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Local Plans Committee 18 January 2006

Preferred Options for North Northamptonshire – your chance to
comment on the emerging proposals

SYNOPSIS
This is Corby Borough Council’s opportunity to comment on the preferred options for
North Northamptonshire Core Spatial Strategy along with other interested bodies and

the general public.

1. Relevant Background Details
Progress on the options paper for Core Strategy for North Northamptonshire was
reported to Members in July 2005.  This report considers the preferred options which are
currently out on further consultation until 27/1/06.

2. Report
Throughout the Summer and Autumn of 2005 the Joint Planning Unit prepared an
issues and options report, went out to consultation on it and eventually prepared its
“preferred options” which are the subject of this report.

Members will recall that at their meeting on 13 July 2005 they considered the initial
issues and options and commented extensively to maintain the growth and regeneration
of Corby as paramount in the overall Core Spatial Strategy.  The Proposed Preferred
Options Report was commented on by Corby Members when it went to the Joint Board
Meeting on Monday 7 November 2005 and whilst it was generally supported Corby
Members felt that emphasis on the need to regenerate Corby and to remove
infrastructure restrictions must be maintained.

“Preferred Options” was launched at the North Northamptonshire “Summit” meeting on
18 November 2005 and is out for consultation until 27 January 2006.  All Corby
Members have been sent a copy of the final document and this is now the opportunity to
make any final comments.

In relation to the Board Meeting on 7 November 2005 Corby Members commented on a
number of revisions that they felt unhappy about.

• In paragraph 4.26 the statement that the pace of development may be held back
until the A14 is improved was felt to be negative, a more pro-active statement as in
4.11 where it was assumed the A14 improvements would go ahead would be a
better and more positive stance to take.

• In paragraph 7.21 Members were reassured that Priors Hall was “a given” as the first
of the urban extensions for Corby.  With regard to the second bullet point all
reference to Kettering and A14 proposals have now been deleted.  The section now
acknowledges that additional urban extension land may be brought forward if initial
urban extensions are delayed.

• The proposed Map revisions caused concern for a number of authorities with the
“potential for growth arrows” – it was agreed that the arrows were deleted at this
stage.  Whilst it has no direct affect on Corby as the proposed growth can be
accommodated in Corby’s two urban extensions, it will be necessary to consider
2021 – 2031 growth in the rest of North Northamptonshire.
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• Paragraph 7.19 refers to the JPU’s urban extension study, which looks at
sustainability, infrastructure and environmental issues.  Whilst it offers advice, the
conclusion is that the impact of development will be evaluated in greater detail by the
individual districts, through their own plans and consent of planning applications.

• Paragraph 7.36 has now been amended as the incorrect figures were used (the final
report contains a reference to this is the errata note).  The problem related mainly to
office floorspace figures but the amended figures now align closely with the Roger
Tym figures for Corby which were reported and agreed by Members in July 2005.

With regard to the preferred option for Town Centre development (7.50) all three major
towns should be seen as sub regional centres and the focus for new retail development.
The indicative comparison retail floorspace requirements are proposed as 21, 000 sq.m
each for Corby – Wellingborough and 28,000 for Kettering.   Paragraph 7.49 suggests that
these figures will act as a guide for more detailed plans by the districts and not as a
barrier to development.  This is particularly important for Corby as the proposal to
redevelop the town centre retail floorspace by Land Securities and their emerging
proposal to carry out further phases of development which are currently being discussed
will help serve the regeneration of Corby.

3. Options to be considered 
The report is generally supportive of Corby’s Regeneration aims.  There are a number of
comments highlighted in 2 above that strengthen the Corby case.  The options are:-

1) support the preferred options report without comment

2) support the report subject to the comments raised in 2 above and any other Member
comments considered at this meeting and forward these to the JPU before 27/1/06.

4. Issues to be taken into account:-
Policy Priorities
This overall Core Strategy is an essential document which Corby’s emerging LDF will draw
on as it moves into its public consultation stage.

FinancialLegal/Performance Information/Best Value/Community Safety/Human Rights
None directly from this report

Equalities/Sustainability
The LDF process embraces Sustainability and Equalities.  The opportunity for all to
comment on the preferred option is a key stage in supporting these principles.

5. Conclusion
The preferred Options for North Northamptonshire is a key stage in the LDF process.
Corby’s Regeneration needs are highlighted in the paper but further reinforcement as
outlined in the report (2) would be welcomed.

6. Recommendations
It is recommended that the Preferred Option Report is: -

1) Supported subject to the comments below and any others highlighted at this meeting.

2) The preferred options must insist that the A14 capacity improvements are essential to
the LDF and growth proposals.

3) That the ongoing phased development of Corby Town Centre must not be constrained
by the retail floorspace rates suggested and they will be used as a guide  only for more
detailed plans.  

These comments to be passed to the JPU before 27 January 2006.
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Background Papers
Preferred Options report – November 2005

External Consultations
Full JPU consultation summer/autumn 2005

Wards
All

Officer to Contact
Phil Fain, 01536 464165


