






     BOROUGH OF KETTERING





   
EAST KETTERING LIAISON FORUM

MEETING HELD: 7 April 2010
Present :

Core Group :  
Cllr Ursula Jones (Warkton PC)  -  Chair,  Sir Peter Fry (Cranford PC),  Jeff Baynham (BLAG),  

Cllr Jim Hakewill (KBC), County Cllr Bob Seery, Cllr Max Price (Grafton Underwood), Alfie Buller (Alledge Brook)
Associate Group : 
County Cllr Christopher Groome, Cllr Christopher Lamb (Barton Ward), Cllr Linda Adams (Avondale Grange Ward), Cllr Russell Roberts (Barton Ward),  Cllr Derek Zanger (Burton Latimer Ward),  Cllr Bob Civil (Ise Ward)
KBC Officers : 
Cath Harvey (Head of Development Services), Janice Maxey (Democratic Services)

NCC Officers :
None

Members of the Public :   Anthony Swallow,  Pru Swallow, Dr Tom Kelly,  Philip Harpur,  Paul Lashmar 

Members of the Press : 
None

Apologies :  
Martin Hammond (Deputy Chief Executive, KBC),  Alan Wordie (Buccleuch Property),  Cllr David Gunn (Burton Latimer Town Council)
	REF
	Issue


	Response/Action
	Respon-sibility
	Timescale

	10.EKLF.001


	INTRODUCTION
Cllr Ursula Jones, as chair, welcomed everyone to the meeting and reminded all attendees of the purpose of the forum and outlined the Heads of Terms. Emphasis was drawn to the fact that it was not a decision making body but for members to exchange ideas and for the forum to act as a link between the Local Authorities, Developers and Local Interest Groups to ensure that local people were kept informed of the development of the project.
It was confirmed that the Core Group comprised of  one representative of each of the following organisations:-

· KBC  (Cllr Jim Hakewill)
· NCC   (Cllr Bob Seery) 

· Parish Councils: Barton Seagrave, Burton Latimer, Cranford, Grafton Underwood, Warkton and Weekley
· Residents Groups:  Churches Together, Ise Residents Association, Crescents Community Association, NET Residents & Tenants Association, Poplar Farm Action Group, Burton Latimer Action Group

· Developer  and Land owner
· Police and PCT
· NCC – Sustainable Communities and Children & Young People

· CPRE
.
	Some members of the forum expressed disappointment with the relatively low turn-out and questioned the whole purpose of the meeting.
Other members defended the value of the forum in that it was about recognising the essential contribution of all the parties in this major development and the forum had been considered by all parties to be a valued forum in the Council’s structure.    It had been agreed that  it was an excellent way of monitoring the implementation and impact of the development on the economic, environmental and social well being of the area and that all parties could make a valuable contribution to its progress. 

Other comments were that the forum should also look at positive elements not just negative.  The issues being discussed would apply to the whole of Kettering and its future generations, not just those people currently living in the area of the development.  The forum can help create a vision for Kettering by asking what people want.  The worst case scenario is for the development to become a massive housing estate which is not the intention.  There would be aggravations, which is accepted in a development of this size but there are many positives for the future of Kettering.  


	
	

	10.EKLF.002
	NOTES OF LAST MEETING
The notes of the last meeting held on 16 July 2009 
were agreed as a true record of the meeting and signed by the Chairman.
	
	
	

	09.EKLF.003

	UPDATE REPORT
(Cath Harvey – Kettering Borough Council)
· The Planning Applications

· Section 106

· Planning Conditions

· Access between East Kettering SUE and the A14

· Archaeology

· Water Supply and Sewage

· Engaging with others

Questions/comments from the forum:- 

· How can we safeguard the position in terms of making sure that the improvements to the A14 are carried out before commencement of this development   If we just limit to condition, is the Council vulnerable against an appeal against that condition?  Is there some form of legal agreement rather than a condition?  (Cllr Bob Seery requested that this question and response be formally minuted)
· Where we are in relation to the number of houses that can be built before the whole improvements to the A14 have been completed?  There is still no adequate indication when this agreement is likely to be.  
· If you do not reach the target of 1750 houses being built or occupied, does this mean that the improvements do not take place and when the development is taking place what improvements will be required to allow access to the site?
· How much infrastructure will be needed to provide for the 1750 houses to be built?  i.e. new homes that will be reliant on Junction 10?  

· Will the ‘dirt road’ i.e. the access road to the site be identified and in place before the first house is built?

· If it is decided that it is only Junction 10 where the major changes will take place, many people will come off at Junction 11 and drive through middle of Cranford.   Although £65,000 earmarked for traffic calming, 80% of people who responded to the consultation have no faith in the traffic calming and think it could be a waste of time and money?
· How are the public being consulted about the proposed traffic management plan? 

· Is it a concern that subsequent developers could change what has already been put in place in respect of the Junction 10 and thus create more upheaval?  Is this being discussed?
· Is there a commitment on the Council to consult with the public about the likely changes to Junction 10?

· Are there options for other junctions on the A14 and how will they be assessed?
· We note that OFWAT has agreed the funding in respect of sewage - what is the date?


	Planning Committee had considered Planning Applications KET/2007/0694 and KET/2008/0274 on 15 December 2009.  Applications had been approved subject to:-

· Completion of satisfactory S106 agreement as set out in the report and 30.09.09 Planning Committee report.

· Conditions set out in the report, subject to any additions or amendments agreed by the Head of Development Services

· Submission of further information in relation to archaeology prior to the issuing of the decision and imposition of any suitable conditions.
Section 106 Agreement had now been developed based on those Heads of Terms and had now been completed and signed by the parties.  The planning permission had been granted on 01 April 2010.
Appendix 2 to the report set out the order in which the various conditions would be addressed. These were as reported the Planning Committee of 15 December, subject to a few subsequent amendments.   Still a lot of detail to come forward before any applications made for the approval of reserve maters and before commencement on site.

A condition attached to the planning permission required that the options for access between East Kettering SUE and the A14 must be identified and tested.  What those improvements will be will have to be agreed before any of the detailed applications are submitted for approval.

Further archaeological investigation has been conditioned.  

OFWAT had now agreed the funding mechanism for new sewer from Desborough to Kettering and beyond.
Detailed information could be found on the KBC website.  The forum was asked for comments about past and current communication/engagement and ideas for the future.
Response from Cath Harvey; The guidance to local authorities is to use conditions and only to resort to a legal agreement if a condition could not be used.  The timing of the improvements will be for the Highways Agency before the approval of reserved matters.
A condition attached to the planning permissions requires that the options are looked into.  Options will have to be explored and that will define how many houses can be built before improved access to the A14 is provided but those improvements will have to be agreed before any of the detailed applications are submitted.
Yes, a condition can only be enforced when it is ‘triggered’ i.e. If we never reach 1,750 or if the developer walks away before 1,750 it will not be applicable.  Regarding access to the site, conditions would apply at various stages relating to any access road proposed at the junction.

Details are contained in the decision notice on the website which sets out all the 90 conditions and these are also contained in Appendix 2 to the report.
There is a condition covering how to access the site by the developer but we are not at that stage in the discussions yet.  However, if it is the feeling of the local communities that the preferred route would be a road off Junction 10 of the A14 then this option will be taken back to developers and explored as a possibility.

It was also reported that the situation had some parallels with the Mawsley development in that the situation of lorries using dirt roads once people were living in houses had been tried to be avoided at all costs. A meeting had also been held between the Leader, KBC, Philip Holobone MP and the Dept of Transport to discuss the adoption of roads.
The access arrangements have to be agreed before development commences.  

The information will come in as an application to discharge the condition.  There is no  requirement on the Council to disclose these but because of the scale of the development, consideration is being given to which conditions will be/should be put in public domain because of their importance and this one will be.
Developers (current and future) and residents do not want it to happen twice and it is intended that this is avoided.  Discussions between the Highways Agency, County and developers have taken place to avoid conflict between improvements relating to different developments.
There is no legal requirement but we will.  There are some key issues that we can identify.

Meetings are taking place and we have had some consultants working with us and how to bring together the priorities into a set of options.  Talking to the developer about three key issues identified by local communities: the potential for traffic through Cranford, the A6 link and its impact on Burton and impact of the access into the site on Barton Seagrave.
Investment period April 2010 – April 2015

	
	

	10.EKLF.004
	ANY OTHER BUSINESS

REPORTING OF INFORMATION
Members made the following comments:-
· A ‘where we are now’ summary would be extremely useful to have, particularly in respect of the Weekly/Warkton bypass.    
· A user-friendly summary with regular updates which was also available on-line would be very useful and should include a flow chart of calendar dates and key decisions. This would help members of the forum in reporting back information and explain the current state of play to the public as it was very important that the public could understand what was happening. This could involve working with partners to provide the most comprehensive information as possible.  Also to ensure any website information could be printed easily.
· As well as supporting a summary, some members suggested that the updates should include ongoing Junction 10, ‘dirt road’ proposals 

· The Agenda for the forum meeting was far too formal with agenda items not clear.  Need for more attractive balanced agenda to split update into sections with updates emailed to members between meetings.
· A request was made that residents be kept up-to-date by the Council’s magazine ‘Voice’

	.
Cath Harvey to work with Cllr Max Price on information required.

It was agreed that the Chair liaise with Cath Harvey on all the reporting of information suggestions and Cath to get some information sent out to the core group asap.
All absent core groups to  be contacted (Chair to ask the Leader, KBC, Cllr Jim Hakewill to undertake)


	Cath

Cath/Chair

Chair/Cllr 
Hakewill


	asap

asap

asap



	10.EKLF.005

	DATES OF FUTURE MEETINGS
The Chair explained that there had been a long gap between the last meeting held on 16 July 2009 because the applications were being reported to the Planning Committee.

	The next meetings were scheduled for:-

· 13 July 2010

· 19 October 2010

· 18 January 2011

· 5 April 2011

Members were asked to put these dates in their diaries and these would be incorporated into the Borough Council’s calendar.


	All to note

	


(The meeting started at 7.00 pm and ended at 8.30 pm.)

Signed …………………………………………………………………………………………………  Chair

(East Kettering Liaison Forum 

7.4.10



