B O R O U G H   O F   K E T T E R I N G

A6 TOWNS FORUM

Meeting held: 9th March 2005

Present:


Chair/Rothwell Town Council
Councillor Cedwein Brown

Burton Latimer Town Council:
Councillor Ivan Cox

Desborough Town Council:
Councillor James Putt


Councillor Doreen Bindley


Councillor Kevin Kirkham


Councillor David Soans

Barton Seagrave Parish
Councillor Margaret Michelson

Council:
Councillor Arthur Michelson


Councillor Paul Smith

Kettering Borough Council:
Councillor David Whyte (also representing 

    Rothwell Town Council)


Councillor David Coe (also representing


    Desborough Town Council and

    Northamptonshire County Council)


Councillor Ruth Groome (also representing


    Burton Latimer Town Council)


Councillor Maurice Bayes


Councillor Belinda Humfrey (also


    representing Desborough Town Council)


Councillor Mike Tebbutt (also


    representing Desborough Town Council)


Councillor Christopher Lamb (also


    representing Northamptonshire County


    Council, Burton Latimer Town Council and 


    Barton Seagrave Parish Council


Councillor Christopher Groome


Councillor John Padwick

Also Present:

Rural Forum Representative:
Councillor Keith A'Ness

Kettering Borough Council
Martin Hammond (Deputy Chief Executive)


Brian Mew (Deputy Chief Executive)


Valerie Hitchman (Head of Community Services)



Anne Ireson (Forum Administrator)

Rothwell Town Council
Carolyn Mackay (Clerk)

NALC
Councillor Gordon Shorley

04.A6TF.36
APOLOGIES


Apologies were received from Councillors Margaret Talbot, David Jones and Mark Dearing and Sgt Byrne and Rothwell Town Councillors.

04.A6TF.37
MINUTES

RESOLVED
that the minutes of the meeting of the A6 Towns Forum held on 1st December 2004 be approved as a correct record and signed by the Chair.

04.A6TF.38
POLICE UPDATE


A report was submitted which detailed Crime Statistics and Police Performance in relation to the A6 Towns and Barton Seagrave.


Sgt Kevin Byrne was unable to be present at the meeting due to operational reasons. It was noted that any questions or comments may be submitted direct to Sgt Byrne via the Forum Administrator.


Questions were submitted in respect of the following:-

· The apparent drop in crime in Barton Seagrave despite the recent reporting of 5 burglaries and 10 incidents of criminal damage

· Problems of discarded bottles and beer cans in Desborough indicating a problem with on-street drinking

· The lack of a police presence at Desborough Town Council meetings

04.A6TF.39
TOWN AND PARISH COUNCIL FUNDING


Presentations were given by Gordon Shorley (representing NALC) and Brian Mew (Kettering Borough Council).


It was noted that the Rural Forum had received the presentation at its meeting on 6th January 2005 and the period of consultation and dissemination of information in relation to town and parish council funding had now begun.  Individual town and parish council would also be fully consulted on the issue.


Following the presentation the following points were made,:-

· Burton Latimer had made a brave move, which had not been universally popular, in raising a precept to carry out local improvements.  The precept account had been used for desirable improvements and the grant account for administration and insurance etc.

· Precepting could be seen as an alternative method of raising the Council Tax

· As the Council was the custodian and guardian of Rural Proofing, precepting was unfair on residents in the A6 towns and the parishes and was not the way forward for Kettering Borough

· The A6 Towns are currently underfunded compared with parishes, as there are differences between the rural and urban rates of grant funding

· The Clerk's salary is considerably higher in the A6 Towns

· There is a need for fairness in funding across the Borough

· The requirements to achieve Quality Parish Council status cannot be achieved without more control over finances as there is a need to submit a budget.  A budget cannot be submitted as the amount of grant is unknown until early March each year

· The grant system seriously restricts the amount of work that can be done within towns and parishes as the bulk of the grant is required to pay for administration costs

· The current grant system is insufficient to pay the recommended £7.62 minimum hourly rate for Clerks

· Precepting would bring the lowest layer of democracy closer to local people

· Precepting would enable the Borough Council to devolve functions to smaller Councils, which gives more local flexibility

· The principle of local financial control is right, and is in line with government recommendations

· All residents making a small contribution is the way forward to achieve local improvements and is fairer

· A local element is required to be contributed in bidding processes for other funding

· Town and Parish Councils can raise a precept now (as demonstrated by Burton Latimer)

· There would also be scope to raise additional funding by Community Councils for Kettering town.  This would enable many areas to develop local identities and increase grass-roots democracy by having a local Council of their own

· The current grants system was unsustainable as it stands

· Proposals for either precepting or part precepting/part grant-funding would crease a firm basis for a way forward

· The town and parish council tier of local government was really two tiers

· Some town councils did not feel they were underfunded under the grants system (eg Desborough)

· Capital spending is the prerogative of Kettering Borough Council and town councils should keep within their remit

· There must be full consultation before firm proposals are formulated

· Some town and parish councils did not even have enough funding to be members of NALC under the grants system as the fee is per-capita based

· Areas where there is no major town are administered differently to Kettering Borough, as functions are devolved.  A South Northants model would be inappropriate

· It may be more appropriate to retain the grants system, with the option of precepting for top-up funding to carry out local initiatives


Further debate followed on the Quality Town/Parish Council status and a brief outline was given by Gordon Shorley.  It was noted that full details were available on the NALC website.


Some discussion ensued on special expenses for unparished areas and the power of Local Authorities in relation to special expenses was explained by Brian Mew.


Members of the Forum were thanked for their input into the debate and it was noted that further consultation on the issue would follow, with full information being made available to all town and parish councils in the Borough.

04.A6TF.40
PLAY AREAS


A report was circulated which provided information on all play areas within the Borough and planned improvements in the capital programme.


During debate the following issues were raised:-

· Some play areas were not dog free, especially in Desborough and Rushton Road, Rothwell

· Grays Field was not included in the list of equipped play areas

· The Rushton Road play area fails on two of the criteria

· There appears to be no plans to spend money in future on Desborough sites

· Damage by vandals to the Grays Field site had been e-mailed to Kettering Borough Council.  Any replacement fencing should exclude motor cycles

· The green play area at the bottom of Meissen Avenue in Desborough needed to be mowed regularly

· Part of the fencing to the Dunkirk Avenue, Desborough site had been replaced - the remainder of the fencing required repainting

· There was continuous damage to the Well Lane, Rothwell play area

· There was regular bottle breakage at the Recreation Ground in Desborough

· Capital funding was not sufficient to provide play equipment as well as fencing/paths/gates

The Head of Community Services gave the following responses to issues raised:-

Fencing 

Where young children's play equipment had been installed, the Council would look to fencing off areas, including self-closing gates, to prevent dogs gaining free access.

Damage to fencing in Gray's Field would be inspected.

Capital Funding

£60,000 capital funding was available towards the play area in Braybrooke Road, Desborough.

During 2004/05 there was £25,000 available for fencing at the Dunkirk Avenue Site.  The cost of fencing had risen sharply recently.

The improvement plan would be continuously updated over the next five years and any bids for money under the capital programme would be prioritised.

Although there was a rationale to ensure the boundaries of play areas were in place before putting in equipment, this could be looked at if required on an individual basis.

CCTV

In response to anti-social behaviour at the Recreation Ground in Desborough, improved CCTV coverage of the site was being looked into.

Inspection regime

All parks were inspected regularly by Environmental Care Services.  All sites were also inspected twice a year by Community Services.

04.A6TF.41
RURAL PROOFING


A report was submitted which updated the Forum on the pilot project for Rural Proofing being undertaken in partnership with the Countryside Agency and which sought the views of the Forum.


The Head of Community Services gave an outline of the concept of rural proofing and it was noted that the report had also been considered by the Rural Forum at its last meeting.


Discussion was held on how rural proofing  was carried out by using the "toolkit", which comprised a checklist to provide a focus on rural considerations.


An example was given of rural proofing that had been carried out in respect of the recycling programme, and how the concept could be applied to designing a holiday activity programme for rural areas next year.


It was noted that the pilot project was not subject to any additional costs and that financial benefits could be achieved by bringing in external funding where possible.

RESOLVED
that:-


(i)
the findings of the pilot survey be noted


(ii)
the Forum support efforts by the Council to request the Countryside Agency to take forward the concerns raised in the report about the availability of baseline data;


(iii)
the term "checklist" is preferred to "toolkit"; and


(iv)
a full list of the 15 rural questions asked in respect of recycling be supplied to the Forum.

04.A6TF.42
COUNTYWIDE ABANDONED VEHICLES SCHEME


A report was submitted which updated the Forum on the current position in respect of the countywide abandoned vehicles scheme.


During discussion it was felt that there should be a publicity campaign on the scheme to ensure that members of the public were advised on what constituted an abandoned vehicle as opposed to an untaxed vehicle.  Information to the public should also be given on the types of public land where vehicles could be removed (eg public car parks, school playing fields etc.).


It was noted that the value of scrap metal had increased and dealers were now offering £25 and collection.  It was considered that this was to be encouraged.


Concern was expressed at the apparent recent escalation in the theft of blue disabled badges and advice should be given to members of the public to store these out of sight when vehicles are parked on driveways, etc.

04.A6TF.43
STREET CLEANING


It was noted that the Head of Environmental Care would shortly be consulting on proposed changes to Street Cleaning, which would be aimed at gaining more value from resources.  The proposals included linking grounds maintenance with street cleaning and also co-ordination between different agencies, including gulley emptying and grass cutting.


During debate it was felt that both gulley emptying and details of prosecutions in relation to fly tipping, litter dropping and dog fouling should be brought to the next meeting of the Forum.

04.A6TF.44
NEWSROUND


Burton Latimer
It was noted that BLAST had been awarded £500 by the Anti-social Behaviour Team.  The money would be spent on equipment for the youth club.

Desborough

An inaccurate report regarding the pathway at Desborough Recreation Ground had appeared in the Evening Telegraph.  This had now been rectified.



The charity ball was to be held on Friday, 1st April 2005.

04.A6TF.45
ITEMS FOR FUTURE AGENDAS


The following future agenda items were put forward:-

· Highways Issues:-

- Explanation of procedure for gulley inspection/clearing

- The Street Doctor Scheme (replacing CLARENCE)

- Explanation of how all services are structured, the point of entry, what the services are and how they interface with Borough Services

· Operation Springclean and an update on cleaning in the A6 Towns and Barton Seagrave

· Accommodation for the Travelling Community

· Fly-tipping

· Details of prosecutions for fly-tipping, dog fouling and litter dropping

· Chambers of Trade in the A6 Towns and regular representation

· The Milton Keynes and South Midlands Sub-Regional Strategy and the Local Development Framework

04.A6TF.46
ANY OTHER BUSINESS


In relation to the above suggestion for a future agenda item on the subject of accommodation for the travelling community, discussion was held on several issues, some of which had been discussed at the Council's Planning Policy Committee.

04.A6TF.47
DATE OF NEXT MEETING


It was noted that the next meeting would be held on 22nd June 2005 at Kettering Borough Council.

(The meeting started at 7.00 pm and ended at 9.18 pm)

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

Chair

AI

A6 Towns Forum No. 1
9.3.05


