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

POLICY AND IMPROVEMENT COMMITTEE

Meeting held: 21st June 2005

Present:
Councillor L Henson (Chair)


Councillors Anderson, Don C Groome, J Henson, Harrison and King

05.PI.1
APOLOGIES


Apologies for absence were received from Councillors M Evans, Hollobone and R Groome

05.PI.2
SUBSITUTES


The following substitutes were noted:-


Councillor J Henson for Councillor M Evans

05.PI.3
MINUTES

RESOLVED
that the minutes of the meeting of the Committee held on 12th April 2005 be approved and signed by the Chair.

05.PI.4
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST


The following personal interests were declared:-

Councillor Don
Personal Interest in respect of Item 2 (Disability Discrimination Act)

05.PI.5
ITEM OF URGENT BUSINESS


The Chair indicated that he had accepted one item of urgent business under Section 100B 4(b) of the Local Government Act 1972 in relation to the Further Electoral Review of Kettering Borough - Draft Recommendations of the Boundary Committee for England, as the Council was a consultee and was required to provide a response to the consultation by 13th September 2005, and also the matter affected residents living in the Borough.

05.PI.6
FURTHER ELECTORAL REVIEW OF KETTERING BOROUGH - DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE BOUNDARY COMMITTEE FOR ENGLAND (6)


A report was submitted which notified members of the Committee of the content of the Draft recommendations of the Boundary Committee for England (BCFE) in respect of its further electoral review of Kettering Borough.  The report sought to establish a way forward for formulating the Council's response to the draft recommendations and considered re-convening the Task and Finish Group that formulated the Council's initial submission to the BCFE with a reviewed membership.


A further document was submitted which outlined the scope, control and influence the Council could assert, and was noted by members.


In discussion on the proposed way forward, it was felt that the press and public should have the opportunity to comment on the draft recommendations, as well as town and parish councils in the Borough.  It was noted that copies of the draft recommendations would be sent to all town and parish councils and would also be highlighted on the Council's website.


As two of the members of the Task and Finish Group had now taken up positions on the Council's Executive, it was noted that there was a need to review membership.  It was agreed that this should be undertaken by group leaders as soon as possible.


Members were advised that officers would be thoroughly checking the draft recommendations.  However, it was agreed that, on reading through the document, members would e-mail the Electoral Services Officer if any errors were noticed.

RESOLVED
that:-


(i)
the Task and Finish Group that formulated the Council's initial submission to the BCFE be reconvened and its membership reviewed; and


(ii)
the following timetable be adopted for formulating a response to the draft recommendations:-

28th June 2005 
Group Leaders meet to agree membership of the Task and Finish Group

5th July 2005
First meeting of Task and Finish Group - formulation of draft response

14th July 2005
Final meeting of Task and Finish Group - agree content of draft response

27th July 2005
Council to consider and agree draft response

1st August 2005
Council's response sent to BCFE and all other interested groups/individuals.

05.PI.7
THE COUNCIL'S STRATEGIES IN RESPECT OF OLDER PEOPLE: AREA PROFILES - MAPPING OLDER CITIZEN'S SERVICES (1)


A report was submitted which provided an update on the Audit Commission's Area Profiles' Phase 2 project to map services for older citizens in Kettering Borough.


The report was supplemented at the meeting by a presentation by the Deputy Chief Executive outlining the control and influence the Council could hope to achieve through a scrutiny of this issue and strategies and tasks that could be adopted and undertaken to achieve outcomes in relation to the proposed "Strategy for Ageing".


During debate, it was agreed that the Area Profiles project was an important piece of work, which affected a large percentage of the population of the Borough.   It was noted that an Older Persons Forum was in existence and met regularly.


Members were of the view that it was very important to obtain the views of all older people, and not just those living in warden -controlled accommodation.  The needs of the older owner-occupier in helping them to remain in their own homes were discussed and it was agreed that there support should be available to older owner-occupiers by the giving of advice, freeing up capital for preventative work to their homes and other options or initiatives that may be open to them in the future.


It was suggested that publicity through advertisement or flyers should be given to the availability of support and advice, and it was noted that Kettering Borough Council would be reviewing the housing needs service over the next few months, with proposals expected during the Autumn/Winter.  


Further debate ensued, and it was considered essential that information was gathered on other agencies and bodies, such as the Health Forum.  It was also felt that ward councillors could help other agencies by passing on information when asked questions or for help on issues which were not the Council's responsibility.


The Head of Community Services explained the work of the Area Profiles Phase 2 project, which was a large project and expected to take up to a year to complete.  The differing needs of people, who although of similar age, were discussed and it was noted that someone might need help at 55, whilst another person might be completely self-sufficient until their mid-eighties.


As this issue was considered to be a priority for the Borough, members agreed that a task and finish group should be constituted with a clear remit of the scope of the scrutiny.

RESOLVED
that:-


(i)
the significance of the Area Profiles Phase 2 work be recognised;


(ii)
the identified outcomes of a "Directory of Data Sources" and a proposed "Strategy for Ageing" be supported;


(iii)
a Task and Finish Group, with a title to be decided, be constituted


(iv)
membership of the Task and Finish Group be identified by Group Leaders, with a request from the Committee that the group be as geographically representative as possible


(v)
the first meeting of the Task and Finish Group be held following receipt of initial data;


(vi)
a workshop be hosted by the Task and Finish Group after the initial data has been received, to which interested organisations and individuals should be invited to take part; and


(vii)
a progress report be submitted to the next meeting of the Committee.

05.PI.8
DISABILITY DISCRIMINATION ACT (DDA) (2)


A report was submitted which provided information about the provision of improved access arrangements and facilities for disabled users of corporate buildings, in accordance with the Disability Discrimination Act 1995.


The report was supplemented at the meeting by a document containing enhanced details and costs of schemes.


Discussion was held on the prohibitive costs of providing disabled access to public buildings in the A6 towns and other areas.  It was noted that some schemes were unlikely to take place due to proposals to introduce customer contact centres in the A6 towns.  Members felt that this concept should not just include a cash office, but wider services too.


It was noted that the Borough Council would carry out works which were considered reasonable, even though they had other plans.  However, under the DDA, there was also a duty on organisations that rented premises from the Council.


Discussion was held in respect of the provision of staff toilets and disabled toilets in the Art Gallery, Library and Museum and it was felt that the Borough and County Councils should work together and fund such schemes jointly wherever possible.


Debate was also held on works required to the Swimming Pool and other leisure facilities in the Borough and the need to prioritise works whilst ensuring that enough funding was available in the medium term.

RESOLVED
that a further report be submitted to the next meeting of the Committee, setting out schemes in order of priority over the next 2-3 years, including costings.

(Councillor Anderson left the meeting at 8.25 pm)

05.PI.9
LOCAL SEARCH FEES - LOBBYING UPDATE (3)


A report was submitted which gave an update of the progress of the working group lobbying on behalf of the authority to achieve a more customer orientated, transparent system of choice and charges in the local search fees arena.

RESOLVED
that:-


(i)
the progress of the working group be noted and the future work of the group in taking forward this important project for the authority be supported; and


(ii)
Councillors Wiley and Jones be invited to continue their roles and be invited to a future meeting to provide relevant evidence.

05.PI.10
ACCESS TO NHS DENTAL CARE AND OUT OF HOURS DOCTORS' SURGERIES (4)


A pro-forma was submitted which established the parameters and output of this possible scrutiny item, for which a request had been made for the topic to be placed on the work programme for the Committee.


Members agreed that this was a key issue in the Borough.  However, it was understood that discussions were ongoing within the Health Service and there was also an ongoing national debate.   It was felt that the only areas of local influence would be through existing forums, such as the Primary Care Trust and the county-wide Health Scrutiny Forum.


It was suggested that the issue could be taken on board as part of the Task and Finish Group on Ageing.


It was acknowledged that the growth agenda would result in an urgent need for additional health care facilities.

RESOLVED
that information be obtained on what initiatives and discussions were being undertaken by other forums and agencies in the County on this issue, and that a speaker from the Primary Care Trust be invited to the next meeting of the Committee.

04.PI.11
WORK PROGRAMME


The work programme for the Committee was noted and discussed.  It was agreed that literacy/numeracy strategies could be included in the proposed Economic Development - Skills Training and job needs scrutiny item due to be submitted to the next meeting of the Committee.


Debate was held on the potential need for a review of polling stations, procedures and inconsistencies.  It was noted that this was the returning officer's responsibility, rather than the Council's, and any concerns should be raised with the returning officer.


However, it was agreed that following conclusion of the Periodic Electoral Review, a review of the use of community buildings, including schools, in new wards could be undertaken by the Council.

(The meeting started at 7.00 pm and ended at 8.55 pm

Signed ...........................................Chair
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