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Executive summary  In line with the Council’s constitution, the Overview and 

Scrutiny Board is asked to consider a request that has been 

received for scrutiny of an issue.  Any councillor or member 

of the public may request that a matter be scrutinised, and 

the Board must decide whether to include it into the Forward 

Plan  for scrutiny at a future date. Reasons should be given 

if the Board declines the request.   

 

Members of the Board should note that this report and 

appendices  are provided to aid deliberations on whether 

the scrutiny topic requested should join the Board’s Forward 

Plan only.  
 

Recommendations It is RECOMMENDED that:  

 The Board considers the request for scrutiny and determines 
whether:   

a) to proceed with the request for scrutiny, by adding it to 
the Board’s Forward Plan for a future date and 
providing an outline of the scope of the issue to be 
scrutinised; 

b) to not exercise its powers in this respect,  providing 
reasons for its decision. 

Reason for 
recommendations 

The Council’s constitution makes provision at Part 4 Section C,2 for 
members of the public to make suggestions for overview and 
scrutiny work.  These should be considered by the relevant 
Overview and Scrutiny body in line with the requirements of the 
constitution. 

  



Portfolio Holder(s):  Councillor Mohan Iyengar, Portfolio Holder for Tourism, Leisure and 
Culture 

 

Councillor Mark Anderson, Portfolio Holder for Environment, 
Cleansing and Waste 

Corporate Director  Kate Ryan, Chief Operations Officer 

Report Authors Lindsay Marshall, Overview and Scrutiny Specialist 

Wards  Queen's Park;  

Classification  For Decision  
Title:  

Background 

1. The Council’s constitution provides for councillors and members of the 
public to request that an issue be considered by an Overview and Scrutiny 
Board or Committee.  A request for scrutiny of the policy regarding the use 
of disabled buggies at Queen’s Park Golf Course has been made by 
Councillor Derek Borthwick, although the request is made in his capacity 
as a member of the public and not as a councillor.  The request and 
required accompanying detail supplied by Councillor Borthwick is attached 
as Appendix 1.   

 

2. The constitution states that: 

 
a) all suggestions for overview and scrutiny work made to the council must be 

accompanied by detail outlining the background to the issue suggested, the 
proposed method of undertaking the work and likely timescale associated, 
and the anticipated outcome and the value to be added by the work proposed; 

b) no item of work suggested in this way shall join the forward plan of any 
overview and scrutiny committee without an assessment of this information; 

c) the resources available to the scrutiny body should be taken account of when 
adding work to its forward plan; 

d) any member of the public or councillor raising an item under this provision 
shall be precluded from raising the matter again for a period of 12 months 
from the date it was considered by the overview and scrutiny body. 

 

3. To aid the Board’s consideration of the request, Officers of the service will 
be present at the meeting to answer any questions of clarity; and further 
background information is provided in the form of the following 
appendices: 



 

 ‘Buggy policy review February 2021’ at Appendix 2; 

 ‘BCP Equality Impact Assessment Template’ at Appendix 3; 

 ‘General risk assessment on the safe use of golf buggies’ at Appendix 4,   
 

Board members should note that this information is provided to aid its initial 
assessment of whether to pursue scrutiny of the suggested issue and is not 
intended to stimulate full scrutiny and debate of the issue at this meeting.  
 

4. Councillor Borthwick has also submitted a valid petition of 22 signatures to 
the council, which has been received separate to this process.  The petition 
has been passed to the relevant director in line with the requirements set out 
in the council’s constitution. 
 

Options Appraisal 

5. The Board should consider the resources available to it to pursue the scrutiny 
request, along with the value that may be added by the inclusion of the item 
on the Forward Plan.  Should the Board determine that there is value in 
pursuing scrutiny of the item raised by Councillor Borthwick, an outline scope 
should be identified.  The matter may then be added to the Board’s Forward 
Plan for a scrutiny at a date in the future. 
 

6. If the Board decides not to pursue scrutiny at this time it should provide 
reasons for this decision. 

Summary of financial implications 

7. N/A to this decision. 

Summary of legal implications 

8. The right of any councillor to request that an item be scrutinised is set out in the 
Local Government Act 2000.  The Council’s constitution makes further provision for 
members of the public to also make requests for scrutiny.  The process set out in the 
constitution must be followed for both. 

Summary of human resources implications 

9. N/A to this decision. 

Summary of sustainability impact 

10.  N/A to this decision. 

Summary of public health implications 

11. N/A to this decision. 

Summary of equality implications 

12.  N/A to this decision. 



Summary of risk assessment 

13.  N/A to this decision. 

Background papers 

None 

Appendices   

Appendix 1 – ‘Request for consideration of an issue by Overview and Scrutiny’ 

Appendix 2 – ‘Buggy policy review February 2021’ 

Appendix 3 – ‘BCP Equality Impact Assessment Template’ 

Appendix 4 – ‘General risk assessment on the safe use of golf buggies’ 


