BOROUGH OF KETTERING

at the meeting of the Council of the Borough of Kettering held at the Municipal Offices, Bowling Greed Road,  Kettering on 28th February 2007

Present:

	Councillor 
M Bayes (Mayor)
	Councillor
M Harrison

	
"
C Lamb (The Deputy Mayor)
	
"
J Henson

	
"
L Adams
	
"
L Henson

	
"
E Brace
	
"
P Hollobone

	
"
C Brown
	
"
U Jones

	
"
L Bunday
	
"
S King

	
"
J Burton
	
"
C Lamb

	
"
R Civil
	
"
M Malin

	
"
D Coe
	
"
J Padwick

	
"
P Corazzo
	
"
W Parker

	
"
M Dearing
	
"
A Pote

	
"
M Don
	
"
G Rennie

	
"
P Evans
	
"
J Richardson

	
"
T Freer
	
"
S Scrimshaw

	
"
A Gordon
	
"
C Smith-Haynes

	
"
C Groome
	
"
M Tebbutt

	
"
R Groome
	
"
G Titcombe

	
"
E Hales, MBE
	
"
J West

	
"
J Hakewill
	
"
A Wiley


06.C.83
APOLOGIES


Apologies for absence were received from Councillors P Anderson, M Lynch, S Lynch and L Tod.


Councillor Whitlam did not attend.

06.C.84
MINUTES


It was proposed by Councillor Corazzo that the wording in respect of the final paragraph of minute no. 06.C.72 be amended as follows:-


"Councillor Corazzo asked the Leader of the Council if he considered the expenditure on consultation represented value for money for the Council.  The leader of the Council provide no response."


Following debate the Mayor stated that the substance of the original minute was correct and in accordance with his recollection.  It was therefore ruled that the minute would stand and the proposal to amend the minutes was not agreed.

RESOLVED
that the minutes of the meeting of the Council held on 13th December 2006 be approved as a correct record and signed by the Mayor.

In response to a question from Councillor Padwick on progress being made towards the 200th Anniversary of the Abolition of Slavery it was noted that work towards an event to mark the occasion was in hand.

06.C.85
MINUTES OF THE EXTRAORDINARY MEETING OF THE BOROUGH COUNCIL

RESOLVED
that the minutes of the extraordinary meeting of the Council held on 17th January 2007 be approved as a correct record and signed by the Mayor.

06.C.86
MINUTES OF THE BUDGET CONSULTATION MEETING

RESOLVED
that the minutes of the Budget Consultation meeting held on 25th January 2007 be approved as a correct record and signed by the Mayor.

06.C.87
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST


The following declarations of interest were made by Members in respect of Item 10(i) on the agenda:-

Councillor C Lamb
Personal interest as a member of Warkton Village Hall Committee

Councillor U Jones
Personal interest as a member of Warkton Village Hall Committee

Councillor J Padwick
Personal interest as a parish Councillor of Geddington, Newton and Little Oakley Parish Council 

Councillor E Hales
Personal interest as an officer of UNISON  (NHS)

Councillor L Henson
Personal and prejudicial interest as an owner of a taxi company in any discussion regarding fees and charges relating to hackney carriage rates.

Councillor J Henson
Personal and prejudicial interest as an owner of a taxi company in any discussion regarding fees and charges relating to hackney carriage rates.

Councillor A Pote
Personal interest as a member of Rothwell Town Council

06.C.88
MAYOR'S ANNOUNCEMENTS


The Mayor made the following announcements:-

· He had recently visited Lahnstein for the carnival celebrations and had won second prize in a fancy dress competition.

· The Mayor informed Council that the steering group of Fair Trade that was initiated by Full Council has been regularly meeting since its inception.  Fair Trade fortnight for 2007 started on February 24th and runs until 10th March and the group was very steadily moving forward toward its goal of reaching Fair Trade Town Status for Kettering and maybe the Borough.  A street stall would be held on Saturday March 10th in the Town Centre where the steering group would be delighted to receive help from councillors.  The Mayor thanked members of the steering group for their work to date.
06.C.89
REPORT OF THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE


The Chief Executive thanked members of the White Paper Steering Group and officers for their work in connection with local government structure and partnership working in the county.

06.C.90
KEYSTONE ESCAPE YOUTH CLUB


Councillor King asked the Portfolio Holder for Leisure and Community the following question:-


"Can the portfolio holder for Resources clarify how much of council tax payers' money has been wasted through the recent legal action taken by this Council against Keystone Escape Youth Club in St Andrew's ward?"


The Portfolio Holder for Leisure and Community replied as follows:-


"Kettering Borough Council did not take legal action against the Keystone Escape Youth Club."


Councillor King asked a supplementary question as follows:-


"Would the portfolio holder please clarify that the Council was not the instigator in the recent action against Keystone Escape Youth Club.  Was it not the case that the Council was asked to pay £5,000 in costs and was it not a waste of the Council's money in the serving of the Noise Abatement Notice?"


The Portfolio Holder for Leisure and Community indicated in her reply that Keystone Escape Youth Club had been served with a Noise Abatement Notice as noise levels, in the opinion of the officer on site at the time, constituted a nuisance to nearby residents.  The Council was represented at the appeal hearing by the in-house legal team.  The Appeal against the notice had been allowed and costs of £5455.55 were awarded against the Council.  Following this, the Licence was called in for review by the Licensing Committee Since the service of the noise abatement order, the club had made a number of changes to reduce noise nuisance which had had a positive effect on the problem and the level of complaints. The Council was now working with Keystone Escape Youth Club to resolve some of the remaining nuisance issues of which residents continued to complain.

06.C.91
FORMER MAYORAL OFFICER


Councillor Whyte asked the Portfolio Holder for Customer Access the following question:-


"What have been the total financial costs, including officer time, to date to KBC of the disciplinary case taken against the formal Mayoral Officer?"


The Portfolio Holder for Customer Access replied as follows:-


"Financial costs total £13,386.94.  Officer time is not recorded."


Councillor Whyte asked a supplementary question as follows:-


"As officer time is not recorded, could I have an estimate of the costs of officer time expended on this case?"


The Portfolio Holder for Customer Access indicated that she could not provide the information at the meeting and would need to provide an answer to Councillor Whyte's supplementary question at a later date.

(Councillor West declared a prejudicial interest in the following question as a member of staff of Kettering General Hospital

and left the meeting room during discussion thereon)

06.C.92
INTEGRATED BUSINESS PLAN – KETTERING GENERAL HOSPITAL FOUNDATION TRUST APPLICATION


Councillor Gordon asked the Leader of the Council the following question:-


"Will the Leader of the Council arrange for a copy of the Integrated Business Plan, which stems from KGH Foundation Trust application, to be obtained and displayed in the Members' Room?


The Leader of the Council replied as follows:-


"I understand that the document has not yet been made public but as soon as it is a copy will be placed in the Members' Room."  


Following further debate regarding democratic accountability the Leader of the Council indicated that he would ensure a letter was sent to the current Chief Executive of Kettering General Hospital requesting that a copy of the Integrated Business Plan be made available as soon as possible and, when received, it would be placed in the members' room.

06.C.93
SECTION 106 AGREEMENTS – PROVISION FOR EDUCATION


Councillor C Groome asked the Portfolio Holder for Economic and the Chair of the Monitoring and Audit Committee the following question:-


"The Portfolio Holder for Planning and Regeneration and the Chairman of the Monitoring and Audit Committee will be aware of the concern which I and other members have for the lack of transparency in the raising of Section 106 contributions for education on the back of planning permissions for new housing developments in the Borough.  Can we have a report through the appropriate channels as follows:-

· How much has been levied through Section 106 for this purpose over the last 3 years

· The basis on which the tariff is set

· The procedures to ensure that payment is made

· The use of the monies so raised

· Any improvements which could be made to the system to ensure that the right tariff is set and the monies go to support education in the Borough


I appreciate that this will require the co-operation of the County Council in part, but hope that this can be forthcoming."


The Portfolio Holder for Economic replied as follows:-


"I note the question and think that, with the agreement of the Chairman of Monitoring and Audit, this is best referred to that committee for them to report back on."


The Chair of the Monitoring and Audit Committee indicated that she agreed with this approach.

06.C.94
INVOICE PROCESSING


Councillor Hales asked the Portfolio Holder for Environment and Resources the following question:-


"How many occasions have KBC received written notification from organisations claiming the Council is late with payment for goods and services in the last two years?"


The Portfolio Holder for Environment and Resources replied as follows:-


"Information on invoice processing is reported to members quarterly through the Key Performance Booklet.  Monitoring and Audit considered this on 31st January 2007 where it was reported that the Council paid 94.4% of undisputed invoices within 30 days (April-Dec 2006).  The performance figures for January and February 2007 average 99.16%.  There have been no complaints received about invoice processing received through the Council Complaints System."


Councillor Hales asked the following supplementary question:-


"The portfolio holder also needs to understand that debt collection agencies have also been employed to force the Council to pay its bills.  Can I very seriously ask her to re-examine her reply as I have grave concerns as to its accuracy."


The Portfolio Holder for Environment and Resources referred to the Key Performance Indicator booklet and the lack of complaints regarding this issue.

06.C.95
RECYCLING OF ORGANIC WASTE


Councillor Padwick asked the Portfolio Holder for Environment and Resources the following question:-


"Is the portfolio holder prepared to apologise for the confusion over what fruit and vegetables peelings can be put in grey or black bins?"


The Portfolio Holder for Environment and Resources replied as follows:-


"I am not prepared to apologise for complying with the law, as required by Trading Standards and the Environment Agency.  Nor am I prepared to apologise for the Evening Telegraph's reporting of the issue.   We are advising all households what the new arrangements are and that has now been completed apart from some village areas which will be completed shortly. for the avoidance of doubt, no-one should put any cooked or uncooked food in their grey bin, but they can use home composters for uncooked kitchen waste, such as fruit and vegetables, tea bags and eggshells."


Councillor Padwick then asked a supplementary question regarding plastics and the status of used tea-bags as cooked or uncooked waste.  He indicated that he believed doubt and confusion still existed as the leaflet that had been distributed had not been easy to understand.


The Portfolio Holder for Environment and Resources referred Councillor Padwick to the original reply to his question and added that the recycling of plastics, including plastic bottles, would be included in a forthcoming scrutiny review by the Task and Finish Group, which would be looking at  increasing the overall number of items that could be recycled and commercial waste.  The issue was also being examined on a county level through the Northamptonshire Waste Partnership.

06.C.96
WEBSITES


Councillor Whyte asked the Portfolio Holder for Customer Access the following question:-


"What were the improper websites visited by five councillors that resulted in them being referred to the Standards Board for England?"


The Portfolio Holder for Customer Access replied as follows:-


"I am afraid that I cannot disclose this information because I have been advised by the Monitoring Officer that if I were to do so I risk committing a criminal offence under S63 of the Local Government Act 2000.  If the member wants to take this matter further he should contact the Standards Board for England."


Councillor Whyte indicated that he was surprised by the answer to this question as a member of the Standards Committee had been advised at its meeting, that he could not ask the question because it was “political.” He then asked a supplementary question regarding the work of the Standards Board being open to public scrutiny.


Other members disputed this recollection of the discussion at Standards Committee. 


The Portfolio Holder for Customer Access replied that nothing is included in the Standards Board website until a decision has been made by the Standards Board.  


Discussion ensued on the use of Council supplied equipment for Council work only and it was noted that members were required to sign up to the Council's Internet and e-mail policy as part of the protocol.  Any computer that was the property of the Council should only be used for legitimate Council activity.

06.C.97
BUDGET PROPOSALS 2007/08 – GENERAL FUND, CAPITAL PROGRAMME AND HOUSING REVENUE ACCOUNT


A report was submitted which provided details of the Executive's budget proposals for the Council's General Fund, Capital Programme and the Housing Revenue Account for the financial year 2007/08.  The report also included the Council's statutory borrowing limited (referred to as Prudential Indicators), which although a technical issue, needed to be reported to Council in accordance with statutory requirements.


Appendix "B" to the report (the Council Tax draft resolution 2007/08) was circulated at the meeting.


The Leader of the Council delivered a presentation to Council which detailed how it was proposed to finance activities in accordance with the Corporate Priorities during 2007/08.

Members discussed the General Fund budget, and in particular comparisons were made to the level of Council Tax charged in previous years as well as the level of central government grant.

Whilst debating the matter, members raised the following questions and issues:-

· The Local Area Business Growth Incentive grant was £377,000 last year and is £1.5m this year.  Could this be taken into the Council's calculations in setting the Council Tax?

· The salary bill is up by £2.3 m from 2003.  £402,000 has been spent on redundancies with more in the pipeline.  £600,000 has been spent on consultants over the last three years.

· Car parking charges have been increased.

· More money is required in 2007/08 for concessionary fares.

· Funding required for the Council to move to a new out of town building has not been properly costed or consulted upon.

· The reference to Band B Council Tax instead of Band D

· The future costs of the new Leisure contract and the future of Leisurepass

· The increase in energy costs and the effect of purchasing power through an energy consortium

· The future of the Planning Delivery Grant

· Notional interest has been removed

· The cost of returning to weekly refuse collections

· The medium term financial strategy

· The reduction in back-office staffing levels and the increase in front-line services

· The provision of affordable housing schemes in the Borough

· The cost of housing, especially in rural areas

· The recent £5m in growth area funding and how it will be spent

· The likely take-up of free bus passes in 2007/08 and how this will affect the budget

· Customer services in the A6 towns and privacy for customers

· The effect of visible policing in Kettering Borough as a result of the increase in Police Community Support Officers.


Some members indicated that they would like to receive written answers to the questions that had been put in relation to the budget. 


It was proposed by Councillor Whyte, seconded by Councillor Hales that the question now be put.

(Voting: 13 for; 20 against)

The motion fell.

The Portfolio Holder for Leisure and Community responded to questions relation to the Leisure Management Contract, indicating that negotiations with the new operator were still ongoing.  Leisurepass would continue, but improvements would be made to the application process.  

The Portfolio Holder for Housing gave a comprehensive overview of the capital programme for the next two years.  He also informed Council of the increase in the provision of new affordable homes in the Borough, which had been provided in partnership with housing associations.

The Portfolio Holder for Customer Access indicated that contact centres in the A6 towns included private interview facilities for customers requiring privacy.

The Leader of the Council referred to the record of decisions of the Executive Committee where it had been resolved to recommend to Council an increase in the Borough Council's Council Tax of 4.75%.  He reiterated the reasons for arriving at the recommendation to Council and emphasised that the budget must be considered not only for 2007/08 but for three to four years in the future to ensure financial stability.  

It was noted that explanations regarding the Planning Delivery Grant, the new Housing and Planning Grant and Notional Interest were contained within the report to Council which formed part of the agenda.

In respect of weekly collections of non-recyclable waste, it was noted that there were no plans to return to a weekly collection.

Band B Council Tax was referred to in the presentation and in the report as it represented the average banding for homes in Kettering Borough, rather than the Band D comparisons used on a national basis.

In respect of concessionary fares, costs of free bus passes had not been ring-fenced.

Money received from the Housing Corporation was substantial because of high performance and the reputation of Kettering Borough Council which had been built up over recent years.

The Leader of the Council then referred to staffing levels and salary costs over the last three years.  It was noted that £1.8 m of the increase in costs was attributable to annual uplifts and national insurance contributions.  A breakdown of staff numbers was given, and it was noted that the majority of additional staff had been employed in customer services and recycling.  Savings from the Next Steps programme totalled approximately £750,000, and this had been used to pay for extra front-line staff.  Consultants had been employed to provide expertise and costs represented 0.2% of the total budget.

In conclusion to the debate officers and members were thanked for their input into the budget.

RESOLVED
that:-


(i)
the General Fund budget for 2007/08 (as detailed in Section 1 of the Budget Book) be approved;


(ii)
the Capital Programme for 2007-2010 (as detailed in Section 2 of the Budget Book) be approved;


(iii)
the Housing Revenue Account budget for 2007/08 (as detailed in Section 3 of the Budget Book) be approved;


iv) 
that:-


(i)
it be noted the Council calculated the following amounts for the year 2007/08 in accordance with Regulations made under Section 33 (5) of the Local Government Finance Act 1992 (the Act):

(a)
29,367 being the amount calculated by the Council, in accordance with Regulation 3 of the Local Authorities (Calculation of Council Tax Base) Regulations 1992, and the Local Authorities (Calculation of Tax Base) (Amendment) Regulations 2003 and (No2) Regulations 2003, as its council tax base for the year.

(b)
Being the amounts calculated by the Council, in accordance with regulation 6 of the Regulations, as the amounts of Council tax base for the year for dwellings in those parts of its area to which one or more special items relate:

	Parish of
	Tax Base

	
	

	          Burton Latimer
	2,251

	          Mawsley
	690

	
	


(ii)
the following amounts be now calculated by the Council for the year 2007/08 in accordance with Sections 32 to 36 of the Local Government Finance Act 1992 (the Act)

(a)
£40,670,090
being the aggregate of the amounts which the Council estimates for the items set out in Section 32 (2) (a) to (e) of the Act. (Gross expenditure, parish expenses any contingencies, any provision for reserves.)

(b)
£28,429,970
being the aggregate of the amounts which the Council estimates for the items set out in Section 32 (3) (a) to (c) of the Act. (Gross Income, any use of reserves.)

(c)
£12,240,120
being the amount by which the aggregate at ii (a) above exceeds the aggregate at ii (b) above, calculated by the Council, in accordance with Section 32 (4) of the Act, as its Budget Requirement for the year. (Expenditure less income = net expenditure / budget requirement.)
(d)
£6,906,914
being the aggregate of the sums which the Council estimates will be payable for the year into its General Fund in respect of redistributed non domestic rates, revenue support grant and increased by the amount of any sum which the Council estimates will be transferred from its Collection Fund to its General Fund pursuant to the directions under section 98(4) of the Local Government Finance Act 1988. (Business Rates, Government grant, any special grant, any surplus from Collection Fund.)

(e)
£181.61
being the amount at ii (c) above less the amount at ii (d) above, all divided by the amount at i (a) above, calculated by the Council, in accordance with section 33 (1) of the Act, as the basic amount of its council tax for the year. (Net expenditure including parish precepts, less Business Rates, grants etc, divided by tax base = an average council tax which includes parishes.)
(f)
£22,200
being the aggregate amount of the special items referred to in Section 34 (1) of the Act. (Total amount of parish precepts.)
(g)
£180.85
being the amount at ii (e) above less the result given by dividing the amount at ii (f) above by the amount at i (a) above, calculated by the Council, in accordance with section 34 (2) of the Act, as the basic amount of its Council Tax for the year for dwellings in those parts of its area to which no special item relates. (i.e. the Borough Council's precept of £5,311,022 divided by the Council Tax base of 29,367, This Council's own Council Tax at Band D.)

(h)

being the amounts given by adding to the amount at ii (g) above the amounts of the special item or items relating to dwellings in those parts of the Council's area mentioned above divided in each case by the amount at i (b) above, calculated by the Council in accordance with Section 34(3) of the act, as the basic amounts of its Council Tax for the year for dwellings in those parts of its area to which one or more special item relates. (Council Tax at Band D for those parishes that have issued a precept added to this Council's council tax.)

	Part of the Council's area
	£

	
	

	          Burton Latimer
	183.16

	          Mawsley
	205.49


	(i)
	Part of the Council's area
	Valuation Bands

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Parish of
	A
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	
	
	£
	£
	£
	£
	£
	£
	£
	£

	
	Burton Latimer:
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	  Borough Precept (£5,311,022)
	120.57
	140.66
	160.76
	180.85
	221.04
	261.23
	301.42
	361.70

	
	  Parish Precept (£5,200)
	1.54
	1.80
	2.05
	2.31
	2.82
	3.34
	3.85
	4.62

	
	Total Burton Latimer
	122.11
	142.46
	162.81
	183.16
	223.86
	264.57
	305.27
	366.32

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Mawsley:
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	  Borough Precept (£5,311,022)
	120.57
	140.66
	160.76
	180.85
	221.04
	261.23
	301.42
	361.70

	
	  Parish Precept (£17,000)
	16.43
	19.16
	21.90
	24.64
	30.12
	35.59
	41.07
	49.28

	
	Total Mawsley
	137.00
	159.82
	182.66
	205.49
	251.16
	296.82
	342.49
	410.98

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Other Areas / Parishes:
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	  Borough Precept (£5,311,022)
	120.57
	140.66
	160.76
	180.85
	221.04
	261.23
	301.42
	361.70



being the amounts given by multiplying the amounts at ii (g) and ii (h) above by the number which, in the proportion set out in section 5 (1) of the Act, is applicable to dwellings listed in  a particular valuation band divided by the number which in that proportion is applicable to dwellings listed in valuation band D, calculated by the Council, in accordance with section 36 (1) of the Act, as the amounts to be taken into account for 2007/08 in respect of categories of dwellings listed in different valuation bands.
(iii)
it be noted that for the year 2007/2008 Northamptonshire County Council (NCC) and Northamptonshire Police Authority (NPA) have stated the following precepts issued to the Council, in accordance with Section 40 of the Act for each of the categories of dwellings shown below:
	
	Valuation Bands

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	A
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	
	£
	£
	£
	£
	£
	£
	£
	£

	NCC (precept £26,945,719)
	611.70
	713.65
	815.60
	917.55
	1,121.45
	1,325.35
	1,529.25
	1,835.10

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	NPA (precept £4,998,557)
	113.47
	132.39
	151.30
	170.21
	208.03
	245.86
	283.68
	340.42


(iv)
that, having calculated the aggregate in each case of the amounts at ii (i) and iii above, the Council, in accordance with Section 30 (2) of the Local Government and Finance Act 1992, hereby sets the following amounts as the amounts of Council Tax for the year 2007/2008 for each of the categories of dwellings shown below:-

	Part of the Council's Area
	Valuation Bands

	
	A
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	H

	
	£
	£
	£
	£
	£
	£
	£
	£

	Burton Latimer:
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  Borough Council
	120.57
	140.66
	160.76
	180.85
	221.04
	261.23
	301.42
	361.70

	  NCC
	611.70
	713.65
	815.60
	917.55
	1,121.45
	1,325.35
	1,529.25
	1,835.10

	  NPA
	113.47
	132.39
	151.30
	170.21
	208.03
	245.86
	283.68
	340.42

	  Parish Precept
	1.54
	1.80
	2.05
	2.31
	2.82
	3.34
	3.85
	4.62

	Total
	847.28
	988.50
	1,129.71
	1,270.92
	1,553.34
	1,835.78
	2,118.20
	2,541.84

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Mawsley:
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  Borough Council
	120.57
	140.66
	160.76
	180.85
	221.04
	261.23
	301.42
	361.70

	  NCC
	611.70
	713.65
	815.60
	917.55
	1,121.45
	1,325.35
	1,529.25
	1,835.10

	  NPA
	113.47
	132.39
	151.30
	170.21
	208.03
	245.86
	283.68
	340.42

	  Parish Precept
	16.43
	19.16
	21.90
	24.64
	30.12
	35.59
	41.07
	49.28

	Total
	862.17
	1,005.86
	1,149.56
	1,293.25
	1,580.64
	1,868.03
	2,155.42
	2,586.50

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Other Areas / Parishes:
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  Borough Council
	120.57
	140.66
	160.76
	180.85
	221.04
	261.23
	301.42
	361.70

	  NCC
	611.70
	713.65
	815.60
	917.55
	1,121.45
	1,325.35
	1,529.25
	1,835.10

	 NPA
	113.47
	132.39
	151.30
	170.21
	208.03
	245.86
	283.68
	340.42

	Total
	845.74
	986.70
	1,127.66
	1,268.61
	1,550.52
	1,832.44
	2,114.35
	2,537.22

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



(v)
the Prudential Borrowing Indicators for 2007/08 be approved;


(vi)
the Medium Term Financial Forecasts be received; and


(vii)
the report of the Council's Responsible Financial Officer be received.

(Voting: For 24; Against 1; Not Voting 12)

06.C.96
HARRINGTON PARISH COUNCIL


A report was submitted which considered an application from Harrington Parish Council for the size of the Council to be increased from 5 to 7 members.

RESOLVED
that:-


(i)
Harrington Parish Council's request to increase from 5 to 7 councillors be agreed with a view to being implemented in time for the 2007 elections;


(ii)
the Parish Council uses their best endeavours to urge enough villagers to stand to enable a ballot to take place in May;


(iii)
a report be brought to the relevant Borough Council scrutiny committee in, or soon after, May 2009 to enable the success of the increased numbers to be reviewed compared to the position between May 2005 and May 2007.

06.C.97
INTERPRETATION OF CONSTITUTION


Councillor Gordon asked whether it was permissible to raise a question on a report that had previously been considered by the Executive Committee.


It was noted that the reference on the Council agenda related only to those reports that had been referred for consideration by full Council and did not relate to issues that had already been considered and resolved by the Executive.  It was also noted that a review of the Constitution was underway through a task and finish group.

(Councillor Parker declared a personal interest in the 

following item as a member of the Northamptonshire

County Council Cabinet)

(Councillor Hollobone joined the meeting at 9.14 pm)

06.C.98
ROADS - A43 AND A14


Councillor Hakewill proposed and Councillor Harrison seconded that:-


"This Council urges the County Council Highways Department and the Government Highways Agency to urgently consider making improvements to the A43 to reduce the dangers faced by drivers travelling between Kettering and Northampton and in particular the residents living along its route.  In parallel with such improvements, all possible avenues should be explored to improve the capacity and safety of the A14 along its existing route, rather than opting for a new collector distributor road running between the villages of Thorpe Malsor, Great Cransley, Broughton and Pytchley and the existing line of the A14."


During debate members were in agreement that one of the key considerations raised through the motion was that of road safety. It was felt that the quality and quantity of public transport should also be included in the debate.


Concern was expressed that there had, as yet, been no opportunity for public scrutiny on the proposals relating to road infrastructure in the Borough, particularly the A14.  The Leader of the Council indicated that he would be meeting the Leader of Northamptonshire County Council, together with others, to discuss a way forward bearing in mind the deadline for consultation was 20th April 2006.  It was felt that the issue should be referred to the Planning Policy Committee for urgent consideration.  It was noted that the County Council consultation event would be held on Friday, 16th March 2007.


Councillor West proposed as an amendment, seconded by Councillor Harrison that the following words be added to the motion:-


"All options be explored to achieve a shift towards public transport, including freight moving to rail."


The amendment was unanimously agreed and it was


RESOLVED
that 


(i)
this Council urges the County Council Highways Department and the Government Highways Agency to urgently consider making improvements to the A43 to reduce the dangers faced by drivers travelling between Kettering and Northampton and in particular the residents living along its route.  In parallel with such improvements, all possible avenues should be explored to improve the capacity and safety of the A14 along its existing route, rather than opting for a new collector distributor road running between the villages of Thorpe Malsor, Great Cransley, Broughton and Pytchley and the existing line of the A14; and


(ii)
all options be explored to achieve a shift towards public transport, including freight moving to rail.

(The meeting started at 7.00 pm and ended at 9.36 pm)

Signed …………………………………………….

Mayor

AI

(Council No. 3)

28.2.07


