the time
pressures on councillors in relation to travelling to and from meetings which are significant
for many of our councillors due to the area’s geography; however, we are also seeking to

6



maximise the benefits of use of technology, a range of communication channels and remote
meetings / working in the way our councillors operate within current legal constraints.

What impact on the Council’s effectiveness will your council size proposal have?

This proposal to increase the size of the council by a proportionate number of Members will
achieve the balance between effective representation and efficiency. It will enable
councillors to engage with their communities in a meaningful way; to support, represent and
communicate with their residents; and to ensure this informs strategic decision-making. This
will result in better decisions being made.

It will provide the strategic leadership capacity to drive and oversee the transformation
required to achieve an efficient unitary council that is sustainable for the future; and the
capacity to ensure there is effective overview, scrutiny and audit.

The analysis of the Council’s current arrangements and those of other similar councils
demonstrates that the proposal to increase council size from 46 to 55 councillors will be
most likely to have a positive impact on the council’s effectiveness in the future — completing
integration of services and driving transformation to produce services which will meet the
needs of local communities.

The current council size does not provide the required capacity and poses risks to the future
effectiveness of the council, and a reduction in council size would exacerbate those risks.

Local Authority Profile

Outline

Cumberland is a mix of urban and rural communities and covers an area of 3,012 km. It
contains some of the most picturesque landscapes in the UK and its natural assets are
critical to the UK - landscapes which attract millions of visitors a year, a vibrant agricultural
and food production sector, water supplied to major UK cities, and a world-leading energy
sector.

Cumberland‘s population is currently 273,200, made up of 125,500 households. It has areas
of deep and multiple deprivation alongside areas which are much more affluent. There are
distinct communities throughout the area, each with their own unique heritage and
characteristics.

The area includes parts of 2 World Heritage Sites (the Lake District National Park and
Hadrian’s Wall), an area of outstanding natural beauty, the city of Carlisle, the urban centres
of Whitehaven and Workington, and a number of smaller coastal and market towns.

The geography, topography, rurality and the peripherality of Cumberland creates some
challenges in relation to connectivity, transport and service delivery. Whilst the city of
Carlisle in the north of Cumberland is a strategic transport hub with easy access to the M6
and the West Coast Mainline railway, the south and west of the area experiences significant
barriers. There is no West to East rail link and only one main road route to connect to the
M6. For example, from the town of Millom in the south of Cumberland to the city of Carlisle
is on average a 2-hour journey in a car over a distance (via the A595) of 66.8 miles.
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Many areas have also seen a decline of bus services over recent years with large parts of
the area with very infrequent or no bus provision at all — with villages, smaller towns and
other rural areas most affected.

Urban / Rural

Cumberland has a mix of urban and rural areas. Just over half of the population in
Cumberland live in rural areas. Cumberland is much more sparsely populated than the
national average. Cumberland has an average population density of 91 people per square
km whilst the England and Wales average is 399 people per square km. This results in
some very large rural divisions in terms of area covering a number of small towns, villages
and hamlets.

Demographic pressures

The population in Cumberland is getting older. The number of people over 65 is due to
increase from 64,000 to 82,100 by 2040. The population is ageing much faster than in other
areas of the country.

The working-age population is decreasing, which provides significant challenges.
Cumberland does not have sufficient working-age population to support the local economy
and future economic growth. Attracting working age people to Cumberland is critical to the
future of the local economy and public services.

A super-ageing population impacts on rising demand on the council’s services — particularly
on adult social care services. Increasing demand for high-risk and high-profile services
places increasing demands on councillors in relation to engaging with these services and
vulnerable residents in their communities.

Population forecasts envision relatively small population changes which are irregular and
uneven across different communities. The largest planned development over the long-term
is the ambitious St. Cuthbert’'s Garden Village which has the potential for up to 10,000 new
homes on the outskirts of Carlisle.

Community characteristics

There are areas of high and concentrated deprivation across Cumberland — particularly in
the urban areas of Whitehaven, Workington and Carlisle. There are also pockets of hidden
deprivation across the more rural areas of Cumberland, alongside areas of very low
deprivation. 14 out of 177 lower super output areas in Cumberland fall within the 10% most
deprived areas in England (Index of Multiple Deprivation 2019, MHCLG).

Median household income is £28,794, lower than the national average. Weekly earnings
levels are largely in line with the national average at Cumberland level; however, they vary
substantially across the area. The predominance of a small number of large employers,
particularly in the nuclear and advanced manufacturing industries, drives high wages in
some areas; whilst other areas experience low earnings levels which are often resulting
from employment in the hospitality, tourism, agriculture and food industries.

Child poverty is high in some parts of Cumberland. 18.1% of children in Cumberland live in
relative low-income families. This is much higher is some wards, whilst in other wards 30%
of children live in relative low-income families.
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Council Size
Strategic Leadership

This section provides the Commission with details as to how elected members will provide
strategic leadership for the authority, indicate how many members will be required for this
role and why this is justified, and demonstrates that alternative council sizes have been

explored.

Topic

Governance
Model

Executive

The Council adopted a Leader and Executive
governance model in advance of Vesting Day in April
2023. It is early in the life of the new authority. Some
minor changes have been made to governance
arrangements over the last 18 months, as the
constitution has been operationalised, to ensure
governance and decision-making are working well.
Whilst it is too early to undertake a full governance
review, effectiveness is being monitored and changes
made where necessary. The Leader and Executive
model is working and there are no plans to do further
work on alternative models at this stage.

The Executive consists of 10 members, including the
Leader. There are 2 Deputy Leaders appointed — one of
these being the statutory Deputy Leader of the Council.
Each Executive Member has a defined Portfolio of
services and policy areas.

Through an Executive and Scrutiny Protocol, Portfolio
Holders also have specified responsibilities in respect of
engagement with Overview and Scrutiny Committees
and Members.

There are also joint executive arrangements with the
neighbouring new unitary council of Westmorland and
Furness Council in relation to some medium and longer-
term shared and hosted arrangements following the
abolition of Cumbria County Council. These include a
Joint Executive Committee. This Committee now also
oversees some functions transferred from the Cumbria
Local Enterprise Partnership (LEP).

A small number of Executive Committees have been
established. These are:

e Highways and Transport Strategic Board

e Nuclear Issues Board

e Budget Consultation Board

e Shareholder Committee




Full Council

All Members of the Council meet as the Council
(sometimes called “Full Council”). At these meetings,
Councillors decide upon key strategies and policies for
how the Council operates (as set out in the Council’s
Policy Framework) and will set the budget each year.
The Council appoints the Leader of the Council who in
turn appoints councillors to be part of the Executive and
may delegate powers and responsibilities to them. Each
year, the Council also appoints Committees to carry out
certain local government functions, such as planning
and licensing, and political groups will nominate
councillors to be members of those committees. Most
committees are politically balanced, which means that
membership will reflect the political make-up of the
whole council.

Council Committees
The Council has the following Committees:
e 1 x Audit Committee
e 1 x Standards and Governance Committee
e 1 x Planning Committee
e 1 x Regulatory Committee (with ad hoc sub-
committees established as required)
1 x Licensing Committee (with ad hoc sub-
committees established as required)
4 x Overview and Scrutiny Committees
1 x Health and Wellbeing Board
1 x Staffing Committee
1 x Independent Persons Panel
1 x Harbour Committee
1 x Corporate Parenting Board
1 x Joint Executive Committee
1 x Joint Overview and Scrutiny Committee
1 x Joint Police, Fire and Crime Panel
8 x Community Panels

Overview and Scrutiny

The Council has 4 Overview and Scrutiny Committees —
this has been reduced from 5 over the last 8 months
following changes to Local Enterprise Partnership
governance. The resulting roles and responsibilities
have been absorbed into existing arrangements where
possible.

In addition, there is a Joint Overview and Scrutiny
Committee established with Westmorland and Furness
Council in relation to the activities of the Joint Executive
referred to above, and a Joint Police, Fire and Crime
Panel.
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Community Panels and Networks

The Council has established 8 Community Panels
across Cumberland. Each is made up of the division
councillors for that area — so all councillors are
members of one panel. The panels meet four times a
year to understand the needs of their communities, and
to direct investment and resources to local priorities.

The Panels are helped in that process by community
networks. These involve residents, businesses, partners
and third sector organisations and support engagement
in communities through events, consultations and other
methods to find out exactly what investment is needed
in each neighbourhood. That is then fed back to the
Community Panels to inform their spending and
decision-making.

Policy Development

The Council’s Policy Framework is being developed
with the ambition of having a rationalised Framework of
a small number of top-level strategic strategies and
policies which collectively set out the Council’s
ambitions, adopted by the full Council.

The Executive will be responsible for approval of the
next layer of strategies and policies which set the
direction of travel and strategy for delivery of the
ambitions set out in the Policy Framework. Engagement
and input of Executive Members throughout the
strategic strategy and policy development process is
vital — this is through regular engagement between lead
officers and the relevant Executive Portfolio Holders,
and with the Executive collectively at key stages in the
process.

The Council’s approach to Strategy and Policy
development also sets out expectations of meaningful
engagement with, and input from, Overview and
Scrutiny Members; and through Community Panels or
networks as appropriate as part of wider engagement
with residents, businesses and partner organisations.

The approval of operational and service level policies,
procedures and plans is delegated to Chief Officers
through the Council’s Scheme of Delegation. However,
a Council-wide approach is in place setting out
expectations and good practice on development and
management of operational policies and procedures.
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The Officer Scheme of Delegation is accessible at Part
2 Section 6 - Officer Scheme of Delegation.pdf
(moderngov.co.uk)

Political Make-Up

The Council is currently made up of:

29 Labour Party Councillors

8 Conservative Party Councillors

4 Liberal Democrat Party Councillors
3 Independent Councillors

2 Green Party Councillors

Analysis

The governance model described above will remain
under review as the council continues to develop its
operating model and implement transformation.
Changes will be brought forward if and when the need
is identified. However; the Council considers that the
current model is fundamentally the right one for the
future of Cumberland Council.

In establishing this model, the Council has prioritised a
streamlined and efficient governance model and
approach to decision-making. For example, establishing
a single Planning Committee, and single Regulatory
and Licensing Committees from April 2023.

Many other Councils who have undergone
reorganisation have, initially at least, maintained these
committees on former district boundaries, resulting in
usually 3 or more planning committees and regulatory
and licensing committees.

The approach taken in Cumberland has been important
in establishing a ’'One Cumberland’ culture, and also in
reducing the number of permanent committee places to
be filled; whilst also enabling flexibility through sub-
committees for additional capacity when and where
needed.

As a unitary council responsible for the full scope of
local authority services in Cumberland, it is critical that
the Executive maintains sufficient Members so that the
scope of each Portfolio is manageable for individual
Executive Members. Reducing the number of Executive
Members significantly would reduce strategic leadership
capacity, posing risks to the implementation of the
Council’'s new Target Operating Model and
Transformation Plans.
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The biggest challenge with the current council size is
the relatively low number of non-executive councillors.
This is in the context of a much streamlined governance
model compared with those of the legacy councils.
There are 36 non-executive councillors to undertake a
range of decision-making, representative and scrutiny
activities.

There are 106 committee places in total (excluding full
Council, Executive and sub-groups, and Community
Panels).

The number of committees each Member is on varies
due to a number of factors including councillor role and
political proportionality. Most Councillors are members
of between 4 to 8 committees and are substitute
members for up to 5 other committees.

In terms of alternative governance models. a committee
governance model would result in additional decision-
making committees (undertaking responsibilities which
currently sit with executive Portfolio Holders). An
increase in the number of committee seats could
require a substantial increase in the number of
councillors. A committee system is, therefore, not
considered to be an optimal model for decision-making
at this time.

The current 10-member Executive model, with an
increase of 9 non-executive members to ensure
sufficient capacity for input into policy development and
decision-making, and effective scrutiny and
accountability, is considered the most efficient and
effective option for the future.

Portfolios

The role of a Portfolio Holder is (in addition to their role
as a division councillor) to be responsible for their
particular area of the Council’s activities, to ensure they
are fully briefed on all activity and decisions being
made, and to be a champion for that area of work.

Portfolio Holders have delegated decision-making
powers in accordance with the Leader's Scheme of
Delegation, unless a particular matter has been
reserved to the Executive sitting as a whole.

The current executive portfolios are:

Leader’s Portfolio

Governance and Thriving Communities
Childrens and Family Support

Lifelong Learning and Development
Adults and Community Health
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Sustainable, Resilient and Connected Places
Financial Planning and Assets

Digital Connectivity and Customer Focus
Cumberland Policy and Regulatory Services
Vibrant and Healthy Places

Between 1 April 2023 and 14 August 2024 individual
Executive members have taken 35 decisions under
delegated powers.

The Leaders Scheme of Delegation is accessible at
Microsoft Word - Cumberland Leader's Scheme of
Delegation.docx.

The Executive currently meets every 8 weeks.

Executive Members are expected to regularly attend
meetings of Overview and Scrutiny Committees when
matters relevant to their Portfolio are being considered.
The expectations of constructive and regular
engagement between Executive Portfolio Holders and
Overview and Scrutiny Chairs and Committees are
established in the Council’'s Executive and Scrutiny
protocol.

Analysis

Portfolio Holders have a significant level of delegated
decision-making responsibilities. This enables
streamlined, transparent and timely decision-making.

This also means that Portfolio Holders are required to
engage with the relevant service directors and senior
officers on a regular basis and be closely involved in all
relevant and appropriate policy decisions from start to
finish. This includes time spent collectively as an
Executive as well as on individual portfolio matters.

In addition, Portfolio Holders are expected to sit on a
number of committees and represent the Council on a
number of other bodies at local, regional and national
level.

A significant reduction in the number of portfolios and
Executive members is not considered viable due to the
wide-ranging and strategic nature of Executive
decision-making in the Council and the other roles and
responsibilities placed on Executive Members.

Delegated
Responsibilities

Most major decisions are taken by either Full Council
(consisting of all members of the Council) or the
Executive. Policy and Budget Framework decisions are
reserved to Full Council.
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The Executive takes most other strategic decisions.
Some Executive responsibilities are currently delegated
to specific Executive committees, individual Executive
Members and senior officers.

The specific delegations are as set out in the Council’s
constitution and are kept under review.

The specific Executive Committees and Executive
Members to which responsibilities are delegated are
referred to above. Other Council committees such as
planning and licensing have their own schemes of
delegation

Responsibilities for the general management of the
Council and the day-to-day delivery of Council services
are delegated to the Chief Executive and Chief Officers,
unless delegated or reserved to another body or
individual.

Directors may take executive decisions up to a value of
£1,000,000. Over that threshold, Portfolio Holders may
take decisions up to a value of £5,000,000. Above that
threshold, the decision must be made by Executive
sitting as a whole.

There are also a significant number of specific
responsibilities delegated to other officers, as set out in
the Officer Scheme of Delegation.

The Council’'s constitution is available at Council
Constitution

Analysis

The Council has significant levels of delegated
decision-making in place. This enables effective and
timely decision-making at the appropriate level, whilst
ensuring appropriate checks and balances are in place.

In the future, as the Council’s new Target Operating
Model is further embedded, it is anticipated that further
devolution of decision-making to the appropriate local
level will be considered.

Decision-making within local communities is one of the
cornerstones of our Community Panel approach and we
will look to strengthen engagement and involvement of
local communities in decision-making, service design
and delivery.
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This locality-based approach will mean that councillors
are likely to spend an increasingly larger proportion of
their time engaging and making decisions within their
local areas.

Balancing this with ensuring strategic decision-making
capacity on a Cumberland-wide and Council-wide basis
is critical to the need for the proposed increase in the
number of councillors.
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Accountability

Topic

Internal Scrutiny

The Council currently has 4 Overview and Scrutiny
Committees with 8 members each and one Joint Overview
and Scrutiny Committee with 12 members (6 of which are
Cumberland Councillors).

The 4 internal Overview and Scrutiny Committees are:
e Business and Resources Overview and Scrutiny
Committee
e Health Overview and Scrutiny Committee — which
also exercises the Council’s health scrutiny functions
e People Overview and Scrutiny Committee
e Place Overview and Scrutiny Committee

The Joint Overview and Scrutiny Committee, with
Westmorland and Furness Council, scrutinises the decisions
of the Joint Executive which is primarily concerned with
overseeing shared and hosted services.

The Council also has a Joint Cumbria Police, Fire and Crime
Panel with, and hosted by, Westmorland and Furness
Council. The Panel is made up of 5 Cumberland Councillors,
5 Westmorland and Furness Councillors and 2 Independent
members.

There is a single Audit Committee (6 members) and a
Standards and Governance Committee (8 members).
Together, these Committees will hold the Executive, the
wider elected Members and Council officers to account.

Since the Council was established, it has reduced its
number of Overview and Scrutiny Committees from 5 to 4.
Following the transfer of Local Enterprise Partnership
functions into the Council, the separate LEP Overview and
Scrutiny Committee was removed. The scrutiny of former
LEP functions is now embedded into existing council
overview and scrutiny committees and in shared
arrangements with Westmorland and Furness Council.

During the shadow arrangements in the year before Vesting
Day, a Shadow Council Scrutiny Committee completed an
investigation and made recommendations about future
Cumberland Council Overview and Scrutiny arrangements.
The Task and Finish Group recommended that there should
be 4 Overview and Scrutiny Committees with 9 members
per Committee.
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These recommendations were considered when decisions
were made about governance arrangements. Whilst initially
5 Committees were put in place, this was reduced to 4
Committees for 2024/25. The figure of 8 members on each
Overview and Scrutiny Committee, rather than the
recommended 9, was reached having regard to Members’
time and capacity.

Task and Finish groups are set up by individual Committees,
for example, the Standards and Governance Committee has
established a Constitution Working Group which meets
every 4 weeks to review the Constitution.

Overview and Scrutiny Committees set up Task and Finish
Groups as and when required for specific inquiries.

In 2023/24, each Overview and Scrutiny Committee met 8
times (every 6 weeks). For 2024/25, this has been reduced
to 6 meetings a year (every 2 months) to enable Members
and officers to undertake more work and preparation
between meetings.

During 2023/24, there was limited additional scrutiny activity
undertaken outside of meetings - 2 formal Task and Finish
Groups and a small number of informal briefing / discussion
sessions, one full day of formal training plus a small number
of one-hour online training sessions.

With the reduction in the number of meetings, it is envisaged
that there would normally be approximately 4 formal Task
and Finish groups a year but also more informal briefing /
discussion work between meetings so that in the 6 formal
meetings a year each committee adds maximum value
whilst ensuring scrutiny is carried out in public.

It will also be important that regular training and
development activity for Overview and Scrutiny Members is
made available, in line with the agreed Scrutiny
Development Plan.

In addition, the Chairs and Vice-Chairs of all the Overview
and Scrutiny Committees, and the Chair of the Audit
Committee, meet 4 times a year to ensure effective co-
ordination of activity.

In the context of the wide remits of each of the Overview and
Scrutiny Committees and the need to ensure scrutiny is
carried out in public, it is not considered practicable to
reduce the frequency of meetings further at this stage.

The Council does have an aspiration to increase the number
of Councillors on each Overview and Scrutiny Committee to
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at least 9, in line with the original recommendations made,
when Councillor numbers allow.

Analysis

The internal and external Overview and Scrutiny
arrangements total 43 committee places, and the Audit
Committee and Standards and Governance Committees are
an additional 14 committee places for Members playing key
roles in the Council’s accountability arrangements.

At a total of 57 committee places, the streamlined
accountability arrangements place large time and capacity
pressures on the 36 non-executive Councillors.

In response to the survey recently undertaken with all
Cumberland Councillors, 45% of Councillors who responded
said that they think there are not enough councillors on
committees.

An increase in the number of councillors on committees
encourages a wider and more diverse input of views and
experience into the Council’s decision-making. It is important
that we harness the experience and knowledge of all our
councillors about their areas, and their engagement with
their residents, to contribute fully to council decision-making.

Increasing council size to 55 rather than 46 members (with
45 rather than 36 non-executive councillors) would enable
these small increases to the membership of some key
committees, and improve the quality of contributions to
decision-making and the scrutiny of decisions and decision-
makers.

Statutory Functions

Planning

Cumberland Council established a single Planning
Committee covering the whole of Cumberland straight away.
Whilst other areas experiencing unitarisation have often
established a number of planning committees based on
previous district geographies, Cumberland Council took a
positive decision to create a single Planning Committee
which takes a Cumberland-wide perspective.

This approach makes best use of resources and capacity,
as well as embedding a new Cumberland approach.

The Planning Committee comprises 10 members; however,
the Council has an aspiration to increase this to 12
members.
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Cumberland Council Planning Committee considers a higher
proportion of planning applications than the national average
— with up to 95% of applications being decided by the
Committee.

This means that the volume of work of the Planning
Committee is high, with less decisions being made by
officers under delegated powers. This is largely due to the
unique and sensitive landscapes in the area.

The Committee has a Scheme of Delegation in place which
is accessible at Planning Committee Scheme of Delegation

The time commitment for Members of the Planning
Committee is significantly bigger than for some other
Committees due to the legal and specialist training that
Members are required to complete before taking part in
planning decisions. In addition, site visits are also often
necessary as part of the Planning Committee’s decision-
making processes. This adds travel and visiting time to
Members’ schedules.

Due to the nature of the planning system and the decisions
being made about local communities, there are also a higher
number of declarations of interest made by Members of the
Planning Committee than in other Committees. This means
that local Members are often not taking part in the decision-
making process. The aspiration of increasing the number of
Committee Members to 12 should mitigate some of these
issues.

Analysis

A single Planning Committee for Cumberland is the most
efficient model for decision-making in this area.

It is recognised that the time commitments for Members of
the Planning Committee are particularly substantial due to
the technical and high-profile nature of the issues being
considered, Cumberland’s particularly sensitive landscapes,
the requirements for site visits and additional activity.

In 2023/24, the Planning Committee met 14 times in addition
to the requirement for Members to undertake significant
amounts of mandatory training. This frequency of meetings
is likely to be an average over future years.

Increasing the number of Committee Members to 12 is a
priority to enable effective functioning of the Committee in
the future.

20



https://cumberland.moderngov.co.uk/ieListDocuments.aspx?CId=875&MId=14341&Ver=4&Info=1

Licensing

The Licensing functions of the Council are carried out by:

¢ a full Regulatory Committee comprising of 10
Councillors

e Sub-Committees established by the Regulatory
Committee on an ad hoc basis, comprising 3 cross
party Councillors drawn from the Regulatory
Committee. These sub-committees deal with Taxi,
Gaming, Food, Miscellaneous Licensing and
registration functions and Health and Safety functions

¢ a full Licensing Committee comprising of 10
Councillors (the same Councillors as the Regulatory
Committee);

e Sub-Committees established by the Licensing
Committee on an ad hoc basis, comprising 3
Councillors drawn from the full Licensing Committee.
These sub-committees deal with matters under the
Licensing Act 2003 and the Gambling Act 2005

Committee Members are required to complete mandatory
legal and specialist training before participating in the
decision-making process.

The time commitments and nature of the decisions being
taken make sitting on these Committees an intensive and
time-consuming role for the relevant Members.

Based on experience in 2023/24, much of the work is done
through Sub-Committees. Licencing sub-committees are
particularly intensive with around 10 meetings a year.

Analysis

The quasi-judicial nature of the role of Members of Licencing
and Regulatory Committees, and the focus on individual
applications and reviews of licences, etc. mean a significant
time commitment from Members.

Other
Regulatory
Bodies

The Council has a Harbour Committee which exercises the
Council’s functions in relation to Workington Harbour
Authority. This Committee comprises 7 Members and meets
4 times a year.

Analysis

This is a key regulatory body for the Council. There are no
plans to reduce the membership of this Committee

21




External Partnerships

The Council is continuing to review its representation on a
range of outside bodies. Following local government
reorganisation, the Council has ceased appointments to a
number of outside bodies. Appointments are currently made
or under review to approximately 80 bodies.

These bodies range from national representative bodes and
organisations, countywide and Cumberland wide
partnerships and partner organisations, very local
organisations and institutions, and issue specific bodies.
These bodies have a varying range of responsibilities and
decision-making roles.

Council Members are appointed to some particularly
significant decision-making in the area, for example the Lake
District National Park Authority, the Economic Growth

Board, the Integrated Care Board, the Integrated Care
Partnership.

The workload attached to the Members’ involvement in
these Outside Bodies and partnerships vary. Some are
particularly intensive and involve large time commitments,
whilst some are less so.

Analysis

Council representation and involvement in national, regional,
sub-regional and local external partnerships and
organisations is critical to ensuring effective representation
of Cumberland residents in these decision-making and
engagement fora, and in Cumberland’s ability to influence
and collaborate with partner organisations.

The Council is reviewing its involvement in some bodies, to
ensure that time and resources are prioritised.
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Community Leadership

Topic

Description

Community
Leadership

The community leadership role of Councillors is central to
the new Council’s Operating Model and aspirations.
Councillors use a range of methods to engage with and
serve their residents.

Structurally, the Council has established 8 Community
Panels. These Panels comprise of all the division
Councillors in the relevant geographic area, and up to 3 co-
opted members.

The Panels have a key role in identifying priorities for their
local area, and also have a devolved neighbourhood
investment fund to be allocated in the area in line with
agreed priorities.

The Panels have also developed community networks
around each of them, which brings a range of stakeholders
together to support and contribute to the work of each Panel.
Each Panel is also supported by a member of the Council’s
Senior Leadership Team to strengthen the connectivity
between strategic and local decision-making and
engagement

The Panels meet formally quarterly; however, Members
undertake significant amounts of work outside of formal
meetings with the local communities team to progress the
work of the Panel and engage with residents on the issues
important to them.

In addition to the Panels and networks, Members also
engage with residents through a range of other
mechanisms. These include attending Town and Parish
Council meetings, other community and public meetings,
residents groups, local events and other opportunities.

In the survey of all Councillors 27 out of 29 respondents said
they engage with residents through community and public
meetings.

Councillors also increasingly use digital technology to
engage with their communities. 21out of the 29 respondents
to the survey stated that they regularly used social media to
engage with residents.
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Analysis

The establishment of Community Panels, and the
expectation that Councillors and staff commit to this work at
the most local level is central to the Council’'s Target
Operating Model and aspirations.

They involve all the Council’'s Members and are the basis for
the continued development of the Council’s reimagined
relationship with residents. Working with residents, including
exploring how elements such as co-production and co-
design of services and solutions can be maximised, is
central to the new Cumberland approach as set out in our
Council Plan.

It is envisaged that the role of Community Panels and their
networks will expand and develop over the coming months
and years.

Engaging with residents in other ways is also a key time
commitment for Members. Whilst digital technology and
social media is increasingly used, and can save travel time
for Councillors and residents, it is not always the best or
most practicable way. Digital only channels can be
challenging for Cumberland’s ageing population and areas
of deep deprivation in particular. The Council is committed to
inclusivity and providing a range of channels for contacting
Councillors and officers.

Attendance at Town and Parish Council meetings are a key
part of the expectations on Councillors in respect of their
work in their communities. The particular characteristics of
Cumberland mean that there are a small number of larger
Town and Parish Councils, but there are also a large
number of very small parish councils.

Particularly in the larger rural wards, Councillors can have a
high number of parishes within their division, all having
regular evening meetings the Councillor is expected to
attend. Many Cumberland Council wards contain between 5
and 10 parishes, with one containing 15.

Attending Town and Parish Council meetings is a substantial
time commitment for many Councillors, particularly for
Councillors representing larger, rural wards.

24




Casework

Casework — investigating and seeking to resolve issues
raised by residents - is a critical part of the work of all
Councillors.

Based on responses to our survey of Members, the top 3
issues Members are contacted about are:

e Street cleaning and streetscene issues;

e Highways issues, including potholes; and,

¢ Planning issues

Councillors are contacted in a number of different ways:
e 28 out of 29 Members who responded to the survey
are regularly contact by residents via email;
e 27 are regularly contacted by phone;
e and 27 by direct face-to-face contact.

The Council has in place leadership support officers and
group administrators who provide support to Councillors with
their work as division Members as well as strategic leaders.
These staff can facilitate the liaison on casework between
the Councillor and relevant officers to resolve specific
issues. Councillors are supported to signpost residents to
appropriate information sources, or complaints or other
processes as appropriate; however, some pieces of
casework require in-depth work by Councillors over
substantial periods of time.

Analysis

Casework is a large part of a Councillor's workload. Whilst
email and social media can make communication on issues
easier in some cases, a lot of casework still requires time
and face to face contact.

The Council has officer support in place for each political
group; however, this is limited and means that Councillors
undertake much of this work individually.
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Summary

Cumberland Council’s proposal is to increase council size from 46 to 55 Members.

Cumberland, in initially adopting Cumbria County Council divisional boundaries, currently
has a ratio of electors to councillors of 1;4715 with an electorate of 216,891 (2024).

Alternatively, using a current electorate figure based on a 3-year average (2022-2024) of
212,846, Cumberland has a ratio of electors to councillors of 1:4627. This method of using a
3-year average as a baseline is more likely to accurately reflect long-term trends in

electorate numbers.

In both these methods of calculation Cumberland has a high ratio compared to other similar

predominantly rural council areas.

Local Authority Number of Number of Ratio of Electors to
electors Councillors | Councillors

Rutland 29,841 27 1:1105

Westmorland and Furness 175,500 65 1:2700

Herefordshire 147,429 53 1:2782

Durham 390,322 126 1:3098

Shropshire 250,146 74 1:3380

Dorset 297,542 82 1:3629

Cumberland (2030) - on basis of 214,775 — 55 1:3905 — 1:4024

forecasted electorate and this 221,333

proposal

(This is based on a forecasted range of

electorate — subject to final confirmation of

Boundary Commission guidance)

Wiltshire 382,740 98 1:3906

East Riding of Yorkshire 270,089 67 1:4031

Cumberland (2024) 216,891 46 1:4715

Cornwall 431,186 87 1:4956

North Yorkshire 478,427 90 1:5316
Proposal

An increase in the number of Councillors to 55 would result in a ratio within a range of
1:3905 to 1:4024 (2030 electorate forecasts to be confirmed by the Commission following
this submission), compared to the current 1:4715.

The Council has ambitious aspirations for transformation, for place-making and for working
with residents, communities and partners to improve outcomes for everybody in

Cumberland. The Council should not ‘do to’ residents.

To achieve this we recognise that we need:

e The strategic leadership capacity to lead a large-scale organisation responsible for all
council services in Cumberland, and to transform services to realise the benefits of
local government reorganisation and provide excellent and sustainable public

services for the future;
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e To ensure that decision-making is robust, transparent, inclusive, easy to understand
and efficient;

e To enable Councillors to have the time and support to build on the early development
of Community Panels to develop our community-based approaches to their maximum
potential; alongside the other responsibilities and expectations placed on Councillors;

e To increase the numbers of Councillors on our key regulatory and overview
Committees, and ensure they have the time and capacity to prepare, to undertake
important training and development, and to contribute fully to the Council’s decision-
making processes;

e To recognise that the size and geography of Cumberland means that some Members
are travelling up to 2 hours each way to attend meetings; and to minimise these
burdens as much as possible through use of technology and other means — but
understanding the additional time pressures this places on some Councillors in some
parts of Cumberland;

e To recognise that many of our Councillors, particularly those representing our larger
more rural wards, have to commit significantly more time than others to engage with
residents, e.g. meaningfully engaging with up to 15 Parish Councils in one division;

e To recognise that if we are going to continue to be able to attract a diverse range of
people to become Councillors in the future, we need to give them the time and
resources to fulfil their role alongside other time commitments, e.g. employment,
caring responsibilities, etc.

To achieve the above, a relatively small increase in council size to 55 Members is critical to
provide the capacity to support high quality decision-making, meaningful engagement and
representation, and excellent public service delivery.

Other options considered:

Reducing the number of Councillors
The Council has considered this option and assessed the impact of a reduction in council
size.

The Council’s current size is relatively low when compared to similar authorities as set out
above. In this context, the Council has in place streamlined governance arrangements. The
number of Committees have been streamlined as much as possible, as has membership of
committees.

Following the first year of operation since Vesting Day, the Council has identified a number
of areas where the aspiration would be to increase the number of committee members —
particularly in respect of Planning, and Overview and Scrutiny.

Considering the scope of the Portfolios held by Executive Members, we also consider that
reducing the size of the Executive would have negative impacts on the strategic leadership
capacity of the Council.

Any measure to reduce the number of non-executive Members of the Council would pose
severe risks to the Council’s regulatory decision-making and accountability processes.
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Maintaining the current Council Size
The Council has considered this option.

As set out above, the Council has identified a number of governance areas that would
benefit from a small increase in capacity.

Maintaining current Council size in the long-term poses significant risks to the Council’s
capacity for transformation, to achieving the Council’s aspirations for community-based
leadership and working with our communities, and to being able to attract a diverse set of
councillors for the future.
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Appendix B

Boundary Review 2024 Councillor Questionnaire

[ Your response deadline is 29/05/2024. Send reminder to all of your recipients.

29 Responses 1 01 8 Average time to complete Closed Status

1. How much time do you think you spend attending formal meetings of the council in an average month?

. 0-10 hours 4

@ 10-20 hours 10 '
@ 20-30 hours 1

@ 30-40 hours 3

@ Over40hours 1

2. How much time do you spend preparing for meetings on average every month? This can include formal
council meetings and ward related activity.

@ o0-10hours 5
@ 10-20 hours 7 ’
@ 20-30 hours 9
@ 30-40 hours 6
@ More than 40 hours 2

3. Do you feel that you have enough time to prepare for meeting to your satisfaction?

® Yo 12
® No 5
. Sometimes 12

4. If you answered no to question 3, what are the challenges you face in preparing for meeting?

’I 'I Latest Responses

Responses ‘Meetings often occur in the same week so large (greater than 100 page) age...

6 respondents (55%) answered time for this question.

council meetings

family commitments weeks parish council

time meetings

sufficient time hours

Council and work ward work

committee papers  document work schedule

commitments such as membership



5. In an average month how much time do you spend in meetings of outside bodies relating to your councillor
role?

@ o0-10hours 16
@ 10-20 hours 8
@ 20-30 hours 2
@ 30-40 hours 1
@ Over40hours 2

6. How many outside bodies do you attend in your capacity as a councillor?

® o2 9
® 24 1

More than 5 8
o

7. How much time in an average month do you spend interacting with residents i.e. by telephone, email,
meetings, surgeries:-

@® o0-10hours 5
@ 10-20 hours 13
@ 20-30 hours 6
@ 30-40 hours 3
@ More than 40 hours 2

8. What type of council activity does your ward work ralate to?

@ Highways 26
® Waste services 21 30
. Adult services 8 25
@ Street Cleaning and street scene 28

20
@ Childrens services 11

15
. Customer services 10
@ Housing 17 10
. Planning 24 5
@ Other services 9 0
@ Other 7



9. In undertaking your role as a councillor what kind of activities do you undertake to engage with residents

and obtain feedback?

30
. Newsletters/leaflets 9 25
. Surgeries 7

20
@ Community/ public meetings 27

15
@ Ssocial media 21
® Other 5 10
. Other 5 5

0

10. How do residents contact you with their issues?

30
® cmail 28

25
@ Phone 27
. Surgeries 6 20
@ Direct contact 27 15
@ Ssocial media 19

10
® Other 3

5
@ Other 4

0

11. How often do you attend parish council meetings

14

® Weekly 5 12
@ Monthly 14 10
@ Every other month 5 8
® Quarterly 1 6
® vearly 0 4
. Never 4 2
0

in your role as a Cumberland Councillor

12. How much time do you spend travelling on council business in an average week? This can include formal

meetings and ward related activity?

® o0-1hour 2
. 1-2 hours 4
® 3-4hours 10
@ More than 4 hours 13

¢

13. In terms of the number of councillors on the council's committees. Do you think there are

. Too many councillors 1
@ Not enough councillors 13

@ Just the right amount of coundill... 15




14. How easy or difficult do you find it to manage your other commitments, such as employment or caring
responsibilities, with being a councillor?

. Extremely easy 1
@ Somewhat easy 2
® Neutral 6
@ somewnhat difficult 18
@ cExtremely difficult 2

15. What do you think is your biggest challenge as a councillor?

Latest Responses
2 8 "Time management "

Responses Having enough time to adequately address casework.

"Time"

11 respondents (39%) answered time for this question.

work and other commitments

case work  EXecutive work life meetings Travel times
. . . ~ ward
managing timeCouncil tiMe work "4
Time management residents challenge councillor Tesearch time

spare time hours of work

proportion of my time

16. What could the council do to support you more in your role as a councillor

Latest Responses

2 6 "N/A"

Responses "Some form of PA support to deal with e-mails particularly (sifting out the im...

"Double the amount of councillors and have meetings evenly spread across C...

8 respondents (31%) answered support for this question.

support in preparation

hings Ofﬁlc(e::l SUpport .cowork council officers
PAsuppert - worke meetings
political support COU ncillor su p po rt Ward
member support help system Community

good support support available support Officers Copeland



17. Is there any specific training that would be of benefit in your role as a councillor

Latest Responses

'I 6 "N/A"

Responses More training on the specific committees that I sit on, Health Overview & Sc...

"Annual course for all councillors to cover all aspects of council function & du...

3 respondents (19%) answered council for this question.

quality training decent job

issues

law ., .. )
council needs training is essential

committees reading
training that is availableoint Scrutiny

Overview & Scrutiny

council function

councillor No

council business

council meetings  Council Plan

Scrutiny and People ward councillor
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