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e of Report: REVIEW OF CODES — PLANNING CODE AND IT
CODE

bort of : Head of Legal and Democratic Services

Standards Committee

e: 5" September 2008 En No 9

=fpose of report : To review the Planning Code of Practice and the IT Code
ractice and make suggestions for changes.

gommendation(s) : To consider and comment upon the IT Code of
Practice and the suggested changes as shown in the Appendix to this

report.
E’/ decision : No
'=tfolio Holder : Not applicable
% utiny Responsibility : Not applicable
%rd(s) affected : All
I;port Approved by : Jeremy Thomas (Legal)

Mark Jones (Finance)

Eicy Framework : Not applicable
1. The Committee’s work programme says that at this meeting the

Committee will review two Codes for which it is responsible, namely the
Planning Code of Practice and the Code on use of IT Equipment.

2. We have deferred to a future meeting a review of the Planning Code of
Practice. Members are currently considering where development
control (dealing with planning applications) best sits in the decision-
making scheme. Once that has been decided, the Code may need to
be changed. We will report to the next meeting on the matter.
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Name of Strategic Director or Business Manager

x
Name of Committee

x
Date of meeting

emace
Field to be completed by Committee Services

x
To.... (insert one or two sentences explaining what the report seeks to achieve)


x
These should be clear and concise and be identical to those at the end of the report. They should capture all the decisions the report author wishes the minute to reflect.  Authors should not “seek members’ views” but recommend a definite course of action.

x
Yes/No – only applicable to Executive functions.  Say if not applicable.
In financial terms a key decision is one that is likely to result in the Council incurring expenditure or the making of savings that are significant with regard to the Council's budget for the related service or function.
The guidance figures for significant items in financial terms are £150,000 for General Fund or £200,000 for Housing Revenue Account. In more general terms a key decision is one that is likely to be significant in terms of its effect on communities living in an area comprising two or more Wards in the Council's area


x
Only applicable to Executive functions - there may be more than one.  Say if not applicable.


x
Identify which of the scrutiny committees has this function within its terms of reference – there may be more than one.

x
There may be more than one.

x
Identify the parts or sections of any plans or strategies adopted by the Council which the report either implements or is consistent with.  If there is no such policy or strategy say there is none.



3. The IT Code has been reviewed. An updated version (together with
the Council’s Security Policy) forms the Appendix to this report. The
changes proposed are all in upper case with former wording shown
struck through. The changes are for the most part self-explanatory.
The change from Head of Business Transformation to Business
Systems reflects the reality of the level at which advice and support is
given and sought.

4. The principal changes are:-

(a) The inclusion of the new paragraph 28.9 relating to the return of IT
equipment. IT equipment (laptops, printers and so on) are loaned
to members (paragraph 28.1 of the Code). They do not belong to
them. They must be used by members to do their work as
members (paragraph 28.3 of the Code). Once a member ceases
to hold office, the equipment cannot legitimately be used and must
be returned. It will often need to be borrowed by other members.
Timely return has been an issue on occasions. New paragraph
28.9 seeks to address this.

(b) The inclusion of some specific words relating to email usage
(paragraph 28.8).

5. At present members are not asked specifically to sign up to the IT
Code or to the Council’s security, email and internet policies. Business
Systems and | think that there is merit in them being required to do so.
This would be good practice and moreover it can by justified by our
move to join the Government Connect Programme that requires the
Council to set and apply much more rigorous security standards in the
use of equipment, access to our networks and management of data
and information.

6. The Committee is being recommended to consider and comment upon
the IT Code of Practice and the suggested changes as set out in the
Appendix to this report.
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