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Local Plan Committee 
Wednesday 18th June 2008 at 7.00pm  
in Committee Room 1, Grosvenor House, Corby 
 
Councillors present: Councillor Harley (Chair) 
    Councillors Massie, Heggs, Miller-Barton and Bromhall.   
    Councillor Beeby substituted 

 

1. Apologies for Absence 
Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Pengelly and Beattie. 

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 declarations were made. 

3. North Northamptonshire Core Spatial Strategy – Inspector’s Report 
The Local Plan’s Principal Planner presented the Inspector’s Report, which had found the 
Development Plan Document to be sound but subject to relatively minor changes.  The 
document was reported to the Joint Planning Committee on 12th June for adoption. 

The Core Spatial Strategy was a key document in the Local Development Framework and led 
the approach for the development in the Borough.  All Development Plan Documents and 
Supplementary Planning Documents, which would subsequently be prepared by Corby 
Borough Council would have to be in conformity with the Core Spatial Strategy. 

It was concluded that the Core Spatial Strategy was sound and passed all the tests set out in 
the National Guidance and could be adopted by the Joint Planning Committee.  This would 
be the first Core Strategy in the region and the first joint Core Strategy in the country. 

The Inspector made a number of binding recommendations, many of the changes identified 
had in fact been put forward by the Joint Planning Committee in response to representations 
received and therefore had already been before Members in October 2007. 

The only significant policy change was the deletion of Policy 6 which related to strategic 
gaps.  The Inspector considered that national policies in Planning Policy Statement 7 already 
strictly controlled development in the countryside and additional safeguard was unnecessary. 

Members had a brief discussion with regard to a possible early review of the document and  
the requirement that at least 10% of the demand for energy will be met on-site. 

RESOLVED that:- 
The Inspector’s report be noted and that it was concluded that the Core Spatial Strategy was 
sound and could be adopted. 

4. Saved Local Plan Policies to be superseded by the North Northamptonshire Core 
Spatial Strategy 
The Local Plan’s Principal Planner presented a report to Members to approve the list of Local 
Plan Policies which were to be superseded by policies in the adopted North 
Northamptonshire Core Spatial Strategy. 

The Core Strategy for North Northamptonshire set out the Spatial Strategy for the area 
including the vision and objectives, the broad distribution of housing and jobs and specific 
policies to guide implementation and development.   The Core Spatial Strategy would be 
taken forward through the Development Plan Document prepared by the districts. 
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The Core Spatial Strategy had been subjected to extensive public consultation and was 
tested at an examination in public, with hearing sessions held between October 2007 and 
February 2008. 

It was important to note that the new planning system sought a more streamlined approach to 
policy formulation within the Development Plan.  Para 2.28 of PPS12 stated that the Local 
Development Framework should contain a limited suite of policies against which planning 
applications for the development and use of land and building would be considered. 

The Core Spatial Strategy reflected the national guidance and incorporated a range of 
policies, outlining the Spatial Strategy and distribution of development (Policies 1, 5, 8, 9, 10, 
11, 12 and 13), the infrastructure required, (Policies 2, 3,4 and 7) and more development, 
control orientated policies on the standards that development should achieve and the 
facilities it should incorporate (Policies 14, 15, 16, 17) to guide the preparation of 
Development Plan Documents and the determination of planning applications.  Policy 14, 
General Sustainable Development Principles set out a range of development control criteria 
that should be met by planning applications. 

It was considered that the Core Spatial Strategy provided more up to date and robust 
guidance and consequently, certain saved Local Plan Policies should be replaced.  A 
schedule of saved policies to be superseded by policies in a Core Spatial Strategy was 
attached to the report at Appendix 1.  The remaining 212 saved Local Plan Policies would 
eventually be superseded by other Development Plan Documents. 

RESOLVED that:- 
The list of saved Local Plan Policies be replaced by Policies in the adopted North 
Northamptonshire Core Spatial Strategy. 

5. Joint Planning Committee for North Northamptonshire 
The Local Plan’s Principal Planner presented a report to appoint three members of the Local 
Plan Committee to the Joint Planning Committee for North Northamptonshire.  The North 
Northamptonshire Joint Planning Committee was established by the North Northamptonshire 
Joint Committee Order 2005 which came into force on 7th July 2005 under the Planning 
Compensation Act 2004. 

The Joint Committee for North Northamptonshire was made up of three Elected Members 
from each Planning Authority, including Northamptonshire County Council.  Accordingly, it 
was recommended that three members of the Local Plan Committee should be nominated to 
the Joint Planning Committee for North Northamptonshire. 

RESOLVED that:- 
Councillors Heggs, Pengelly and Harley be nominated from the Local Plan Committee to 
represent Corby Borough Council on the Joint Planning Committee for North 
Northamptonshire. 

6. Local Development Framework Programme 
The Local Plan’s Principal Planner presented a report to Members to consider and agree an 
approach to the Local Development Framework preparation programme.  The report outlined 
the options for the preparation of the Local Development Framework, which were being 
considered and recommended that Members approve the approach set out in Appendix 1 
attached to the report. 

Plan preparation in North Northamptonshire was well advanced with the North 
Northamptonshire Core Spatial Strategy adopted at the Joint Planning Committee on 12th 
June 2008.  However, Corby’s individual Development Plan Documents had fallen behind 
schedule as a result of uncertainty surrounding the Government’s proposed reforms to the 
Planning Regulations and would not be progressed according to the most recent timetable 
approved by Members on 13th February 2008. 



Local Plan Committee 18th June 2008 

  3

A fundamental review of the timetable was required to address the delay and make the 
timetable more realistic and achievable based on current priorities and the level of resources. 

Site Specific Allocations 

It was recommended to update and strengthen the necessary evidence base followed by 
further public consultation.  Whilst this would extend the time taken to produce the plan, the 
approach would ensure that the draft plan was based on a robust and credible evidence base 
and satisfy Government requirements for early community engagement.  This was the 
preferred way forward and it was the most likely to meet the test of soundness and avoid 
abortive work. 

Town Centre Area Action Plan 

It is recommended to delete the Area Action Plan from the Local Development Framework 
timetable and instead incorporate outstanding matters into the site specific allocations 
Development Plan Document.  Care should be taken to ensure that the allocations document 
is not delayed and did not become too large and wieldy but the advantage of this approach 
was that the regeneration proposals would form part of the statutory development plan and a 
planning framework could be adopted earlier with the cost of plan preparation significantly 
reduced. 

Kingswood Area Action Plan 

It was recommended to consider endorsing the Master Plan, which would proceed as a 
supplementary planning document instead of an Area Action Plan.  The advantage of this 
approach was that a Planning Framework would be in place sooner and potential investors 
would know the Policy approach at an earlier stage than delaying until adoption of the Area 
Action Plan. 

Danesholme Area Action Plan 

It was recommended to progress a Master Plan or Development Brief, which would be taken 
forward as Supplementary Planning Document instead of an Area Action Plan.  The 
advantage of this approach was that opportunity existed for the planning framework to be 
brought forward sooner. 

Sustainable Urban Extensions Area Action Plan 

It was recommended that Officers could work together with land owners, stakeholders and 
the community to bring forward a Master Plan or Development Brief for West Corby, based 
upon the framework provided by the Core Spatial Strategy.  This option would avoid delay in 
bringing forward a key housing site and provide a policy framework to ensure delivery of a 
sustainable urban extension in accordance with Council Policy. 

Cultural Development Supplementary Planning Document 

The scope and purpose of the Supplementary Planning Document remained to be 
determined and the relationship to emerging supplementary planning document on developer 
contributions and sustainable design would need to be examined.  Therefore, for the time 
being, it was not included within the Local Development Framework programme. 

The options had been prepared to lessen the risk to the Authority of proceeding to the 
submission and examination phases with potentially unsound development plan documents.  
The timetable recommended allowed sufficient time to ensure the development of Corby’s 
Development Plan documents, was robust and informed by stakeholder views.   

It remained the intention nevertheless to progress on all as quickly as possible and prudent to 
ensure the momentum building on Corby’s growth and regeneration could be maintained. 

RESOLVED that:- 
The indicative timetable attached as Appendix 1 to the report, for the basis of discussions 
with the Government Office and stakeholders in respect of Local Development Framework 
preparation be approved. 



Local Plan Committee 18th June 2008 

  4

7. Conservation Areas – Recommended Schedule for Review 
The Local Plan Officer presented a report to consider the date of Conservation Area 
designations, development pressures and other relevant matters before recommending that 
the remaining Conservation Areas should be reviewed in the following order:- 

 Weldon and Rockingham 
 Cottingham and Middleton 
 Gretton and Great Oakley 

Section 69 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 imposed a 
duty on Local Planning Authorities to designate Conservation Areas as “Areas of Special 
Architectural or Historic Interest, the Character or Appearance of which it was desirable to 
preserve or enhance”. 

Four Conservation Area appraisals and Management Plans had been completed to date 
there remained six Conservation Areas within the Borough that had not been reviewed 
according to Government guidance and the latest English Heritage advice. 

Based on a table contained within the report and relevant background information, the report 
provided commentary on each of the outstanding Conservation Areas for review to aid 
justification for the recommended schedule. 

Weldon 

Weldon was one of the most up to date designations; however the settlement had 
experienced the greatest level of change since 2002 in terms of residential development.   

Rockingham 

Rockingham was among the first Conservation Areas designated in the country.  It appeared 
that Members of the Development Control Committee agreed an extension to the 
Conservation Area boundary which was to be ratified at Full Council on 22nd July 1985.  
There was no record of this being approved and the Local Plan adopted in 1997 delineated 
the original boundary designated in 1970.  Nevertheless, Rockingham was considered as a 
priority based upon the possible need to extend the boundary and the date of the original 
designation. 

Cottingham and Middleton 

Due to their close proximity to one another, it was deemed sensible to consider both Villages 
together in a review of the existing Conservation Areas.  Both settlements were considered 
as a secondary priority, given the timescales for the Sustainable Urban Extensions to the 
West of Corby.  Cottingham Parish Council had however, established a Working Party to 
consider the Conservation Area appraisal and to potential expansion to amalgamate with 
Middleton and subsequently might raise expectations that the appraisals should be given 
greater priority. 

Gretton 

Gretton had a large number of Listed Buildings within its Conservation Area, but the 
designation was relatively up to date and not considered a priority. 

Great Oakley 

Great Oakley had the oldest designation but there was limited scope for change and it was 
not considered a priority. 

In the formulation of this recommended schedule, the Council’s Heritage Strategy was 
consulted.  The document did not provide guidance on the order in which to appraise 
Conservation Areas. 

RESOLVED that:- 
The recommended schedule for Conservation Area review be agreed. 
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8. Sustainable Design Supplementary Planning Document 
The Local Plans Principal Planner presented the report regarding consultation on Sustainable 
Design Supplementary Planning Document asking Members to consider and support the 
comments as the basis of the Council’s representation. 

The draft Supplementary Planning Document set out overarching principles for good design 
to be sought in North Northamptonshire.  These included:- 

• Character 
• Continuity and enclosure 
• Ease of movement 
• Legibility 
• Adaptability, robustness and environmental sustainability 
• Diversity  
• Quality of the public realm 

Under the umbrella of the principles of good design, the Supplementary Planning Document 
set out a number of issues and links to further reading that should be considered during the 
planning process.  Attached to the report as Appendix 1 was a copy of suggested responses 
to the public consultation.  Broadly, this was fully supportive of the document subject to 
detailed comments and observations. 

Since April, Officers within Development Control had been testing the draft document on 
some “real development proposals”, feedback to date had indicated that it had provided a 
useful checklist to inform discussions with developers but so far, no planning applications had 
been submitted in line with the draft document. 

Members raised issues regarding parking and density of housing and the Local Plan Principal 
Planner explained that this document allowed negotiation in design solutions. 

RESOLVED that:- 
The comments as contained in the Appendix to the report, form the basis for a response to 
the Sustainable Design Supplementary Planning Document. 

9. Northamptonshire Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Assessment 
The Local Plans Officer presented a report on the findings of the recently completed 
Northamptonshire Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation assessment and provided evidence 
to assist in the production of Corby’s Local Development Framework. 

The Housing Act 2004 placed a statutory duty upon Local Authorities to assess the need for 
Gypsy and Traveller accommodation in their area, produce a Gypsy and Traveller 
Accommodation strategy and identify land to meet any additional pitch requirements through 
the Development Plan process. 

In response to this, the seven District and Borough Councils within Northamptonshire had 
commissioned a joint accommodation assessment which started at the beginning of 2007.  
This approach had enabled a consistent partnership approach for the County, a better 
understanding of need across administrative boundaries and economies of scale to be 
achieved in terms of procurement cost saving. 

The project had been led and managed by a Steering Group made up of planning and 
housing officers from each of the district/borough councils, Northamptonshire County Council 
Supporting People Team and the County-wide Traveller Unit (CTU). 

The Northamptonshire Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Assessment had quantified the 
accommodation and housing related support needs for Gypsies and Travellers in terms of 
residential and transit sites and bricks and mortar accommodation.  The results of this would 
be used to inform the allocation of resources, and provide an evidence base for policy 
development in housing and planning. 
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The Housing Act 2004 placed a statutory duty upon Local Authorities to produce a Gypsy and 
Traveller Accommodation strategy for their area.  The Northamptonshire Steering Group 
suggested a joint working approach, however, no decision had been made at this stage. 

The precise location of future sites would need to be identified through work on the Local 
Development Framework and included within the relevant development plan document. 

The above work would require the Council to work with Gypsies and Travellers and partner 
organisations to support needs and meet with the requirements of the Housing Act.  It had 
been proposed that the Northamptonshire Gypsy and Traveller accommodation assessment 
Steering Group become the basis of a Forum to encourage dialogue and effective 
management within the Gypsy and Traveller communities. 

As with mainstream housing assessments, the accommodation needs of Gypsies and 
Travellers would need to be reviewed periodically, at least every 5 years, to take into account 
the relatively young age at which new Gypsy and Traveller families form.   

RESOLVED that:- 
The contents of the Northamptonshire Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation assessment be 
noted and used to inform Corby’s Policy development in housing and planning. 

10. Close of Meeting 
The meeting closed at 8.30pm 


