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Development Control Committee 
Tuesday 30 October 2018 
7.00 pm in Council Chamber, The Cube, Corby 
 
Present: Councillor Riley – Chair 

 Councillors Dady, Latta, Brown, Cassidy,  Reay, Ferguson, Addison, Eyles, Rutt 
and Watt 

30. Apologies for Absence 
Apologies for absence were received from Councillors P Beattie and Sims.  

31. 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. Councillors Eyles 
and Riley declared a personal non prejudicial interest in 18/00365/REG3 Erection of 18 
Dwellings AT Cheltenham Road, Corby. 

32. Minutes of the Previous Meeting 
Members were requested to approve the minutes of the Development Control Committee 
meeting held on 2 October 2018, copies of which had been circulated. 

RESOLVED that:- 
The minutes of the meeting of the Development Control Committee held on 2 October 2018 
copies of which had been circulated to Members, be agreed as a correct record. 

33. Planning Applications 
33.1 Conservation Area Appraisal and Management Plan Supplementary Planning 

Documents.  
The preparation of a Supplementary Planning Document for Conservation Area Appraisal and 
Management Plan for Conservation Areas was in line with the National Planning Policy 
framework which endorsed protecting Heritage Assets which were considered to have heritage 
significance and therefore merited consideration in planning matters. 

There had been public consultation during March and April 2018, the public participation 
statement was attached to the officer’s report. 

The Councils Conservation Consultant briefly outlined the changes to the Great Oakley and 
Gretton Conservation Area Appraisals advising that there had been some areas removed as 
they had little historic interest and some small pockets added which had previously been 
missed. 

Conservation Area designation provided an important mechanism which protected and 
preserved and where appropriate enhanced the historic environment, these were useful 
documents that informed the planning process, future management of the areas and to 
engage the local community. 

Following consultation and analysis of representations and revisions the officer was requesting 
that members recommended to the Local Plan Committee on 5 December 2018. 

RESOLVED that: - 
 Members: 

1) Note the representations and responses to the draft Conservation Area Appraisal and 
Management Plan SPD’s for Great Oakley and Gretton, as set out in Appendix 1 

2) Approve the revised Conservation Area boundaries for Great Oakley and Gretton, as 
shown on the Conservation Area designation maps included in this report 
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3) Consider and endorse, or make recommendations to Local Plan Committee to adopt the 
Conservation Area Appraisals and Management Plans for Great Oakley and Gretton, as 
set out in Appendices 2 and 3.  

4) Delegate authority to the Planning Manager to approve minor editorial changes to the 
Conservation Area Appraisal and Management Plan SPD’s prior to publication. 

33.2 18/00365/REG3 Erection of 18 Dwellings AT Cheltenham Road, Corby   
Prior to the Officer giving his report he read out a statement from the MP Tom Pursglove. 

A report was presented to Members regarding a proposal to erect 18 dwellings for ex-military 
service men and women at Cheltenham Road, Corby. 

During the consultation period a total of 145 responses had been received from residents 
objecting to the application. The local Member of Parliament had also raised concerns. 

All relevant statutory consultees had been contacted and their comments were contained in 
the officer’s report. The Lead Local Flood Authority (NCC) commented that there was 
insufficient information available to comment on the acceptability of the proposed surface 
water drainage scheme, their comments included several points where the information in the 
document failed to provide enough information on the surface water drainage. The Lead Local 
Flood Authority advised on what was required to overcome their concerns and offered 
assistance if required. 

In conclusion the scheme would meet local housing needs, would be in a sustainable location 
and on balance taking into account all the material considerations was considered acceptable 
subject to a number of proposed conditions. 

Mr Garnett addressed Committee requesting a deferral of the controversial application, he 
questioned whether this was a Help for Heroes application or would they get first refusal. He 
asked that a site visit take place as even the MP had said this was not a suitable site, this was 
a key factual point which Mr Garnett believed had been taken to Parliament. 

Mr Garnett believed that some properties already built would have to give up garden space for 
drainage works to be carried out, the ground was moving, there was poor drainage and runoff 
from the railway line, he asked for a ground survey to be carried out as residents were 
concerned about subsidence. 

Mr Garnett also raised concerns about the wildlife inhabiting the site, these included bats, 
heron, deer, butterflies and great crested newts. 

There was considerable traffic congestion in the area and emergency services had recently 
had difficulty getting to a fire due to the parked cars. 

Lindsey Holt addressed Committee saying she urged them to visit the site and what a mistake 
it would be to build on it. The Highway Authority had objected due to the narrow footpath near 
the school, there were insufficient parking spaces meaning cars would flow in to Cheltenham 
Road. 

There was insufficient infrastructure, no doctors and emergency services have troubled due to 
the amount of cars parked in the streets. 

There were no credible access points for construction vehicles and so Committee were urged 
to visit the site and as stated by the MP this is a ridiculous scheme. 

Mr George Warner addressed Committee as the Agent for the applicant and commented that 
the officer’s report was very fair and balanced. 

He stated these were 18 much needed affordable homes and part of the forces covenant 
agreed by Corby Borough Council and approved by The Armed Forces Covenant Officer as it 
offers peer support and community integration. 

The development was accepted and in line with the Core Strategy, the homes would be 
energy efficient, there were 38 parking spaces to ensure a reduction of on street parking and 
offer visitor parking. Drainage consultants were addressing consultees’ comments and believe 
the comments would be addressed without significant impact on the scheme. 
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There was a management plan for wildlife and the Trust supported the officer’s 
recommendation. 

RESOLVED that: - 
The application be deferred for a site visit to take place when relevant information regarding 
drainage had been received. 

33.3 18/00458/DPA Proposed double storey side extension (revised scheme    
   17/00525/DPA) AT 131 Rowlett Road, Corby 
This application had previously been to the Development Control  Committee on 2 October 
2018 where it was deferred for a site visit. The site visit took place at 4pm today prior to 
Committee. 

Mrs Newlands addressed Committee raising concerns about her right to light and the effect 
this application would have not only on her property and garden but her health. 

RESOLVED that: - 
1. Approve subject to the following conditions 

1.  Full planning permission 
The development hereby permitted shall begin before the expiration of three years from the 
date of this permission. 

Reason:  As required by Section 91 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990, as amended 
by Section 51 of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004. 

2.  List of Approved Plans and Drawings 
The development shall conform in all aspects with the plans and details shown in the 
application as listed below, unless variations are agreed by the Local Planning Authority in 
order to discharge other conditions attached to this decision: 

Existing and Proposed Plan    Plan No - 18/6/1 

Reason: For the avoidance of doubt and to ensure a suitable form of development in 
accordance with Policy 8 of the North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy. 

3.  Materials 
The external finishes of the development hereby permitted shall match those of the existing 
building in material, colour, style, bonding and texture unless otherwise agreed in writing by 
the Local Planning Authority in advance. 

Reason: To ensure a satisfactory appearance in the interests of visual amenity and to comply 
with Policy 8 of the North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy.   

2. Human Rights Act 1998 
Officers have considered the Human Rights Act 1998 in reaching a recommendation to grant 
planning permission, subject to conditions. Officers have considered the potential interference 
with the rights of the owners/occupiers of surrounding properties under Article 8/or Article 1 of 
the First Protocol of the Act and consider that it is appropriate. 

Officers have also considered the interference with the human rights of the applicant under 
Article 8/and or Article 1 of the First Protocol caused by imposing conditions. Officers consider 
that the conditions are necessary to protect the rights and freedoms of others and to control 
the use of the property in accordance with the general interest. The interferences are therefore 
justifiable and proportional. 

3. Section 17 of the Crime and Disorder Act 1998 
Officers have considered, with due regard, the likely effect of the proposal on the need to 
reduce crime and disorder as part of the determination of this application, in accordance with 
Section 17 of the Crime and Disorder Act 1998, in reaching a recommendation to grant 
planning permission. 
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33.4 18/01197/FUL  Consultation Response to Rushden Lakes Development.    
Corby Borough Council had not been formally consulted on the application to East 
Northamptonshire (ENC) by LXB despite having been previously consulted regarding Rushden 
Lakes. 

Having been made aware of the proposals officers produced an initial response which was 
issued to ensure that comments were received by ENC within the statutory consultation 
period. 

Discussions had taken place with officers from Kettering Borough Council, the Borough 
Council of Wellingborough and Northampton Borough Council about a joint letter being issued 
to ask for the application to be called in for determination by the Secretary of State. 

The purpose of the report before Committee was to seek formal endorsement of the contents 
and in the case of the initial officer letter confirmation whether a follow up letter setting out the 
Council’s position, having taken on board the views of the Development Control Committee, 
should be issued. 

Members raised concerns about the access points to the Rushden Lakes site and the fact that 
as yet the current application was incomplete, they objected to the smaller units sighting that 
this would detract from other town centres in the county.  Members asked if the other 
authorities had taken this to Committee, the officer said they had and it had been passed. 

RESOLVED that: - 

A. That the Development Control Committee endorses the contents of Appendix A 
(Consultation Response on Application Reference 18/01197/FUL (06th September 
2018) in their entirety; and confirms whether a final letter should be issued taking on 
board any additional comments from the Committee. 

B. That the Development Control Committee endorses the contents of Appendix B (Draft 
Joint Letter from Corby Borough Council, Borough Council of Wellingborough, 
Kettering Borough Council and Northampton Borough Council. 

33.5 17/00663/DPA  Amendment to S106 for Station Road Development, Corby.    
Officers brought to Committee a request to note that figures quoted in the application brought 
before Committee in May had contained an error. The figures should have been as follows: 

   “The County Council is prepared to accept a minimum s106 obligation 
towards Education infrastructure of £105,000 (index linked). This will be 
subject to inclusion of a mechanism in the s106 agreement whereby if 
any of the PRS units are sold within 15 years of their being first occupied 
then an Additional Education Contribution of £148,236 shall become 
payable (pro-rata on a per unit sold basis). Any such additional payment 
triggered shall also be index linked.”  

The officer was therefore requesting that the Committee note the amendment. 

RESOLVED that: - 
The amendment be noted.. 

34. Close of Meeting 
The meeting closed at 8.05pm. 
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