
BOROUGH OF KETTERING

STANDARDS COMMITTEE

Meeting held – 27th February 2007  


Present:
Stuart Kilpatrick (Independent Member) Chair




Borough Councillors R Groome, Hakewill and Rennie     




Margaret Talbot (Town Council Representative)



Gordon Shorley (Parish Council Representative)


Also Present: Jonathan Eatough (Monitoring Officer)




Sarah Goodman (Committee Administrator)

06.STA.41

ELECTION OF CHAIR



As neither the Chair or Deputy Chair were present it 



was 



RESOLVED

that Stuart Kilpatrick be elected as 





Chair for the meeting.
06.STA.42

APOLOGIES




Apologies for absence were received from Julie Miller, 


Lloyd Landry and Mark Bower.  
06.STA.43

MINUTES






06.STA.44

MATTERS OF URGENCY




None.
06.STA.45

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST




All those present at the meeting declared a personal 



interest in item A2 as it related to the scheme of 



allowances for members co-opted members.
06.STA.46

REVISED MODEL CODE OF CONDUCT FOR LOCAL 


AUTHORITY MEMBERS – CONSULTATION (A1) 



It was reported that the model Code of Conduct for Local 


Authority members was now out for consultation. 



Suggested responses were provided and the Committee 


considered and amended these and it was 




RESOLVED  
that the following be submitted from 





the Standards Committee in respect 





of the consultation:



Q1. The Committee considered that it will be a challenge 


for a member to weigh up the balance of competing 



interests of preserving confidentiality on the one hand 



and the restricted number of cases where it would be 



defensible to disclose that information on the other. It also 


appears that the test to be applied duplicates the test that 


should have already been applied by the authority under 


FoI legislation.




The draft code does not make it clear whether it is a two 


part test, namely that the disclosure must be reasonable 


and in the public interest and made in good faith, or 



whether there is a defence if either of these tests can be 


satisfied.  



Q2. The Standards Committee are concerned that, 



notwithstanding the decision of the Court of Appeal in the 


Livingstone case, there is some conduct which in their 


view does bring a Member’s office into disrepute which 


falls short of conduct capable of founding a criminal 



conviction e.g. actions which are shown to be 




intentionally dishonest and which the committee 



considered are key to public perception about standards 


of behaviour. Accordingly if possible this should be 



addressed in the proposed amendments to the Local 



Government Act 2000 in the Local Government & Public 


Involvement in Health Bill.



Q3. The Publicity Code is a useful tool which assists 



Local Authorities and Members in addressing sensitive 


issues at sensitive times e.g. in the run up to elections.  


As it has been 6 years since it was last reviewed it might 


be sensible to ensure that its provisions are consistent 


with those of the code of conduct. 




Whilst not directly affecting this authority it seems 



sensible that the regime applies equally to all politically 


accountable bodies.



Q4. This authority maintains a separate gift and 



hospitality register, which is open to public inspection.  To 


translate gifts and hospitality of a value of £25 and over 


into interests requiring registration and declaration is 



unnecessarily bureaucratic and burdensome and 



disproportionate, especially when it is proposed that 



these continue to be disclosed for 5 years after 



registration.  



Q5. What constitutes a “friend” causes difficulty now. 



Extra non defined concepts such a “close personal 



association” will add to this although it does seem to fill a 


gap between friends and family and is therefore 



supported by this committee.




It will be most difficult in small parishes where most 



people in the community know each other.  Very clear 


guidance will be required from the Standards Board on 


this, ideally with a clear test which Members will find easy 


to apply.  



Q6. The 3 new items proposed are sensible and are 



welcomed.  




The committee suggested that you expand para. 9 



(2)(b)(i) and provide that a Member who is a tenant, 



lessee or licensee generally would not have a prejudicial 


interest, save where the debate specifically relates to his 


or her property.  This would cover e.g. allotments and 



garages and grazing licences.




Q7. The relaxation of these rules is sensible and the 



definitions are clear enough to avoid a lot of confusion. 




However the proposed provisions will need very clear 



procedures to be adopted by the meeting to ensure that 


the Member does withdraw from the room at the 



appropriate point in the proceedings.  It would be useful 


to clarify that withdrawal should have taken place prior to 


a decision being reached.  It is not clear whether the 



Member may stay for the debate.  



Q8. The draft code is written in language that is user 



friendly.  It would be clearer and more understandable if it 


was drafted with “you”,  “your” etc.  




The committee considered that this type of wording 



enforced the personal nature of the obligations in the 



code.
06.STA.47

BRIEFING PACK FOR INDEPENDENT  REVIEW



PANEL – MEMBERS ALLOWANCES (A2)





A report was submitted requesting members to consider 


the process for the review of the scheme of members 



allowances, particularly to consider the method of 



nomination of independent and impartial members to the 


Independent Review Panel and to agree the content of 


the Briefing Pack for that Panel. 



It was noted that there would be a reduction from 45 to 36 


Borough Councillors, and in the number of wards from 23 


to 17.  It was also noted that the Briefing Pack would be 


amended at paragraphs 1.7, 1.14 and 3.2 to remove 



reference that the review would be constrained by 



existing budget, and to insert provisions about 




stakeholder consultation.  
It was 












(The meeting started at 7pm and ended at 8.17pm)

Signed………………………………………………………..

Chair

RESOLVED		


that the minutes of the meeting held on 15th January 2007 be approved and signed by the Chair.





RESOLVED





that the Standards Committee endorse the appointment of Professor Steve Leach as the Chair of the Panel and the method of selection of two independent  members from the voluntary sector and business community, and that Groundwork Trust and the Northamptonshire Chamber be approached to nominate representatives to sit on the Independent Review Panel – Members Allowances


The Briefing Pack, as amended above, for the Independent Review Panel be approved.
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