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Local Plan Committee
Wednesday 12 July 2006 at 7.00pm
in Committee Room, Deene House, Corby

Councillors present: Councillor Kane (Chair)
Councillors Scott, Howard, Latta and Jackson

1. Apologies for Absence
No apologies for absence were received.

2. Declarations of Interest
Members were asked to declare any interest they might have in the business to be discussed
and/or indicate whether these were prejudicial or non-prejudicial, the nature of the interest
and whether they intend to participate in the relevant agenda item. No such declarations
were made.

3. Minutes of the Previous Meeting
RESOLVED that: -
The minutes of the meeting held on 15 March 2006 & 18 April 2006, having been circulated
to Members, be agreed as a correct record.

4. Local Development Framework – LDS Amendments
The Local Plan Officer presented a report informing Members of the progress of the Corby
Development Plan Documents and to request a revision of the Corby LDS timetable.

Corby Site Specific Proposals LDD and the Corby Town Centre AAP

Both of the above had reached preferred options stage, the 6 week consultation period had
ended on 25 June 2006 and Council Officers were analysing the responses that had been
received. The final documents would be amended as required to take into account the
consultation responses and then submitted to the Secretary of State in October/November
2006.

Kingswood & Danesholme AAP

Work on the Kingswood area of the APP was progressing well, David Lock Associates had
been commissioned to produce the master planning work and extensive consultations had
been carried out with local residents to explore options and possible solutions. There had
been some delay to the timetable and the final master plan was expected in September
2006.

The Danesholme area of the AAP was less advanced as Kingswood had taken priority due to
longstanding demolition plans. It was proposed to produce a master plan for Danesholme but
this would not be available for the AAP.

The Kingswood master plan was to be the underpinning work for the Kingswood &
Danesholme AAP, so for this reason it was considered necessary to delay the AAP to ensure
that the master plan could be incorporated, the proposed new timescale was therefore
November /December 2006.

Corby Urban Extension AAP

Consultations on possible requirements for the urban extensions were conducted in
September 2005 as part of the Issues & Options consultations. The Joint Planning Unit
conducted additional consultations regarding the locations of the urban extensions through
the ‘Options for North Northamptonshire – towards a joint Core Spatial Strategy’ and the
‘Preferred Options for North Northamptonshire – towards a joint Core Spatial Strategy’.  Work
had begun on developing the ‘Preferred Options for the Corby Urban Extensions AAP’.



Local Plan Committee 12 July 2006

17

Corby’s DPD’s – Overall Programme

Originally the production of Corby’s DPD’s had been designed to follow on in a logical
sequence. The Kingswood & Danesholme AAP had, however, slipped and so it was felt that
the Urban Extensions AAP should be delayed, simple altering the Kingswood & Danesholme
AAP would cause a knock on effect in terms of workload for the rest of the programme.

A revision of the North Northamptonshire Joint Planning Units and other Boroughs LDS’s
would also be required. Each Boroughs Committee would consider the changes required,
once agreed the JPU would co-ordinate the submission and a revised LDS would be sent to
Government Office for the East Midlands.

Officers then presented a supplementary paper, which gave Members the most recent
amendments to the North Northamptonshire JPC LDS.

Development Control Development Plan Document

The submitted Joint Committee LDS envisaged a development plan document (DPD) setting
out a focused set of criteria based on development control policies.  It was considered that
the DPD was no longer required as it’s content can be adequately covered by the North
Northamptonshire Core Spatial Strategy and district DPD’s.

Supplementary Planning Documents

After discussions with the Districts and County Council it was evident that a Joint SPD was
required, this would amplify approaches to sustainable design and developer contributions.

Officers concluded that the JPC agreed the changes as outlined in the supplementary
information subject to each partner authority agreeing.

Members of the Committee who sit on the JPC stated that they had been asked to put
forward amendments, their concerns included Retail Space, there seemed to be some
confusion as to how much Corby had been allocated.  Members had made it clear to JPC
that they were unhappy about the situation and it was necessary to re-iterate all concerns.

Members wanted the amendments drawn up and an opportunity to discuss them before the
next meeting in September.

RESOLVED that: -
That the timetable for the production of Corby’s DPD’s is revised in accordance with the
details shown in the table attached to the report and that a revised LDS is submitted to
GOEM as soon as possible.

Members agree to the revisions to the Joint Committee Local Development Scheme as set
out below:

1) Delete the proposed Development Control Development Plan Document

2) Add proposed Supplementary Planning Documents on sustainable design and
developer contributions (for consultation in January 2007)

5. Biodiversity & Planning
The Local Plan Officer presented a report to Members with regard to PPS 9, Biodiversity &
Geological Conservation. This Planning Policy Statement sets out policies for the protection
of biodiversity and geological conservation through the planning system.  Local Planning
Authorities needed to take into account the policies set out in PPS9 in preparation for their
Local Development Framework.

Members were provided with an information sheet, which gave a definition of biodiversity, a
summary of the key messages from PPS9 and ways to ensure biodiversity was taken into
consideration during the planning process. A pack was also handed to Members with an
invitation to a Seminar on the 28 Ju7ly 2006 at the Wildlife Trust, Northampton.

Officers concluded that Biodiversity was an important issue and Members needed to be
aware.  As stated in PPS9 local planning authorities should maximise opportunities by
building in beneficial biodiversity features as part of good design.
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Members agreed that this was a very important area and hoped that this was considered the
case across the Borough Council. It was to be supported as woodland in and around town
was part of Rockingham Forest.  Members asked about ‘Green Corridors’ and Officers stated
that they were working with NCC and developers and if large applications were submitted
then the S106 would include conditions regarding this.

Officers said it was very encouraging to have the support of Members, in areas such as
Stanion Plantation mitigation measurers had been put in place for money to improve and
manage them.

It was suggested that some money be provided for the Forest Schools to encourage children
to use the forests.

RESOLVED that: -
Members note the information provided.

6. Close of Meeting
The Chair declared the meeting closed at 7.45pm.


