Full Planning Committee - 31 January 2012
Agenda Update
5.1
KET/2010/0133
 
Millwinds, Harrington
Withdrawn

5.2
KET/2011/0235
 
North Desborough (Land at),  Desborough

Members are advised that this application has come before Committee to advise you on process so far, it is not to be determined today. Many of the issues that need to be considered have either been resolved and/or can be controlled by condition, but there are a number of areas which need further discussion. 

The Highways Agency has removed their direction of non-determination and directed two conditions relating to housing numbers and the Travel Plan, however the material seen by the Highways Agency which allowed them to remove the Direction of Non-Determination has not been seen by Kettering Borough Council, the Local Highway Authority or other consultees, all of whom will need to consider the implications of the information. 

As a result Recommendation 1 regarding outstanding issues has been amended as follows: - 

Highways issues relating to the additional information regarding the impact and mitigation measures needed for the A14. 

Other Areas for further consideration include:  

· Flood Risk/Drainage is still being discussed with the Environment Agency. 

· The S106 still needs to be discussed in detail.  

The application will therefore need to be reported back to Committee for a final determination when all issues can be discussed in detail.
5.3
KET/2011/0545
 
Magnetic Park (Phase 3), Cockerel Rise,  Desborough

A Noise Management Strategy has now been submitted to the Council which outlines the measures to be employed during construction in order to minimise detrimental impacts to neighbouring residential properties.  The measures proposed include accordance with British Standard 5228 (Code for practice for noise and vibration control on construction and open sites), shutting down plant when not in use, notification to the Council prior to any particularly noisy activities and appointment of a site management team to deal with any neighbours concerns.  The Council's Environmental Health team has confirmed that the proposed measures are appropriate to protect neighbouring amenity and that accordance with the plan should be secured by condition in lieu of condition 16 proposed in the officers recommendation.

Condition 16 should therefore be replaced with the following condition:

No development or construction works shall take place other than in accordance with the submitted 'Noise Management Strategy - Construction' (Issue 1, January 2012).
REASON:  To protect neighbouring residential amenity in accordance with policy 13 of the North Northamptonshire Core Spatial Strategy. 

A further sentence should be added to condition 15 to clarify that the finished ground levels of the service yard must be at least 3.5m below the height of the adjacent earth bund.

Condition 15 should read:

No development shall take place other than in accordance with the submitted Noise Impact Assessment (REP-10-04191-DM-230811-1) received by the Local Planning Authority on 24th August 2011.  The finished ground level of the service yard shall be at least 3.5m below that of the adjacent earth bund.

REASON:  To clarify the permission and to protect neighbouring residential amenity in accordance with policy 13 of the North Northamptonshire Core Spatial Strategy.

5.4
KET/2011/0684
 
1 Rectory Gardens,  Broughton
No update

5.5
KET/2011/0693
 
1  Spring Gardens,  Burton Latimer

No update

5.6
KET/2011/0779

111  High Street,  Burton Latimer

23.01.12 Applicant submitted additional information including:

1. A copy of an certificate of approval microgeneration which is issued by the application, providing evidence that the applicant is an approved installer;

2. Additional justification that ground source heat is not financially viable;

3. That air source heat pumps are being considered, in order to offer customers a working demonstration model. As a result, the airsource heat pump would be continually changed as models change and technology improves.

Submission 1 provides an evidence of the applicants commercial interest in renewable technologies. Submission 2 does not provide any detail to show why it is not viable, especially in comparison to the proposed photovoltaic panels or air source heat pumps, and no figures have been provided. As a result, little weight is attached to this submission. Submission 3 demonstrates that alternative methods of renewable energy which are likely to have less of a visual or physical impact on the listed building and its setting are available, and could be considered in place of the current scheme (photovoltaic panels). It is therefore considered that submission 3 provides support for refusal of the current proposal for reasons already discussed in the officers report. (26.01.12)

5.7
KET/2011/0781
 
24  Hollands Drive,  Burton Latimer

27.01.12 - Amendment is made to the address an error in section 4.0 of the committee report.  Where it reads 'objection from the occupiers of no 24' it should read 'objection from the occupiers of no. 22'. 

In addition to the above, it should be noted that the plans accompanying the committee report are amended plans to address initial comments from Northamptonshire County Council Highways. Email provided by Richard Hall of NCC Highways (dated 13.01.12 at 10:21) confirms that they withdraw their objection if their comments are addressed. As a result, NCC Highways comments should be treated as withdrawn.

30.01.12 - Comment of no objection received from Burton Latimer Town Council on 27.01.12

5.8
KET/2011/0810
 
1  French Drive,  Kettering

No update

