CHAIR’S PANEL 9.20 AM on 2nd DECEMBER 2005

Present:
Cllr. A Whitlam


Cllr Mrs C Smith-Haynes

P. Chaplin, Development Control Manager

1.
KET/2005/0949
-
1 Bridle Road, Burton Latimer (land adjacent)

Demolition of existing 13 garages and erection of pair of semi-detached houses
The Panel were shown the plans and photos from the file and third party comments.  

Information from the Officer’s Report was conveyed to the Panel.  The Parish Council’s views were noted.  The objections of neighbours were drawn to the Panel’s attention.  The plan is to be amended to show full hip ends to roof.  Based on this amendment, the Panel said that the decision could be delegated to officers, but an additional condition to cover contamination issues as recommended by the Environmental Health Officer to be included in the decision.

2. KET/2005/0958     – 
4 Springfield Close, Kettering




Two storey and single storey extension to rear

The Panel were shown the plans and photos from the file and third party comments.  Information from the Officer’s Report was conveyed to the Panel.  On the basis of amendments, that took account of residential amenity, the Panel said that the decision could be delegated to officers.  

Note by D C Manager:  Amendment required to reduce the length of proposed ground floor close to common boundary, i.e. no greater than 3.5m.  Information about Party Wall to be included.

3.
KET/2005/0986 -
12 Alexandra Street, Burton Latimer




Demolition of existing derelict garages and dwelling and construction of 2 no. houses and 2 no. bungalows

The Panel were shown the Officer’s Report, plans, and the back history from the file(s).  They also read the Parish Council’s’ comments (support) and a separate letter from a neighbour objecting.  The Panel took account of the nature of the proposal, its backland character.  The Panel resolved that the issues needed to go before Committee.

The Panel agreed that the application be referred to the Planning Committee.
4.
KET/2005/0966 -
42 Queen Street, Geddington
Proposed first floor rear extension above existing single storey extension and additional single storey rear extension

The Panel were shown the plans, Officer’s Report and photos from the site.  The proposal was explained.  They read the third party comments.  The Parish Council supported the proposal but did not explain their reasons.  The issues relating to the character of the building and context were explained.  The grain of the existing buildings did not show two-storey extensions at a right angle to the principal part.  There was also an issue of the distance between the proposed extension and the neighbouring property opposite.  Refusal was recommended

The Panel agreed that the decision could be delegated to officers.
5.
KET/2005/0967 -
42 Queen Street, Geddington




Listed Building Consent: Proposed first floor rear extension above existing single storey extension and additional single storey rear extension

The Panel were shown the plans, Officer’s Report and photos from the site.  The proposal was explained.  They read the third party comments.  The Parish Council supported the proposal but did not explain their reasons.  The issues relating to the character of the building and the context were explained.  The grain of existing buildings did not show an extension at a right angle to the principal part.  The loss of part of the existing fabric was also an issue.  Refusal was recommended.

The Panel agreed that the decision could be delegated to officers.
6.
KET/2005/1028 -
81 Rothwell Road, Desborough




Approval of Reserved Matters: 4 no. new dwellings

The Panel were shown the plans, Officer’s Report and photos from the site.  The proposal was explained.  They read the third party comments.  The issue of access, the gradients, compared to that of another access close to the site, and the Highway Authority’s comments were to be considered.

The Panel agreed that the application should go before Committee.
7.
KET/2005/1012 -
Burton Wold Farm, Thrapston Road, Burton Latimer




Construction of access

The Panel were shown the plans, Officer’s Report and photos from the site.  The proposal was explained.  They read the third party comments.  The concerns of the Ramblers were noted by the Panel, as was the likely impact of the proposed changes.  A kissing gate was proposed for the footpath.

The Panel agreed that the decision could be delegated to officers.

8.
KET/2005/0997 -
White Lodge Farm, Higham Road, Burton Latimer




Construction of detached dwelling

This was not considered by the Panel.  The D C Manager explained that a S106 Agreement would be needed as the proposed siting meant that it would be physically possible, even if unlikely, to build both unless there is a legal obligation to only implement one approved siting.

9.
KET/2005/1011 -
12 Saxon Dale, Kettering




Proposed double storey rear extension

The Panel were shown the plans, Officer’s Report and photos from the site.  The proposal was explained.  They read the third party comments, objection from No. 11 Saxon Dale, plus the comments from No. 12a Saxon Dale.  The issue of the consequences of the reclaimed land are to be checked (with both Environmental Health and Building Control).  Depending on the precise advice, a condition or note to be added – decision on which to be discussed with the Development Control Manager.  Subject to this, the Panel agreed that the decision could be delegated to officers.
10.
KET/2005/0959 -
Butterside Down, Mawsley Lane, Loddington (land adjoining)




New bungalow and garage in lieu of previously approved bungalow

The Panel were shown the plans, Officer’s Report and photos from the site.  They were briefed on the planning history.  They read the third party comments.  The increased size of the proposed dwelling, compared to that approved was 

The Panel  said that the application should go to Committee.

11.
KET/2005/0983 -
Wickes, Northfield Avenue, Kettering




Variation of Condition 5 of KE/2003/0882 to read 7.00 am – 9.00 pm on Bank Holidays

The Panel were shown the plans, Officer’s Report and the objector’s letter.  The proposal was explained.  The impact of traffic on the additional hours of Bank Holidays was to be considered.  The applicant to provide more information which will be reported to Committee.

The Panel agreed that the application be referred to Committee.
Meeting closed at 10.30 am
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