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Summary of Results of Public Consultation on the Corby Borough 
Kingswood Area Action Plan Preferred Options Report and Sustainability 

Appraisal 
 

SYNOPSIS 
To inform Members of the response to consultation on the ‘Preferred Options for Corby Borough 
Kingswood Area Action Plan (February 2007)’ and corresponding Sustainability Appraisal. 
These consultation responses will be used to develop the submission Kingswood Area Action 
Plan that will be submitted to Government Office. 

 
1.  Relevant Background Details 

The ‘Preferred Options for Corby Borough Kingswood Area Action Plan’ (February 2007) and 
corresponding Sustainability Appraisal was approved by Local Plans Committee on the 17th 
January 2007. The statutory 6 week consultation on this document began on Friday 16th 
February and ended on Friday 30th March. 

The consultation period was widely publicised with letters sent to people registered on the 
Local Development Framework (LDF) Consultation database and articles put into the Evening 
Telegraph on the 12th January 2007, the 8th February 2007 and the 1st March 2007. In addition 
posters were put up around the Kingswood Estate and in several locations in the town centre. 
The document and response forms were made available in eight locations, including; 
Grosvenor House, Corby Library, the Willows Arts Centre, Kingswood Neighbourhood Centre, 
Kingswood Primary School, Kingswood Secondary School, Danesholme Library and 
Danesholme Community Centre. A Members workshop was held on the 21st February 2007, a 
public drop in exhibition was held on the 27th February 2007 and a public workshop was held 
on the 7th March 2007. 

2. Report 
In total 42 respondents submitted comments on the Preferred Options for the Kingswood Area 
Action Plan, with 20 people attending the public workshop and over 50 people attending the 
public drop in exhibition. Overall the majority of people neither supported or objected to the 
preferred options as outlined in the Kingswood Area Action Plan Preferred Options Report, 
although many of these representations suggest adding text to clarify issues within the 
document. 

Below is a brief summary of the representations. 

1. Introduction 

• No representations were made for this section. 

2. Strategic Priorities and Policy Context 

• This section was not specifically discussed at the workshops. 

• Fourteen individual representations were received for this section, 1 in support, 1 in 
objection and 12 neither in support or objection. 

• The representation of support recognises the emphasis the AAP gives to the early 
provision of social infrastructure necessary for balanced and healthy communities. The 
objection recognises the lack of reference to PPG17, the Council’s Open Space, Sport 
and Recreation Study, or the emerging Leisure Facilities Strategy.  

• The 12 other representations suggested text additions, relating to key infrastructure 
policies within the Core Spatial Strategy, the environmental Strategy, Planning Out 
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Crime SPG (Supplementary Planning Guidance), PPS1 (Planning Policy Statement 1), 
PPS3 and other National Planning Guidance. 

3. Local Priorities 

• Two individual representations were received for this section, neither of which support 
or object. 

• The first representation states that the document needs to make reference to the fact 
that the North Northamptonshire Development Company (NNDC) has replaced Catalyst 
Corby, and the second remarks on the crime implications sue to the excessive 
permeability of the area. 

4. Community & Stakeholder Views 

• No representations were made for this section. 

5. Background to Kingswood 

• Two individual representations were received for this section, 1 in support and 1 neither 
in support or objection. 

• The first representation objects to the community centre and the hall used by the 
Olympic Boxing Club being demolished and the other representation, neither in support 
or objection, raises concern over the use of language that may not be understood by all, 
or at least should be explained within the document. 

6. Area Action Plan Boundary 

Preferred Option KAA1 – Area Action Plan Boundary 

• No comments were received on the preferred options for the Area Action Plan 
Boundary at either the Corby Borough Council Members’ workshop or the public 
consultation workshop. 

• One individual representation was received in support of preferred option KAA1 and the 
content of paragraphs 6.1-6.4 of the document. 

7. Objectives for the AAP 

Preferred Option KAA2 – Objectives for the AAP 

• No comments were received on the preferred options for the Objectives for the AAP at 
the Corby Borough Council Members’ workshop, however concerns were raised at the 
public workshop regarding crime prevention. 

• Four individual representations were received for this preferred option, 1 in support and 
3 in objection. 

• The first representation supports preferred option KAA2 and the contents of paragraphs 
7.1-7.3. 

• The 3 remaining representations, neither in support or objection, comment on the 
preferred option’s strong resonance with regional core objectives in policy 1 and 2 of  
the draft RSS (Regional Spatial Strategy). Suggestions include adding a further 
objective for crime prevention as well as the need to clarify the links between the 
preferred options and the objectives as set out in KAA2. 

8.  The Proposed Masterplan 

• Corby Borough Council Members’ workshop supported the proposal for a central focus 
to the Kingswood estate, and the public consultation demonstrated general agreement 
to make the area more accessible. 

• One individual representation was received for this section, neither in support or 
objection, which commented that areas identified for regeneration in figures 5, 7 and 9 
have experienced frequent flooding problems.  
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• Three further representations were received relating directly to preferred option KAA3. 

Preferred Option KAA3 – Masterplan for Kingswood 

• Three individual representations were received for this preferred option, 1 in support, 1 
in objection and 1 neither in support or objection. 

• The first representation supports preferred option KAA3, the objecting representation 
considered ‘do nothing’ as not being a valid argument for other options considered and 
the remaining representation, neither in support or objection, comments that the smaller 
existing green spaces should be retained. 

9.  Options for Spatial Objectives 

• Both the Corby Borough Council Members’ workshop and the public workshop raised 
similar concerns about the proposed pub location especially focussed at a gateway 
point into the area. Other concerns include the loss of greenspace. 

• Two individual representations were received for this section, 1 is in support of creating 
a new heart as outlined in paragraph 9.5, and the second representation, neither in 
support or objection, uses figure 7 to suggest possible alternative locations for the 
family pub / restaurant and raises environmental concern over the current proposed pub 
location as well as commenting on the safety of children; and sewage and drainage 
problems. 

• Twenty-two further representations were received relating directly to preferred options 
within this section. 

Preferred Option KAA4 for the Improvement of the Movement Network 

• Three individual representations were received for this preferred option, 1 in support, 1 
in objection and 1 neither in support or objection. 

• The first representation supports KAA4 and no comments were given for the objection.  

• The remaining representation suggests making reference to the issue of reducing crime 
in any public realm improvements, and states that it is not immediately clear how 
motorised vehicular traffic accessing the proposed high street will impact upon 
neighbouring residential areas, or the prominence which will be given to other 
sustainable forms of transport. 

Preferred Option KAA5 for Creating a New Heart for Kingswood 

• Five individual representations were received for this preferred option, 3 in support, 1 in 
objection and 1 neither in support or objection. 

• The 3 in support welcomed the creation of an activity focus at the hearty of the 
community and the content of paragraphs 9.5-9.7 as well as figure 5, whereas 1 
representation objects to the adverse biodiversity implications.  

• The remaining representation, neither in support or objection, raises concern that the 
proposal of a commercial core will require development on a site that is currently 
undeveloped that is likely to hold local biodiversity value, without consideration of how 
this could be enhanced . 

Preferred Option KAA6 for the High Street 

• Seven individual representations were received for this preferred option, 2 in support, 2 
in objection and 3 neither in support or objection. 

• The 2 representations in support welcome the creation of a new high street and support 
paragraphs 9.5-9.7, whereas 2 representations object to the quantity of access roads 
and the biodiversity implications. 

• The remaining 3 representations suggest stating the local scale and nature of retail 
offer in the centre to clarify the position within the hierarchy of the town and to also 
consider combining sustainable drainage systems due to the development of the 
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proposed high street coupled with hard surfaces such as car parking and walkways etc, 
and again raise concern over the local biodiversity being affected by the creation of a 
new high street. 

Preferred Option KAA7 for Creating a New Identity 

• Four individual representations were received for this preferred option, 2 in objection 
and 2 neither in support or objection. 

• 2 object to the consideration of no other options and the preferred option’s short fall of 
delivering a net gain in GI (Green Infrastructure). 

• The remaining 2 representations consider that accesses into the Kings Wood from the 
Kingswood estate should enable only pedestrian access in order to protect the ancient 
woodland, and state that whilst access and open space issues are partly addressed, 
this preferred option fails to deliver any comprehensive green infrastructure provision 
which links the open spaces proposed within the development with the adjacent Kings 
Wood (Local Nature Reserve) and beyond. It is also recommended that mitigation 
measures be incorporated into relevant preferred options to provide greater clarity in 
respect of open space character and biodiversity and GI enhancement opportunities. 

Preferred Option KAA8 for Re-development 

• Three individual representations were received for this preferred option, 2 in objection 
and 1 neither in support or objection. 

• The 2 objections are that ‘do nothing’ cannot be considered as an alternative as it is not 
a valid argument, and that residents have concern over plans which indicate that their 
homes will be demolished.  

• The remaining representation, neither in support or objection, recommends the 
inclusion of references to sustainable modes of transport, such as provision of cycle 
routes, good public transport and good pedestrian links in the area. 

10. Strategic Options 

• Both the Corby Borough Council Members’ workshop and the public workshop raised 
concern understanding the grading system for the physical interventions toolkit in 
preferred option KAA10. 

• Ten individual representations were received for this section, 3 in support, 5 in objection 
and 2 neither in support or objection, although twenty-two further representations were 
received relating directly to the preferred options within this section. 

• 3 representations are in support of figure 9 and the future proposals outlined in 
paragraph 10.11. 

• The 5 objections include lack of or weak consultation, concern over the consequences 
for the residents, strong objections to the re-orientation of dwellings and the suggestion 
to give due consideration for the future retention of heritage and biodiversity assets 
within the proposed redevelopment of the estate.  

• The remaining 2 representations, neither in support or objection, recommend that green 
areas are best suited for artistic landscaping rather than domestic building, and concern 
is raised over the desire to develop Queensland Park in figure 10, especially with a lack 
of clarification as to why this is necessary. 

Preferred Option KAA9 for Neighbourhood Management 

• Three individual representations were received for this preferred option, 1 in support 
and 2 in objection. 

• The first representation supports preferred options KAA9, whereas the 2 in objection 
state that it is unjustified to claim that Southbrook requires “higher levels of 
management” and does not justify the failure to consider other options. 
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Preferred Option KAA10 Physical Interventions Toolkit 

• Five individual representations were received for this preferred option, 1 in support and 
4 in objection. 

• The first representation is in support of the physical interventions tool kit in figure 8, 
however the 4 objections all disagree with the re-orientation of dwellings and the re-
shaping of frontages. 

Preferred Option KAA11 for Structural Changes 

• Eight individual representations were received for this preferred option, 1 in support, 6 
in objection and 1 neither in support or objection. 

• The first representation supports the structural changes. 

• The 6 objections include the proposed changes to Southbrook, stating that this is 
unnecessary upheaval and that Southbrook is not the worst area of Kingswood, as well 
as objections to the proposed four storey apartments and re-development of the 
Greenfield gateway site in figure 9.  

• The 1 remaining representation, neither in support or objection, states that the AAP 
should clarify what Phase 1 is and what completion of this entails. 

Preferred Option KAA12 for Neighbourhood Packages 

• Six individual representations were received for this preferred option, 1 in support, 4 in 
objection and 1 neither in support or objection. 

• The first representation supports the Neighbourhood Packages. 

• The 4 objections include the unnecessary re-orientation of dwellings due to existing 
conditions being satisfactory, plans and options being considered too ambiguous, and 
the strong objection to the development of Greenfield sites.  

• The 1 remaining representation, neither in support or objection, recommends the need 
to meet the requirements of SPG Planning Out Crime to create secure homes and 
create safe and secure defensible space. 

11. Development Control Policies 

• Three individual representations were received for this section, all of which neither 
support or object. 

• The three representations consist of suggestions. These suggestions include; refining 
the development control policies already contained in the North Northamptonshire Joint 
Core Spatial Strategy to make them more specific for the regeneration of Kingswood; 
the inclusion of Sustainable homes code for minimum security levels; and the inclusion 
of additional reference to policies which ensure that any detrimental traffic impact 
generated from future development will be appropriately mitigated. 

12. Delivery and Implementation 

• No representations were made for this section. 

13. Monitoring and Review 

• No representations were made for this section. 

14. What Comes Next 

• No representations were made for this section. 

15. General Comments 

• Forty-nine individual representations were made that were general comments. Of these, 
8 are supportive, 7 are in objection and 34 are neither in support or objection. 

• Further details of these forty-nine representations can be found in Appendix 1. 
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16. Sustainability Appraisal 

• Two individual representations were received for this section, both of which are neither 
in support or objection. 

• These 2 representations suggest that the masterplan will need to be accompanied by a 
Flood Risk Assessment, which should be included as part of the Sustainability 
Appraisal. It is also considered that the preferred options fail to result in significant 
positive effects to conserve and enhance wildlife habitats and species and avoid habitat 
fragmentation. 

3. Options to be considered  
Members may wish to discuss the findings of the summary. The results from the 
representations will inform the development of the next stage of the Local Development 
Framework process. 

4. Issues to be taken into account:- 
Policy Priorities 
The adoption of the LDF – and constituent Local Development Documents is and will remain a 
Corby Borough Council priority. This is essential information that will inform the next stage of 
the LDF process. 

Financial 
None – Atkins consultants has been appointed to complete Corby’s Local Development 
Documents. The costs for this have been accommodated within the Planning Service budget. 

Legal  
Effective community consultation is an essential component of the development of the LDF and 
its subsequent adoption as a statutory planning framework. 

Performance Information/Best Value/Community Safety/Human Rights 
None directly linked to this report but all are key considerations during the LDF preparation 
process. 

Sustainability/Equalities 
The LDF process embraces sustainability and equalities, the opportunity for all to comment on 
the Issues and Options paper is a key stage in supporting these principles. 

5. Conclusion 
Consultation on the Corby Borough Kingswood Area Action Plan Preferred Options and 
corresponding Sustainability Report is an important step in the development of a sound Local 
Development Framework. The response from this consultation has been very good and has 
provided a firm basis from which to develop the next stage of the LDF process, namely the 
development of the submission Corby Borough Kingswood Area Action Plan. 

6. Recommendations 
That 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. 

Officer to Contact 
Bernice Samtani (Local Plans), Telephone: 01536 463188 
Email: bernice.samtani@corby.gov.uk 

 


