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ANNEX 1

Scrutiny proposal form 
Section 1 – To be completed by member/officer proposing review 
Subject area of proposed review 
	Volunteering 
This would be both an internally and externally focussed review. 

Internal focus: 
The council’s volunteering policy and how it might be more effective. 

External focus:
How the Oxfordshire Partnership is working to increase the number of volunteers through the Local Area Agreement target : Increase participation in regular volunteering



	1.
Who raised this issue?

The issue was separately raised by both Paul Purnell and Nigel Strick (Trading Standards). 

The importance of volunteering is also a key finding of the demographics review, not only in terms of providing support to older people, but also because of the positive affect it has in reducing loneliness. 

Increasing volunteering is key to two of the four strategic objectives in the sustainable community strategy (Oxfordshire 2030) : reducing inequalities and breaking the cycle of deprivation - and healthy and thriving communities.




	2.
Aims of the review 
· To make recommendations which improve our current low performance in this area. 

· To get upstream of a number of LAA2 targets and make recommendations to ensure we meet them. 

· To assess the success of the internal volunteering policy and make recommendations as to how it might be more effectively implemented. 




Section 2 : To be completed by the scrutiny team  

CONTEXT 

	3. (a)
Are there any legislative/policy changes in the pipeline which may affect this 
issue? 

No.  There are some initial policy ideas, but nothing concrete has been implemented.  

3 (b)
How might these policy/legislative changes affect the review? 

This puts the review group in a strong position,  as directorates are already thinking about how to tackle this issue, but haven’t formed any clear policies yet. 



	4.
Which of our partners/stakeholders does this issue effect? 

The Voluntary Sector Development Partnership 
The review would also impact upon the Oxfordshire Children’s Trust and the Health and Wellbeing partnership. 




	5.
Who has been consulted about the upstream importance of this review

Paul Purnell:
He welcomes the review.  He has had preliminary talks with officers from  Children and Young People’s directorate about how they could achieve inter-generational volunteering,  for example retired people volunteering at family giving support to disadvantaged young families,  young people volunteering at older people’s homes. There has not been the opportunity to develop this idea.
Nigel Strick :
Trading Standards are concerned about the number of voluntary organisations closing due to lack of volunteers.  A number of the organisations closing are those which give advice on financial issues, and given the current economic climate this is an issue of grave concern. 
Paul James :
Welcomes the review.  He considers that this is an important area of                        partnership work and is key to the Oxfordshire Partnership and the County Council’s ambitions to reduce inequalities and promote healthy and thriving communities. 




CORPORATE PRIORITIES 
	6. 
Which corporate objective would this review address? 

Healthy and thriving communities
It would also indirectly impact on better public services, world class economy and the environment and climate change. 



	7.
Which Sustainable Community Strategy Priority would this review address? 

Healthy and thriving communities.  It would also indirectly impact on reducing inequalities and breaking the cycle of deprivation, world class economy and the environment and climate change.
It would also contribute to the SCS long term objectives of : Establish Young Enterprise schemes with local business that area available in all secondary schools; increase the capacity of the voluntary and community sector to support the strategic objectives of Oxfordshire 2030; increase access to positive activities available to young people particularly in deprived areas;




	8. (a) 
Which Local Area Agreement 1 (LAA1) / LAA 2 target would this review address? Increase participation in regular volunteering by Local people ( LAA NI 6) Increase young people’s participation in voluntary activities ( LAA NI 110)

8. (b)
How are we currently performing against this LAA1 target ( if applicable)  

This is an upstream review of a key area of LAA2. 



	9. (a)
Which Best Value Performance Indicator (BVPI) would this review address? 
N/A 
9. (b)
How are we currently performing against this BVPI target ( if applicable) 



	10.
How was this issue viewed by the Corporate Performance Assessment (CPA)?

This is an upstream policy review.   There has not, to date, been a specific focus on this area.  One of the reasons that targets were set around this issue is that Oxfordshire has a lower than average number of volunteers.  



	11.
 How was this issue viewed by the peer assessment?
This is an upstream policy review.  It does not reflect an area of poor performance.



Concurrent Work 
	12. Is this issue identified in the relevant directorate’s business plan? 
This is a cross directorate review of an issue which relates to a number of LAA2 targets. 



	13.
What work is concurrently being undertaken to address this issue? 
There are discussions around possible policy,  but nothing concrete yet. 



	14.
What value would the review add to this work? 
This is an opportunity for scrutiny to get upstream of a significant policy issue of strategic importance to the council. 



Resources 

	15.  Which scrutiny committees does this issue relate to? 

Social and Community Services, Children’s Services,  Environment and Economy, Community Safety,  Corporate Governance. 




	16.
What resource commitment would be needed to effectively conduct the review?

This review would require the support of a policy officer. There is likely to be additional support from partnerships officers. 



	17.
What impact would allocating resources to this review have on the overall scrutiny work programme? 

As there are currently no reviews tabled for September 2008 onwards, the impact of this review can only be assessed when all committees have made their proposals for next year’s work programme.  


Decision of relevant Scrutiny Committee 

	


Decision of Scrutiny Co-ordinating Group 
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