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Local Plan Committee 
Wednesday 20 June 2007 at 7.00pm  
in Committee Room, Grosvenor House, Corby 
 
Councillors present: Councillor O’Neill (Chair) 
    Councillors Pengelly (Vice Chair), Beattie, Massie, Heggs, 
    Woolmer and Bromhall 

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 14 March 2007, having been circulated to Members, be 
agreed as a correct record. 

4. Summary of Results of Public Consultation on the Corby Borough Kingswood Area 
Action Plan Preferred Options Report and Sustainability Appraisal 
Members received a report outlining the responses received to consultation on the above 
documents.  The consultation period for the documents had run from 16 February to 30 
March 2007.  The consultation process had been widely publicised and events had been held 
on 21 February, 27 February and 7 March 2007 in various locations.   

A summary of the representations made was set out within in the report and in Appendix 1.  
A total of 42 respondents had submitted comments in writing, 20 people had attended the 
public consultation workshop and over 50 people had attended the public drop-in sessions.  
Overall, the majority of people neither supported nor objected to the preferred options. 

Members commented on points raised in respect of green issues and hoped these would be 
given some weight.  The need for green areas to be retained was clear. 

Progress on the relocation of the Corby Olympic Boxing Club was queried and also the 
number of the new properties which would be available to rent.  It was felt there was a dire 
shortage of social rented housing in the town which needed to be addressed.  The small 
percentage included in other private developments translated into a very small number of 
properties and was not sufficient to meet demand.  The Corporate Director reported that 
negotiations were ongoing in respect of the Saxilby Centre Boxing Club and no plans had 
been finalised as yet.  If relocation was pursued, it was unlikely to take place until next year.  
He confirmed that within Phase 1A of the redevelopment, there were no rentable properties.  
Across the whole site, it was required that 20% affordable properties be provided and 50% of 
these would be for rent. 

It was confirmed that all of the land in this redevelopment was in Council ownership and this 
should assist with use of covenants to provide some control over future use and disposal, 
although the limits to this control were recognised.  Members raised concerns about the risk 
of a high percentage of the new properties ending up as private rent, as at Oakley Vale.  It 
was felt the Council had an opportunity to take control of the rented sector in this area and 
the 20% target for all new developments should be reconsidered and increased.   
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The Corporate Director explained the process for the development for properties to rent.  The 
developer would come forward with a suitable Registered Social Landlord to provide these 
properties.  He commented that some developers were more receptive than others with 
respect to control of the ‘buy to let’ market.  

The need to review the 20% target was emphasised.  This included sheltered schemes which 
meant the proportion of properties available for families and young couples was very low.  
The Council’s waiting list and the average time taken to allocate properties was testimony to 
the need which Members felt was not adequately reflected in the commercial Housing Needs 
Surveys undertaken. 

It was confirmed that the definition of ‘affordable’ property had changed recently and now 
related to those properties that local people could afford to buy or rent.  This meant that 
different values could apply in different areas. 

RESOLVED that: - 
1. The Council undertakes a review of housing needs and availability within the Borough, 

utilising in-house statistics from the Housing Allocations waiting list with a view to 
reassessing the adequacy of the 20% affordability ratio on new developments; 

2. the ‘Summary of Results of Public Consultation on the Corby Borough Kingswood Area 
Action Plan Preferred Options Report and Sustainability Appraisal (2007)’ be approved as 
a basis for the development of the submission version of the Corby Borough Kingswood 
Area Action Plan. 

5. Local Development Scheme 
Members received a report setting out the need to further amend the timetable of the Corby 
Local Development Scheme to prevent abortive work producing documents which may not 
comply with the awaited Joint Core Spatial Strategy. 

Corby continued to lead the way in the County on Site Specific Policies.  The amended 
timetable was appended to the report.  

RESOLVED that: - 
The North Northamptonshire LDS is brought into effect and revisions to the timetable for 
Corby’s Development Plan Documents be approved. 

6. Northamptonshire County Council Transport Strategy for Growth 
Members considered a report detailing proposals within the Northants County Council 
Transport Strategy for Growth.  The consultation period on the document had been extended 
to 29 June 2007 in recognition of the importance of this document.  Members had been 
informed earlier in the day of a meeting/workshop which would be taking place in 
Northampton on 26 June 2007.  The short notice was regrettable and had arisen due to the 
County Council emailing notification of this event to central/admin email addresses only. 

The Strategy proposals included the following documents: 

• Schemes proposed by Transport Prioritisation Framework 
• Transport Prioritisation Framework (full report) 
• Guidance on creating lasting modal shift 
• Town Transportation Strategy for Corby 
• Town Transportation Strategy for Kettering  
• Town Transportation Strategy for Wellingborough 
• Transportation Design Guide for Residential Developments 
• Public Transport Guidelines for New Developments 
• Town Transportation Strategy for Daventry – Position Statement 
• Town Transportation Strategy for Towcester – Position Statement 
• Transport Vision for Northampton. 
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The report before Members focused on the Corby Town Strategy and provided comment on 
issues in respect of:  

• Transport Model 
• Parking Strategy 
• Infrastructure requirements 
• Modal Shift Principles 
• Design Guidance, and 
• Public Transport Strategy. 

The following key responses to the consultation were suggested, together with the outcome 
of a study commissioned jointly between Corby and Kettering: 

1. The Strategy should ensure to develop positive relationships between the Growth 
Agenda and transport, especially investment in infrastructure for both commercial and 
residential areas as an economic activity that could improve employment opportunities 
and investment in Corby.   

2. A ‘one solution’ approach across all areas of North Northamptonshire in respect to a 
modal shift is considered too simplistic and a lower figure, i.e. less than 20% will be 
appropriate for developments in Corby. 

3. Object not only to a reduction in parking, but to the segregation of parking from housing, 
raising issues surrounding security and how / who would enforce against parking on 
verges and roadsides. 

4. The set of principles proposed by the Transport Strategy for Growth documents cannot 
necessarily be applied for Corby, for example, bus lanes are not required for Corby and 
pay for parking schemes in the Town Centre would discourage people from shopping in 
the Primary Shopping Area, which contradicts the proposals set out in the Corby Town 
Centre Area Action Plan. 

5. In addition to the promotion of sustainability and modal shift proposals, quality targets for 
transport, including road layouts, manoeuvring and parking details should also be 
developed including different mechanisms across all venues for commercial and 
residential areas. 

Members raised concerns in respect of the short notice for the workshop on 26 June and also 
the proposals relating to modal shift in car usage.  Car usage/ownership in Corby was 
already low and the target of 20% reduction was therefore disproportionate.  The Officer 
comments clearly indicated the need for this target to be reconsidered in Corby’s case. 

RESOLVED that: - 
1. the comments set out in points 1 – 5 above form the basis of a response to be forwarded 

to Northamptonshire County Council as representation of Corby’s response to the 
Consultation on the Transport Strategy for Growth; 

2. the comments put forward by Peter Brett Associates Transport Consultants be 
incorporated into Corby’s response to Northamptonshire County Council.  Further 
comments to be incorporated into Corby’s representation through discussion between the 
Head of Regeneration and Growth, the Chair and the Vice Chair of the Local Plan 
Committee. 

7. Planning for a Sustainable Future – White Paper 
The Head of Regeneration & Growth presented a report which summarised the wide range of 
reforms to the planning process proposed in the White Paper – Planning for a Sustainable 
Future.  The White Paper had been published in response to the Barker Review of Land Use 
Planning and the Eddington Report on Transport published in December 2006 which argued 
for a streamlined planning process. 

It was argued that a streamlined process would assist in addressing major issues, including  



Local Plan Committee 20 June 2007.doc 

  4

• climate change and growing pressures on the environment and natural resources  
• the long-term security of energy supplies  
• a requirement to be more facilitative of economic development  
• the current housing shortage  
• higher expectations for the quality of infrastructure, public services, and commercial and 

leisure facilities. 

The Paper set out proposals under the five key pillars of: 

1. National Policy Statements 
2. Local householder applications 
3. Climate Change 
4. Planning system supports vibrant town centres 
5. The role of Local Authorities: Planning and Place Shaping. 

A response to the consultation was required by 15 August 2007 and 40 standardised 
questions had been created in respect of the key proposals.  These were summarised in 
Appendix A to the report, together with commentary on the questions.  It was proposed that 
this commentary and the points made in the Conclusions section of the report form the basis 
of the Council’s response to the consultation. 

Although, comment was made that some of the proposals outlined may justify a stronger 
response, Members generally felt the comments were constructive. The process being 
followed in respect of this White Paper was queried.  The Head of Regeneration & Growth 
explained that a 6 – 8 week period for comment had been allowed and it was hoped the 
proposals would be reviewed on the basis of the comments submitted before the final 
proposals were considered by Parliament.   

RESOLVED that: - 
The comments set out within the Conclusion section of the report and the appendix be 
forwarded to the Department for Communities and Local Government by 15 August 2007 as 
Corby’s response to the consultation on the Planning for a Sustainable Future – White Paper. 

8. North Northamptonshire Core Spatial Strategy – Consultation on additional or 
alternative sites  
The Principal Planner presented a report detailing consultation on additional or alternative 
sites for consideration in the North Northamptonshire Core Spatial Strategy.  The Strategy 
was submitted to the Secretary of State in February 2007 and was then subject to six weeks 
public consultation.  A number of representations arose from the consultation seeking 
inclusion of additional or alternative sites for development.  The consultation on these sites 
was due to end on 27 June 2007 and the report set out proposed responses for Members’ 
consideration. 

The sites put forward for consultation, five in total, were indicated as Sites B to F on the plan 
appended to the report and described as: 

Site B: Weldon Park – Charles Church Developments 
Site C: Land at Geddington Road, Corby – ProLogis Developments Ltd 
Site D: South East Corby – Boughton Estates/B Q Farms Ltd/ Buccleuch Property 
Site E: South West Corby – Lees Family 
Site F: Land South of Corby – Bailey and Bates Families. 

Site B was not specifically identified in the preferred options for Site Specific Proposals but 
could be acceptable for further housing development proposals as it broadly reflected the 
emerging Local Development Framework for that area.   

Sites D, E and F were predominantly situated outside the Borough boundary and were not 
identified in the preferred options for Site Specific Proposals and were considered to conflict 
with the emerging Local Development Framework.  These site should not, therefore, be 
considered. 
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Site C had not yet been considered through the Council’s internal processes and the 
Corporate Director felt that it would be prudent to simply state that the Council was 
considering its position in respect of this site.  It was agreed that much more information was 
needed in respect of this site which was not currently available.  There would be ample 
further opportunities for the Council to comment in detail on this site, including the 
Examination in Public. 

Members raised concerns in respect of Site C and considered whether an outright rejection 
was warranted.  Some concerns were also raised in respect of Site B and the extent of 
development being suggested.  The importance of retaining some green spaces was 
highlighted.   Officers emphasised the extensive process necessary and further opportunities 
for comment before the principles of development were settled. 

RESOLVED that: - 
the comments set out below form the basis of representation to be forwarded to the Joint 
Planning Unit by 27th June 2007 as Corby’s response to the consultation on additional or 
alternative sites for consideration in the North Northamptonshire Core Spatial Strategy. 

Site B - Weldon Park 

• Located outside the urban framework of the town; and 

• Policy H1 and paragraph 3.46 of the Corby Borough Site Specific Proposals preferred 
options report state that Priors Hall forms only part of the area shown as the possible 
north-eastern extension and further housing development proposals could therefore 
be supported in that area; 

Site C – Land at Geddington Road, Corby  

• The Council is considering its position in respect of this site; 

Site D – South East Corby  

• The site was not identified in the preferred options report for the Corby Borough Site 
Specific Proposals Development Plan Document, as such it is considered to conflict 
with the emerging Local Development Framework for Corby; 

• Located outside the urban framework of the town; 

• Require cross boundary working between Corby and Kettering, which may have 
different priorities both in terms of preparing the relevant planning documents or 
aspirations and objectives; 

• The capacity of this location is limited; 

• The northern boundary adjoins areas of high biodiversity sensitivity; 

• The general location includes areas of high landscape sensitivity; and 

• Despite its proximity to the town centre and proposed railway station, access is limited 
by a lack of crossing points along the railway line. 

Site E - South West Corby 

• The site was not identified in the preferred options report for the Corby Borough Site 
Specific Proposals Development Plan Document, as such it is considered to conflict 
with the emerging Local Development Framework for Corby; 

• Located outside the urban framework of the town; 

• Require cross boundary working between Corby and Kettering, which may have 
different priorities both in terms of preparing the relevant planning documents or 
aspirations and objectives; and 

• Adjoins areas of high landscape sensitivity to the north. 
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Site F – Land South of Corby  

• The site was not identified in the preferred options report for the Corby Borough Site 
Specific Proposals Development Plan Document, as such it is considered to conflict 
with the emerging Local Development Framework for Corby; 

• Located outside the urban framework of the town; 

• Require cross boundary working between Corby and Kettering, which may have 
different priorities both in terms of preparing the relevant planning documents or 
aspirations and objectives; and 

• The capacity of this location is limited. 

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


