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At a meeting of the General Purposes Committee  

held in the Council Chamber, Priory House, Chicksands, Shefford SG17 5TQ  
on Thursday 16 December 2021, 10:00 am – 11:48 am 

 
 Present:     

Cllr G Perham (Vice-Chair in the Chair) 
 

     
Members: Cllrs J Baker  

S Clark  
Cllrs B Saunders (Sub for Cllr 

Berry) 
  S Collins 

S Dixon  
 M Versallion (Sub for Cllr 

Matthews) 
  J Jamieson  R Wenham 
    A Zerny 
     
Apologies: Cllrs  R Berry 

A Dodwell  
 

Cllrs K Matthews  
P Snelling 
 

     
Members in 
Attendance: 

 None   

     
Officers in Attendance:  Ms E Adefehinti  Monitoring Officer 
  Mrs V Chapman  Assistant Director: People 
  Mr C Warboys  Director of Resources 
  Mr J Partridge  Head of Governance 
  Mrs C Jagusz  Committee Services Officer 
  Ms S Reed  HR Policy Officer (observing) 
  Ms S Thorpes  Committee Services Officer 

(observing) 

1. Minutes 

RESOLVED 

that the minutes of the meeting held on 14 October 2021 be approved as a 
correct record. 

2. Members’ Interests 

Cllr Perham declared an interest in Item 7 Community Governance Review – 
Eggington Parish.  He was not present in the room during this item. 
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3. Chair’s Announcements and Communications 

The Chair welcomed all to the meeting. 

4. Petitions 

None were received. 

5. Questions, Statements or Deputations 

A statement was received from Mr R Jefferis, Chair of Eggington Parish Council. 

Points and comments included: 

 The summary results of the consultation seemed to differ from the views heard 
from the parish residents.  When looking into the figures in more detail, the majority 
of comments seemed to be from those outside of the parish.   

 It was felt that there had been an impact on the vote due to the documentation sent 
out by Leighton Linslade Town Council. 

 There were only two options being considered; options 1 and 3 which were both a 
vote to not extend the boundary.  The relevant votes from Eggington Parish were 
72% for option 1 to remain and 9% for option 3 to have their own parish.  This in 
total was 81% of Eggington Parish residents voted against extending the boundary 
at this stage. 

 The Clipstone Park development benefit from their own allotments, cemetery and 
parks and therefore would not incur additional costs in relation to Leighton Linslade 
Town Council. 

 Eggington Parish Council maintains an unbiased view and remain neutral but the 
figures show that at this stage there was a desire not to extend the boundary. 

In response to questions: 

 In response to a question regarding Eggington Parish Council’s view on the 
precept should the parish boundary remain as was, it was noted that the three 
documents sent out by Leighton Linslade Town Council advised Eggington Village 
residents that if Clipstone Park resident remained in the parish their precept would 
increase but Leighton Linslade residents were told if Clipstone Park residents did 
not join their parish, the precept would increase. It was felt that conflicting 
information had been sent out by the Town Council 

6. Community Governance Review – Eggington Parish 

The Committee considered the report of the Monitoring Officer containing the results 
of the initial consultation which sought residents views on the three options for the 
future Eggington Parish boundary. 

Cllr Wenham was elected as Chair for this item.  Cllr Perham left the meeting. 

Points and comments included: 
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 The Stage 1 consultation ran from 16 September 2021 to 11 November 2021.  
During this period various communications were sent out by Leighton Linslade 
Town Council and comments had been received in relation to these.  If the 
Committee felt that the letters were misleading, a re-consultation of Stage 1 could 
be recommended. 

In light of the report, the following was raised:-  

 It had been confirmed that there was no ultimate end goal to this review and that 
the approach would be evidence based following the process laid down by the 
Secretary of State.  It was further confirmed that the review would need to be 
completed within 12 months from the initial request for review and therefore the 
review would need to end in May 2022. 

 A suggestion was made to conclude the process with a recommendation for no 
change at this time and move to a referendum or other process at a later date.  In 
response it was noted that there was no legal basis for carrying out a referendum, 
informal or otherwise.   

 It was advised that a re-consultation would require the terms of reference to be re-
written and would impact the 12-month timeline. 

 A statement was made by a Member of the Committee that the letters were 
campaign material and should not impact the legal process.   

 In response to a question, it was confirmed that the interested parties would be all 
electors in the area under review and any persons or body that appear to the local 
authority to have an interest. However, when it came to the comments received, 
the local authority must take into account all comments but it was up to the 
Committee as to what weight would be attached to those comments. 

 It was confirmed that residents of Leighton Linslade were considered to be 
interested parties. 

 A concern was raised that if ‘no change’ was recommended, what would happen if 
this was rejected by the public.  In response, the Council would then need to 
interpret that result appropriately and noted that whatever recommendation this 
Committee comes to would be subject to consultation and further public input. 

 It was noted that after Stage 2 the Boundary Commission would be contacted and 
that there was nothing in the act that would stop a further request for a future 
boundary review within a 5-year period. 

 It was agreed by a show of hands that the letters circulated by Leighton Linslade 
Town Council would be considered as campaign material and therefore 
disregarded in relation to the review. 

 It was suggested that the Stage 2 Consultation included the following wording: “the 
Committee considered the two options; either to move or not move the boundary, 
and decided to not move the boundary – consultees would be asked if they 
agree/not agree”. 

 It was proposed that the recommendation would state that the Committee had 
recommended that there be no change to the boundary and that the draft wording 
would need to be agreed prior to this going out to consultation.  On being put to 
the vote, the motion was carried. 
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RESOLVED 

1. that the letters circulated by Leighton Linslade Town Council were 
considered to be campaign material and therefore disregarded in respect of 
the outcome of the Consultation; 

2. that the results of Stage 1 were taken into consideration in their entirety and 
there was no need to re-run the Stage 1 consultation; and 

3. that the Committee did not need a more detailed understanding of the 
responses and therefore would proceed to Stage 2 with a recommendation 
that there be no change to the boundary.  The wording for the Stage 2 
consultation to be agreed prior to the consultation taking place. 

Cllr Perham returned to the Chamber and chaired the remainder of the meeting 

7. Pay Policy Statement 

The Committee considered the report of the Executive Member for Corporate 
Resources on the Pay Policy Statement 2022-2023 which was a requirement for the 
Council to adopt every financial year, in accordance with the Localism Act 2011. 

In light of the report, the following was raised:-  

 The pay awards were nationally negotiated and it was confirmed that the NJC 
local government national pay negotiations were still underway and yet to be 
agreed for 2021-2022. 

 There were ongoing reforms to severance pay and a commitment was noted in 
the policy to comply with this when known. 

 The Pay Policy Statement would need to be resubmitted once the pay 
negotiations had been concluded. 

RESOLVED 

that the Pay Policy Statement be noted. 

RECOMMENDED TO COUNCIL 

that the Pay Policy Statement, as set out at Appendix A to the report, be 
adopted and published to the Council’s website with effect from 1 April 2022. 

8. Social Media Protocol Update 

The Committee considered the report of the Monitoring Officer, following 
recommendations from the General Purposes Committee on 26 August 2021 and their 
request to review the protocol in light of new guidance from the LGA (Local 
Government Association) and to review the revised draft protocol within 4 months. 

In light of the report, the following was raised:-  

 It was suggested that Recommendation 2 be amended to reflect that the whole 
protocol be brought back to the Working Group for review in light of the new 
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model code of conduct and that this should take place in a shorter timescale than 
the 12 months as originally recommended. 

 It was agreed by the Committee that it was important to have the protocol in 
place and that this would be further strengthened by the amendments as set out 
in Appendix 1. 

 It was confirmed that a meeting of the new Working Group had not met prior to 
this Committee. 

 It was further confirmed that should a breach occur, the Social Media Protocol 
would not provide additional consequences in place of the Code of Conduct. 

 

RESOLVED 

1. that the suggested addition to the Social Media Protocol for Councillors, as 
set out in Appendix 1, be approved; and 

2. that the whole Social Media Protocol be reviewed in light of the new model 
LGA Code of Conduct at a future meeting of the Social Media Policy Working 
Group and reported back to this Committee. 

9. Update on Hybrid Committee Meetings and Speaking Rights of Members 
remotely attending Hybrid Meetings 

The Committee considered the report of the Monitoring Officer proposing an addition 
to Part 4L Hybrid Meetings Procedure of the Constitution. 

In light of the report, the following was raised:-  

 It was confirmed that any Committee Member attending remotely would not be 
considered present as defined by the legislation and therefore it would not be 
counted as being in attendance or count towards the quorum.  Members could 
however participate in the meeting. 

RECOMMENDED TO COUNCIL 

that the amended Part 4L of the Constitution, as set out in Appendix 1 to the 
report, be approved. 

10. Work Programme 

The Committee considered the Work Programme.  

 RESOLVED 

that the General Purposes Committee work programme be noted. 

The meeting concluded at 11:48 am. 


