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COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE 

23 SEPTEMBER 2025 

RECOMMENDATIONS MONITORING REPORT 

Recommendation(s) 
Including Date of Meeting and 
Minute Number

Actions Taken and Outcome Completed, follow-up 
work required or added 
to Work Programme

This Committee’s meeting held on 17 
June 2025 

Briefing note NHS Dental 
Commission 

The Community Leadership 
Overview & Scrutiny Committee 
RESOLVED that the Committee: 

1) urges the Portfolio Holder for 
Partnerships to urge NHS 
colleagues in providers hospitals 
to supply the required data 
around admissions of children 
and the extent of which that can 
be attributed to dental decay; 

2) urges the Portfolio Holder for 
Partnerships, that with the 
envisioned merger of the ICB for 

Formal response of the Partnerships Portfolio Holder 
for Partnerships, decision dated 29 August 2025:- 

“Following the Committee’s focus on dentistry and the 
importance of ensuring there is sufficient provision in 
our area and particularly for those most in need, the 
following decisions are made namely to:- 
a) instruct Officers to contact health colleagues and 
request that they provide data which explains the link 
between dental decay and hospital admissions; 
b) continue to champion the importance of addressing 
health inequalities as highlighted in this Council's 
emerging Health and Wellbeing Strategy and 
furthermore, to work with any newly formed Integrated 
Care Board so as to maintain that focus on addressing 
health inequality; 
c) instruct Officers to contact health colleagues to 
provide data which explains changes in dental 
appointments over time; and 
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Greater Essex, that she does 
everything that is within their 
power to ensure that the health 
inequalities, particularly with 
dental health inequalities, are 
front and centre for the new ICB 
and at least replicate the good 
work of the SNEE going forward; 
and 

3) urges through the Portfolio 
Holder for Partnerships that there 
is development of continued 
referencing data and extent of 
any improvement over time and 
for the actual NHS dental 
appointments for each year to be 
provided for children and adults. 

d) to share the responses in respect of a) and c) above 
with the Committee in due course.” 

Full details can be found via the following URL: 
http://tdc-mgov-prd-
01.tendringdc.gov.uk/ieDecisionDetails.aspx?ID=13804

Community Governance Review of 
Clacton on Sea, Holland on Sea and 
Jaywick Sands 

The Community Leadership Overview & 
Scrutiny Committee resolved to 
RECOMMEND to Cabinet that the 
funding for the Community Governance 
Review be increased to £68,000 (from 
£48,000) based on the revised costings 
for the review work, the inclusion of up 
to £10,000 of support through the 

Cabinet considered the recommendations of the 
Community Governance Review at its meeting held on 
25 July 2025. 

At that meeting Cabinet had before it the following 
written response of the Leader of the Council:- 

“I’m grateful for the Community Leadership Overview 
and Scrutiny Committee’s consideration of the 
preparations for the Community Governance Review 
of Clacton-on-Sea, Holland-on-Sea and Jaywick 
Sands.  I’m also pleased to see that review commence 
and that efforts across a range of different 

Completed – and the 
additional funding was 
approved to deliver the 
community governance 
review 
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Society of Local Council Clerks and 
provision of £5,000 contingency. 

communication channels are taking the message of 
the review to our residents in that area.  That message 
is simple; it is time to have your say on whether a 
Town Council or Town Councils should be 
established.  In submitting the motion last September 
that initiated this whole process I was clear that all I 
wanted to do was give the public that opportunity to 
have their say.  It is a big area of the District, with 40% 
of the whole population of the District.   Consulting 
them properly involves cost.  The initial calculations 
for the cost, carried out last year, suggested that it 
would be about £48,000.  Since then, a range of prices 
have gone up including those of Royal Mail.   We 
predicted that this would be the case and asked 
officers to reassess the costs before the start of the 
review earlier this month.  That reassessment happed 
and the revised costs suggested that rather than 
£48,000, the cost was now £53,000.  However, back in 
2024, officers hadn’t begun to talk to organisations 
such as the Society of Local Council Clerks and so 
had not identified the opportunity to use their 
expertise to inform the process, provide a voice 
separate from this Council (should that be beneficial) 
and add value to the review overall.  A draw down 
arrangement with them capped at £10,000 would 
appear reasonable.  They then become a resource that 
we can immediately tap in to and to the extent that we 
need to.  Finally, given that prices have risen already 
from late 2024 to now it is financially prudent to 
include a £5,000 contingency for the period of the 
review which will continue into 2026.  The reviewed 
costs, the draw down arrangement and the inclusion 
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of a contingency therefore comes to the £68,000 
proposed by the Community Leadership Overview and 
Scrutiny Committee.  On this basis, I support the 
recommendation from that Committee and seek 
Cabinet’s approval of the increased budget of £68,000 
for this review.” 

It was RESOLVED that the recommendation made by 
the Community Leadership Overview and Scrutiny 
Committee be noted and that the response of the 
Leader of the Council thereto be endorsed. 

Recommendations monitoring for those recommendations from earlier meetings of the Committee have been previously reported to the 
Committee and, as such, are not repeated here as there is no further update to be provided on them.  


