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Local Plan Committee  
Wednesday 28th October 2009 at 7.00pm  
in Committee Room 1, Grosvenor House, Corby 
 
Councillors present: Councillor McEwan (Chair) 

Councillors Forshaw, Heggs & Stanbra. 

     

23. Apologies for Absence 
Apologies for absence were received from Councillor Beattie, Miller-Barton and Bromhall. 
Councillor Stanbra substituted. 

24. 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 made. 

25. Open Space Covenants 
The Local Plans Principal Planner presented a report to Members advising about the use of 
restrictive covenants in regard to open space. Members had previously asked Officers to 
investigate the possibility of placing restricted covenants on green space and wooded areas 
within the Borough and this report was in response to that request. 

There was currently a policy in place concerning open spaces which was part of the North 
Northamptonshire Core Spatial Strategy, this stipulated that development should not lead to 
loss of open spaces or recreation facilities unless a site of equivalent quality and accessibility 
could be provided, serviced and made available to the community prior to use of site ceasing. 

Legal Services explained that if the Council own the land then it is for the Council to manage, if 
however the Council were to dispose of the land in any way the Council could protect its status 
by the imposition of restrictive covenants and would do so as a matter of course. If the Council 
were to impose restrictive covenants on its own land this would allow neighbouring landowners 
the right to decide how the land was used. 

The Council does not have specific designations as such in the UK and rely on Planning Policy 
as set out in the report to protect the land, where the Council is not the landowner. Legal 
Services therefore considered it unnecessary to consider the adoption of restrictive covenants 
on open space as the planning system currently in place and the Council as landowner had 
the remit to place restrictive covenants as and when necessary on land it disposed of it.  

Members were concerned that the policy could be changed before 2021 but Officers explained 
that this was not the case unless Full Council made that decision; no one else could make the 
decision. Chair reassured Members by explaining that Council had total autonomy over its 
land. 

RESOLVED that:- 
a) the report be noted 

b) Members consider the comments expressed by Legal Services 

26. Community Infrastructure Levy 
The Local Plans Principal Planner presented a report informing Committee of the Department 
for Communities and Local Government consultation on Community Infrastructure Levy. These 
were detailed proposals and draft regulations for the introduction of the Levy (2009). It set out 
the Governments proposal on how money to fund new infrastructure could be collected in 
future from developers. 
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Currently Councils had the power to enter into legal agreements under Section 106 of the 
Town & Country Planning Act 1990, contributions could be sought to mitigate negative 
development impacts and facilitate development which might not otherwise occur. 

Recently Central Government had been investigating alternative ways to secure infrastructure 
from new developments and provide more clarity and certainty for those involved and secure 
more infrastructure from new developments to serve new and existing communities.  

The CIL would be a standard charge which local planning authorities would be empowered to 
but not required to use on most types of new development in their area. The charges would be 
based on a formulae relating to the size and character of the development making the 
contribution. 

The report carried a list of notable elements of regulations including: 

• the introduction of the CIL was optional: Local authorities were empowered but not 
required to use it. However the scope of S106 agreements would be curtailed. 

• LPA’s would draw up a Charging Schedule setting out the amount to be charged to 
each main class of development. 

• Local geographical variations in rates would be allowed, such as areas needing 
economic regeneration. 

• Affordably housing would not be provided through CIL but would continue to be 
secured through S106 as would site specific infrastructure. 

The Joint Planning Unit for North Northamptonshire was preparing a joint Supplementary 
Planning Document (SPD) on Developer Contributions (to be agreed by each district planning 
authority) to add more details and provide clearer advice on the standard charging approach. 

The CIL offered an excellent opportunity to broaden the scope of developer contributions and 
standard charging approach within a stronger legal framework. Subject to resources the JPC 
had resolved that the JPU prepare a draft CIL framework including Charging Schedule, it was 
anticipated that this would be ready by spring 2010. 

It was concluded that in general the proposals of the CIL would be welcomed, however the 
JPC commitment to preparing the draft framework would allow Members to take an informed 
decision on whether to proceed with the CIL during 2010. No comments had been submitted 
at the time of the Local Plan meeting but the Council would continue to work with the JPU on 
preparation of the draft Charging Schedule. 

Councillors asked if this meant that money normally brought in to Corby by S106 would now 
go to the Sub Region and if so how can this be better than a S106. 

The Legal Officer explained that currently almost all S106 money collected in Corby stayed in 
Corby, the report made it clear that whoever drew up the schedule would have to take Corby’s 
needs into consideration. 

RESOLVED that:- 
Members of the Committee noted the report. 

27. Close of Meeting 
The meeting closed at 7.30pm. 


