Ken Pryor

020 8489 2915

020 8489 2660
ken.pryor@haringey

17 July 2009

To:  All Members of the Full Council

Dear Member,

Full Council - Monday, 20th July, 2009

| attach a copy of the following reports for the above-mentioned meeting
which were not available at the time of collation of the agenda:

7. TO RECEIVE THE REPORT OF THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE (PAGES 1 - 6)
9. TO MAKE APPOINTMENTS TO OUTSIDE BODIES (PAGES 7 - 10)

14. TO RECEIVE REPORTS FROM THE FOLLOWING BODIES (PAGES 11
- 34)

Standards Committee — Annual report — Report No.1 — 2009/10
The Cabinet — Report Nos. 1-3—2009/10
General Purposes Committee — Report No. 1- 2009/10

a
b
c
d) Constitution review Working Group — Report No.2 — 2009/10

N N N

Yours sincerely

Ken Pryor
Deputy Head of Local Democracy and Member Services
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Haringey Council
Agenda item: 7

Council on 20 July 2009 |

Report Title: Changes to Political Groups, Cabinet Portfolios and Appointments to
Committees and Sub Bodies.

Forward Plan reference number (if applicable): n/a

Report of: Chief Executive

Wards(s) affected: Report for: Non key decision.

1. Purpose

.1 To note the changes to Political Groups as notified to the Chief Executive.

.2 To agree changes to Committee membership numbers resulting from the recent
changes in political group composition.

1.3 To agree changes to Cabinet portfolios.

1
1

2. Recommendations

2.1 That the changes to Political Group composition as detailed in paragraph 8.1 be
noted.

2.2 That the membership of the Audit Committee be increased by one Conservative
position in order to reflect proportionality in the overall number of seats on the
Council.

2.3 That the resultant changes to Council body memberships as detailed in paragraphs
8.5 & 8.6 be agreed.

2.4 That the changes to Cabinet portfolios and reduction of one Cabinet member, as
detailed in Appendix 1, be agreed.

Report Authorised by: Chief Executive

Contact Officer: Ken Pryor, Deputy Head of Local Democracy and Member Services
Tel: 0208 489 2915
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3. Chief Financial Officer Comments

3.1 The Chief Financial Officer comments that there will be a resultant saving to Special
Responsibility Allowances of £23,691 arising from the proposed reduction of one
Cabinet Member. The remaining changes detailed in this report will have no direct
financial implications.

4. Head of Legal Services Comments

4.1 The report sets out those Council bodies to which the political balance rules apply.
The 1989 Act requires political balance in the distribution of seats on committees to be
undertaken “so far as is reasonably practicable” thus recognising that a
mathematically precise split between political parties cannot always be achieved.

4.2 There must be two or more Members to constitute a “political group” which has a
legal right to be allocated seats on Committees.

5. Local Government (Access to Information) Act 1985

Background papers

5.1 Local Government and Housing Act 1989.

5.2 Local Government Act 2000.

5.3 Report to Annual Council on Committee Appointments

The background papers are located at River Park House, 225 High Road, Wood Green,
London N22 8HQ.

To inspect them or to discuss this report further, please contact Ken Pryor on 0208 489
2915.

6. Financial Implications

6.1  There will be a resultant saving of £23,691 to Special Responsibility
Allowances arising from the proposed reduction of one Cabinet
Member.

7. Legal Implications

7.1 The Local Government and Housing Act 1989 requires the Council to
ensure there is political balance on its Committees.

8. Background

8.1  The Chief Executive was notified on 8 July 2009 of a change to Political
Groups within Haringey. With effect from that date, Councillor Dobbie
ceased to be a member of the Labour Party and the Labour Group and
will sit as a Conservative Councillor until the next Council elections.
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The Annual Meeting appoints Committees of the Council. Wherever
possible bodies are constituted in accordance with the provisions of the
Local Government and Housing Act 1989 in terms of political balance.
Resulting from Councillor Dobbie resigning from the Labour Party and
becoming a Conservative Councillor, consideration was given to
proportionality across Committees. Labour Councillors now constitute
54.39% of the available seats on the Council; the Liberal Democrats
occupy 43.86% and Conservatives occupy the remaining 1.75% of the
seats. Where practicable the allocation of seats on Committees should
be in line with the proportion of seats on the Council held by the
political groups. Although there is no requirement to offer a seat to a
single member as they do not constitute a "political group" under the
definition in the Local Government (Committees and Political Groups)
Regulations 1990 (S.I. 1553) Regulation 8, it is nevertheless proposed
that a seat be offered.

In calculating the allocation of seats on Committees, the following
bodies were excluded:

e the Cabinet and its subordinate bodies

the disciplinary pool

Licensing Committee

the Standards Committee and

other Committees where membership is determined on the basis of
electoral ward represented (eg. Area Assemblies)

It is proposed that the number of seats available on Committees and
Sub-Committees, as agreed at the Annual Meeting, be increased by
one on the Audit Committee and that the Audit Committee be now
based on a membership of 8 with a 4/3/1 split to the Labour Group. All
other membership numbers would remain unchanged. On this basis a
total of 64 seats were available on Committees and Sub-Committees;
35 or 54.69% are allocated to the Labour Group, 28 or 43.75% to the
Liberal Democrat Group and 1 or 1.56% to the Conservative Party.

Councillor Dobbie will be offered a seat on the Audit Committee.
Councillor Dobbie will also now be shown as a Conservative member
on the Wood Green Area Assembly membership.

The Labour Group have also notified the following committee changes:

= Councillor Cooke to replace Councillor Bob Harris on Pensions
Committee.

= Councillor Dodds to replace Councillor Jones on Standards
Committee.

Councillor Cooke resigned as a Cabinet Member on 17 June 2009. It is
proposed that the position is not filled and that the portfolio of the
former Cabinet Member for Regeneration and Enterprise be divided
amongst those Cabinet Members as shown in the attached Appendix.
It should be noted that Planning Policy has now been split with the
policy relating to spatial planning being the responsibility of the Leader
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and policy relating to development control and building control being
the responsibility of Clir Canver.

Resulting from the reduction in the number of Cabinet members it will
be necessary to amend Article 7 Paragraph 7.02 of the Constitution,
which requires there to be precisely 9 Cabinet Members apart from the
Leader. This suspension will have effect until a further review of the
necessary Constitutional changes arising from the Council’s preferred
Leadership model has been made. There is a separate report and
recommendation on this issue from the Constitution Review Working
Group.

Changes to appointments can be made at any stage during the
Municipal Year with the changes being reported to the Council as
appropriate.
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Cabinet Portfolios 2009/10

Portfolio Responsibility

+ Best Value and Performance Management (inc. achieving
excellence agenda)

Co-ordination within the Cabinet

Communications (strategic)

Corporate policy and strategy

Legal Services

Partnerships and Haringey Strategic Partnership

Key sites

Regeneration programme performance

Planning Policy relating to spatial planning

Leader and Cabinet Member
for Performance

ClIr Claire Kober

Adult Social Services

Carers

Partnerships and liaison with NHS bodies
Public Health co-ordination across the executive

Clir Dilek Dogus portfolios
J + Services for Asylum Seekers

Cabinet Member for
Adult Social Care and
Wellbeing

Children and Families

Children’s Centres

Children Education Services
Children Social services

Early Years and Play

Family and Community Involvement
Music Service

School Standards and Inclusion
Youth Services

Cabinet Member for
Children & Young People

Clir Lorna Reith

Cabinet Member for
Community Cohesion and
Involvement

Equalities

Member Services

Area Assemblies

Corporate Consultation

Corporate Engagement
Neighbourhoods

Voluntary Sector

Communications (operational)
Customer Services and Customer Focus
Complaints

Clir Kaushika Amin

Anti-social behaviour

Community Safety

Crime Issues

Crime reduction initiatives

Drug issues; Drug and Alcohol Action Team
Enforcement

Links to Police Service, Probation Service
Prevention of offending and re-offending

Safer Communities (including Domestic Violence &
Harassment)
+ Services provided by the Youth Offending Team

* Planning Policy relating to development control and
building control

Cabinet Member for
Enforcement and
Safer Communities

Clir Nilgun Canver
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Cabinet Portfolios 2009/10

Portfolio

Responsibility

Cabinet Member for
Environment and
Conservation

Clir Brian Haley

Better Haringey
Conservation
Parking

Waste management
Recycling

Street Scene
Transport

Urban Futures
London 2012

Cabinet Member for
Housing Services

CliIr John Bevan

* Housing Management
» Housing Strategy and Needs
» Technical and Building Services

Cabinet Member for
Leisure, Culture, and
Lifelong Learning

Clir Dhiren Basu

» Recreation and Leisure Services including Parks and
Open Spaces

Libraries

Museums

Adult Education Services

Lifelong Learning

Cultural Industries

CabinetMemberfor
R » | Ent .

The text in bold &
underlined denotes where
these portfolio areas are
now located.

Cabinet Member for
Resources

Clir Bob Harris

Human Resources

Asset Management

IT Services and E-Government
Organisational Development and Learning
Benefits and Local Taxation

Corporate Finance

Procurement

Property Services

Business Support and employment initiatives
Economic Regeneration

External funding

Planning Policy has now been split with the policy relating to spatial planning being the

responsibility of the Leader and policy relating to development control and building control being

the responsibility of Clir Canver.
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Haringey Council

Agenda item:

Council Meeting on 20 July 2009

Report Title: APPOINTMENTS TO OUTSIDE BODIES

Report of: CHIEF EXECUTIVE

Report for: Decision

1. Purpose

1.1 To advise the Council of nominations of Council representatives to fill current
vacancies on outside bodies and seek approval for appointments.

2. Recommendations

2.1 That the appointments to outside bodies, as set out in the attached schedule, be
approved.

Report Authorised by: Chief Executive.

Contact Officer: Ken Pryor, Deputy Head of Local Democracy and Member Services.
Tel: 0208 489 2915

3. Local Government (Access to Information) Act 1985

3.1 The following papers have been used in the preparation of this report and can be
inspected at River Park House, 225 High Road Wood Green, London, N22 8HQ by
contacting Ken Pryor on 020 8489 2915:

Information supplied by the Party Groups.
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Proposed Appointments to Outside Bodies

20 July 2009
Report for Council

Body name No of Reps

Jacksons Lane, The
Management Committee

Category: Community
Four reps one from each party to attend

14/jlc Term of Office: 1 Year meetings
Granted Aid: yes
Retiring Representative (s) /
Expiry Councillor Bob Hare 18/05/09 31/05/10
Councillor Rachel Allison 18/05/09 31/05/10
Councillor Dhiren Basu 20/07/09 31/05/10 New Appointment
Councillor Joe Goldberg 20/07/09 31/05/10 New Appointment
Age Concern London
Conference Category: Community
Need not be a Councillor, term of office 3
14/acl 1 Term of Office: 3 Years years
Granted Aid: ng 1 LAB
Retiring Representative (s) /
Expiry Councillor Charles Adje 20/07/09 31/05/12 New appointment
Markfield Project, The
Management Committee Category: Community
14/mpr 2 Term of Office: 1 year
Granted Aid: yes 2 LAB
Retiring Representative (s) / Ex; Councillor Emma Jones 18/05/09 31/05/10
Councillor Joe Goldberg 20/07/09 31/05/10 New appointment
Psychiatric Rehabilitation
Association Centre
Management Committee Category: Community
14/mrc 1 Term of Office: 1 year does not need to be clli
Granted Aid: yes 1 LAB
Bill Guy 20/07/09 31/05/10 New appointment
Haringey Community and
Police Consultative Group. The
Consultative Group
6 Term of Office: 1 year
5LAB, 1 LIB/DEM
Councillor Ron Aitken 18/05/09 31/05/10
Councillor Nilgun Canver 20/07/09 31/05/10 New appointment - cabinet member
Councillor Catherine Harris 20/07/09 31/05/10 New appointment - HC&PCC Exec nominee
Councillor Jayanti Patel 20/07/09 31/05/10 New appointment - HC&PCC Exec nominee
Councillor George Meehan 20/07/09 31/05/10 New appointment
Councillor Gmmh Rahman Khan 20/07/09 31/05/10 New appointment
Community Legal Services
Haringey Community Legal
Services Partnership Category: Partnership
2 Term of Office: 1 year
2 LAB
Retiring Representative (s) /
Expiry Bill Guy 20/07/09 31/05/10 New appointment
Reg Rice 18/05/09 31/05/10
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Adult Social Care Complaints

Panel Category: Statutory
9 Term of Office: 1 year
Granted Aid: no 4 LIBDEM, 5 LAB
Retiring Representative (s) / Ex; Councillor Laura Edge 18/05/09 31/05/10 Pool Member
Councillor Lorna Reith 18/05/09 31/05/10 Pool Member
Councillor Alan Stanton 18/05/09 31/05/10 Pool Member
LABOUR VACANT - 1 18/05/09 31/05/10 Pool Member
Councillor Liz Santry 20/0//09 31/05/10 Pool Member New appointment
Councillor Catherine Harris 20/07/09 31/05/10 Pool Member New appointment
Councillor Errol Reid 18/05/09 31/05/10 Pool Member
Councillor Richard Wilson 18/05/09 31/05/10 Pool Member
Councillor Nigel Scott 18/05/09 31/05/10 Pool Member
Haringey Admissions & School
Organisation Forum Category: Statutory
14/saf 3 Term of Office: 1 Year
Granted Aid: no 2 LAB, 1 LIBDEM
Retiring Representative (s) / Ex; Councillor Charles Adje 20/07/09 31/05/10 New appointment
Councillor Errol Reid 18/05/09 31/05/10
Councillor Liz Santry 18/05/09 31/05/10
Lea Valley Regional Park
Authority, The Authority Category: Statutory
14/Ivr 2 Term of Office: 4 years must be clirs - 1 rep & 1 deputy
Granted Aid: no 2 LAB
Retiring Representative (s) /
Expiry Councillor John Bevan 30/06/09 30/06/13 New appointment
Councillor Sheik G L Thompson 30/06/09 30/06/13 Deputy New appointment
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REPORT OF THE CONSTITUTION REVIEW WORKING GROUP
No. 2/2009-10

COUNCIL 20 JULY 2009

Chair:
Councillor Kober

INTRODUCTION

1.1 This report covers the consideration given by the Constitution Review
Working Group at our meeting on 16 July 2009 to two items. The first is
the briefing entitled “Update on the Implementation of New Executive
Leadership Arrangements”. The second is the briefing entitled
“Proposed Changes to Article 7 of the Constitution”.

ITEMS FOR DECISION

2. IMPLEMENTATION OF NEW EXECUTIVE LEADERSHIP
ARRANGEMENTS

2.1 We considered the briefing annexed to this report (Annex A) which
reminded Members of the two options for the new executive leadership
arrangements under the Local Government and Public Involvement in
Health Act 2007 (the 2007 Act). These options were (i) a Leader
elected by the full Council, or (ii) a Mayor directly elected by the local
electorate. We noted that both options involved a 4 year term and the
vesting of all executive functions in the Leader/Mayor to exercise or
delegate at their discretion. It was confirmed to us that the choice
between Leader or Mayor would not affect the other governance
arrangements in the Council.

2.2 We discussed the draft Proposals for the Leadership Model which are
attached as Appendix 3 to the annexed briefing. We are recommending
these Proposals to Full Council as the basis of the new leadership
arrangements subject to considering the outcome of the second stage
of public consultation.

2.3 We were advised that there was little discretion about these Proposals
which were in the form prescribed by the 2007 Act whether the Leader
or Mayor option was chosen. The “Local Choice Functions” were last
considered by us and by full Council in February 2009. There is no
recommendation for change but there is a legal requirement to set out
the extent of the executive side functions which has been met by
setting out the current scheme in full in Appendix 3. As required by the
legislation, the Proposals include a timetable for the formal
“‘implementation” of the new leadership arrangements on the third
working day after the 2010 Council Elections and details of transitional
arrangements until the next Annual Council when the Leader would be
chosen.
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Full Council on 18 May had authorised the procedures and timetable
for public consultation upon, and the implementation of, the new
leadership arrangements. We received a Summary of Responses to
the First Stage of Public Consultation which is annexed to this report
(Annex B). There had been 590 responses in total including those from
the staff survey. Of these 325 favoured the Leader option while 265
favoured the Mayor. We noted that only a fraction of .003% of the
Haringey electorate had responded to the consultation which was
comparable to outcomes in other London Boroughs.

We were advised that in determining the Proposals for the new
leadership arrangements the Council should take into account the
results of the first stage of public consultation. But in the absence of a
referendum Members were not bound by the numerical weight of
preferences expressed. The Council has a discretion whether or not to
hold a referendum but, given the low level of public response about the
leadership arrangements, there was insufficient justification to incur the
substantial cost of holding a referendum estimated at about £250,000
or more.

We noted that Members at full Council were under a specific legal duty,
in drawing up the Proposals for the new leadership arrangements, to
consider the extent to which the proposals would be likely to assist in
securing continuous improvement in the way in which the local
authority’s functions are exercised having regard to a combination of
economy, efficiency and effectiveness. We discussed the benefit to the
effective running of the Council following from the greater likelihood of
shared priorities between a Leader and the majority on Full Council as
compared to a directly elected Mayor. We were advised that further
material on this point would be circulated to Members before or at Full
Council.

Once the Proposals were determined, there would be a duty to
advertise them and to make the full document available for public
inspection. An extensive consultation was being proposed to start as
soon as possible and to include publicity in the Haringey People, the
Council website as well as the local press. We were concerned to
ensure that there was full engagement with our communities on this
matter and to include reference to both the Mayor and the Leader
options in the publicity.

We noted that this second stage of public consultation would conclude
at the end of September and that the outcomes would be reported to
our meeting scheduled for 20 October. There would be full consultation
on the final Proposals and Constitution changes with all Members
before these were reported to a special meeting of the full Council
scheduled for 14 December. There was a duty on the Council to pass a
resolution on the new leadership arrangements before the end of 2009.
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WE RECOMMEND

1. That Proposals for the Leadership Model, set out in Appendix 3 to
Annex A, be approved, subject to the outcome of the second stage
of public consultation, and be advertised in accordance with the
legislation.

2. That the publicity for the public consultation accords with the points
made in paragraph 2.7 above.

3. That the outcomes of the public consultation be reported to
Members as outlined in paragraph 2.8 above.

3. PROPOSED CHANGES TO ARTICLE 7 OF THE COUNCIL’S
CONSTITUTION

3.1 We received a briefing on the reduction of the number of Cabinet
Members following the resignation of Cllr Cooke from the Regeneration
and Enterprise portfolio and the re-distribution of his responsibilities to
other Cabinet Members. This is the subject of another report to this
meeting of the Council where it is proposed that there be only 8
Cabinet Members apart from the Leader.

3.2  We noted that Article 7.02 in the Council’s Constitution specifies that
there should be precisely 9 Members of the Cabinet apart from the
Leader. The composition of the Cabinet is a matter falling within the
wider public consultation and decision-making on the new leadership
model. We agreed that it would be appropriate to suspend the
requirement in Article 7.02 that there be 9 Cabinet Members until the
decision on the new leadership model at the 14 December meeting of
the full Council. By law there must be no less than 2 and no more than
9 Cabinet Members apart from the Leader.

WE RECOMMEND

That the reference to there being “9” other Councillors as Cabinet
Members in Article 7.02 of the Constitution be suspended until the
14 December meeting of the full Council.
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Haringey
ANNEX A
Briefing for: Constitution Review Item number
Working Group
Title: Update on the implementation of new executive leadership
arrangements
| Lead Officer: | Yuniea Semambo, Head of Local Democracy |
| Date: | 16 July 2009 |
Purpose This report informs the Constitution Review Working Group
(CRWG) of the results of the first stage consultation
exercise on the new executive model in accordance with
requirements of the Local Government and Public
Involvement in Health Act 2007 and seeks a view on the
preferred option for stage two consultation.
Recommendations That the CRWG formulates recommendations for
consideration and adoption by full Council on the preferred
option for stage two consultation.
1. Background

1.1 Council on 18 May 2009 agreed the following:

1.

Page 1 of 18

That the statutory duty placed on the Council to resolve to adopt a new form
of executive arrangements by 31 December 2009, to come into effect in May
2010 be noted.

That the differences between existing executive arrangements and the new
options contained in the 2007 Act as set out in section five and appendix
one of the report be noted.

That the Constitution Review Working Group have member oversight of the
implementation of new executive arrangements in Haringey and formulate
recommendations for consideration and adoption by full Council as required.

That to ensure compliance with the statutory timelines for implementation of
new executive arrangements, the indicative implementation timetable and
route map as outlined in section ten and illustrated in appendix two of the
report be adopted by Council on 18 May 2009.

That the suggested approach for consultation as set out in section eleven
and illustrated in appendix three of the report be adopted by Council on 18
May 2009.




X

‘/’?

Haringey
1.2

2.2

2.3

2.4

Page 16

The government have repealed the requirement in the 2000 Act for a
referendum to take place before a shift to an elected mayor executive model
takes place, although authorities locally can choose to do so as part of their
consultation process

Options for New Executive Models as set out in the 2007 Act

The government has legislated for stronger, more accountable local leadership
by offering local authorities a choice of two executive models within the Local
Government and Public Involvement in Health Act 2007. The Council has
embarked on the first stage consultation at the “formulation” stage. Details of
those consulted and proposals for the next stage are detailed in paragraph 11.4
onwards. The Council must therefore make changes to its current executive
arrangements and choose to move to one of the following models no later than
31 December 2009:

i directly elected mayor with a four-year term - a directly elected
individual by voters

ii. indirectly elected leader with a four-year term - voters elect councillors,
and then councillors chose the council leader.

The Council must adopt one of the two models and cannot continue current
arrangements after the May 2010 elections.

In each of the two possible executive models:

i. all executive powers will be vested in the mayor or leader who will have
responsibility for deciding how these powers should be discharged —
either by him or herself or delegated to members of cabinet individually
or collectively;

ii. the mayor or leader will be responsible for appointing cabinet members
ii. the mayor or leader will allocate portfolios to cabinet members

iv. Under all circumstances, the directly elected mayor or indirectly elected
leader will have a fixed four-year term

Once the Council has adopted a new form of executive leadership model:

. the leader/ mayor must determine a scheme of delegation for executive
functions;
. councils will be free to decide how a leader/mayor may be removed in

their constitutions (although discretion for removing the Mayor is limited
to defined serious events — e.g. bankruptcy or a criminal conviction with
a 3 month prison sentence);

. The council will need to amend its constitution in light of the above
decisions.

Whichever model is chosen, the council is required to draw up proposals that
set out a timetable for implementation and details of any transitional
arrangements that may be necessary. This must also include details of those
“Local Choice Functions” that are to be “executive” rather than “non-executive”.
The proposed transitional arrangements are detailed in Appendix 3 at paragraph
9.

Page 2 of 18
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Councils will continue to decide, through their constitutions under what
circumstances the leader / mayor might be removed during the 4-year term,
such as Haringey’s current vote of ‘no confidence’ by a simple majority of
councillors. It should be noted however, in accordance with the 2000 Act, that
the circumstances in which a directly elected mayor can be removed are
extremely limited.

The Council on 18 May 2009 agreed a timetable for implementation of new
executive arrangements, attached at Appendix two of this report.

It should be noted however that statutorily a referendum could still be demanded
by a petition from the local electorate that met the current 5% threshold for a
mayoral petition as set out in the Local Government Act 2000.

The two options for executive arrangements in the 2007 Act

Once in office, there is little difference between what a new “strong” indirectly
elected leader and an elected mayor can do. The differences between the
current model and the two options in the 2007 Act were set out in the previous
report to Council on 18 May 2009. Appendix one to this report summarises the
main differences.

Since a mayor is not appointed by the Council he or she may not necessarily be
a member of the majority group or for that matter any political party. A mayor
would of course be reliant upon the Council to pass any budget that he or she
proposed and would therefore need to work with members to ensure that this
could be agreed.

Elections

Should the Council adopt the mayoral model, the election would take place at
the same time as the council elections in May 2010.

A new indirectly elected leader and cabinet model would require the Council to
elect its Leader for the next four years at the post-election annual meeting in
May 2010.

An individual member of the community can stand as a candidate for mayor if
they have nomination papers signed by thirty registered electors and pay a
deposit of £500. The rules that apply to voting in mayoral elections differ from
those that apply to a councillor or Member of Parliament. Where there are two
candidates a simple majority vote applies, but where there a three or more
candidates the “supplementary vote” system is compulsory, so that if no
candidate obtains more than half of the first preference votes the second
preference votes are added in to return one of the two front running candidates.
The winner will have the greatest number of first and second preference votes.

It is possible for an individual to stand for election as both the mayor and a
councillor but they cannot hold both roles and if returned as mayor their seat as
councillor becomes immediately vacated.

Differences between existing executive arrangements and the two options
set out in the 2007 Act

Appendix 1 sets out the differences between the current model and each of the
two new models.

Page 3 of 18
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The 2007 Act also contains provisions to allow a leader or mayor to delegate
some executive powers to individual councillors for them to exercise in their
electoral division (ward). This will not affect the exercise of regulatory powers. A
report on this new provision will be presented to a future meeting of the
Constitution Review Working Group once further regulations and guidance are
in place.

The mayor or leader must appoint a deputy who will hold office until the end of
the mayor/leader’s term (but a deputy can be removed and replaced mid-term
by the leader or mayor). The 2007 Acts specifies that the deputy will take up the
role of the leader/mayor if the latter is unable to act or the office becomes
vacant.

Role of full Council

Those functions that are the remit of the full Council remain unchanged by the
2007 Act, so setting the budget and policy framework remains a decision for all
Council Members. In the event that the Council wishes to have an elected
mayor, Members would be required to reconsider the allocation of Local Choice
Functions and agree how, in the future these decisions will be taken.

There is a legal requirement for the Council to adopt new arrangements by 31
December 2009, but this is not a unique opportunity to change the form of
leadership (although the legislation puts more procedural hurdles in front of a
council wishing to change from mayor to leader than it does for those
contemplating a change in the other direction). Members could therefore choose
to revisit the decision that they take on a future occasion.

The role of the Civic Mayor within the new executive arrangements set out
in the 2007 Act

If the Council were to adopt the indirectly elected leader and cabinet model, the
Council would continue to elect a Civic Mayor and Deputy Civic Mayor on an
annual basis and the new forms of executive governance would not alter their
roles. The Civic Mayor would continue to preside over meetings of the Council
and carry out the ceremonial and civic duties attached to the office.

If however, the Council chose to adopt the directly elected mayor and cabinet
model, the current office of ceremonial Mayor would cease and would be
replaced by a chairperson who would chair meetings of the full Council. Full
Council on an annual basis would appoint the Council chairperson. The elected
Mayor as determined by the 2000 Act would decide the responsibility for the
discharging of ceremonial duties as between him / herself and the Council
chairperson.

Overview and Scrutiny and other Council Committees

The 2007 Act does not change the requirement for the Council to have in place
arrangements to review and scrutinise executive decisions and any actions
taken as a result of them.

Overview and Scrutiny committees, along with others such as Alexandra Palace
and Park Board, Planning, Licensing, Audit and General Purposes remain
committees of the full Council and must be politically proportionate. As now,
these non-executive committees will be independent of the leader / mayor.

Page 4 of 18
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The future role of Area Assemblies will be defined in part by the person who
leads the Council, since it will be for them to decide whether to delegate any
executive functions to the assemblies as contained within provisions in the 2000
Act. At some time in the future, the role of the area assemblies may also require
review in the light of any decision made by the future leader / mayor to
implement individual member decision-making at ward level (also refer to
paragraph 5.2).

Resolution to adopt the new executive arrangements in accordance with
the 2007 Act

The Council will need to pass a resolution at a full Council meeting specially
convened for the purpose to adopt new executive governance arrangements no
later than 31 December 2009. The proposed date for this special full Council
meeting is 14 December 2009.

Where a change to new executive arrangements is subject to approval by
referendum, i.e. where the existing executive governance model has been put in
place following a referendum, or a local authority chooses to make its proposals
for change subject to a referendum, a resolution must be passed by full Council
within 28 days of the date when the referendum is held.

Schedule 4 of the 2007 Act also makes transitional provision to enable councils
existing operating executive governance models to be phased out (the existing
leader and cabinet model in Haringey’s case) to make the transition to one of
the two new executive models permitted in the 2007 Act. Full Council must also
formally approve the transitional arrangements by the resolution deadline of 31
December 2009 (Appendix 3 paragraph 9).

Whilst there are two choices for executive models, the 2007 Act also reserves
the power for the secretary of state to make Regulations to create a different
model if there is significant demand for one from local authorities.

In addition, if the Council has not passed a resolution by 31 December 2009, the
secretary of state can impose one of the two new executive leadership models
on the Council.

Timetable and route map for implementation

The timetable previously approved on 18 May 2009 provides for a meeting of
the Council on 14 December 2009 to adopt the new arrangements.

When the Constitution Review Working Group draws up the definite proposal for
change before the second stage consultation, members will also need to
consider the extent to which the proposal would, if implemented be likely to
assist in securing continuous improvements in the way in which the Council’s
functions are exercised, having regard to a combination of economy, efficiency
and effectiveness. The Constitution Review Working Group will also need to
decide whether to hold a referendum before implementing the change.

Following the Council resolution at the special full Council meeting on 14
December 2009, some work will be required to amend the Constitution in
accordance with the model of governance that the Council chose to adopt. In
the event that the Council wishes to opt for an elected mayor more detailed
proposals including arrangements for the election of a mayor and publicity will
be required.

Page 5 of 18
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Public consultation on new executive arrangements

The functions of making proposals, consulting and deciding on the executive
arrangement option are “non-executive” decisions and so must go to full Council
at every stage for decision.

The 2007 Act requires a 2-stage public consultation, first informally at the
“formulation” stage and then more formally, once definite proposals have been
drafted but before full Council finally adopts them.

The first stage public consultation ended on 10 July 2009 . Those consulted
were: local government electors and “other interested persons” in the borough.
This included HSP partners and key stakeholders. There were no other formal
requirements.

The outcomes of the first stage consultation will be reported orally as the data
will not be fully available until after 13 July 2009 .

The Constitution Review Working Group when recommending the proposals for
the leadership option would include any related changes to the Council’s
Constitution and any consequent changes to the “Local Choice Functions”
(matters that can be either executive or non-executive functions at the Council’s
option).

The Council will need to decide on its preferred option for the new executive
model in order for the second stage consultation to take place. The Council
would have to show it had taken into account the outcomes of the first stage
consultation and could choose, if it so wished, to undertake a referendum. The
option for a referendum could be explored later in the implementation timetable,
particularly if the results of the first stage consultation were not considered
conclusive. The estimated costs of the referendum of between £246,000 to
£285,000 (see paragraph 12.3) may be a factor in reaching this decision.

It should be noted however that statutorily a referendum could still be demanded
by a petition from the local electorate that met the current 5% threshold for a
mayoral petition as set out in the Local Government Act 2000. If a referendum is
to be held then the outcome of the referendum will be binding i.e. the Council
will only be able to adopt its preferred option if this is approved by the local
electorate’s maijority vote.

If the Council does not hold a referendum then the choice of preferred option is
a matter for Members’ decision at full Council. The duty to consult, noted above,
does not bind Members to follow the view that appears most popular from the
responses to consultation. Members must have regard to the responses and
take them into account especially when formulating the proposals before the
second stage consultation. But Members are entitled to take other factors into
account and duty bound to consider the extent to which the preferred option
would be likely to assist in securing continuous improvements in the way in
which the Council’s functions are exercised, as noted in paragraph 10.2 above.

The legal requirements for the second stage public consultation are quite simple
— the proposals must be in a document available for public inspection at the
Civic Centre and advertised once in a local newspaper.
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The results of the second consultation would be reported to a Constitution
Review Working Group meeting in mid November. Key stakeholder groups
would also be fed back the outcomes of the second stage consultation during
November 2009.

The Council would need to show the extent to which the proposed new
leadership arrangements would assist in securing continuous improvement in
the Council’s operation.

The final resolution to adopt would take place at a full Council specially
convened for this purpose on 14 December 2009.

Implementation of the new leadership arrangements must take place at the
Annual Council in May 2010 after the next local election. The election of a
leader for a 4-year term would take place then if the indirectly elected leader
were the favoured option.

Financial and Value for Money implications

The Council is required to consider how a change in executive arrangements
would assist in securing continuous improvements to the way in which the
Council’s functions are exercised. The direct financial implications of either
model are difficult to assess and are of little significance to the overall council
budget.

A decision to adopt the directly elected mayor model of governance would
increase the number of member allowances by one, since a mayor is not a
councillor and would be an addition to the current fifty-seven elected Members
of the Council. Itis however possible that a directly elected mayor or a leader
would exercise more executive functions personally and choose to operate with
a reduced number of cabinet members, with a corresponding reduction in the
number of special responsibility allowances — this has been the consistent
pattern in existing mayoral authorities where all executive powers are vested in
the Mayor.

The Chief Finance Officer comments that the cost of the consultation (not
including any referendum option) can be met from within existing resources and
would be approximately £10,000. The costs would cover the following:

= Corporate service including: management of consultation, press releases,
web page, web questionnaire, Haringey People articles

= Design of leaflet, printing, distribution

= Mailing to Partners and Community Voluntary Sector Groups

= 25 days work to fulfil questionnaire design, recording, inputting and
managing responses and report writing .

A referendum is in many ways less complex than other forms of election, but the
investment in public awareness would be higher. If the Council chose to hold a
referendum as part of its consultation process, the costs of this including
publicity would be borne entirely by the authority. As an order of cost based on
the last local, GLA and European Elections the costs range between £246,000
to £285,000 for which additional financial provision would need to be made.

Legal Implications
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The legal and constitutional implications are contained within the body of the
report.

Referendum

There had been very few enquiries about the process for holding a local
referendum for a directly elected mayor in Haringey for which there is provision
for in the 2000 Act. This experience is shared by many authorities though could
be attributed to a general lack of knowledge and awareness of the process, for
example the referendum process is not well publicised by the authority.

The ability for making it easier for local communities to call a referendum
regarding their executive leadership model is part of the government’s
empowerment agenda and relates to their view that the community should have
more power and say over how they are governed.

In late December 2008 the government issued a consultation paper on council
governance arrangements for mayors and indirectly elected leaders. The paper
was one of a series consulting on a number of policy commitments set out in the
Communities on Control: real people, real power white paper and sought views
on reducing the threshold for a petition to trigger a governance referendum on a
council’s executive model to below 5% of electors, and permitting e-petitioning
for mayors. The consultation also considered the white paper commitment that
where a governance referendum is lost to introduce an elected mayor, a further
governance referendum may be held after four years, rather than ten years
which is currently the case as legislated for in the 2000 Act.

In future, it will be a statutory requirement for councils to make more accessible
information on how communities can trigger a referendum including this
information being displayed prominently on the council’s web site to facilitate on-
line referendum / petitioning. The government is expected to legislate for this
later in the year or in the draft Community Empowerment Bill. CRWG members
will be advised of the constitutional implications for Haringey when more
information about the changes to existing regulations is known.

Risk management implications

Failure to agree a preferred executive model within the statutory timelines would
result in the Secretary of State imposing a new form Leader and Cabinet model
on the Council. The implementation and consultation plans set out in Appendix
two to this report and member oversight by the cross-party CRWG should
mitigate this likelihood.

Equalities and Diversity implications

It has been acknowledged that diversity amongst directly elected mayors is
much less representative of communities than council leaders or local
councillors in general — of the 13 directly elected Mayors, only one is female and
none are from a BME community. This will be a matter for political parties to
address in their selection processes for mayoral candidates, though there are
regional and national programmes in place (by London Councils and the
IDeA/LGA) respectively to raise awareness of the role of local elected
representatives and the encouragement of representation from all communities.

Local councils also have a role to play in raising awareness of councillor and
civic roles as part of their member development and community engagement
strategies.
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Appendix 1 — differences between current executive arrangements and the
two options set out in the Local Government and Public Involvement in
Health Act 2007

Appendix 2 - proposed route map and timelines for implementation of new
executive arrangements

Appendix 3 — Proposals for the Leadership model and schedule of “Local
Choice Functions”
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Safer and Stronger Communities White paper 2006
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Appendix 1

Options available under
Local Government and Public Involvement in Health Act 2007

Current Leader and Cabinet model

New ‘strong’ indirectly elected Leader and
Cabinet model

Directly elected
Mayor and Cabinet

Local elections

Councillors elected by whole council
elections every 4 years

Councillors elected by whole council elections
every 4 years

Councillors elected by whole council elections
every 4 years

Direct election of Mayor by local electorate every 4
years

Term of Office

full Council must appoint the Leader by
simple majority annually.

The full Council elects the Leader by simple
majority for a 4-year term

The Leader would be entitled to whatever
resources are required to reasonably fulfil his/her
role. The Council as a whole, with the elected
Mayor, would consider the resources it is prepared
to give

Elected directly by electorate for a
4-year term

The Mayor would be entitled to whatever resources
are required to reasonably fulfil his/her role. The
Council as a whole, with the elected Mayor, would
consider the resources it is prepared to give.

functions to:

= Cabinet
Cabinet Committees
Cabinet members
Officers
Other committees

Any changes made to the scheme of
delegation for executive functions must be
formally agreed by full council

within the overall policies of the Council and which
decisions the cabinet will make, either collectively

or as individual members of the cabinet, as well as
any delegations to officers

Full Council would be advised of any changes the
Leader chose to make to the scheme during their
term of office

Removal Leader can be removed by vote of no Councils can choose to adopt procedures which Cannot be removed during his/her 4-year term of
confidence by full Council would allow the removal of the Leader from office office by full Council except for defined serious
during the 4 year period by a vote of no confidence | events e.g. bankruptcy or criminal conviction with 3
months prison sentence.
If the mayor resigned during their term of office, an
automatic mayoral election would be declared.
Executive On an annual basis Full council formally The Leader would decide which executive The elected mayor would decide which executive
functions agrees the delegation of executive functions and decisions he or she should make functions and decisions he or she should make

within the overall policies of the Council and which
decisions the cabinet will make, either collectively

or as individual members of the cabinet, as well as
any delegations to officers.

Full Council would be advised of any changes the
Mayor chose to make to the scheme of during their
term of office

Appointment of
Cabinet members

Cabinet members appointed annually by
full Council by simple majority

The Leader will be responsible for Cabinet member
appointments. The Leader will determine cabinet
members’ term in office.

The Mayor will be responsible for Cabinet member
appointments. Cabinet members’ term in office will
be determined by the Mayor.

Page 10 of 18

g ebed



-
>

Haringey
Appendix 1

Options available under
Local Government and Public Involvement in Health Act 2007

Current Leader and Cabinet model

New ‘strong’ indirectly elected Leader and
Cabinet model

Directly elected
Mayor and Cabinet

Between 2-9 councillors can be appointed
as Cabinet members

Full Council annually formally agrees
portfolios responsibilities and decision-
making powers of the Leader & Cabinet

Leader and Cabinet collectively
accountable to full Council for discharge
of executive functions

Between 2-9 councillors can be appointed as
Cabinet members

Leader determines allocation of portfolio
responsibilities and decision-making powers which
he/she can choose to change at any time

Cabinet members directly accountable to Leader.
Leader directly accountable to Council for
discharge of executive functions

Between 2-9 councillors can be appointed as
Cabinet members

Mayor determines allocation of portfolio
responsibilities and decision-making powers which
he/she can choose to change at any time

Cabinet members directly accountable to Mayor.
Mayor accountable to electorate for discharge of
executive functions

Term of Office /
removal of Cabinet

Cabinet members are appointed by full
Council each year by simple majority

Cabinet members will hold office until their
appointment is terminated by the Leader; they

Cabinet members will hold office until their
appointment is terminated by the Mayor; they

leader; however, Haringey’s full Council
currently appoints a deputy leader on an
annual basis who is also a Cabinet
member.

deputy leader from amongst the Cabinet with
power to act in the Leader’s absence.

The deputy leader appointment can be changed by
the Leader at any time during their term of office

members resign from the Cabinet or are no longer a resign from the Cabinet or are no longer a
councillor. councillor.
Cabinet members can be removed by
vote of no confidence by full Council, they | The Leader can amend the membership of the The Mayor can amend the membership of the
resign from the Cabinet or are no longer a | Cabinet at any time during his /her 4-year term and | Cabinet at any time during his /her 4-year term and
councillor would inform full Council of any changes to Cabinet | would inform full Council of any changes to Cabinet
member appointments member appointments
Deputy No legal requirement to have a deputy Legal requirement for the Leader to appoint a The Mayor can appoint a deputy mayor from

amongst the Cabinet with power to act in the
Mayor’s absence.

The deputy mayor appointment can be changed by
the Mayor at any time during their term of office

Overview and
Scrutiny and
regulatory
functions

Non-executive councillors via the
Overview & Scrutiny function are
responsible for holding the Leader and
his/her cabinet to account

Overview and Scrutiny checks decisions,
holds decision-makers to account, and
reviews and make recommendations on
existing Council policies and practices.

Non-executive councillors via the Overview and
Scrutiny function would continue to be responsible
for holding the Leader and his/her cabinet to
account

Overview and Scrutiny would continue to check
decisions, hold decision-makers to account, and
review and make recommendations on existing

Council policies and practices.

Non-executive councillors via the Overview &
Scrutiny function would continue to be responsible
for holding the Elected Mayor and his/her cabinet to
account on behalf of the local people

Overview and scrutiny would continue to check
decisions, hold decision-makers to account, and
review and make recommendations on existing
Council policies and practices.

There will continue to be separate committees for
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Appendix 1

Options available under
Local Government and Public Involvement in Health Act 2007

Current Leader and Cabinet model

New ‘strong’ indirectly elected Leader and
Cabinet model

Directly elected
Mayor and Cabinet

There are separate committees for
planning, licensing and other regulatory
matters e.g. Audit and General Purposes
Committees

There will continue to be separate committees for
planning, licensing and other regulatory matters.

planning, licensing and other regulatory matters.

The budget and
policy framework
The policy
framework means
those plans and
strategies which the
secretary of state or
the Council locally
has determined
require approval by
full Council before
implementation

The full Council will be responsible for the
adoption of its budget and policy
framework by simple majority

The Cabinet are charged with
implementing the agreed policy framework
and referring relevant decisions to full
Council for approval

The full Council will continue to be responsible for
the adoption of its budget and policy framework

The Leader would be charged with implementing
the framework and has the power to make all
decisions within the budget & policy framework,
and can delegate decisions to cabinet members &
officer as they wish

The Leader would propose a budget and policies
for the Council's approval, which would be agreed
by simple majority.

The full Council will continue to be responsible for
the adoption of its budget and policy framework

The Mayor would be charged with implementing the
framework and has the power to make all decisions
within the budget & policy framework, and can
delegate decisions to cabinet members & officer as
they wish

The mayor would propose a budget and policies for
the Council's approval.

If the Council rejects these or tries to change them,
the mayor is entitled to resubmit them, at which
point they can only be rejected if two thirds of the
Council votes against them.

Civic functions

The civic Mayor Chairs full Council
meetings

The Mayor is appointed by full Council on
an annual basis

The civic mayor has responsibility for
ceremonial duties as determined by full
Council

The civic Mayor would continue chair meetings of
full Council

The Mayor would continue to be appointed by full
Council on an annual basis

The civic mayor would continue to have
responsibility for ceremonial duties as determined
by full Council

The current office of ceremonial Mayor would
cease and be replaced by a chairperson who would
chair meetings of the full Council.

The Council chairperson would be appointed by full
Council on an annual basis

The responsibility for the discharging of ceremonial
duties would be decided by the elected Mayor.

Outside Body
appointments

Full Council appoints to Partnerships and
outside bodies annually

Leader will be responsible for all partnership and
outside body appointments

The Leader can amend appointments at any time
during his /her 4-year term and would inform full

The Mayor be responsible for all partnership and
outside body appointments

The Mayor can amend appointments at any time
during his /her 4-year term and would inform full
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Options available under
Local Government and Public Involvement in Health Act 2007

Current Leader and Cabinet model

New ‘strong’ indirectly elected Leader and
Cabinet model

Directly elected
Mayor and Cabinet

Council of any changes

Council of any changes

Delegation of
decision-making
powers (executive
functions) to Area
Assemblies

It is a matter for local choice whether the
executive functions (decision-making and
budgetary powers) to Area Assemblies

Currently no executive functions have
been delegated to Area Assemblies in
Haringey by the Cabinet.

It will remain a matter for local choice as to whether
executive functions should be delegated to area
assemblies

As all executive powers will be vested in the
Leader, it will be for him/her to determine whether
they wished to delegate any decision-making and
budgetary powers to the Area Assemblies as part
of their scheme for executive functions

It will remain a matter for local choice as to whether
executive functions should be delegated to area
assemblies

As all executive powers will be vested in the Mayor,
it will be for him/her to determine whether they
wished to delegate any decision-making and
powers to the Area Assemblies as part of their
scheme for executive functions

Delegation of
decision-making
powers (executive
functions) to ward
councillors

The Local Government Act 2000 gives no
statutory provision for executive powers to
be delegated to individual ward councillors

It will be a local choice as to whether executive
functions should be delegated to individual ward
councillors

As all executive powers will be vested in the
Leader, it will be for him/her to determine whether
they wished to delegate any decision-making and
budgetary powers to ward councillors as part of
their scheme for executive functions

It will be a local choice as to whether executive
functions should be delegated to individual ward
councillors

As all executive powers will be vested in the Mayor,
it will be for him/her to determine whether they
wished to delegate any decision-making and
budgetary powers to ward councillors as part of
their scheme for executive functions
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Appendix 2 - proposed route map and implementation timelines

30 April 2009 - CRWG considers route map and implementation timetable and proposals for first
stage consultation and agrees recommendations to present to full Council for implementation of
new executive arrangements and consultation

Monday 18 May 2009 — full Council AGM agrees implementation timetable and consultation
process

Mid June 2009 — launch first stage 4-week consultation

23 June 2009 - HSP

24 June 2009 - briefing highlighting main issues / update to Lib Dem Group

09 July 2009 - briefing highlighting main issues / update with labour group

[additional group meetings as necessary prior to CRWG agreeing proposed executive model for
second stage consultation]

13 July 2009 - close of first stage consultation

Mid July 2009 — officers evaluate consultation responses and collate draft proposals for second
stage consultation and submit to party leaders to facilitate group consultation

16 July 2009 — feedback consultation findings to CRWG and agree proposed executive model
for second stage consultation

20 July 2009 — HSP PMG - information report
20 July 2009 — Feed back to full Council on first stage consultation. Formally agree preferred
executive model for second stage consultation [NB - will require acceptance of the CRWG

report as urgent business]

Late July 2009 — launch of second stage consultation process on preferred executive model

30 September 2009 — close of second stage consultation on preferred executive model

Early October 2009 — evaluate second stage consultation responses and draft proposals for
executive model for council to adopt

20 October 2009 - feedback to CRWG on outcomes of second stage consultation. CRWG to
consider executive model to recommend to full Council for adoption

Wednesday 04 November 2009 — feedback / consultation with lib dem group on final model for
adoption

Thursday 12 November 2009 — feedback / consultation with labour group on final model for
adoption

1 December 2009 — CRWG considers feedback from political groups and finalises
recommendations to full Council on executive model for adoption and transitional arrangements

14 December 2009 — Full Council agrees new executive model and transitional arrangements

for May 2010
Information report to HSP PMG on 07 January 2010 and HSP PMG on 21 January 2010

Implementation 3 days after the Municipal Elections in 2010.
APPENDIX 3
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PROPOSALS FOR THE LEADERSHIP MODEL

1.

Page 15 of 18

Starting from the Annual Council meeting in May 2010, the Leader of the
Council will be elected from among the serving Councillors for a 4 year term
instead of for one year only as at present.

The 4 year term is to be subject to the existing constitutional provisions for
the early ending of the Leader’s term after resignation, after ceasing to be a
Councillor and after the carrying of a vote of no confidence at full Council by
a simple maijority of Councillors then present.

The other Cabinet Members, apart from the Leader, will no longer be elected
annually by the full Council nor will their number be fixed at 9. Instead, the
Leader will appoint between 2 and 9 Cabinet Members from among the
serving Councillors and will determine their portfolio responsibilities, if any.
The Leader will have power to replace or remove Cabinet Members and to
vary or delete their portfolio responsibilities at any time.

The Leader must appoint a Deputy Leader from among the Cabinet
Members and will have power to replace the Deputy Leader at any time. The
Deputy Leader will have power to exercise the Leader’s powers if that office
is vacant or if the Leader is unable to act at any time.

All executive functions of the Council are to be vested in the Leader. The
Leader may decide to delegate functions to other Cabinet Members, acting
individually or collectively as the Cabinet meeting, or the Leader may
delegate to Cabinet Committees or to officers. The Leader will be able to
revoke such delegations at any time in order to take decisions personally.
The powers of non-executive Committees and the delegation of non-
executive powers to officers will not be affected.

The Leader will have a new discretion to delegate executive functions to
Ward Councillors where the decision relates to the Councillor's own Ward.
The extent of any delegation to Ward Councillors will be considered
separately from the other proposals once the relevant legislation has come
into force.

The Local Choice Functions (functions which may be designated as
executive or non-executive at the option of each Council) will continue
unchanged in accordance with the attached Schedule derived from Part 3,
Section A of the Council’s Constitution.

Except for paragraph 6, the proposals above, and the outcome of the public
consultation relating to them, will be considered at a special meeting of the
full Council on 14 December 2009. If the Council passes a resolution to
change the governance arrangements, as proposed, then the changes will
be implemented on the third day after the May 2010 Council Elections.

The transitional arrangements necessary for implementation are as follows.
The Leader in office immediately before the May 2010 Council Elections
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shall remain in office until the Annual Meeting of the Council in May 2010
unless, after the Elections, the Leader has ceased to be a Councillor or
ceased to be within the political group having an overall majority of
Councillors. In those events, the Leader shall not continue in office and
delegated power is granted to the Chief Executive to exercise all the
executive functions of the Council but only in cases of genuine urgency and
in consultation with the representative of the largest political group of
Councillors (or groups in the event of a parity of Councillors). This delegation
to the Chief Executive shall cease upon the election of the new Leader.

SCHEDULE - “LOCAL CHOICE FUNCTIONS” FROM PART 3, SECTION A OF THE
COUNCIL’S CONSTITUTION

Function

Whether Executive or
Non-Executive

Where
delegated

allocated or

1. Any Function under a
Local Act (except a
function specified or
referred to in Reg. 2 or
Schedule 1)

Non-Executive

General Purposes
Committee except for
functions under the
Alexandra Park & Palace
Acts & Order 1900-1985
which are delegated to the
Alexandra Park & Palace
Board and the General
Manager AP&P

2. The determination of an
appeal against any
decision made by or on
behalf of the authority

Non-Executive

General Purposes
Committee (for the
avoidance of doubt this
does not include internal
reviews of homelessness
decisions)

3. The appointment of
review boards under sub-
section 34(4) of the Social
Security Act 1998
(determination of claims
and reviews re: Housing
Benefit and Council Tax

Non-Executive

The Full Council

Benefit)

4. The making of | Executive Head of Local Democracy
arrangements for appeals & Member Services
against exclusion of pupils

5. Making arrangements | Executive Head of Local Democracy
for admission appeals & Member Services

6. Making arrangements | Executive Head of Local Democracy
for appeals by governing & Member Services
bodies

7. Any function relating to | Executive Cabinet Member for the

contaminated land

relevant portfolio within
his/her delegated powers,
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Function Whether Executive or | Where allocated or
Non-Executive delegated
otherwise to the Cabinet
Meeting
8. Discharge of any | Executive Assistant Director
function relating to the Planning & Regeneration
control of pollution or the in the Directorate of Urban
management of air quality Environment
9. Service of an | Executive Assistant Director
abatement notice in Planning & Regeneration
respect of a statutory in the Directorate of Urban
nuisance Environment

10. Passing a resolution
that Schedule 2 to the
Noise and Statutory
Nuisance Act 1993 should
apply to the Council’s area
(resolution  to  require

Non-Executive

General Purposes
Committee

of persons interested in
land under section 16 of
the Local Government
(Misc. Prov.) Act 1976

Council consent to

operating loudspeakers in

streets)

11. Inspection of the | Executive Assistant Director

Council's area to detect Planning & Regeneration

any statutory nuisance in the Directorate of Urban
Environment

12. Investigating  any | Executive Assistant Director

complaint as to the Planning & Regeneration

existence of a statutory in the Directorate of Urban

nuisance Environment

13. Obtaining information | Executive Head of Legal Services

as to interests in land

under section 330 Town

and Country Planning Act

1990

14. Obtaining particulars | Executive Head of Legal Services

15. Making agreements for
the execution of highway
works under section 278
of the Highways Act 1980

Non-Executive

Assistant Director,
Frontline Services and
Head of Sustainable
Transport except where
referred to the Planning
Committee in connection
with the determination of a
planning application

16. The appointment (and | Executive The Full Council in the
revocation of such case of Member
appointment) of  any appointments (but Cabinet
individual (a) to any office may make HSP
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Function Whether Executive or | Where allocated or
Non-Executive delegated
other than his normal appointments). The Chief
employment by the Executive makes officer
Council (b) to any body appointments.
other than (i) the Council
or (ii) a joint committee of
two or more authorities or
(c) to any committee or
sub-committee of such a
body
17. Making agreements | Executive Chief Executive
with other local authorities
for placing staff at the
disposal of other local
authorities
18. Functions under | Executive The Cabinet Meeting
sections 106, 110, 111 except that the duty to
and 113 of the Local publish information about
Government and Public the LAA is delegated to
Involvement in Health Act the Assistant Chief
2007 relating to local area Executive, Policy,
agreements Performance, Partnerships
and Communications
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ANNEX B

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TO THE FIRST STAGE OF
PUBLIC CONSULTATION

Leadership model consultation
Interim report on responses via Haringey Web Pages

Responses received to 5.30 pm on Monday 13 July, 2009:

Model choice:

Received Total

By Mail

or email 15
Public

Web site 446
Harinet

staff

survey 129
Total 590

Directly
elected
mayor

189

74

265

Leader
chosen
by

cabinet

13

257

55

325

Note about system: we do not insist on residents registering to use the web
online system and we do allow more than one response per computer as
computers often have more than one user.

See Appendix A for Comments from respondents
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