
   71 

Development Control Committee  
Tuesday 24 January 2012  
7.00pm in the Council Chamber, The Cube, Corby 
 
Present: Councillor Latta – Chair 

 Councillors Addison, P Beattie, Brown, Petch, McDade, Heggs, & Riley 

50. Apologies for Absence 
Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Forshaw, and Sims, Councillors Eyles 
and McKellar substituted. 

51. 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.  No declarations 
were received. 

52. Minutes of the Previous Meeting 
Members were asked to confirm the minutes of the meeting held on 20th December 2011 as a 
correct record. 

RESOLVED that:- 
The minutes of the meeting held on 20th December 2011 be agreed as a correct record. 

53. Land at Priors Hall, Corby 
The Senior Lawyer (Planning) presented a report on the proposed partial release of land at 
Priors Hall from the provisions and restrictions contained in the S106 Planning Obligation 
dated 20th March 2007 (as varied) and the Overage Agreement of the same date. 

The piece of land formed part of a larger site being sold by the developer, the majority of 
which was situated in East Northamptonshire District Council (ENDC) boundary. NNDC had 
confirmed a change of use planning application for a Data Centre did not include the land. 

The Council had responded to ENDC with respect to the proposed development raising no 
specific objection. ENDC agreed to grant the application subject to prior approval of some 
technical issues raised by the Environment Agency and the prior completion of the S106 
Planning Obligation. 

The developer confirmed in writing that the land would remain green land as identified in the 
Priors Hall Development Framework Plan and had verbally confirmed that it would form part of 
the setting for the proposed Data Centre. The land was situated on the other side of the 
Willowbrook and there would be no direct access from the Data Centre to the land. 

The developer wrote that there would be no loss of contribution due under either the Priors 
Hall S106 Agreement or the Overage Agreement. Members should note any designation of its 
use set out in the Framework Plan would fall away. 

Any change of use or proposal to build on the land would require a separate planning 
application to ENDC.  

Section 106A of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended) provides two 
mechanisms for the modification and discharge (release) of planning obligations. 

1 By agreement between the authority who can enforce the agreement and the 
person(s) against whom it is enforceable: or 

2 After the expiry of the relevant period (5 years) from completing the agreement. 

As 5 years since the completion of the agreement does not occur until 19th March 2012, the 
release sought can only be obtained with the mutual consent of the Council as the enforcing 
authority. Any such modification or discharge by mutual consent must be in writing and 
executed as a deed with all parties having a legal interest in the land. 
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Any agreement to modify or release this land from the provisions of the Priors Hall Section 106 
Agreement would require a deed to bring any such agreement into effect. 

The Officer had provided three options for Members to consider. 

RESOLVED that:-  
Option 1 be agreed  

• To accept the request and discharge the Priors Hall Section 106 Agreement and 
Overage Agreement under the provisions contained in Section 106A of the 1990 Act 

54. Street Naming 
A report was presented to Committee to decide the street name for the access road to Corby 
Football Club Steel Park and other sporting facilities.  

It was proposed that the access road leading from Rockingham Road to the new football 
ground be named Jimmy Kane Way. 

Corby Football Club, The Athletics Club and the Tennis Centre had no objection to the change 
of address; Royal Mail had been consulted and had no objections. 

Councillor Paul Beattie said that both as a Councillor and Steelmen supporter for 26 years he 
was proud to be part of a Council that was honouring Jimmy’s work with Corby Town Football 
Club in this way and wished to say a few words as a Steelman not a Councillor: 

“It’s a good time to be a Steelmen Supporter, in fact it’s never been better – as 
a club we’re steadily climbing, have a fantastic new community stadium, 
increasing attendances, while others around us face extinction in football’s 
hostile operating environment. 

It’s worth noting that we don’t find ourselves in this position by chance. A non-
league club is nothing without it’s volunteers, and there’s so many to mention at 
CTFC. I saw first hand the tireless commitment of Jimmy Kane and also that of 
Mark Pengelly’s I’d like to add, to the Steelmen over the years. He may not 
have been shy to upset people, but in the face of double figure crowds, 
relegations, reprieves, I believe without that involvement and influence as 
Councillors, the club would’ve gone under. 

And without that work, I doubt there would be a Steel Park, or Conference North 
Team in Corby. 

It’s been said for a long time that the Club and Council should honour Jimmy’s 
services to the Steelmen in some way, so I see this as a fitting tribute. I will be 
proud to walk up Jimmy Kane Way to Steel Park knowing that I voted yes to this 
renaming and hope this is a unanimous decision”. 

Councillor Heggs said: 

 “I had a lot of respect for Jimmy Kane, we had many differences but I’d like to 
think we were friends”. 

Members only raised concern with the fact that there was already a Kane Walk in town but 
were assured by officers that the Post Office had no objections. 

RESOLVED that:-  
in recognition of the commitment to Corby Football Club, Corby Town and the County by the 
late Councillor Jimmy Kane that the proposal to name the access road Jimmy Kane Way be 
approved. 

 

55. Applications for Planning Permission 
55.1 11/00228/DPA Erection of 74 residential units and associated infrastructure works 

 on Land Nth of Cottingham Road, to the east of West Glebe Park 
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 including improvement to and extension of existing access road and 
creation of a new open space at the Former Depot Site, Cottingham 
Road, Corby for Strata. 

The Planning Officer presented a report to seek Committee agreement varying normal 
affordable housing requirements in light of the marginal viability of this scheme. 

The original application was attached to the report as an appendix where it was resolved to 
approve planning permission subject to a legal agreement to secure a minimum of 20% 
affordable housing. 

Provided a scheme was acceptable in normal planning terms, it was normal to weight viability 
in the balance if shown to be an issue. However, officers undertook to try and improve the 
amount of affordable housing in the light of further re-examination of viability. Further 
negotiations with the applicant had regrettably resulted in no improvement. 

The Council engaged a specialist viability expert who concluded:- 

• it would not be viable for the Local Planning Authority to insist on further Affordable 
Housing beyond the 7 units  

• this is a site which is not without its complications and thus there are a number of 
adverse costs associated with bringing forward its development 

• sales values are very low, and the site could easily become  financially unviable. 

This site had shown itself to be difficult to develop with unusual costs. There were clear 
planning advantages in securing the site’s development, and the on-site provision of nearly 7 
units of affordable housing, managed by a housing association, was to be welcomed.  

The additional developer scheme of offering a further 8 of the houses for shared ownership 
offered short term advantages allowing people to enter the property market on easier terms.  

In combination the offer was acceptable for this particular site. This was not a change to the 
Council’s policy of seeking 30% affordable housing. If other sites come forward offering less 
then viability will need to be independently examined in a similar fashion.   

Members were concerned about allowing less than 30% affordable housing on the site but 
officers assured them that due to: 

• the viability issues mentioned already; 

• the high cost of works that first needed to be carried out to this contaminated site and; 

• the fact that a large percentage of the site was within a flood plain with consequent 
substantial engineering work and could not be built on; 

they agreed that on this occasion it was acceptable. 

However Members stressed that this would not be the norm as the Council’s policy was 30% 
and would remain that way.  

RESOLVED that:-  
Officers be authorised to conclude negotiations with on-site affordable housing equating to 
9.5% (7 units) affordable housing managed by a housing association and a minimum of 10.8% 
(8 units) of the developers own shared ownership offer. 

56. Close of Meeting 
The meeting closed at 7.25pm. 


