






     BOROUGH OF KETTERING 
EAST KETTERING LIAISON FORUM

MEETING HELD: 12 JANUARY 2011
Present :

Core Group :  
Cllr Fergus Macdonald  (Burton Latimer Town Council)  -  Chair  


Sir Peter Fry (Cranford PC), Councillor Stephen Pickard (Deputy Chair - Cranford PC). Jeff Baynham (BLAG); Cllr David Gunn, Cllr Jim Hakewill (KBC),  Alfie Buller (Alledge Brook);  Cayti Bilski (Churches Together); 

Reg Barby (Barton Seagrave PC); Bill Driver (CPRE); Bill Hislock (Grafton Underwood Parish Council); 

Alan Wordie (Boughton Estates), Cllr Ursula Jones (Warkton PC)
Associate Group : 
County Cllr  Robert Civil; Cllr Jonathan Bullock (Queen Eleanor and Buccleuch Ward); 

Councillor Lamb (Barton Ward); Cllr Russell Roberts (Barton Ward) Cllr Derek Zanger (Burton Latimer Ward), Cllr Christopher Groome (Burton Latimer Ward), Linda Adams (Avondale Grange Ward), Bill Driver (CPRE), Victoria Pieterson (Groundwork Northants),
KBC Officers : 
Martin Hammond (Deputy Chief Executive) Cath Bicknell (Head of Development Services),  Christina Riley (Senior Planning Officer); Janice Maxey (Democratic Services)

NCC Officers :
None

Members of the Public :   Tom Kelly (BLAG), 
Members of the Press : 
None

Apologies :  

	REF
	Issue


	Response/Action
	Respon-sibility
	Timescale

	10.EKLF.19
	ELECTION OF CHAIR

There were two nominations for Chair of the Forum:-
· Cllr Bill Hislock proposed Cllr Ursula Jones and Cllr Jim Hakewill seconded.
· Sir Peter Fry proposed Fergus Macdonald and Jeff Baynham seconded.
On being put to the vote, Cllr Ursula Jones received three votes and Cllr Fergus Macdonald received four votes.

	It was agreed that Cllr Fergus Macdonald of Burton Latimer Town Council be elected Chair of the Forum for the forthcoming year as specified in the terms of reference. 
	Dem Services
	

	10.EKLF.20

	NOTES OF MEETING HELD ON 3 NOVEMBER 2010
The notes of the last meeting held on 3 November 2010 were agreed as a true record of the meeting and signed by the Chair subject to the following amendments:-
· Page 5, Update Bulletin, A14 Delay to Road Widening Junction 7 – 9.  First sentence to be amended to “Cath Bicknell reported that on 26 October 2010, the Government announced that the widening of the A14 from Junctions 7 - 9 had been put back to 2015.
· Page 7, Date of Next Meeting should have read 18 January 2011 (this was subsequently changed to 12 January 2011).


	
	Dem Services


	

	10.EKLF.21
	MATTERS ARISING FROM THE NOTES OF THE LAST MEETING
Questions/comments from the forum:- 

· Why was it not possible to access the notes of the last meeting on the Council’s web page?
· Could the situation be clarified in respect of the A14: delay to road widening Junction 7 - 9?  Does it mean that the road has to be widened before dwellings are occupied?

· The figures quoted can be confusing, was the Inspector saying the figure of 1,650 dwellings being constructed on the site by the year 2015/16 was too many?   Even if you did not have to widen the A14, even an extra 1,000 homes was always going to require extra infrastructure?    How many houses are expected to be built and in what timescale is the infrastructure going to be paid for?

In view of the current economic climate, should we be asking the Government for money to help the Developer’s profits? 
What does the five year land supply mean?

There were no developments identified at the time of infrastructure provision.   If that is the case, why were we told that there was a desperate need for housing and then being told there could be problems in the provision of infrastructure?  What has changed?
The 5 year plan sets out a target of 500 houses a year.  What happens to the 5 year plan if only 100 houses are sold?
We need to think about how realistic the targets are in the current economic climate as maybe we have plenty of planning land because the houses cannot be sold?

	It was Council practice for minutes of all Council meetings not to be put on the website until they had been officially approved at their following meeting.  It was agreed that to avoid any confusion in the future, the notes of the meeting would be marked as draft when circulated with the agenda.
Development is limited to 1,750 homes until after the A14 has been widened. 
The figure of 1,650 had arisen from an appeal in August 2010 in relation to an application in Burton Latimer.  The appellants had challenged the suggested developer forecast figure of 1,650 homes over the next 5 years and had put forward a figure of 1,150.  The Inspector considered that even the figure of 1,150 was optimistic.

The Government required the Council to maintain a 5 year housing land supply and this was subject to regular monitoring and measuring throughout the year by the authority.

The Government’s plans to abolish Regional Spatial Strategies were ongoing, but, due to a challenge in the High Court the Regional Spatial Strategies are still in place.   However, regardless of that intended abolition,  between 2001 and 2021, the Council is required through the adopted Core Spatial Strategy to provide 13,100 homes in Kettering Borough.   5,000 homes have been delivered to date. 
In respect of the infrastructure, the developer has indicated that it would be a significant challenge to bring forward the level of  infrastructure required  and they were currently  talking to central government and government agencies to see what assistance there was to bring that forward.   There were no firm details on the outcome of these discussions at the current time.
The Council has to make decisions at a point in time within the framework that exists at that time.  We have yet to find out what localism will mean in terms of the Core Spatial Strategy.  It is a race to try and bring development forward to use the opportunities that are currently out there and available to provide infrastructure for the benefit of those who live here.  It is not about one developer’s requirements; it is about meeting the needs to serve the existing and future development.  
The Core Spatial Strategy divides the plan into in 5 year blocks and in each of these blocks it sets out what the Council needs to deliver in each year.  We have to look at sites that have a reasonable prospect of going forward, planning permissions that are outstanding and also those sites within the town centre that have been identified for development.   

East Kettering will not come forward in its entirety in the next 5 years.
The need is still there in terms of fulfilling the core strategy.  Less incentive does not change the requirement in terms of infrastructure.  The position has not really changed.  Planning permission conditions will demonstrate what needs to be provided.  The developer would have addressed the requirements but they are fluid as the development progresses.  

The position has not changed in terms of bringing East Kettering forward.

House sales do not come into calculation of land supply.  The 5 year land supply looks further ahead than just house sales as there will always be houses sitting there ready for sale but still a need to satisfy the housing requirement.

The 5 year housing land supply is not an unrealistic challenge because we need to demonstrate that the permissions we have will be delivered.
	Dem Services

Cath Bicknell
Cath Bicknell
Cath Bicknell

Cath Bicknell

Cath Bicknell

Cath Bicknell
Cath Bicknell
	For the next meeting


	10.EKLF.22

	PEER REVIEW (WORKSHOP)
Cath Bicknell introduced members of the Local Government Improvement peer review team to the meeting and officers left the meeting whilst the Peer Review Workshop took place.

	
	Cath Bicknell

	

	10.EKLF.23

	EXPANDING MEMBERSHIP OF THE FORUM 
The forum was asked to consider the possibility of expanding the forum and comments were invited. 

Questions/comments from the forum:-

· The Avondale/Grange Ward would be one of the wards most affected by the development but despite many attempts to raise awareness of the development at the Crescents Community Centre, very little or no feedback had been received.  Cllr Adams felt this was due to it not being perceived yet as a real issue for them and she suggested some of the public meetings take place in the Ward.
· Members of GreenPatch and the newly formed ‘Natural-Ise’ Group would very much welcome any move to create more tiers at the meetings where members of the group  would not feel so intimidated if they attended.
· Councillors considered it was their duty to get the message out to their wards and there was a need to find the most effective way of doing this.  
· Could commerce be included?
· It would be okay to expand membership but not to diminish the current membership as voting was fundamental and although suggestions would be welcome it was councillors who were accountable for spending.
· Places of Christian worship needed to be included in the development and representations had been made as to how to move those requirements forward.
· Perhaps the layout of room/meeting could be improved to encourage debate from other representatives.  Meetings could also be advertised by leaflet drops and local radio/press.
· Possibility of holding a ‘naming the development’ event.
· The Membership of the forum would change as the development progressed, i.e. in Mawsley interested parties got involved at the stage it was appropriate for them to be involved e.g. the Wildlife Trust.   
· The trouble was that ‘hard to reach’ groups were ‘hard to reach’.  Maybe meeting should be held in the community i.e. at GreenPatch with the aim of creating an environment there those people would feel they wanted to get involved. 
· Talking to young people including schools, as they are the ones that are going to inherit this scheme in years to come.   Maybe could be used as geography projects etc.  
· If the membership was expanded and more people start to get involved, their contributions should be recognised and valued and made to feel that they can make a difference. 
· When engaging with the Community, large maps should be taken out showing the implications of the development on where they live.
 
	Officers were currently trying to establish liaison with community groups but people seemed reluctant to attend official Council meetings to air their views.  Officers would be quite happy to attend at community centres etc.

Officers agreed to take the suggestions away  and look at the practicalities which would cover:-

· Looking at venue and format of meetings.

· Individual meetings with schools, special interest groups

· Talk to GreenPatch 

· And comeback with idea of groups that we are looking at and looking at tackling some of these issues.-


	Cath Bicknell/

Christina Riley

	

	10.EKLF.24

	TIMELINE OR ‘WHAT COMES WHEN’
Christina Riley gave a presentation on the Timeline or ‘what comes when’.  Members were informed that the presentation was available electronically if they wished to receive a copy.    Comments were invited from the forum.

Questions/comments from the forum:-
· Adoption of roads - progress?

· Timeframe for 106 monies/money set aside for community development?
· Weekly/Warkton Avenue?

· Access on and off Barton Road South Junction?

· If the Dept of Transport do not get round to improving Junction 9, what is the situation?

· Surely it is essential that the Council monitors how improvements to junctions affect other projects i.e. roundabout at A6 bypass and Cranford Road development.
· Timeline on the website very detailed and useful for public, but no actual times or estimated times shown in the timeline here?  Could we have a critical path analysis?
· Where are the senior schools that will be needed from the four new primary schools?

· If Redrow starts to come on stream, how does that affect the target of 1750 for East Kettering?
How can any houses be built without the widening of Junctions 7 – 9 and improvements to Junction 10.10A?

Are we any nearer in knowing when East Kettering was going to start?

	This is still an issue outstanding at Mawsley.    Officers are working with the County and a pro-active stance had been adopted to make it possible for the Council to insist that roads were adopted sooner. 
Also, the Council had taken a lead in trying to get the Government to change the rules concerning adoption of roads and Philip Hollobone MP has been very involved in this.  It was hoped that the rules concerning adoption of roads can be changed as a result of local experience. 
Agreed  to bring back to the Forum a similar timeline for 106 monies.
Further work needed to be done to demonstrate when that was needed and provided.   It was the developer’s responsibility to do the work and in response to a request from the Parish Council to be involved, it was confirmed that they could be involved if they wished.
This would be captured in planning permission which would require the developer to look again at how the development would access the A14.  As this application was very important, there would be a need to vary conditions as the development progressed but this would be a robust starting point.

Junction 9 needed to be improved before any houses built.  No more than 1750 homes to be built until Junction 10/10A improved.
There will be other developments going ahead and although we have to look at each one individually, it is obviously in everyone’s interest to only have to do works once.  Therefore the Council would adopt a co-ordinated overview and work in close liaison with the Highways Agency and Local Highway Authority to avoid any duplication of works where possible.
It was not possible to create a critical path analysis as the Council was the Planning Authority and not managing the project.    However it may be possible to put the information into a similar type of reporting  to show the sequencing of events in future timelines
The County Council would need to identify the Secondary School provision by 2016 under the Section 106 Agreement.

The 1750 figure relates to East Kettering only.  If the Redrow trigger was approaching, the Highways Agency and Local Highway Authority would take a pragmatic approach as to whether it should be delayed and would balance the possible cost of delay against the costs of doing the alterations twice.  If there were significant variations to conditions, they would be brought back to Committee for further discussion.

1,750 dwellings can be built and occupied before junctions 7 – 9 of the A14 are widened and improvements to J10/10A are open. 

Hope to be on site within the next 18/24 months.  We need infrastructure issues to be resolved and a proposal has been submitted to the Treasury.

	Cath Bicknell
Martin Hammond

Christina

Riley

Christina Riley
Cath Bicknell
Cath Bicknell
Cath Bicknell

Martin Hammond/
Christina Riley

Cath Bicknell
Cath Bicknell

Cath Bicknell

Alfie Buller


	Next meeting


	10.EKLF.25
	ANY OTHER BUSINESS
· A14: Junction 10/10A
Cath Bicknell reported that since the last meeting, officers were working with Highway Agency, Local Highway Authority and developer to explore the options through the consultation process.  The Highways Agency was to register the scheme with the Infrastructure Planning Commission.
· Development Traffic, Warkton Lane
Ursula Jones asked that this issue to be further discussed.
· Site Visit

Alfie Buller had suggested some dates in March for the site visit (5th or 12th) and maybe some members from the expanded membership list could be invited along.

	Noted by the forum.
Meeting to be arranged with Cllr Hiscock.

Agreed.

	Cath Bicknell
Christina Riley

Cath Bicknell
	Next meeting


	10.EKLF.26
	DATE OF NEXT MEETING
Next meeting – Tuesday 5 April 2011
(Post meeting note; date changed to 12 April 2011)
	All to note
	
	


(The meeting started at 7.00 pm and ended at 9.10 pm.)

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

(East Kettering Liaison Forum No. 4 )

12.1.11


