CO-OPTION OF MEMBERS RELATING TO EDUCATION MATTERS

CHILDREN’S SERVICES & LEISURE OVERVIEW & SCRUTINY PANEL:  4 AUGUST 2008

REPORTING OFFICER: ANDREW SCOTT, DEMOCRATIC & CIVIC SERVICES MANAGER 

1.
PURPOSE
The Panel is invited to consider the co-option of additional members to serve on the Panel when dealing with education matters in addition to the statutory church and governor representatives that are currently appointed to serve on the Panel.

2 
RECOMMENDATION
Members are asked to consider whether additional co-opted Members should be appointed to serve on the Children’s Services and Leisure Overview and Scrutiny Panel, and if so, which groups or individuals should be represented.
3
SUPPORTING INFORMATION
3.1 In accordance with Section 21 of the Local Government Act 2000, Overview and Scrutiny Panels are able to co-opt people who are not members of the authority, although, in general, such co-optees will not have voting rights. However, church and parent governor representatives have the right to be appointed with voting rights onto the Children’s Services and Leisure Overview and Scrutiny Panel (i.e. the relevant overview and scrutiny panel whose functions relate wholly or partly to any education matters).

3.2 Co-opted members are not expected to attend for those agenda items that are not concerned with education issues.   However, they can make a full contribution to the Overview and Scrutiny Panel’s discussions on ALL matters, not just those on the co-optee’s specialist areas and can raise issues for consideration by the Panel.

3.3 Following the disbanding of the Children and Young People's Consultative Forum in May, it was suggested that the Panel consider the possible co-option onto this Panel former education representatives that served on that Consultative Forum. The Forum Membership included representatives from the teaching unions, headteachers, Education Business Parrtnership  and school governors.  
3.4 At present the Panel’s membership comprises the 2 statutory church representatives, 1 from the Church of England Diocese and 1 from the Roman Catholic Diocese.  The 2 statutory voting parent governor representatives (one from the secondary sector and one from the primary sector) are currently vacant, although work is in hand to identify parent governor representatives to serve as co-opted members on the Panel. There are currently no non-statutory non-voting co-opted members serving on the Panel.

3.5 However, It should be noted that, notwithstanding the abolition of the Children and Young People’s Consultative Forum, membership of the Panel is not the only avenue for consultation on school matters.  There are a number of consultative arrangements available through which the Council consults/engages with schools and education partners, such as the Children’s Trust, School’s Forum, Headteachers Policy Forum, the Admissions Forum and regular Chairs of Governors meetings. 
3.6 Although co-opted members may have a valuable contribution to make to the work of the Panel, bringing with them their own expertise and interests, Members should be mindful that too many co-opted members may make the Panel unwieldy. Also, as they would be almost exclusively connected only to the education side of the Panel’s work too many “education” representatives could unbalance the Panel. 
3.7 The possible time commitment that a particular co-opted individual may be able to commit to the Panel should also be taken into account as it is likely that they may also be engaging with the Council and representing their respective organisation in another consultative capacity.   Headteachers had previously raised concerns that there were too many groups at which Headteachers attendance was required.  Also, concerns had been raised by some groups and individuals that had served on the former Children and Young People’s Consultative Forum that their time was being stretched and that they would prefer to focus their time and energy on key meetings, such as the Children’s Trust.
Conclusion
3.8 As explained, the Council already engages/consults with education representatives in a variety of ways and Members should consider whether the co-option of additional Members is the best way to ensure that important stakeholder groups continue to be involved in the decisions affecting them. It may be more appropriate, as an alternative, to invite appropriate people/organisations to relevant meetings or to involve them in individual pieces of work of the Panel, rather than having them as permanent members on the Panel.
Background Papers:
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