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Meeting of the 
Community Governance 
Review Working Group 
 
Monday, 31 January 2022,  
2.00 pm 

 

 

 
Hybrid meeting by ZOOM 

 

Working Group Members present 
 
Councillor Graham Jeal (Chairman) 
Councillor Louise Clack (Vice-Chairman) 
Councillor Graham Jeal (Chairman) 
Councillor Nikki Manterfield 
Councillor Annie Mason 
Councillor Kaffy Rice-Oxley 
Councillor Jacky Smith 
Councillor Lee Steptoe 
Councillor Dean Ward 
Councillor Hilary Westropp 
Councillor Mark Whittington 
Councillor Ray Wootten 
 
Officers in attendance  
 
Graham Watts, Head of Democratic Services and Deputy Monitoring Officer 
Julie Edwards, Electoral Services Manager 
Patrick Astill, Communications Officer 
Deb Wyles, Consultation and Engagement Officer  
Lucy Bonshor, Democratic Officer 
 

 
12. Apologies for absence 

 
Apologies for absence were received from Councillor Adam Stokes. 
 

13. Disclosure of Interests 
 
None disclosed. 
 

14. Notes from the meeting held on 17 January 2022 
 
The notes from the meeting held on 17 January 2022 were proposed, 
seconded and agreed. 
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The Chairman asked if Officers had been notified of any further groups for 
inclusion in the consultation. 
 
The Head of Democratic Services and Deputy Monitoring Officer stated that 
none had been received to date.  Members had between now and when the 
consultation went live, 25 February 2022, to notify Officers of contact details 
for any individuals, groups or organisations to be included in the consultation. 
 
The Chairman asked for the action to be rolled over. 
 
ACTION 
 
Members to let Officers know of any further groups for inclusion in the 
consultation together with their contact details 
 

15. Community Governance Review Draft Consultation Document 
 
Following the meeting held on 17 January 2022, Members had been 
circulated with a formatted version of the consultation survey and supporting 
information document. The documents had been amended following the 
comments made at the last meeting.    
 
The supporting document identified that there would be a cost implication, but 
at present that was unknown and couldn’t be quantified at the present time.  A 
key element of the consultation survey would be in relation to boundaries and 
Members’ attention was drawn to the two maps at the back of the supporting 
information.  One map showed the unparished area of Grantham and the 
second one the Ward boundaries and housing developments for the area. 
 
A paper copy of the consultation document and supporting information would 
be sent to all households in the Grantham area and the surrounding parishes 
and this would include a QR code to enable the survey to be completed on-
line.     
 
A quick turnaround was required as the documents needed to be finalised 
before 11 February 2022, when the information had to be sent to the printers 
for the consultation to be ready for posting on 25 February 2022 following the 
by-elections.  
 
The Chairman asked at what stage would there be the opportunity for 
Members of the Working Group to give their opinions on whether or not to 
have a Parish/Town Council for Grantham.   
 
The Head of Democratic Services and Deputy Monitoring Officer advised that 
the Working Group were there to facilitate the consultation process to ensure 
that the process was fair and neutral.  He advised caution with Members 
stating their opinions within the Working Group as this could be seen as pre-
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determination of the decision before Full Council made the final decision, 
taking in to account the comments received from the public during the 
consultation period.  He stressed that Members needed to keep an open mind 
before the final decision was made. 
 
A comment was made in relation to the Sunningdale area and including this 
as part of Grantham.    It was stated that proposals like this would be looked at 
following the consultation and whether there was a clear steer from the 
consultation responses that specific boundaries needed looking at. 
 
The documents were then looked at and the following points made: 
 

• The reference on page 2 to Members, the public were more likely to 
recognise the word Councillor than Member. 

• Paragraph 4 page 4 stray “also” first line. 

• More context in relation to what the actual cost would be. 
 

The Head of Democratic Services and Deputy Monitoring Officer stated that it 
was difficult to include costs as the precept was unknown and what 
responsibility for services the Town Council would have, if one was in place, 
were also unknown.  Care needed to be taken that information contained 
within the supporting information could not be seen to mislead people or be 
challenged. 
 
Further comments included: 
 

• The inclusion of a table showing the precepts for the other Town 
Councils in the district and the services that they were responsible for. 

• Was the paragraph on contact information on page 2 needed – all 
contact details were on the back of both documents together with 
reference to alternative formats available on request. 

• A “light touch” letter would be sent out with both documents. 

• Whether the current developments taking place on the edge of Grantham 
would be included in any new council. 

• That there would be financial implication to residents – there was 
potential for this to play an important role in how residents responded to 
the consultation, especially with the current cost pressures on family 
budgets with increased energy bills, insurance and rising inflation. 

• Advanced publicity due to the constraints of the by-elections.   
 

It was noted that work was being undertaken with the Communications Team 
to enable as much publicity as possible to be carried out in relation to 
publicising the consultation which would include information on the website, 
through social media and other media outlets and also continuing publicity 
throughout the consultation period.  
 

• Reference was made to the proposed Government White Paper and the 
proposals for Local Government.  It was stated that this was separate to 
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the Community Governance Review which had a specific process to 
follow. 

• References to the Special Expense Area funds and how decisions for 
Grantham were made. 

• Confirmation that all Parishes surrounding the Grantham unparished 
area would be consulted as part of the process.  

 
The Head of Democratic Services and Deputy Monitoring Officer and the CGR 
Team who had produced the document were thanked for their work.  
However, it was felt that more context needed to be included within the 
information document as to why the Community Governance Review was 
being carried out at the present time, what the scope of the review was and 
costs.  The Chairman referred to having an executive summary paragraph 
within the document and made reference to where decision making for 
Grantham currently took place.  It was suggested that a word document of the 
current document be circulated which could have track changes to include 
more context within the document. 
 
The Head of Democratic Services and Deputy Monitoring Officer stressed the 
time constraints involved with getting the document to print on 11 February for 
circulation following the election on 25 February 2022.  Members could be 
circulated with a copy of the document in word format, however, the Head of 
Democratic Services and Deputy Monitoring Officer emphasised to Members 
of the Working Group that the document must remain neutral.  Reference to 
any unitary governance within the document was speculation at the current 
time, the document needed to contain factual information only. 
 
Members felt that a table should be included with the information document 
which detailed the current Town Councils within the district, the precept costs 
and the services that they provided to give context to those completing the 
survey. 
 
ACTION 
 
That a table is included within the information document detailing the 
current Town Councils within the district, the precept costs and the 
services that they provided. 
 
Further comments were made about the role of a Parish/Town Councillor as a 
voluntary position, that it was made clear what services a Parish/Town Council 
could be responsible for and that there was no expectation by members of the 
public that services that were currently the responsibility of the County Council 
such as highways, adult social care etc would be a responsibility of a 
Parish/Town Council. 
 
The Chairman stated that he would liaise with the Vice-Chairman to set up a 
meeting with the Head of Democratic Services and Deputy Monitoring Officer 
to amend the draft document to better educate people in relation to the 
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context, scope and financial implications to which Members would be invited 
to attend if they were able.   One Member asked that if any substantial 
changes were made to the document, then the Working Group needed to see 
the final document to enable it to be signed off for printing. 
 
Meeting closed at 2:55pm. 
 
 
 
  
 
 


