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Development Control Committee 
Tuesday 13 October 2015  

7.00pm in the Council Chamber, The Cube, Corby 

 

Present: Councillor Goult – Chair 

 Councillors Addison, Beattie, Brown, Dady, Caine, Eyles, Petch, Riley, Sims & 
Rutt 

17. Apologies for Absence 

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Latta and Cassidy. Councillor Eyles 
was present as a substitute for Councillor Cassidy, Councillor Dady for Councillor Latta.  

18. 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 
Addison declared a personal, prejudicial interest in the Croyde Avenue application as she 
knew one of the objectors, Councillor Dady declared a personal, prejudicial interest in the 
Croyde Avenue application as he had spoken to residents regarding the application, Councillor 
Rutt declared a personal non prejudicial interest in the East Carlton Park application as he was 
a Parish Councillor for East Carlton but had made no comments during the Parish Council 
meeting where the application had been discussed. 

19. Minutes of the Previous Meeting 

RESOLVED that:- 

The minutes of the meeting held on the 15 September 2015 copies of which had been 
circulated to Members, be received, and agreed as a correct record. 

20.1 15/00197/DPA   Two storey side extension at 16 Croyde Avenue, Corby for Mr Molla  

The Planning Officer presented a report on an application for a two storey extension on an end 
of terrace property at 16 Croyde Avenue.  

It was proposed to extend the property at ground floor level 3.8m in width and 8.5m in depth at 
ground floor level with the first floor level the depth would be reduced to 5.9m in line with the 
existing rear elevation of the property. The extension would be stepped lower than the existing 
ridge line and also set back 1.2m from the front elevation. 

Relevant policies had been considered and consultation had taken place with Environmental 
Health Protection, Environmental Quality, and Northants Highways all comments contained 
within the report. Neighbour notifications had been sent and relevant advertising had been 
placed, eleven representations had been received and comments were included in the officer’s 
report. 

The proposed extension was by virtue of its scale and design was considered in keeping with 
the surrounding development and did not have a significant impact on the visual amenity of the 
street scene. 

In response to concerns the application submitted was purely a household extension and as 
such it would be unreasonable to refuse the application on the basis that it might one day 
become an HMO. An Environmental Quality Officer had visited the property and was satisfied 
that it was not being operated in that way, the proposal was therefore considered acceptable 
subject to conditions. 

Mr Rhoden attended the meeting and addressed Committee, he stated he represented 
neighbours of the application and was concerned about the noise that would be created 
disturbing some elderly residents who lived near the property. There had been 9 letters sent 
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previously with concerns that the property was being used as an HMO, Mr Molla reduced the 
amount of residents in April and carried out alterations to the property. He then reapplied for 
an extension, the Council did not visit until July, this gave Mr Molla time to revert the property 
to how he wanted it to look and the house had now been sold.  

Mr Rhoden stated that the road was one way and there were already parking problems; the 
police had previously issued letters to all residents regarding the parking. Mr Molla might need 
to apply for a licence if the property was reverted back to an HMO. In 2007 14 Croyde Avenue 
applied for a single storey extension but was refused. The officer said that there would be 
extra parking spaces for the house but these would not be used, Mr Molla had everything in 
place to start the work on the property and Mr Rhoden questioned whether Mr Molla already 
knew the outcome of the application. 

Mr Fraser attended the meeting and addressed Committee, he explained that over a period of 
time there had been over 30 tenants in the property, main concerns for residents was the 
parking when so many using the house, no-one could get a parking space even outside their 
own homes. Mr Fraser said Mr Rhoden had covered everything else he wished to say. 

Councillor McGhee attended the meeting and addressed Committee as the County Councillor 
for the area. He said he was there to represent the residents and asked that at the very least 
the application be deferred for more information, if the police gave out letters previously then 
had they been consulted regarding this application, Councillor McGhee requested further 
information from the police and Highways Authority should be sought. Properties nearby had 
had walls and fences knocked down because of the amount of vehicles at the property, this 
was a tight spot and not as spacious as the plan would suggest. If not refused then defer until 
facts are in front of Committee. 

Mr Molla attended the meeting and addressed Committee, he said that there was a lot of 
evidence that other residents were parking on the footpath as they preferred to park in front of 
their houses. There were materials at the house, Mr Molla said he was a builder and had told 
the Council that he intended to store a machine and materials at the site. The house had never 
been an HMO, it had been rented to a family who had ran it badly and when he found out he 
had asked them to leave. Mr Molla said that number 14 had erected a fence when the deeds 
of his property clearly stated that the front gardens should not be fenced. 

Members asked about the licensing of HMO’s and The HoS Planning and Environmental 
Services explained how the process worked with regard to the Housing Act 2004. Members 
were also concerned about the traffic issues. 

Councillor Caine moved and Councillor Riley seconded a site visit. 

RESOLVED that:- 

The application be deferred for a site visit, this would take place on the 10 November 2015. 

20.2 15/00336/COU 
 15/00337/LBC Change of use of part of downstairs for dog grooming salon and  

associated works to listed building The Old Coach House, East 
Carlton Park for Mrs Anderson. 

A report was presented to Committee which sought to change the use of an empty unit 
adjacent to the Cafe on the ground floor of the Old Coach House for a dog grooming salon. 
Permission had been sought to install a free standing floating floor, a stud wall and a free 
standing dog grooming bath. 

Relevant policies had been taken into consideration and consultation had taken place with 
Environmental Services, Health Protection, Historic England, Culture & Leisure and East 
Carlton Parish Council, all comments were contained within the report. An advertisement had 
been placed in the Evening Telegraph and neighbour notification letters had been sent and a 
site notice had been placed, 2 representations had been received. 
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Mrs Flint attended the meeting and addressed Committee; she stated that Home Farm was 
attached to the Heritage Centre which was a cafe and leisure facility, dog grooming was a 
commercial/retail business not in keeping with the present use and noise levels could be high, 
a request was made for independent references to be provided from other dog groomers. 
Environmental Quality had not visited Home Farm to assess the impact and so could not pass 
comment on whether it would be affected or not, they had no knowledge of the animals kept 
on the farm or how noise levels affected them and the hours of work for the dog grooming 
meant there would be no respite from barking dogs. 

Mrs Flint said that the dogs which currently came to the park were happy, whilst she did not 
object to dog grooming the location would have an impact on Home Farm, perhaps it could be 
relocated to the log cabin or perhaps a mobile unit. It had been suggested that the Council had 
been approached to use the unit to sell garden equipment, perhaps this could be revisited. 

Mrs Flint worked with animals and anticipated noise she said from her own knowledge, the 
animals she kept would be upset by the noise from barking dogs, she might have to consider 
moving which was extreme, and this in turn would affect others who came to the farm for work 
experience. 

Mrs Anderson addressed the Committee explaining that she was proposing to open a 
Grooming Salon in a vacant workshop at the Heritage Centre, the hours of work would be 9-5 
Monday to Saturday and 10-4 on Sundays and there would be no Bank Holiday working. 

Dogs did not bark excessively when being groomed and if they did it would probably go 
unnoticed with the noise from the park. Mrs Anderson stated that she worked within the 
guidelines of the Animal Welfare Act and had a duty to prevent pain and suffering including 
stress which caused barking. A number of strategies were used to prevent dogs barking and 
minimise stress which helped to put the dogs at ease and owners were welcome to stay whilst 
the grooming was being done.  

Where possible sessions were kept to a minimum, 10-15 minutes and only one dog would be 
being groomed at any one time, customers would be contacted by text when it was time for the 
dog to be collected. 

All works to the interior of the building would be temporary and create a safe working 
environment 

Members asked about the location of the Grooming Salon in relation to Home Farm, but there 
was no available information which showed the exact location. 

RESOLVED that: 

Members deferred the application for officers to bring back to the next meeting with adequate 
visual information.  

20.3 15/00370/REG3 Demolition of 6 garages and associated works at Wimbourne Walk,   
Corby for Corby Borough Council  

A report was brought to Committee seeking consent to demolish 6 garages at Wimbourne 
Walk, the end garage had already been demolished as it had partially collapsed. A new wall 
would have to be constructed at the back of No. 31 Wimbourne Walk to create a boundary, the 
site would still be used for parking leaving limited impact on neighbours. 

RESOLVED that: 

Approve subject to conditions  

1. The development hereby permitted shall be commenced no later than three years from the 
date of this permission. 

Reason: To comply with Section 91 (as amended) of the Town and Country Planning Act 
1990. 
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2. Within 1 month of the demolition the site shall be cleared and the ground levelled and 
finished for parking.  

Reason: To ensure a satisfactory appearance in the interests of visual amenity and to comply 
with Policy 13 of the North Northamptonshire Core Spatial Strategy. 

3.  A 1.8m high brick wall shall be erected along the boundary with No.31 Wimbourne Walk 
within 1 week of the demolition of the garages and thereafter maintained. Temporary 
security fencing along the boundary immediately following the demolition of any section of 
the garage until replaced by the brick wall.   

Reason: In the interests of the safety and security of the residential property and in order to 
define the edge of the parking area.  

Reason for Approval: 

Subject to the conditions above the proposed development is considered to be an acceptable 
form of development that does not adversely impact on the appearance of the area or the 
residential amenity of the nearby properties. The proposal is considered to comply with policy 
13 of the North Northamptonshire Core Spatial Strategy.  

Statement of Applicant Involvement: 

The application raised no significant planning concerns which required the involvement of the 
applicant. 

21. Close of Meeting 

The meeting closed at 7.45 pm. 


