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APPENDIX 1 

DRAFT EAST MIDLANDS REGIONAL PLAN 

PROPOSED POLICIES – IMPLICATIONS FOR CORBY BOROUGH COUNCIL 

Policy 1 Regional Core Objectives – to secure the delivery of sustainable development.  
These are all general objectives  that we should all be working towards and 
are not detailed in any depth. 

Policy 2 A Regional Approach to selecting land for development – again this is a 
systematic sequential approach that should be supported.  However it does 
raise the question of the conflict between the need for urban extensions and 
the desire make use of previously developed land in Corby’s case our 
proposed urban extension by their very nature will not be on previously 
developed land. 

Policy 3 Promoting Better Design – this includes the requirement that all development 
complies with the “Breeam” “very good” standard.  It has been agreed that at 
Priors Hall and Land West of Stanion a “good” standard would be acceptable.  
This may put extra financial pressure on future development together with the 
requirement that all new development must be “carbon neutral”. 

Policy 4 Concentrating Development in Urban Areas -  in section 6 this policy states 
that “significant levels of development should be located in the growth towns 
of Corby, Kettering and Wellingborough – a policy that clearly Corby would 
support. 

Policy 5 Regional Priorities for Development in Rural Areas – no real issues for Corby. 

Policies 6,7,8,9,10 and 11 relate to other areas of the region. 

Policy 12 Development in the Southern Sub-Area – This highlights the proposed 
regeneration of Corby supporting a level of housing development that will 
reduce the need for in-commuting. 

Policy 13 Relates to Derby, Leicester and Nottingham – no implications for Corby. 

Policy 14 Regional Housing Provision – sets out average annual rates for the sub 
division of the whole region.  Corby, Kettering and Wellingborough are 
collectively included in he North Northamptonshire Housing Market Area with 
a total annual figure of 2643 (figures consistent with part 2 of Regional Plan) 
as requested by JPU. 

Policy 15  Affordable Housing – The figures in the plan are very specific and although 
they add the caveat that they may be reviewed following a Housing Market 
Assessment they raise the question as to whether we can support this level of 
prescription in RSS8. 
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Policy 16 Provision for Gypsies and Travellers – The appendix specifies levels for Corby 
– subject to further assessment.  Again whether or not the Council can support 
this level of prescription is the issue. 

Policy 17 Policy for Efficient Use of Land – states the need to contribute to the 
achievement of 60% of dwellings on previously developed land – this will be 
difficult to achieve in Corby given the need for Urban extensions – RSS8 
needs to acknowledge this. 

Policy 18 Release of Land for Housing – This does lay the responsibility with the Joint 
Core Strategy.  Members will need to ensure that Corby’s aspirations are 
understood and agreed at the Joint Board meetings. 

Policy 19 Regional Policies for Regeneration – to be focussed on greatest need.  This 
policy covers most of the region but it does specifically mention deprived 
settlements and highlights Corby. 

Policy 20  Regional Priorities for Employment Land – This policy requires Local 
Development Frameworks to allocate an adequate supply of B1, B2 and B8 
land in suitable locations and bring formal good quality sites for potential 
investors with specific requirements.  It goes on to state that any additional 
strategic distribution centres in excess of 25,000 sq metres should maximise 
potential for rail freight and generate at least 10% of their energy requirements 
from on site renewable sources.  This level of prescription is one that 
Members may see as constraining growth (although very laudable in 
principle). 

Policy 21 Regional Priorities for Town Centre Retail Development – This policy is in line 
with our LDF proposals. 

Policies 22, 23 24 and 25- appear to have no direct affects on Corby. 

Policy 26 Protecting and Enhancing the Regions Natural and Cultural Heritage – The 
policy is supported by our own aspirations.  It acknowledges that unavoidable 
damage should be minimised and clearly justified by the need for development 
in that location.  Such development should be mitigated and compensated for 
in the local context.  This policy should give Corby the flexibility to carry out 
sensitive development to satisfy the growth strategy – such as – the Town 
Centre. 

Policy 27 Regional Priorities for Environmental Green Infrastructure – This proposes 
Environmental Capacity Analysis and Green Infrastructure Plans based on 
Character Assessments.  There are sound ideas and will contribute to a better 
quality environment and sustainable communities.  However the assessments 
and analysis will require an expertise, resource and financial commitment that 
may be onerous on an authority such as Corby.  Again the “prescriptive” 
nature of the RSS places a delivery expectation on the constituent authorities. 

Policy 28 Priorities for Enhancing the Regions Biodiversity – The detailed targets set out 
in the appendices and the Bio-Diversity Action Plan programme appears to be 
covered by the County Council, and Corby’s contribution will be limited given 
in house expertise. 
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Policy 29 Regional Priorities for Managing and Increasing Woodland Cover – The 
benefits both Social and Environmental of optimising the use of existing 
woodland cover is highlighted.  The need to promote an increase of woodland 
cover as part of new development is also focused on.  Rockingham Forest is 
specifically mentioned the Northamptonshire Growth Area is seen as a target 
for woodland creation and green linkages.  This is supported in our Site 
Specific Proposals – particularly to provide green links between new 
developments and the Centre. 

Policy 30 Priorities for the Management and Enhancement of the Region’s landscape – 
Similar to Policy 27 – this highlights the need for Landscape Character 
Assessments to inform the preparation of Local Development Frameworks, 
the in house expertise may not be available and may have to be “bought in”. 

Policy 31 Regional Priorities for the Historic Environment – The need to conserve and 
enhance is the cornerstone of this Policy.  Corby supports the policy via its 
Local Development Framework and Heritage Strategy.  The Council is 
currently beginning a review of existing Conservation Areas and declaration of 
new ones. 

Policies 32 & 33   

These relate to water resources and river corridors and Corby is currently undertaking a 
water cycle strategy using consultants. 

Policy 34 Relates to Lincolnshire. 

Policy 35 Regional Approach to Flood Risk – These issues are covered by Flood Risk 
Assessments that are carried out in any application for development. 

 

Policies 36 & 37    

Relate to Regional Priorities for Minerals and Waste – These matters are dealt with on a 
County wide basis and should be reflected in the Local Development Framework. 

Policies 38 & 39   

Relate to Energy Efficiency and Low Carbon Generation – The need for supplementary 
planning documents to explain implementation is  highlighted as is the need to develop 
policies to achieve regional  targets (Appendix 5) together with a need to assess the impact 
on the  environment.  The policy is extensive covering everything from macro to micro 
generation.  Again it is difficult to see in house expertise being capable of dealing with this in 
detail. 

Policy 40 Regional Priorities for Culture, Sport and Recreation – Having regard to 
Corby’s Cultural Strategy and partnership with County based sports 
partnerships Policy 40 would be supported. 

Policy 41 Regional Transport Objectives – Supporting sustainable development and the 
Growth Towns. 
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Policy 42 Sub Area objectives – iv) Southern Sub Area – S3 supports the regeneration 
of Corby by developing transport infrastructure – services. 

Policies 43 & 44    

Relate to the National need to reduce traffic growth and behavioural change – these are 
national policies which need to be supported. 

Policy 46 Regional Car Parking Standards – This dictates that maximum amount of car 
parking  should be applied to the Growth Towns.  The policy is clearly in line 
with National Guidance and should be supported.  However Corby should 
consider how it will deal with this given the large scale redevelopment of the 
Town Centre. 

Policies 47, 48,49 and 50      

Deal with Public Transport.  The thrust is to improve services to encourage the use of public 
transport and the growth towns are specifically mentioned.  It would seem appropriate to 
include a reference to the need for a passenger rail station in Corby under these policies. 

Policies 51 & 52    

Relate to Highway Improvements.  The policies acknowledge that despite the focus on 
behavioural change travel demands that cannot be met other than by road improvements, 
congestion and safety still have to be accommodated.  Appendix 6 (page 103) tables sub 
area investment priorities.  It makes no mention of the Corby Northern Link Road – which has 
received government funding approval – it should be included. 

Policy 53 Implementation of the Regional Freight Strategy – The policy concentrates on 
the partnership working of Regional bodies but it highlights the need for a 
modal shift from Road to Rail.  Corby can play a part in this by promoting rail 
development where possible. 

Policy 54 This relates to Priorities for Air Transport and whilst it does not directly relate 
to Corby the need to access regional national airports by means other than the 
car is highlighted and should be included in Local Development Frameworks. 

Policy 55 Regional Priorities for Implementation, Monitoring and Review – This requires 
Local Authorities to work with partners to produce delivery plans outlining the 
infrastructure requirements needed to secure the implementation of Local 
Development Documents.  Whilst Local Authorities deal with infrastructure 
requirements as part of development applications, the concept of producing 
Delivery Plans is one that may require further investigation. 

   


