Full Planning Committee - 11  March  2014
Agenda Update
5.1
KET/2013/0774
 
 
 
 



29  Newland Street,  Braybrooke

Following the objection to the application from the Environment Agency based on the lack of a Flood Risk Assessment and since the Committee Report was prepared, the applicant has produced such a report and submitted it to the Environment Agency. On Friday 07/03/2014 the Environment Agency confirmed that they withdraw their objection to the proposal provided that 3 conditions are imposed on any permission.

As this was the only reason for refusal the Officer now recommends the scheme for conditional approval.

Revised Recommendation: Subject to the conditions on Appendix A, the application as revised is recommended for approval.

Appendix A details each of the conditions to be imposed.
Appendix B is a copy of the applicant's FRA.
Appendix C is a copy of the EA's letter.

5.2
KET/2013/0787
 
 
 
 



39  Stamford Road,  Geddington

No update.

5.3
KET/2014/0005
 
 
 
 



30  Cecil Street,  Rothwell

Response received from NCC Highways on 07/03/2014: No objection, but a condition requiring a scale plan showing the area for parking of the 3 staff vehicles clear of the highway and a swept path of the gate closing in front of the last car should be imposed on the permission:

Officer Response: Recommend this condition is added:
Prior to the commencement of development details of the staff parking area shall be submitted to and approved by the Local Planning Authority in writing. The details shall demonstrate that 3 cars can be accommodated clear of the highway and shall detail the swept path of the gate closing in front of the last car. The staff parking area shall be permanently retained and kept available for such purposes thereafter.
REASON:  In the interests of highway safety in accordance with Policy 13 of the North Northamptonshire Core Spatial Strategy.

5.4
KET/2014/0013
 
 
 
 



43  Alfred Street,  Kettering

No update.

5.5
KET/2014/0028
 
 
 
 



Stoke Albany Road (Land off),  Desborough

The sustainability of the application site has been assessed alongside all sites that have been identified through the Site Specific Proposals Local Development Document Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Options Paper.  The application site was identified through this process as a potential site and scored well in comparison with other sites indentified in the process in respect of settlement hierarchy, noise and odour, compatible development, size of site, ecological features, landscape, water conservation and management, soil and land, contamination, access to highway, provision of infrastructure and drainage.   Through this consultation process only three objections were received and the Planning Policy Committee resolved that the site should be included as an allocation for permanent use.

5.6
KET/2014/0034
 
 
 
 



34  Berwick Way,  Kettering

No update.

5.7
KET/2014/0039
 
 
 
 



204  Neale Avenue,  Kettering

No update.

5.8
KET/2014/0043
 
 
 
 



113  Headlands,  Kettering

No update.

5.9
KET/2014/0065
 
 
 
 



5  The Drive,  Kettering

3 further letters of objection from existing objectors plus 2 new letters of objection received mostly repeating concerns already reported in the main agenda.

Further additional comments include the following:


· Revised proposals are not satisfactory, e.g. 'looks totally out of character with the scheme due to extreme corner location (of the proposed window) being above the retained part of the bungalow'.


· Design does not reflect quality, proportions etc associated with the Conservation Area.
· Concerned about the domination of the proposal over our bungalow.

· Concerned planning department not aware of the existing windows in our side elevation.

· 'Blot on the landscape'.

· Proposal represents 'overdevelopment'.

· Query issues to do with site notice description.

In response:
The existing application bungalow extends past the rear elevation of the adjacent bungalow to the south by approximately 2 metres and it is considered that when a first floor is added, the resultant building will not be overbearing on this neighbouring property.

Site visit showed 1 no. window in side (north) elevation of the adjacent bungalow
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