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Full Council Meeting 
Thursday 19th September 2013  
At 7:00 pm in the Council Chamber, The Cube, George Street, Corby. 
 
Prior to the commencement of the meeting Councillor Tom Beattie (Leader of the Council) paid tribute 
to Mrs Maureen Forshaw (formerly a councillor for Kingswood Ward) who had resigned the previous 
week.  On behalf of the Council, Councillor Beattie paid tribute to Mrs Forshaw’s many years in public 
office serving the local community. 
 
Present:-  Councillor Caine (Mayor), Addison, P Beattie, T Beattie, Beeby, Bromhall, 

Brown, Butcher, Eyles, Ferguson, Goult, Heggs, Kettle, Latta, McDade, 
McGhee, McKellar, Noble, Petch, Rahman, Riley & Stanbra. 

35.  Apologies 

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors McEwan, Dady, Lilley, Sims, 
Chaudhury & Pengelly. 

36.  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 the 
interest and whether they intended participating in the relevant agenda item. No declarations 
were made. 

37.  Minutes of the Previous Meeting 

The minutes of the Full Council meeting held on 4th July 2013 had been circulated. 

RESOLVED that:- 

The minutes of the meeting held on 4th July 2013 be approved as a correct record. 

38. Mayor’s Announcements 

There were no announcements. 

39.  Petitions 

None received. 

40.  Public Question Time 

None received. 

41.  Minutes of Committee & Panel Meetings 

41.1 Development Control Committee 

Councillor Latta presented the minutes of the Development Control Committee meeting held 
on 16th July 2013. 

RESOLVED that:- 

The minutes of the meeting held on 16th July 2013 be received. 
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41.2 One Corby Policy Committee 

Councillor T Beattie presented the minutes of the One Corby Policy Committee meetings 
held on 9th July 2013, 6th August 2013 and 3rd September 2013. 

For the purpose of clarity, Councillor Stanbra requested under para.38 Sheltered Housing 
Management (03.09.13) that it be noted that his preference was for the Elected Members of 
the Working Group to be Overview & Scrutiny Panel members only. 

RESOLVED that:- 

The minutes of the meetings held on 9th July 2013, 6th August 2013 and 3rd September 2013 
be received. 

41.3 Local Plan Committee 

Councillor Kettle presented the minutes of the Local Plan Committee meeting held on 3rd 
July 2013. 

RESOLVED that:- 

The minutes of the meeting held on 3rd July 2013 be received. 

41.4 Audit & Governance Committee 

Councillor Noble presented the minutes of the Audit & Governance Committee meeting held 
on 14th August 2013. 

RESOLVED that:- 

The minutes of the meeting held on 14th August 2013 be received. 

41.5 Overview & Scrutiny Panel 

Councillor Riley presented the minutes of the Overview & Scrutiny Panel meetings held on 
26th June 2013, 24th July 2013 and 28th August 2013. 

For the purpose of clarity, Councillor McDade requested under para.1 (26.06.13) that it be 
noted that she had not been nominated for the position of Chair the minute narrative was 
incorrect; the resolution as detailed electing Councillor Riley was correct. 

RESOLVED that:- 

The minutes of the meetings held on 26th June 2013, 24th July 2013 and 28th August 2013 be 
received. 

41.6 Standards Committee 

Councillor Noble presented the minutes of the Standards Committee meeting held on 7th 
June 2013. 

RESOLVED that:- 

The minutes of the meeting held on 7th June 2013 be received. 
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41.7 Investigating & Disciplinary Committee 

Councillor Beeby presented the minutes of the Investigating & Disciplinary Committee 
meeting held on 19th August 2013. 

RESOLVED that:- 

The minutes of the meeting held on 19th August 2013 be received. 

42.  Boundary Review – Corby Borough Council 

Full Council was being requested to approve a submission from Corby Borough Council to 
the Boundary Commission for England as part of Stage 2 of the Commission’s Review into 
the electoral/governance arrangements for Corby.   

Following a public consultation, the Commission were proposing that the Council should 
have 29 councillors in future, the same as the current governance arrangements.  Given that 
the projected growth in the Borough the current Review had needed to look at options to 
redistribute these 29 seats. 

The Commission were now asking for evidence to help them to decide a new pattern of 
wards for Corby.  The closing date for submissions to the Commission was 23rd September 
2013. 

The Boundary Review Working Group (Councillors Addison, Stanbra, McKellar & Noble) had 
met to consider options drawn-up by officers for Full Council to determine. 

The Working Group received an initial draft option at its meeting on 25th July 2013.  After 
consideration, the Group requested that this be worked-up to a full working model (Option A) 
together with a variation in relation to Danesholme/Great Oakley/Oakley Vale (Option B).   

These two options were worked-up and presented to the Group’s meeting on 4th September 
2013.  In addition, there were certain minor adjustments to the original option arising from re-
calculation of electorate figures.  The aim was to have two options that met the electoral 
equality figure whilst protecting community identity and locality. 

Council noted that there was a statutory maximum of 3 members/ward, whilst there were no 
limits as to the overall composition; a mixture of 3, 2 or single member wards was allowable 
under the rules. 

The current electorate was 47,393.  This represented a ratio of 1 Councillor per 1,634 
electors.  Under the Review by 2018 it was projected this would rise to 1 Councillor per 
1,827 electors (a total electorate of 52,966).  This projected growth was not uniform across 
the Borough. 

Details relating to both Options A & B were included within the report before Full Council and 
had been circulated prior to the meeting. 

There were two options being tabled for consideration by Full Council.  The options were 
similar except in relation to the south/south-east part of the town relating to Danesholme, 
Great Oakley and Oakley Vale. 
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In relation to ward names, Council were advised to consider whether those suggested were 
appropriate or that Members may wish to recommend alternatives. 

Officers confirmed that both options fitted within the criteria set down by the Commission and 
that there were no particular operational issues identified at this stage with either option. 

The Commission would publish its draft proposals early in 2014 for consultation. 

Councillor Stanbra stated that he had no strong preference to either option but felt that it was 
important that the case for retention of Rural West ward was made.  This proposal was 
outside the variances criteria however it had been during the previous Boundary Review.  It 
was important that the community identity argument was made and local organisations be 
encouraged to respond once the consultation period was open early next year.  Officers 
agreed that previously the Commission had allowed Rural West ward to stand so hopefully 
the previous arguments would still be applicable. 

Councillor McKellar broadly supported the options, particularly Option B.  He was 
disappointed that it was not possible for Hazel Leys estate to stand alone but the electorate 
figures did not allow for that.  Officers agreed that the Hazel Leys question was again 
investigated but the estate was too small for a single member ward and not large enough to 
accommodate two members. 

Councillor McGhee was pleased that the Commission had agreed to 29 members as a 
council size.  It was recognition of the Borough’s growth agenda which was self evident 
particularly in Oakley Vale, “Little Stanion” and Priors Hall. 

Councillor T Beattie expressed his disappointment that Shire Lodge ward was proposed to 
disappear.  Officers confirmed that there had been a lengthy discussion regarding the 
naming of this ward.  As the New Town Commission’s master plan had indicated this area 
was named “Lodge Park Estate” it was felt appropriate to propose the name Lodge Park. 

Councillor McKellar expressed his support for the proposal to contain the majority of 
Beanfield estate within one ward.  Councillor Butcher also spoke in support of this. 

Councillor McKellar further supported Option B and particularly the proposal to include Great 
Oakley with Oakley Vale South.  He felt that this sat more comfortably than linking Great 
Oakley with Danesholme.  Council did note that Great Oakley was in the same county 
council division as Danesholme and had previously been linked at district level. 

Councillor Kettle indicated that he was not particularly a supporter of utilising compass 
directions e.g. north, south etc in ward names.  Officers confirmed that these would be used 
to a minimum. 

A number of members supported the idea of renaming Kingswood ward as “Kingswood & 
Hazel Leys” ward in order to recognise the two communities contained therein.  Full Council 
supported this proposal. 

Councillor Noble MOVED Option B with the amendment to the name of Kingswood ward to 
include Hazel Leys.  This was SECONDED by Councillor Eyles. 

RESOLVED that:- 
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i) Option B as detailed in the report be recommended to the Local Government 
Boundary Commission for England with the following amendment that 
“Kingswood” ward be renamed “Kingswood & Hazel Leys”. 

43.  Standing Orders – Development Control Committee 

Full Council was requested to consider an amendment to the Council’s Standing Orders in 
relation to the recording of votes.  This matter was discussed by the Audit & Governance 
Committee at its meeting on 14th August 2013.  The Committee were recommending 
approval of the amendment. 

Under the Council’s Rules of Procedure (5.23), elected members could request that a vote 
on a recommendation, motion or amendment be recorded in the respective minutes.  If no 
request was made, then no record of who voted for, against or abstained would be made. 

Under the Local Authorities (Standing Orders) Regulations 1993 any elected member could 
request that their individual vote be recorded in the minutes if no general recorded vote was 
taken. 

The above standing orders applied to both meetings of Full Council and committees. 

Recently the Council had been the subject of a complaint registered with the Local 
Government Ombudsman.  This centred on an application for planning permission 
considered by the Development Control Committee. 

There were various aspects to the complaint.  One related to perceived confusion regarding 
the voting pattern of elected members.  There was considerable confusion among those in 
the public gallery as to the outcome of the vote, although it was noted that the Chair and the 
Proper Officer’s representative felt confident on the outcome.  The Chair, for good intentions, 
requested a revote.  The outcome was confirmed. 

The Ombudsman, whilst not questioning the outcome of the Committee’s decision, did raise 
criticism that the vote was not full comprehensible and required a revote.  The Ombudsman 
suggested a possible solution to avoid this happening in the future was for votes to be 
recorded. This was a suggestion not an instruction. 

RESOLVED that:- 

i) Standing Orders be amended to make recording of votes mandatory at meetings 
of Development Control Committee where the Committee were required to 
determine an application for planning consent. 

44.  Recording of Council Meetings 

This matter had been initially discussed by Full Council at its meeting on 4th July 2013.  It 
had been referred to the Audit & Governance Committee for further debate. 

This matter had been discussed by the Audit & Governance Committee at its meeting on 
14th August 2013.  The Committee were recommending approval of the report’s 
recommendations. 
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Full Council were being requested to consider two separate matters and consider the 
recommendations from the Audit & Governance Committee. 

Press & Public Recording of Council Meetings 

As briefly discussed by Full Council on 4th July 2013, the Secretary of State had issued 
guidance to Executive style local authorities (e.g. those with Leader & Cabinet) that certain 
public meetings should permit members of the public & press the opportunity to audio 
visually record proceedings.  This guidance did not apply to 4th Option local authorities that 
had retained committee-style governance; Corby Borough Council fell into this category.  A 
copy of the Full Council report was attached as Appendix A. 

Full Council on 4th July 2013 did agree that the press & public could audio visually record the 
Special Full Council meeting on 17th July 2013.  A draft policy (see Appendix C) was in force.  
A few press & public did take the opportunity to record the meeting from the designated 
public gallery.  The Council also made an audio recording of the meeting. 

Recording of Council Meetings by the Council 

During debate on 4th July 2013, it had been suggested that the Council may wish to record 
meeting proceedings themselves and/or consider web casting of meetings. 

If the Council decided to record meetings themselves they had the option of audio only 
recording or audio visual recording.  In addition, it could consider to broadcast live or allow 
delayed broadcast. 

The options were varied and so were the costs.  ICT Services had obtained some indicative 
quotes for the various options; these were provided in Appendix B.  Dependant upon the 
option chosen more substantive quotes would be obtained.  From the information obtained 
to date, the budgetary implications varied from £3,000 one off cost to £63,000 over 3 years.   

It was further noted that the Council is under no legal obligation to record or broadcast its 
meetings. 

General 

If it was agreed that the press & public may record the meetings and/or that the Council 
record and/or broadcast the meetings only formal meetings that fall under the Local 
Government Act 1972 (as amended) would be covered.  Exclusion of the press & public 
would continue to be permitted when confidential or exempt matters were to be discussed. 

Given that the recording/broadcasting of any meeting was likely to be dependant upon use 
of the Televic conferencing system (microphones) only those meetings held in the Council 
Chamber would be operationally covered. This would normally cover the vast majority of 
Council meetings and certainly the main ones. 

It was noted that currently few local authorities in the immediate area allow the press & 
public to record meetings or record and broadcast meetings themselves. 

Press & Public 
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Implementation of the Secretary of State’s Guidance to allow the press & public to record 
formal Council Meetings per the Council’s Draft Policy (see Appendix C). 

As a 4th Option local authority Corby did not fall under this particular Guidance, however the 
Council had the option to incorporate this voluntarily into its Standing Orders.  

Alternatively the Council could decide to support the “status quo” and not amend its current 
policy.  It was noted that the Council may permit recording on an “ad hoc” basis under 
current Standing Orders. 

Council Recording 

Attached as Appendix B, was a brief summary prepared by ICT Services of some options 
together with indicative pricing.  The names of individual companies had been redacted.   

The options were summarised as follows:- 

• Record audio only and upload the following day to the Council’s website or external 
link to Council website; 

• Record audio & video from x 1 fixed camera and upload the following day to the 
Council website or external link to Council website; 

• Record audio & video with camera follow along, with live web casting  

Recommendations 

Officers were recommending that the Council adopt a policy of allowing the press & public to 
record proceedings in line with the draft Policy circulated. 

Officers were further suggesting that the Council audio visually record meetings utilising the 
Council’s current conferencing system and a fixed location camera (Option 4 of Appendix B).  
Recordings made at a meeting would be uploaded onto the Council’s website the following 
day. 

Only formal meetings of the Council, held in the Council Chamber, would be the subject of 
recording.  These would include:- 

• Full Council (inc. Annual Council) 
• One Corby Policy Committee 
• Development Control Committee 
• Overview & Scrutiny Panel 
• Licensing & Regulation Committee (not Licensing Panels) 
• Crime & Disorder Committee 
• Local Plan Committee 
• Standards Committee 
• Grants Sub-Committee 
• Audit & Governance Committee 

In the event of a meeting passing a resolution to exclude the Press & Public all recording of 
proceedings would cease. 

If any of the above meetings were held off site (not the Council Chamber) then “reasonable” 
steps would be taken by the Proper Officer to accommodate recording. 
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Audit & Governance Committee suggested a review period of 3 months from 
implementation.  There was likely to be a slight delay if Full Council approved the 
recommendations to allow for equipment to be installed.  Officers were suggesting that a 
review report be submitted to the Audit & Governance Committee on 29th January 2014. 

Councillor P Beattie welcomed the proposal suggesting that it would improve openness and 
transparency in decision making.  Corby Borough Council would be leading the way when 
many of its near neighbours were still excluding recording. 

Councillor McKellar supported the proposal and expressed his disappointment that it could 
not have been introduced earlier. 

Councillor Eyles sought clarification as to when the initiative would be reviewed.  Officers 
confirmed that the Committee had requested a 3 month review period.  Officers informed 
Council that it would take a little while for ICT to implement the project and a report would go 
to Committee early in the New Year. 

RESOLVED that:- 

i) the Council agree to the recording of Council meetings by the press & public as 
detailed in the draft Policy (Appendix C); 

ii) Full Council agree to the recording of meetings by the Council in the Council 
Chamber using a fixed camera and audio taken from the Televic conferencing 
system with delayed upload onto the Council’s website (Option 4 as detailed in 
Appendix B); and 

iii) Audit & Governance Committee receive a review/update of implementation at 
its meeting on 29th January 2014. 

45.  Appointments 

Full Council were requested to agree representation on the following bodies:- 

• Groundwork 
• The Core Trust 
• Northamptonshire Waste Partnership  
• Asset Management Group (Corby BC) 

In addition, nominations were sought for the position of Vice Chair of the Council’s 
Development Control Committee. 

RESOLVED that:- 

i) Councillor John McGhee be appointed as the Council’s representative on 
Groundwork; 

ii) Councillor Mary Butcher be appointed as the Council’s representative on The 
Core Trust; 

iii) Councillor Paul Beattie and Councillor Peter McEwan be appointed as the 
Council’s full and substitute members respectively on the Northamptonshire 
Waste Partnership; 
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iv) The Lead Member Finance (Councillor Peter McEwan) and Councillor Anthony 
Dady be appointed as the Elected Member representatives on the Council’s 
Asset Management Group; 

v) Councillor Ann Brown be appointed as Vice Chair of the Development Control 
Committee for the remainder of 2013/2014 ; and 

vi) Councillor Paul Beattie’s appointment by the Labour Group as a full member of 
the Development Control Committee for the remainder of 2013/2014 be noted.  

46.  Appropriation of Land 

Further to the One Corby Policy Committee resolution of 9th July 2013 in relation to 
Kingswood Phase 3, Full Council was requested to approve the appropriation of General 
Fund land into the Housing Revenue Account (HRA) as indicated within that report. 

RESOLVED that:- 

The resolution passed by the One Corby Policy Committee meeting of 9th July 2013 be 
ratified. 

47.  Motions 

47.1 Motion 1 – WeLoveCorby 

A motion to promote tourism, recreation and heritage in the Borough of Corby  
 
The Vision  
 
Corby is a fantastic place to live and it is a town with an extremely bright future. It is essential 
that this council does everything it can to encourage further growth and regeneration in the 
town, and that we make use of the town's many existing amenities to encourage more 
facilities, industry and commerce to the area.  
 
The new 'Team Corby' Conservatives propose that we establish a Local Tourism 
Commission to promote the historic and natural places of interest that the Borough of Corby 
has to offer as well as its culture and heritage. We hope that the measure will encourage 
people to visit Corby from across the UK for daytrips and 'City Breaks'.  
 
WeLoveCorby  
 
Among the many places of interest in the Corby area are:  
 
The town and its surrounding area hold many exciting cultural events, including:  
It is rich with folklore and history dating back to ancient times with Roman roads; Norman 
castles; Celtic, Viking and Saxon burial grounds; Elizabethan Halls; Royal Charters; living 
memories of the famous steel works in operation, closure and aftermath; a status as Britain's 
first enterprise zone and even a crater on the moon named after the town.  
 

• Rockingham Castle  

• Kirby Hall  

• St John’s Church  

• Lloyds Conservation Area  

• Corby East Midlands International 
Pool  

• Seven Historic Villages  
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• Corby Old Village  

• Rockingham Speedway  

• Corby Heritage Centre  
 

• East Carlton Park & Heritage Centre  

• Corby Boating Lake  

• Thoroughsale, Hazelwood & 
Willowbrook  

 

• The Highland Gathering  

• The Corby Carnival  

• Weldonfest  
 

• Gretton Music Festival  

• The Welland Valley Beer Festival  

• Corby Pole Fair  
 

Corby has a unique culture in the East Midlands with a blend of heritages from across the 
UK and be-yond, with particularly strong influences from Scotland and Ireland, and more 
recent influences from across Europe, Asia and Africa.  
 
The town also benefits from a direct rail link to London, close proximity to the A14 and 
established caravan sites already in situ.  
 
Through building a tourist industry in Corby we will be able to encourage private investment 
in recreation, dining and family facilities and make Corby the place to be in the East 
Midlands.  
 
Proposal  
 
It is therefore RECOMMENDED THAT:  
 
1.  A cross party Local Tourism Commission is established from: One member of each 

political group represented on the council; the Chief Executive; the Head of Culture 
and Leisure and invited representatives from: the local business community, the 
parishes, the local entertainment industry, the local hotel industry, the local catering 
industry, the local heritage industry and the local 'Friends' groups.  

2.  The Culture and Leisure department is instructed to prepare a Corby Tourism 
Strategy in partnership with the Local Tourism Commission.  

 
Councillor McKellar PROPOSED the motion highlighting that the Borough had a number of 
attractive features which could form the basis of a tourism initiative.  It was important to 
highlight the Borough’s attractiveness and increase the opportunities for tourism which would 
benefit the local economy.  Councillor McKellar suggested local businesses and community 
groups could get involved and private investment encouraged. 

Councillor Heggs SECONDED the motion. 

Councillor T Beattie proposed an amendment to the narrative of the motion to read:- 

WeLoveCorby 

A motion to promote tourism, recreation and heritage in the Borough of Corby 

The Vision 
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Corby is a fantastic place to live and it is a town with an extremely bright future.  It is 
essential that this Council does everything it can to encourage further growth and 
regeneration in the town, and that we make use of the town’s many existing amenities to 
encourage more facilities, industry and commerce to the area. 

It is proposed by all parties represented on Corby Borough Council that we establish a Local 
Tourism Commission to promote the historic and natural places of interest that the Borough 
of Corby has to offer as well as its culture and heritage.  We hope that the measure will 
encourage people to visit Corby from across the UK for daytrips and “City Breaks”. 

WeLoveCorby 

Among the many places of interest in the Corby area are: 

The town and its surrounding area which hold many exciting cultural events, including:  
It’s rich with folklore and history dating back to ancient times with Roman roads; Norman 
castles; Celtic, Viking and Saxon burial grounds; Elizabethan Halls; Royal Charters; living 
memories of the famous steel works in operation, closure and aftermath; a status as Britain's 
first enterprise zone and even a crater on Mars named after the town.  
 
 

• Rockingham Castle  

• Kirby Hall  

• St John’s Church  

• Corby Old Village  

• Rockingham Speedway  

• Corby Heritage Centre  
 

• East Carlton Park & Heritage Centre  

• Corby Boating Lake  

• Thoroughsale, Hazelwood & 
Willowbrook  

 

• Lloyds Conservation Area  

• Corby East Midlands International 
Pool  

• Seven Historic Villages  
 

• The Highland Gathering  

• The Corby Carnival  

• Weldonfest  
 

• Gretton Music Festival  

• The Welland Valley Beer Festival  

• Corby Pole Fair  
 

In recent years we have also witnessed the growth of the Corby Walking Festival and the 
Corby Cycling Festival, both of which have attracted many visitors from outside the Borough. 
 
Corby has a unique culture in the East Midlands with a blend of heritages from across the 
UK and beyond, with particularly strong influences from Scotland and Ireland, and more 
recent influences from across Europe, Asia and Africa.  
 
The town also benefits from a direct rail link to London, close proximity to the A14 and 
established caravan sites already in situ.  
 
Through building a tourist industry in Corby we will be able to encourage private investment 
in recreation, dining and family facilities and make Corby the place to be in the East 
Midlands.  
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Councillor T Beattie stressed that no changes to the recommendations were being 
proposed, just the narrative of the motion.  Councillor McGhee seconded this amendment. 
 
Full Council were requested to vote on the proposed amended narrative. 
 
RESOLVED that:- 
 

i) The amended narrative be agreed. 
 
Councillor McGhee spoke on the substantive motion.  He welcomed recognition of the 
expansion of facilities and activities within the Borough, many directly organised or managed 
by the Council.  Councillor McGhee whilst supporting the proposal did stress that there were 
likely to be direct or indirect costs associated with this; these may need to form the basis of a 
growth item.  Costs direct to the Council would need to be kept to a minimum. 
 
Councillor Riley whilst supporting the substantive motion, was concerned that there would be 
further strain on Culture & Leisure staff and would see increased costs to the Council; where 
would this additional money come from.  Councillor Riley also suggested that the 
Commission could become unwieldy and too bureaucratic. 
 
Councillor Stanbra suggested that the list of attractions was not exhaustive and showed the 
potential within the Borough.  It was important that any Commission established was not just 
a talking shop but there were serious costs associated with building-up a tourism industry. 
 
Councillor McKellar felt that it was important to get as many local citizens who were 
interested involved.  He was not seeking a significant amount of money to be committed by 
the Council; local businesses would be approached. 
 
Councillor McGhee questioned whether local businesses would be so forthcoming given the 
current economic situation.  He noted that many voluntary and community groups were 
closing or struggling to survive.  Councillor McGhee also was concerned that Council officers 
may be overburdened but this could be evaluated in due course. 
 
The Chief Executive stated that in his opinion there would be a cost to the Council in staffing 
resources; this would need to be prioritised by Members beside other commitments. 
Councillor P Beattie raised the query as to whether any funding or joint-working could be 
undertaken with Northamptonshire County Council. 
 
Councillor Stanbra again stressed on the importance of ensuring that any proposal was 
properly cost-out. 
 
In conclusion, Councillor McKellar felt that the Council should support the initiative and was 
disappointed by some of the negativity expressed by some colleagues. 
 
RESOLVED that:- 
 
i)  A cross party Local Tourism Commission is established from: One member of each 

political group represented on the council; the Chief Executive; the Head of Culture 
and Leisure and invited representatives from: the local business community, the 
parishes, the local entertainment industry, the local hotel industry, the local catering 
industry, the local heritage industry and the local 'Friends' group; and.  
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ii.  The Culture and Leisure department is instructed to prepare a Corby Tourism 
Strategy in partnership with the Local Tourism Commission.  

 
 
47.2 Motion 2 – Tar Sands 

This Council notes that: Canada’s tar sands are the biggest energy project in the world. 
Already, millions of barrels of tar sands oil have been extracted from the Canadian 
wilderness, decimating the landscape and producing 3.2 to 4.5 times more greenhouse gas 
emissions than conventional oil extraction (as calculated for example by the US 
Government’s National Energy Technology Laboratory). Nearby First Nations communities 
are also being devastated by the loss of their traditional lands and access to food and 
medicine.  

In 2008, Alberta Health confirmed a 30 per cent rise of cancer rates between 1995 – 2006 in 
Fort Chipewyan, a nearby community.  

Although tar sands oil hasn’t yet arrived in the UK in significant quantities, its large-scale 
import is highly likely as Canada attempts to find new markets for export. Opening up 
Europe and the UK to tar sands would be a green light for more reckless expansion of this 
huge industry.  

Proposal 

It is therefore RECOMMENDED THAT: 

i)  Corby Borough Council rejects tar sands as an acceptable source of liquid fuel, and 
declare Corby a Tar Free District’; and 

ii)  Include measures in its future liquid fuels procurement policies which will ensure that 
tar sands will not be part of the fuel mix it purchases for its vehicle and plant fleet. 

Councillor Riley PROPOSED the motion stated that only one other local authority to date 
had discussed and determined its opposition to Tar Sands.  If agreed, Corby would be at the 
forefront of the campaign. 

Councillor Butcher SECONDED the motion.  In doing so, Councillor Butcher felt that it was 
important for the Council to show its support in protecting the environment. 

Councillor McKellar felt that the motion was an irrelevance to Corby.  The Canadian 
Government was unlikely to pay any attention to the Council’s view and members should 
concentrate on issues of more relevance to the local community. 

Councillor Stanbra disagreed.  He felt that it was important that Corby took a lead; others 
may follow.  All campaigns needed a starting point. 

Councillor McKellar again suggested that this matter was an irrelevance.  Whilst supporting 
environmental issues these should be focused nearer to home and on matters of more direct 
relevance to the local community. 

Councillor Bromhall suggested that individually members could also make a stand against 
the companies supporting Tar Sands extraction and encourage others to do likewise. 

Councillor Kettle supported the motion and stated that it re-enforced Corby’s green 
credentials.  It would also show solidarity with those in Canada. 
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Other members indicated their support for the motion. 

RESOLVED that:- 

i)  Corby Borough Council rejects tar sands as an acceptable source of liquid fuel, and 
declare Corby a Tar Free District’; and 

ii)  Include measures in its future liquid fuels procurement policies which will ensure that 
tar sands will not be part of the fuel mix it purchases for its vehicle and plant fleet. 

47.3 Motion 3 – Rigul District (Tibet) 

Rigul District is one of many areas in Tibet in need of friendship and support. 

Proposal 

It is therefore RECOMMENDED THAT: 

This Council agrees to adopt the Rigul District of Tibet with the aim of encouraging other 
organisations within the Borough to form cultural links, to help support the Rigul School and 
the Health Clinic and also highlight the needs of the Tibetan people.  There will be no cost to 
the Council. 

Councillor Addison PROPOSED the motion highlighting that it was not intended that the 
Council spend any money itself but encourage the local community to establish cultural links 
with Rigul. 

Council Stanbra SECONDED the motion stating that Corby would be taking the lead in 
adopting Rigul and it was about extending the hand of friendship, hopefully other local 
authorities would follow Corby’s lead. 

Councillor McKellar generally supported the proposal and had been impressed by a recent 
public meeting held to highlight Rigul and its plight.  Councillor McKellar sought assurance 
that it was a humanitarian cause not political.  That any funds raised would go towards 
humanitarian causes and any funds would be channelled to the correct people.  He also 
sought assurance that people in Rigul were unlikely to suffer persecution from the 
authorities. 

Councillor Addison stressed that any funds raised would go to humanitarian causes and 
channelled through the Rigul Trust not government agencies. 

A number of members indicated their support for the motion.  Councillor Addison was 
thanked for her efforts in this matter. 

RESOLVED that:- 

i) The Council agree to adopt the Rigul District of Tibet with the aim of encouraging 
other organisations within the Borough to form cultural links, to help support the 
Rigul School and the Health Clinic and also highlight the needs of the Tibetan 
people.  There would be no cost to the Council. 

48.  Questions to the Leader of the Council 

Two questions had been submitted to Councillor Tom Beattie (Leader of the Council). 
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Question 1 

Following the Council’s recent announcement that Councillors' Allowances are to increase 
by 1%, the Conservative Group have declined this increase and have instead pledged to use 
the Council's "Payroll Giving Scheme" to see that the increase is instead paid to charities. 
This will only raise just over £190 per year, however if all members of the council made the 
same gesture, just over £1,680 could be raised for charity each year. Will the Leader of the 
Council join us in encouraging all members to donate the 1% increase to charity through the 
"Payroll Giving Scheme"? 

 Submitted by Councillor Robert McKellar 

Councillor T Beattie in response stated that he was personally happy to join in with the 
suggestion but stressed that charitable donations were a personal matter.  He was satisfied 
to leave it to individual Members to decide for themselves. 

Councillor McKellar asked whether the Council would ask Pay Roll to circulate the charitable 
donation forms.  Councillor Beattie would forward that request.  

Question 2 

The Leader will recall that in April 2008 the full council unanimously passed a motion which:- 

RESOLVED that:- 

All woodland, sites of special scientific interest, local nature reserves and County wildlife 
sites in the Borough of Corby would be robustly protected whether in Council or private 
ownership.  In particular, the largest remaining wooded area in the Borough, Brookfield 
Plantation, in Gretton Parish, would be actively protected and the only development 
encouraged would be those that would allow public access in a manner that would not harm 
its biodiversity value or its use for rural activities. 

In the light of the minutes (a copy of which I have provided to the Leader) of a 2009 meeting 
with the Corby Borough Council, the County Council as waste authority and the developer 
does the Leader feel that the officers have fulfilled the requirements of the 2008 motion? The 
minutes do not seem to show the active protection that the Council asked for. 

Submitted by Councillor Phil Bromhall 

In response, Councillor T Beattie stated that the meeting was arranged by the consultants 

acting for the developer.  It was held 14 months after the Full Council resolution and the 

developer had I understand been made aware of the resolution, but chose still to progress 

the proposals. 

The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the planning issues related to the proposed 

development.  Both the County Council and Borough Council are obliged to have such pre-

application discussions, in order to ensure that the applicants are aware of what the issues 

are that they need to address, and what supporting information will be required to 

accompany any application submitted. 
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These meetings are held irrespective of the likely outcome of any application and officers 

have to be mindful of this.  However, at least twice in the notes of the meeting it is 

acknowledged that the proposals are contrary to policy.  Officers are also mindful that such 

applications are ultimately the decision of Members, and may be the subject of appeal. 

Councillor Bromhall sought assurance from the Leader that he would encourage Members 

and officers to robustly implement Council policy on this matter.  The Leader stated that he 

would remind Members of their obligations. 

49.  Close of Meeting 

Meeting closed at 8:49 pm. 

 


