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PLANNING POLICY COMMITTEE
Meeting held: 7th November 2013

Present:
Councillor Mike Tebbutt (Chair)

Councillors Adams, Derbyshire, Freer Marks and Moreton.
Also Present
Councillors Hakewill and Bishop
Parish Councillor John Padwick  (Geddington) 
13.PP.29
APOLOGIES

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Dearing, Manns, Mills, Groome and Smith.
The following substitutes were noted:-

Councillor Derbyshire for Councillor Dearing

Councillor Marks for Councillor Smith

Councillor Adams for Councillor Mills

13.PP.30
MINUTES

RESOLVED
that the minutes of the meeting of the Committee held on 30th September 2013 be approved and signed as a correct record subject to the following amendment to the 1st paragraph of page 4 in respect of Site 59 to read:-

"Add a comment to include the protection of the Ise to prevent coalescence."

13.PP.31
COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE LEVY (CIL)
A report was submitted which informed Members of the estimated costs and benefits of implementing a Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL), and which sought the agreement of the Committee for the best way forward for Kettering Borough.
Members noted that CIL was intended to replace most Section 106 Agreements and was a charge levied on new buildings and extensions to buildings according to their floor area. A SWOT analysis of the strengths, weaknesses, opportunities and threats of CIL was presented and discussed.  The report was updated at the meeting in respect of the estimated costs to the Council of implementing CIL. These had now been re-assessed as £50k to £100k.  However, there was still some doubt over this estimated figure as the legislative framework around CIL was likely to change again in the near future.  Until further announcements were made, it was unclear how CIL would impact on the resources available to Kettering Borough and its communities and on the costs likely to be borne by the Council. .

Councillor John Padwick of Geddington, Newton and Little Oakley Parish Council addressed the meeting as a resident of the Borough and thanked the Council for the Town and Parish Council Training which had taken place on 4th November.  He expressed concern about the effect on Kettering town wards and unparished areas if CIL was adopted, and urged Members of the Committee to accept the officers' recommendation.

Councillor James Hakewill of Slade Ward also addressed the meeting in respect of the effect of CIL on parishes and felt that there was a risk that parishes would see the non adoption of CIL as a further limitation on their freedoms under the localism legislation, and asked that consideration be given to how parish councils were more fully engaged with the design of S106 agreements on developments in their area. 
During debate, Members felt that there was insufficient information available about the effects of the change from Section 106 Agreements, the effects on town wards and unparished areas and the potential for loopholes to bypass CIL, particularly in respect of the definition of vacant premises. Section 106 Agreements remained the most beneficial method of securing best value, as they were flexible in taking into account market conditions.
Members expressed the view that it was not possible to make an informed decision until changes to the regulations had been announced, and that the situation should be reviewed at that time.

RESOLVED
that:


(i)
given the current uncertainties in the regulations, the high estimated cost of implementing CIL and the low level of anticipated receipt, the Council put a Community Infrastructure Levy for the Borough on hold;

(ii)
a review of the regulations be carried out in six months' time, followed by a more detailed review in 12 months, or sooner if significant changes to the regulations occurred; and

(iii)
that consideration be given to how parish councils can be more involved in the contents of S106 agreements in future.      

13.PP.32
PYTCHLEY PARISH PLAN

A report was submitted which sought approval of the Pytchley Parish Plan and adoption as an informal Council document. It was noted that the Plan had recently been reviewed, having first been drafted in 2003. The revised plan would run until 2022.

Councillor Hakewill addressed the meeting and commended the Pytchley Parish Plan to Members.


In discussion, it was noted that Parish Plans complemented and helped deliver local planning policies and frameworks but could not over-ride adopted planning policies. In this respect they could only be classified as informal documents, as they needed to be differentiated with those formal policies that had gone through the examination process.  However, they did add weight to policy documents for decision-making as they presented a local view. The Pytchley Parish Plan would therefore become a material planning consideration when determining planning applications.  It would also be used as part of the evidence base when producing Development Plan Documents which affected Pytchley.
RESOLVED
that the Pytchley Parish Plan be adopted as an informal Council policy document.
13.PP.33
KETTERING TOWN CENTRE AREA ACTION PLAN – MONITORING UPDATE

A report was submitted which informed Members of the results of the second Monitoring Report of the Kettering Town Centre Area Action Plan.

Councillor Bishop addressed the meeting and congratulated Environmental Care staff for work in connection with the Burger Bar frontage on the market place. He informed members that the MP had asked a question in the House of Commons regarding the timescale for electrification of the railway in respect of the closure of Pytchley Road whilst major works were being carried out.

The following comments were made during debate:-

· Town centre vacancy rates were slightly better than nationally at 10.55%

· Ellandi was currently refurbishing the Newlands Centre with further improvements planned to the original Phase 1 of the development (Bakehouse Hill)

· Bus shelters in Newland Street were to be removed and replaced, which would have the effect of opening up the frontage to Newland Street

· Rates charged for stalls on the Market had been reduced

· Interest had been expressed in the Corn Exchange building


It was felt the following points should be included in the monitoring report:-

· A large element of the Cultural Quarter plans were still to be implemented although the church would be bringing forward proposals in the future. 
· The introduction of the large screen TV should be included in the narrative 
· Volleyball England had relocated to Kettering and a world tournament held and this should also be included in the narrative 
· Electrification of the railway would kick-start the Station Quarter and improve northbound services as well as southbound ones. 
· The Purple Flag would be key to night-time economy

· The extent of pedestrianisation in the town centre

· The use of upper floors of commercial premises as living accommodation should be encouraged and measured

· Narrow frontages could be promoted as being suitable for small business start-ups

· The ranking should be updated (was 183 in 2008) as it appeared to have not changed over the last five years
RESOLVED
that the contents of the report be noted.
13.PP.34
PARTIAL REVIEW OF THE NORTHAMPTONSHIRE MINERALS AND WASTE DVELOPMENT FRAMEWORK/ LOCAL PLAN

A verbal report was given for the information of Members. 

The Committee was informed that the Northamptonshire Minerals and Waste Local Development Framework currently consisted of a suite of documents, providing policies to 2026.  A partial review of the adopted MWDF/Local Plan was now underway.  This was bringing together the separate elements of the adopted MWDF into one combined Local Plan and extended the plan period to 2031.

Members noted that Northamptonshire County Council closed its consultation on the Final Draft Plan on 31st October, and was currently analysing responses ahead of submission of the Plan to the Secretary of State for Examination.


The partial review made very few changes to policies, the main changes being:-

· The addition of a hazardous waste policy (site at Kings Cliffe)

· It made the plan NPPF compliant

· It removed reference to the revoked Regional Plan


The review did not introduce any new recommendations that affected Kettering Borough but still identified sites in Telford Way and Pytchley Road Industrial Estates as being suitable for waste treatment.  It was noted that the site for waste facility at Desborough was not allocated through the waste plan.  The site at the Grange had come forward outside of the allocations process.


It was noted that the Northamptonshire County Council hoped to submit the Plan to the Secretary of State by the end of November.

(The meeting started at 7.00 pm and ended at 8.45 pm)

Signed ……………………………………………….

Chair

AI

Planning Policy No. 1
7.11.13


