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Full Council 

Thursday 19th April 2018  

At 7:00 pm in the Council Chamber, The Cube, George Street, Corby. 

 

Present: - Councillor Keane (Mayor), Rahman, Addison, P Beattie, T Beattie, Beeby, 

Brown, Butcher, Cassidy, Colquhoun, Dady, Eyles, Ferguson, Goult, Latta, 

McGhee, McNab, Petch, Reay, Riley, Watt & Watts. 

 

Prior to the commencement of business Members and guests observed a one minute 

silence in memory of former councillor and Mayor Ray Telfer who had died recently and out 

of respect for Mr Jim Wade a former county councillor, Mayor’s Consort and local community 

champion. 

 

80.  Apologies for Absence 

 

Apologies were received from Councillor Sims, Rutt, Pengelly, McEwan, Elliston, Caine & 

McKellar. 

 

81.  Declarations of Interest 

 

Members were asked to declare any personal interests they may have in the business to be 
discussed and/or indicate whether this was prejudicial or non-prejudicial, the nature of any 
interest, and whether they intended participating in the relevant agenda item.  

Councillor Watts and Councillor Keane declared a personal and prejudicial interest in 

relation to the report on the Priors Hall Community Governance Review. 

 

82.  Mayor’s Announcements 

 

The Mayor thanked those who had bought tickets for the forthcoming Civic Dinner and for 

donating raffle prizes. The Mayor also reminded Members of the forthcoming Charity Golf 

Tournament to be held on 13th May 2018; further details would be circulated. 

 

83.  Petitions 

 

No petitions had been received. 

 

84.  Public Question Time 

 

No public questions had been received. 

 

85.  Minutes of Committee & Panel Meetings 

 

85.1 One Corby Policy Committee 

 

Councillor Tom Beattie presented the minutes of the One Corby Policy Committee meetings 

held on 6th February 2018 and 6th March 2018. 
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RESOLVED that:- 

 

The minutes of the meetings held on 6th February 2018 and 6th March 2018 be received. 

 

85.2 Development Control Committee 

Councillor Latta presented the minutes of the Development Control Committee meeting held 

on 13th February 2018. 

 

RESOLVED that:- 

 

The minutes of the meeting held on 13th February 2018 be received. 

 

85.3 Overview & Scrutiny Panel 

 

Councillor Watts presented the minutes of the Overview & Scrutiny Panel meetings held on 

23rd January 2018, 20th February 2018 and 20th March 2018. 

 

RESOLVED that:- 

 

The minutes of the meetings held on 23rd January 2018, 20th February 2018 and 20th March 

2018 be received. 

 

85.4 Audit & Governance Committee 

 

Councillor Eyles presented the minutes of the Audit & Governance Committee meeting held 

on 21st March 2018. 

 

RESOLVED that:- 

 

The minutes of the meeting held on 21st March 2018 be received. 

 

85.5 Local Plan Committee 

 

Councillor Dady presented the minutes of the Local Plan Committee meeting held on 7th 

March 2018. 

 

RESOLVED that:- 

 

The minutes of the meeting held on 7th March 2018 be received. 

 

85.6 Grants Committee 

 

Councillor McGhee presented the minutes of the Grants Committee meeting held on 13th 

March 2018. 

 

RESOLVED that:- 

 

The minutes of the meeting held on 13th March 2018 be received. 
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(Councillors Watts and Keane left the meeting at this point). 

 

86.  Report – Priors Hall Community Governance Review 

 

Full Council were requested to consider the responses received to a recent public 

consultation exercise conducted by Corby Borough Council as part of a Community 

Governance Review. 

 

Following receipt of a valid petition submitted by electors in Priors Hall, Full Council at its 

meeting on 26th October 2017 agreed to commence a Community Governance Review to 

consider the possibility of the creation of an independent Priors Hall Parish Council. 

Currently Priors Hall was part of Weldon Parish. 

Full Council further agreed that One Corby Policy Committee would be delegated 

responsibility for overseeing the Review, although any final determination on the outcome 

rested with Full Council only. 

During January 2018, Corby Borough Council conducted a consultation exercise based upon 

the proposals submitted by petitioners calling for Priors Hall to be granted its own 

independent parish council. 

A consultation booklet was devised and circulated to all households in Priors Hall & Weldon 

village.  Individual consultations were also sent to the following:- 

 Weldon Parish Council 

 Priors Hall Park Neighbourhood Association 

 Deene and Deenethorpe Parish Council 

Information was also included on the Council’s website.  

The total electorate of Priors Hall (1,126) and Weldon (1,672) was 2,798. In total 81 valid 

responses were received to the consultation exercise from registered electors in Priors Hall 

(60) or Weldon village (21).  

Of these 32 were opposed to the proposal, with 49 in favour, however the response rate 

overall was poor. The original petition received by the Council for a review to be conducted 

was over 300. 

The total response rate of 81 electors represented 2.67%; this was extremely low. The 

response rate from Priors Hall Park was 4.56%. 

Weldon Parish Council responded to the consultation. The Parish registered their objection 

to the creation of a separate parish council at this time. 

The management committee of the Association responded to the consultation. The 

Association felt that it may be appropriate once the current development has expanded to 

consider a separate parish; however they felt that it was too soon.  

It was the officer’s view that currently there was insufficient evidence of support among the 
electorate of Priors Hall to support the petitioner’s proposal. 
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It was noted that the situation may change in the future and a Corby Borough Council 
decision not to recommend change at this time would not preclude a further review being 
conducted at a later date. 
 
One Corby Policy Committee had considered this report at its meeting held on 10th April 
2018. The Committee were recommending termination of the Review process at this point. 
 
Councillor T Beattie queried the earliest occasion when this matter could be revisited. 
Officers confirmed that another valid petition could be considered after a 6-month 
moratorium. Corby BC could also instigate a review of its own accord. 
 
Councillor Watt felt that clearly there was not much local support for this proposal at this 
time. Councillor Watt did however feel that the exercise had help remind Priors Hall 
residents that they were part of Weldon Parish and could engage in the democratic process 
through the existing parish council. 
 
RESOLVED that:- 
 

i) The responses received to the Stage 1 consultation exercise be noted together 
with the recommendation of the One Corby Policy Committee; 

ii) The current Community Governance exercise for Priors Hall be terminated at this 
time; and 

iii) There be no change to the current governance arrangements for Weldon Parish 
Council. 

 

(Councillors Watts and Keane returned to the meeting at this point). 

 

87.  Report – Proposals for a single tier of local government in Northamptonshire 

 

The Chief Executive submitted a report to Council regarding the Secretary of State’s 

invitation to submit proposals for a single tier of local government within Northamptonshire. 

The report also recommended a way forward for the Council in discussions with the 

Government and the other six district councils. 

 

The Council had given its position to the Secretary of State via a letter from the Leader of the 

Council of the 26 March 2018.  That letter remained unanswered and the Council’s position 

remained the same. 

The Secretary of State’s invitation for proposals for a single tier of Local Government in 

Northamptonshire advised that a single unitary across the county was not an option.   

Any proposal submitted would be judged against the guidance issued by the Secretary of 

State.  The Government were looking for proposals that would improve local government 

and service delivery across the area, be based on a credible geography and commanded a 

good deal of local support. The guidance included that for any unitary authority a minimum 

population of substantially more than 300,000 was required, and a requirement that any 

proposal took into account the Inspector’s recommendation on the preferred way forward 

involving the two proposed unitary authorities (West and North model). 

Discussions were underway between all the Districts and Boroughs at Leader and Chief 

Executive level about a single collective proposal being submitted.  Through this 

arrangement the work required and any costs could be shared. 
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All the Districts and Boroughs were in a position they had not sought nor wanted, but all 

were of the same mind in respect of putting forward a proposal that sought to ensure the 

best outcome for the people of the County. 

 It was recommended that this Council continued to participate in these discussions and in 

the work required on a proposal in keeping with the Secretary of State’s invitation and 

guidance.  

Councillor T Beattie stated that no district authorities were happy with the current situation. It 

was not of districts’ making and none had been seeking to make a voluntary unitary 

proposal. The deadline for submission of a proposal was 27th July 2018. The Government 

had already indicated certain options would be excluded. The guidance issued by the 

Secretary of State was brief but clearly indicated a preferred option for the Government. 

Councillor T Beattie outlined the proposed timetable presented recently to district Chief 

Executives and Leaders which indicated that a shadow unitary council could be formed in 

April 2019; the scheduled local elections in May 2019 would be postponed. This shadow 

body would oversee the transition arrangements. Elections for the new unitary authority 

would be scheduled for May 2020. 

There would be the need for consultation with the public and other stakeholders on any 

proposal. The results of this consultation would be aggregated across the county.  The 

Government had already indicated it was not minded to support a single unitary or three 

unitary authorities. It was noted that the county found itself in a unique position as elsewhere 

authorities had voluntarily proposed the creation of unitary governance; here it was being 

imposed. 

Councillor Addison noted that Northamptonshire County Council have significant debts and 

borrowing. What was likely to happen to outstanding liabilities. The Chief Executive stated 

that the Government had indicated there was no “new” money. There would be no additional 

resources to undertake the consultation exercise and no funding for transition costs. The 

liabilities of the current county council would be allocated to any new unitary bodies. 

Councillor Butcher felt that the county council could not be trusted. The county’s 

administration had been warned that their policies were leading the local authority into 

disarray; these warnings had been ignored. Councillor Butcher felt that the county council 

should not be allowed to have any input into discussions on future arrangements. 

Councillor Colquhoun queried whether any consultation would be “meaningful” consultation. 

Councillor T Beattie stated the proposed timetable for consultation was “tight” and in 

comparison with other areas voluntarily exploring unitary governance was restrictive. The 

Government had made clear that they were expecting a joint proposal from districts; any 

individual submission from a local authority was likely to be dismissed.  

Councillor Dady wondered whether the formation of new town councils could form part of the 

proposal to Government. He understood that Wellingborough had already expressed an 

interest in that approach.  Councillor T Beattie indicated that the creation of new town 

councils, parished areas and neighbourhood-type services could be part of any proposal. 

There may need to be a re-examination of the role played by town and parish councils and 

an opportunity for more local control. 
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Councillor P Beattie wondered what would happen to existing contractual agreements made 

by Corby BC. Would these need to be honoured by any new authority. Officers were unable 

to give a definitive answer but suggested that all assets and liabilities would be transferred to 

any new authority. Whether these liabilities and agreements were carried into the future 

would be for the new authority to determine. 

Councillor McGhee blamed the incompetence of the administration at the county council for 

this situation.  The administration had been warned both by opposition Members and 

external bodies of the worsening situation. Councillor McGhee felt that there needed to be 

public consultation prior to any decision being taken. He was unhappy with the current 

proposal for unitary status.  Public consultation should be undertaken first. The issues facing 

the county were horrendous, particularly due to lack of funding for social care.  Councillor 

McGhee felt that Corby BC should not “give in” to the Government and be willing to put its 

own case. 

Councillor T Beattie stressed that no proposal would be submitted before consultation was 

undertaken. The consultation would be with the public and stakeholders. The final decision 

on any proposal would rest with Members but would be based upon the outcome of the 

consultation. Councillor T Beattie stressed that this was an unfortunate situation, that 

Government were clearly seeking for the two unitary option to be agreed, but that it was 

better for Corby BC to be part of the decision making process going forward. 

Councillor Eyles was saddened by the situation the districts had found themselves in, 

through no fault of their own. Corby BC had been very successful in attracting development, 

investment and housing for the benefit of Corby. Councillor Eyles was concerned that a 

future unitary would not take Corby’s agenda forward. Councillor Eyles also queried whether 

the Government would impose curbs on spending in the run-up to any unitary 

implementation; officers were unable to answer that question at this time. 

Councillor Cassidy noted that Corby BC was the first to discuss this at Full Council but 

wondered what other meetings were being held. The Chief Executive confirmed that various 

cross-district meetings had been held most recently with the Government’s representatives. 

It was important that Members views were known which was the reason for the report. It was 

expected that other councils would do the same. 

Councillor Mary Butcher was worried that the extra demands in Corby would go unmet 

particularly regarding social care, health and services for the elderly.  Councillor Butcher 

recognised that if we were “not working within, we will be left outside”. It was important that 

the interests and needs of Corby residents were protected and she expressed support for 

the report.  

Councillor T Beattie was concerned that unless Corby BC fully participated then Corby’s 

interests would not be protected to the detriment of residents. 

Councillor McGhee felt that the case for fair funding was clear. Corby had particular issues 

including pockets of deprivation. Corby needed to be able to address these issues without 

relying on others. The districts in the county needed to contest the Government’s intended 

agenda. Public consultation should be foremost in the process. 
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Councillor Watt stated it was important that Corby BC was at the negotiating table. He 

recognised that the county council had debts however these were already the debts of the 

county council’s residents. Councillor Addison stated residents had already paid their 

Council Tax; the debts had been run-up by the administration at County Hall. 

Councillor T Beattie concluded by reminding Members that the Government had not 

accepted any responsibility for the situation County Hall found itself in and denied there was 

insufficient funding. This was why no “new” monies were to be committed. There would not 

be a “clean sheet” for any new unitary authorities. 

Councillor T Beattie MOVED the recommendations. Councillor Latta SECONDED the 
recommendations. 
 
RESOLVED that:- 
 

i) The Council continues to work with the other District and Boroughs on a unitary 
proposal submission to the Secretary of State; and 

ii) There be a further report to all Members when that proposal was in full draft form 
to agree or not agree its submission to the Secretary of State by the deadline on 
Friday 27th July 2018. 

 

88.  Outside Body Representation – Citizens Advice Corby & Kettering 

 

Citizens Advice Corby & Kettering had submitted a request for a Member to attend quarterly 

trustee meetings as a Council representative. The representative would have no voting 

rights or personal responsibilities. 

 

RESOLVED that:- 

 

i) The request be declined on this occasion; and 

ii) Officers review Outside Body representation in due course. 

 

89.  Motions 

 

No motions had been received. 

 

90.  Questions to the Leader 

 

No questions to the Leader had been received. 

 

91.  Close of Meeting 

 

Meeting closed at 8:18 pm. 


