BOROUGH  OF  KETTERING

At the meeting of the Council of the Borough of Kettering held at the Regency Room, George Hotel, Sheep Street, Kettering on 27th April 2005.

Present:

	Councillor
	M Lynch (Deputy Mayor)
	Councillor
	L. Henson

	“
	P. Anderson
	“
	P. Hollobone

	“
	M. Bayes
	“
	U. Jones

	“
	G. Beale
	“
	S. King

	“
	C. Brown
	“
	C. Lamb

	“
	L.  Bunday
	“
	M. Lynch

	“
	J.  Burton
	“
	S. Lynch

	“
	R. Civil
	“
	M. Malin

	“
	P. Corazzo
	“
	B. Parker

	“
	M. Don
	“
	G. Rennie

	“
	M. Evans
	“
	C. Smith-Haynes

	“
	T.  Freer
	“
	M Tebbutt

	“
	A. Gordon
	“
	G. Titcombe

	“
	R. Groome
	“
	J.  West

	“
	J.  Hakewill
	“
	D. Whyte

	“
	
	“
	A. Wiley


04.C.86
COUNCILLOR TED EVANS


Prior to commencement of the meeting a minute's silence was held in memory of Councillor Ted Evans.  


Councillor Michelle Evans thanked the Council on behalf of Mrs Evans and the family of the late Councillor Ted Evans for their kind expressions of sympathy in their sad loss.

04.C.87
APOLOGIES

Apologies for absence were received from The Mayor and Councillors Dearing, C Groome, Hales, J Henson, Humfrey and Whitlam.

04.C.88
MINUTES

RESOLVED
that the minutes of the meeting held on 28th February 2005 be approved and signed by the Deputy Mayor.
04.C.89
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST


The following declarations of interest were made:-


Personal


Councillor Hollobone - Items 9(i) and 10


Councillor Hakewill - Item 8


Councillor Whyte - Item 9(i)


Councillor R Groome - Item 10 Motion No. 1


Prejudicial


Councillor Whyte - Item 10 Motion No. 1


Councillor Don - Item 10 Motion No. 1

04.C.90
DEPUTY MAYOR’S ANNOUNCEMENTS


Annual Council and Mayor-making Dinner


The Deputy Mayor requested that Councillors respond as soon as possible to the Mayor's Secretary.

04.C.91
REPORT OF THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE


The Chief Executive welcomed Dr Mike Rich of DEFRA to the meeting.  It was noted that Dr Rich would be spending two days at the Council and would accompany the Recycling Team at the launch of the second phase of the Recycling scheme.

04.C.92
QUESTIONS FROM MEMBERS


Councillor Jones asked the Portfolio Holder for Resources and Performance the following question:

“Will the portfolio holder, and council, join me in congratulating our officers for their success in being in the top 9% of local authorities to have unreserved performance indicators (externally verified by the Audit Commission) for two years in a row? 


Will the council support me in congratulating the Performance Management Team and other officers who have spent considerable time and expertise to develop the Key Performance Information Booklet?  This booklet gives Members a wealth of statistical information on a quarterly basis which is very useful.


Will the council support me in asking the portfolio holder to write to the chief executive conveying our appreciation for the effort and dedication of our professional colleagues."

Councillor Hakewill responded as follows:-

"Firstly I would like to thank Councillor Jones for her questions and comments.

The information required by members to assist both with the positive scrutiny of the Council’s performance and in the process of policy and decision-making has increased considerably over the last four years. The Council’s success in providing more accurate and timely data in a way that is easi.er to understand reflects its commitment to these areas and to the provision of better public services.

The Council has delivered significant improvement over the last four years in areas such as benefits, planning and recycling. This has been assisted by the provision of regular and accurate performance information as included in the Key Performance Information Booklet.

I share the view that it is a great achievement to get a clean bill of health on the Council’s performance indicators for two years in a row and I know that officers are working hard to achieve this for a third year. I agree that the officers concerned should be thanked for their efforts in this area as I am sure it is no easy feat.

I also fully support the request that officers be congratulated for producing the Key Performance Information Booklet and I am more than happy to write on behalf of the council to the Chief Executive to thank all of the officers involved for their dedication and hard work"

04.C.93
COUNCILLOR DEVELOPMENT CHARTER


A report was submitted which sought approval for the Council to sign up to the East Midlands Regional Councillor Development Charter.


Members welcomed the initiative and it was noted that some members had already attended the IDEA Leadership Academy.

RESOLVED
that Kettering Borough Council sign up to the East Midlands Regional Councillor Development Charter.

04.C.94
KETTERING BOROUGH CRIME AND DISORDER AND DRUG STRATEGY 2005-2008


A report was submitted which sought to inform the Council of the consultation undertaken for the Kettering Borough Crime & Disorder and Drug Strategy 2005-2008 and commitment from the Borough Council to contributing to taking the Crime & Disorder and Drug Strategy forward.


The Strategy was welcomed by the Council as a well organised document which set out five strategic priorities.  Officers and members of the Task and Finish Group were thanked for their work on the Strategy.  Several issues were discussed during the debate, which included:-

· The need to link the Strategy with Crime Prevention Panels (eg Rothwell)

· The need to address difficult key issues, such as drugs, more police on the beat, high crime areas

· The need to deliver the Strategy in partnership with other agencies, in particular Keystone Escape in St Andrew's Ward

· The fear of crime 


RESOLVED
that Kettering Borough Council make a commitment to taking the Crime & Disorder and Drug Strategy forward.

04.C.95
HOUSING STRATEGY


A report was submitted which requested the Council to approve the Housing Strategy for 2005/06.


Debate was held on the need for affordable housing in both the public, private and shared ownership sectors in the light of the sharp increase in house prices over the last four years.


The Housing Strategy and the Supporting People Strategy, which had been considered by the Executive Committee at its last meeting, were both welcomed by members.  

RESOLVED
that the Housing Strategy 2005/2006 be approved.

(Councillors Whyte and Don, having declared a prejudicial

interest in the following item, left the meeting room during

debate thereon)

04.C.96
VOLUNTARY ORGANISATIONS


Councillor Gordon proposed and Councillor West seconded that:-


"This Council has no confidence in the Conservative administration's ability to deal fairly with voluntary organisations."


 Debate was held on the award of Service Level Agreement Grants and the unsuccessful bid made by Kettering Centre for the Unemployed and Unwaged.


During the debate members discussed the process adopted for the consideration and award of bids, which was considered to be an example of best practice and an improvement on the previous system of awarding grants.


The work and objectives of the Kettering Centre for the Unemployed 
were commended and their efforts to raise funds were acknowledged. 

(Voting: For the Motion 7; Against 21)

The Motion therefore fell.

Councillors Rennie, Gordon, Beale, West, King, Corazzo and 

R Groome voted for the Motion.

04.C.97
DEMOCRACY, PUBLIC DEBATE AND SCRUTINY


Councillor Whyte proposed and Councillor Corazzo seconded:-


"This Council deplores the Conservative administration's anti-democratic moves, which have sought to stifle public debate and scrutiny."


Points raised by the proposer were as follows:-

· The Overview Committee, State of the Borough and Special Debate meetings had been abolished

· The Council Tax Consultation meeting had been re-designated as a Budget Consultation meeting

· The number of speakers under the Council's Right to Speak Policy had been limited on a number of occasions

· Call-in powers were limited

· The Local Strategic Partnership met at 9.30 am

· The setting of fees and charges had not been subjected to sufficient scrutiny

· Future items to be considered by task and finish groups were decided by chairs and deputies of the scrutiny committees

The above points were then debated. 

Discussion ensued on the scrutiny process at Kettering Borough Council and it was noted that the Overview Committee had been abolished with the agreement of the Chair of the Committee and full Council.  It was noted that fees and charges would be the subject of an in-depth scrutiny during the forthcoming year.

The Council was urged to ensure that wider public participation is encouraged in future.  It was felt that a mechanism should replace the State of the Borough and Special Debate meetings to better engage members of the public in debate on local issues.

(Voting: For the Motion: 8; Against 20)

The Motion therefore fell.

(The meeting started at 7:00pm and ended at 9.45 pm)

Signed………………………………………………………………

The Mayor

AI

Council No. 1
27.4.05

