KETTERING BOROUGH COUNCIL &

NORTHAMPTONSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL

KETTERING PARTNERSHIP:  KETTERING AREA FORUM

Meeting held: 20th October 2004

Present:
Northamptonshire County Council


Councillor David Coe (Chair)


Councillor Ian Watts


Councillor Christopher Lamb


Councillor David Whyte


Councillor Richard Baker


Councillor James Ashton


Kettering Borough Council


Councillor Christopher Groome


Councillor Ursula Jones


Councillor Robert Civil



Councillor John Padwick


Councillor Terry Freer


Councillor Mary Malin


Partner Organisations

Councillor Gordon Shorley (Rural Forum)

Jim Bridger (Northamptonshire Fire and Rescue Service)

Mick Scrimshaw (Chamber of Trade)

Sybil Gregory (Ability Northants)

Also Present:
Martin Hammond (Kettering Borough Council)


David Allen (Kettering Borough Council)


Anne Ireson (Kettering Borough Council)


David Atkinson (Northamptonshire County Council


Mark Chant (Northamptonshire County Council)


Ingrid Mercer (Northamptonshire County Council)


David Archer (Northamptonshire County Council)


David Harding (Northamptonshire County Council)

04.KAF.12
APOLOGIES


Apologies for absence were received from .

04.KAF.13
MINUTES


04.KAF.14
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

Councillor Coe declared a personal interest in Item 6 on the agenda, but indicated that he believed it was remote and that he therefore intended to take part in discussions thereon.

04.KAF.15
THE FUTURE OF KETTERING AREA FORUM (Item 5)


A report was submitted which reported back to the Kettering Area Forum on consultation that had been carried out on a review of the structure and purpose of the Kettering Area Forum (KAF).


A proposed motion had been previously received from Councillor Watts and was appended to the report.


Discussion was held on the proposed re-structure and it was noted that other changes to the County Council's area committee structure were planned to take place at the same time.  It was felt that it would be important to retain consultation with the Borough Council on the Minor Works budget.


It was proposed by Councillor Watts and seconded by Councillor Whyte, and subsequently




It was noted that the author of the following report, Roger Sansom, had tragically passed away recently. It was agreed that the condolences of the Area Forum be passed on to his family and colleagues at the County Council
04.KAF.16
CONSULTATION ON STRUCTURE OF THE SCHOOL YEAR (Item 6)


A report was submitted which sought comments on the options for the structure of the school year from 2006/07.  David Atkinson of Northamptonshire County Council attended the meeting and gave an outline of options for either a five-term school year or a six-term school year.


It was noted that there were advantages and disadvantages with either option.  The Local Government Association, with the backing of the Secretary of State, was in support of the adoption of a six-term school year.  Under both options there had been an attempt to equalise the Easter term, but this meant that the school holiday might not fall during Easter period.


Martin Hammond (Deputy Chief Executive, Kettering Borough Council) explained the effects of both options on the Council's Summer Play and Sports Schemes.  It was noted that the adoption of the five-term school year would affect the quality and range of schemes offered.  However, there were advantages in that it would be easier to plan curricular and museum activities.  It was therefore considered that the six-term school year would better accommodate a wider range of Play and Sports Schemes.


Discussion was held on the options put forward for consideration.  The following points were made during the debate:-

· The Local Government Association were of the view that a change in legislation would be required if the academic year was restructured to five-terms

· Problems could occur for families with children in different schools if some schools adopted a five-term year and others a six-term school year

· A seven week summer holiday period was difficult for parents and potentially affected children's learning 

· A five-term school year with longer breaks would give more opportunities for parents to take advantage of cheaper holidays abroad, although the opposite view was expressed in that it was felt that holiday companies would quickly raise their prices in line with school holiday periods.

· The period from September to Christmas was very long, and a longer October half-term break would be welcomed by both teachers and children

· Primary School head teachers were broadly in support of a five-term school year

· Whichever option was adopted, it should be the same option for all schools in the north of the county

· From the parental point of view, there could be problems with a five-term school year and the need to arrange childcare

· A four week summer holiday period would give parents a very limited window in which to book family holidays without taking children out of school

· Foundation schools could make their own decisions on the structure of the academic year

· Indications were that the new Academy to be built in Corby would adopt a five-term school year

The following vote was recorded on the proposed options:-

For a five-term school year
5

For a six-term school year
2


.

04.KAF.17
NORTHAMPTONSHIRE MINERALS LOCAL PLAN: SECOND DEPOSIT DRAFT (Item 7)


A report was submitted which considered the content of the Second Deposit Draft Local Plan.  It was noted that the Minerals Local Plan was placed on deposit at the main offices of the County Council and the seven District and Borough Councils and at all the public libraries.  The consultation period for the First Draft had taken place during March to May 2004.


Members of the Forum noted that the consultation period on the Second Deposit Draft was due to end at 5.30 pm on 9th December 2004, and that comments could only be considered if they were in relation to additions to or deletions from the Plan.  The Local Plan Enquiry was due to take place in March/April 2005.


Discussion was held on the inclusion of a new site for extraction of 1 million tonnes of soft sand at Ashley, which was actually situated in the parish of Stoke Albany.  The proposed site covered an area of 11 ha.    The planning principles for the site were noted and discussed.


In particular, members were of the view that access to the site should avoid the local villages of Ashley, Stoke Albany and Wilbarston and should link directly with the A427.  Discussion was held on the proposed boundaries to the site and it was felt that these boundaries should not be encroached.  The Forum was assured that infilling of the site would not be with waste materials as this was no longer the policy of the County Council.


Concern was expressed in respect of the following issues:-

· An electricity line running across the proposed site

· The potential disappearance of a ridge across the site

· HGVs should not be allowed to turn right out of the site

· Times of working of the site

· The noise created by high pressure washing of sand


04.KAF.18
PUBLIC LIBRARY AND INFORMATION SERVICES PLAN AND POSITION STATEMENT 2004 - DEVELOPMENTS IN THE KETTERING AREA (Item 8)


A report detailing developments in the Kettering area libraries, a Position Statement and report on the 100th birthday celebrations were submitted for information and debate.


Ingrid Mercer (Northamptonshire County Council) outlined the consultation that had been undertaken and developments that had taken place during 2003-04.


Ingrid was thanked for her work in connection with the service developments and staff were congratulated on their achievements.  In particular, the joint working with Kettering Borough Council in establishing one-stop shops in the A6 Towns was commended.


It was felt that the provision of toilets in libraries should be looked at in 2005-06.

04.KAF.19
NORTHAMPTONSHIRE FIRE AND RESCUE SERVICE- COMMUNITY SAFETY FIRE SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PLAN - INTEGRATED RISK MANAGEMENT PLANNING - DRAFT YEAR 2 ACTION PLAN (Item 9)


The Action plan was submitted for consultation and consideration.


David Archer and David Harding (Northamptonshire County Council Fire Service) attended the meeting and gave a presentation on the improvements contained in the Plan and an update on the current year's actions.


It was noted that the consultation period was due to end on 31st December 2004 and the final document was due to be published in April 2005.


Members of the Forum were urged to submit any individual comments on the consultation response form, which had been included in the agenda papers.


Discussion was held on the number and quality of the 22 fire stations in the county.  It was noted that the Brackley Fire Station was in the greatest need of improvements, although it was recognised that the Kettering Fire Station was not in an ideal location and should be relocated in the future.


Other points made during the debate were as follows:-

· The difficulties of staffing stations with retained firefighters due to changing lifestyles

· The differing levels of response times throughout the county

· A new IT system was due to be installed to gather information and identify risks more effectively

· There were no proposals to remove fire stations

· The need for promotion of the use of smoke alarms in preventing fires, including reiterating the need to replace batteries

· The use of sprinkler systems in schools - there are no incidences of sprinkler systems in schools being accidentally activated

· The need to provide for the planned Kettering growth area in terms of firefighters and stations

· Fewer fires occurred in new housing, and also, statistically in detached houses - the older terraced property in Kettering was statistically at the greatest risk of fire occurring

· The Building Regulations covered the inclusion of hard-wired smoke alarms in new housing

· The extra time taken for emergency services to attend fires due to traffic calming systems

· Current and projected budgets, particularly in relation to wages

David Archer, David Harding and Councillor James Ashton were thanked for their attendance and presentation.

04.KAF.20
MINUTES OF THE LOCAL STRATEGIC PARTNERSHIP EXECUTIVE BOARD, GEOGRAPHIC FORUMS AND PANEL MEETINGS.


The following minutes and draft minutes were noted:-


LSP Executive Board - 14th September 2004


Kettering Town Forum) - 6th September 2004


A6 towns Forum - 29th September 2004 


Rural Forum - 17th June and 16th September 2004


Enterprise Kettering - 9th August 2004


Community Safety Partnership - 18th August 2004


Environment Panel - 9th September 2004


Health, Housing and Social Care Panel  - 2nd September 2004


Tenants' Forum - 8th July, 12th August and 9th September 2004

04.KAF.21
DATE OF NEXT MEETING


Wednesday, 19th January 2004.

(The meeting started at 7.00 pm and ended at 8.45 pm)

Signed .............................................

Chair

AI

	(ii)	the panels which report into the Area Forum report in future to the Local Strategic Partnership;





	(iii)	the Kettering Area Forum of Northamptonshire County Council continue with three delegates from Kettering Borough Council, proportionately selected;





	(iv)	the Kettering Area Forum focus on county council matters and issues and feed reports into whichever county, borough or parish or Local Strategic Partnership as it sees fit;





	(v)	issues of joint borough and county interest may be considered by the Area Forum, but in general these issues will be considered by the Local Strategic Partnership.








RESOLVED	that:-





	(i)	the Kettering Area Forum support the continuance, and possible extension, of the role of the three geographic forums of Kettering Borough Council;





RESOLVED	that the minutes of the meeting of Kettering Area Forum held on 21st July 2004 be approved as a correct record and signed by the Chair.





RESOLVED	that the five-term school year be put forward as the preferred option of Kettering Area Forum.	





RESOLVED		that support be given to the proposed extraction of soft sand at the Ashley site subject to the following recommendations:-





	(i)	that the planning principles for the working of the site, as contained in paragraph 3.4 of the report, be amended to read:-





		"Working and restoration schemes will pay particular attention to the existing landform, especially existing hedgerows and to safeguarding rights of way. Restoration must be progressive to ensure minimum impact.  Access must avoid local villages including Stoke Albany, Wilbarston and Ashley itself by linking directly to the A427"





	(ii)	there should be no right turn from the site; and





	(iii)	a new road link should be built prior to commencement of any extraction work on site.














Kettering Area Forum No. 1
20.10.04

