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LOCAL PLANS COMMITTEE 1st December 2010 
 

Development Contributions Supplementary Planning Document – 
Addendum Report 

 

SYNOPSIS  
To inform Members of discussion at the member briefing held on Monday 22nd November 
2010 and officer comments submitted after the report was written.  
 

1.  Member Briefing 
1.1 Five Members attended a briefing on 22nd November 2010 to discuss the consultation draft of 

the Development Contributions Supplementary Planning Document, or SPD. 

2. Discussion 
2.1 A summary of the main points raised during the discussion is provided below. 

 The Government has very recently announced that the draft Community Infrastructure 
Levy Regulations will be published in the New Year. This is expected to signal a 
significant change in the approach to developer contributions. As such the commitment 
within the SPD for quick review to take account of changes in legislation, Government 
guidance or the evidence base is welcomed.  

 Fluctuations in the economy and the scope within the SPD to reduce some standard 
charges or adjust payment schedules could potentially result in a wide variation in what 
the Council secures under the proposed arrangements, particularly in rural areas. In 
response to this matter, officers would refer to paragraph 17.11 that indicates that 
contributions will be linked to the cost of inflation and the commitment under paragraph 
18.6 to review the standard charges annually to take account of revised information. 

 Anxious that the SPD does not reduce the Councils ability to negotiate developer 
contributions. In response to this matter, officers would refer to paragraph 17.4 of the 
SPD that explains that there will be circumstances where contributions can be 
prioritised.  

 The flexibility within the SPD to prioritise investment was welcomed as the document is 
considered to vastly overreach itself in its ambition for the range and amount of 
developer contributions. However the flexibility heavily implies that Corby Borough 
Council will produce its own guidance which will identify and justify priorities. 

3. Further Officer Comments 

3.1 Additionally, there are a number of officer comments submitted after the report was written. 

3.2 The Development Control manager submitted the following comments: 

o Para 2.1: I suggest “requirements” instead of contributions in the final sentence. 

o Para 4.26: Table 1 gives me great concerns. This clearly sets down a process which 
local planning authorities are expected to follow but it is largely aimed at pre-application 
stage where it requires development control officers to carry out significant extra work 
at that stage. Table I is very presumptive in assuming that developers will seek pre-
application discussions but also states that the Council will consult stakeholders etc. 
This will involve extra work for planning officers in an area which we don’t receive fee 
income for and at pre-application stage it is more usual for developers to contact 
consultees direct. Significantly officers will need to have a clear understanding of the 
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Councils investment priorities in order to provide indicative levels of contribution at pre-
application stage. 

o Para 4.3: I  am in favour of the flexible approach as I believe the SPD document vastly 
overreaches itself in its ambition for the range and amount of developer contributions. I 
suspect few if any schemes will be able to support the whole SPD ask. However the 
flexible approach heavily implies that Corby Borough will produce its own guidance 
which will identify and justify its priorities. In the absence of such a document we will 
not know what our priorities are and are almost back to where we are now with an 
uncertain approach to developer contributions. 

o Para 4.4: Whilst I can understand the desire to ensure that every housing development 
contributes I am very concerned about the practical implications for Development 
Control where a S106 will be needed for every housing scheme. Whilst I am sure that 
over time the process will become easier i.e. through standard/pro forma clauses and 
agreements the number of agreements needing to be drawn up, checked by solicitors 
and then signed is likely to add to the timescale for dealing with applications and also 
for monitoring. 

o Para 4.12 and 4.17: I agree there is a conflict in relation to which schemes are 
expected to contribute to Corby Walk and Railway Bridge. I think this is also linked to 
4.3 where the Council needs to decide on what priority this has in relation to other 
matters and decide whether only directly related schemes (which should be easy to 
justify) should contribute or Borough wide proposals. 

o Para 4.20: The County Council Corby Pooled Developer Contributions document has 
not been endorsed as yet by CBC. It currently rests with CBC Legal to provide advice. 

o The Borough Council currently does not collect contributions towards the Water Cycle 
Strategy although it has in the past. We have been seeking justification for 
contributions from Environment Agency. It is my understanding that the Water Cycle 
Strategy is to be updated, focussing on clearer and more discrete facilities i.e. the 
Corby Culvert which should help in justifying contributions in the future. 

o I do have concerns about some of the topic areas but in particular I am struggling with 
Archives 

4. Recommendation 
4.1 Members are asked to consider the points raised at the Member Briefing and in the Further 

Officer Comments; and to decide whether to supplement or amend the matters raised in the 
Committee Report on the Development Contributions SPD. 

5. Issues to be taken into account:- 
Policy Priorities 
This SPD will assist in the delivery of many of the Councils policy priorities. 
Financial 
None directly related to this report. 

Legal 
The relevant law is: 

 Planning and Compulsory Act 2004 

 Circular 05/2005 – Planning Obligations 

 Community Infrastructure Levy Regulations (2010) 
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Performance Information 
None directly related to this report. 

Best Value, Human Rights, Equalities, Community Safety and Sustainability 
None directly related to this report. 

Background Papers 

 Local Plan Committee report, 16th December 2009; 

 North Northamptonshire Joint Planning Committee report, 22nd September 2010 

Officers to Contact 
Terry Begley, Local Plans Principal Planner (ext. 3185) 
 


