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	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	document
	
	No opinion
	Evidence base. It is understood that the North Northamptonshire JPU has commissioned a sensitivity study including the historic environment. This should be part of the evidence base for the DPD. We also recommend the use of urban characterisation, particularly for historic settlements such as Rothwell, to provide an appropriate level of understanding of the character of such settlements and to guide change. The production of an up-to-date Conservation Area Appraisal and Management Plan should be priorities for historic areas that will be subject to change. Wider urban characterisation can be used to identify key character areas, such as the important areas of suburbs in Kettering. English Heritage will be publishing a series of guidance documents on characterisation, including its use in planning, during 2009. We have produced a guidance note on suburbs that can be found on www.helm.org.uk .


	Noted.

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	section
	
	No opinion
	Please note that English Heritage has just published an updated version of its Charter for English Heritage Planning and Development Advisory Services, January 2009, which includes a guide to the range of information required for consultations with English Heritage.
	Noted

	171011
	Ch Supt Paul Fell
	
	document
	
	No opinion
	Northamptonshire Police have the following principles that they wish to see addressed in any planning policy documents: Ensure that community safety and cohesion is embedded within the policies of the document to enhance quality of life for the population. Ensure that crime, fear of crime and anti-social behaviour is designed out through promoting the Secured by Design standard. Ensure that necessary infrastructure (both buildings and technological requirements) are provided to provide a policing service for the expanding population. Ensure that Northamptonshire Police and the Crime and Disorder Reduction Partnership are engaged on all aspects of planning.
	Noted

	171011
	Ch Supt Paul Fell
	
	document
	
	No opinion
	The figures relating to crime in the scoping report provide a direct comparison from 2006/7 to 2007/8. They are therefore accurate at the time of publication. Clearly a key issue is that it has planning out crime consequences. Hopefully the response to the main document will give an understanding of what Northamptonshire Police believe to be the key issues that need addressing through planning out crime. We welcome the objectives and the decision making criteria, which includes references to ensuring the design and layout of development reduces the opportunities for crime. There is however no mention in the document of reducing anti-social behaviour. This is often a bigger issue for the general population than crime itself. There should therefore also be reference to reducing the opportunities for anti-social behaviour, through design as well as providing a greater police presence within communities, partly facilitated by new police infrastructure.
	Noted, reference to reducing anti-social behaviour will form part of the next iteration of the plan.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 1
	No opinion
	No
	Noted

	171011
	Ch Supt Paul Fell
	
	question
	Question 1
	No opinion
	The list of issues for the LDD to consider appears comprehensive provided community safety is embedded throughout the range of issues where it is important. This response outlines the key areas where this should be addressed. Northamptonshire Police would prefer community safety to be addressed in this manner rather than being examined as an issue on its own.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 1
	No opinion
	Much is talked about sustainability. What does this mean in practice, especially if sewage disposal is hampered by Anglia Waters failure to provide infrastructure that is not temporary. Sustainability must include employment opportunities - there is no proof that they will be supplied and by whom. Core stakeholders must be consulted.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 1
	No opinion
	How to prevent heavy goods vehicles using unsuitable minor roads., and traffic routes in general
	Noted, although I believe this would be covered under the issues heading of Transportation in any subsequent option where particular problems have been highlighted.

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 2
	No opinion
	Kettering Borough will be an outstandingly safe, attractive and sustainable community in which people can create a fulfilling life for themselves and their family.
	Noted, comments with be taken into account in the next iteration of the document.

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 2
	No opinion
	This is not currently locally specific and should avoid the use of jargon such as sustainable. The Vision needs to address the need to deliver growth while at the same time protecting and enhancing the areas environment, including the historic environment, and providing a better quality of life for both its existing and future residents.
	Noted, the comments made here will inform the next iteration of the document.

	169883
	Belinda Humfrey
	Chairman Desborough Civic Society
	question
	Question 2
	No opinion
	The "Draft Version" is acceptable. We are concerned, however, that KBC is not applying any of the 4 bullet points to Desborough. At present a "vibrant centre" for Desborough would mean the setting up of the Urban Design Framework for which the Sustainable Communities funding and EMDA additions should be used.
	Noted

	171011
	Ch Supt Paul Fell
	
	question
	Question 2
	Agree
	It is pleasing to note the strong emphasis placed on creating a safe, attractive and sustainable community within the draft vision. This clearly places safety as a key issue for the future of Kettering. This reflects the work the Sustainable Communities Strategy well and also reflects the high importance that residents place on living in an environment where they feel safe and secure. Therefore, Northamptonshire Police strongly supports the vision as currently suggested.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 2
	No opinion
	The vision is commendable, but many visions turn out to be unrealistic. Also see answer to Q1.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 2
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 3
	Agree
	Yes Restricted Infill: Ashley, Braybrooke, Broughton, Cranford Andrew, Cranford St John, Geddington, Great Cransley, Harrington, Loddington, Pytchley, Rushton, Stoke Albany, Sutton Bassett, Thorpe Malsor, Weston by Welland and Wilbarston Restraint: Grafton Underwood Little Oakley Newton Warkton Weekley Scattered: Brampton Ash Dingley Orton Pipewell
	Noted

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 3
	No opinion
	The following amendments to the objectives are proposed: 3. Increase accessibility to community, cultural, leisure and retail facilities 4. Sustainable in this context needs to be defined. 5. Protect and enhance the built and natural environment and landscape of the area for all to enjoy now and in the future. The context for this proposed amendment is the European Landscape Convention. For more information, see the Natural England website and English Heritages European Landscape Convention Action Plan for Implementation, Feb 2009 on www.helm.org.uk. 6. This could make specific reference to transport or there could be a separate objectives relating to transport matters as addressed in section 7 of the document.
	Noted, the comments made here will inform the next iteration of the document.

	169883
	Belinda Humfrey
	Chairman Desborough Civic Society
	question
	Question 3
	No opinion
	The Draft Objectives are easily read as appropriate. However, local residents' views should be used in their application, especially Objectives 3,4,5 & 6.
	Noted

	171011
	Ch Supt Paul Fell
	
	question
	Question 3
	Agree
	It is pleasing to note that community safety is being addressed through Objective 4 Provide a safe, attractive, healthy and sustainable environment for people to live, work and play. Whilst community safety is adequately referenced in the objectives, there should be a more explicit reference to community cohesion in the objectives. Whilst several of the objectives should help to address cohesion, a more explicit reference to cohesion and ensuring quality of life is great within the borough would be useful.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 3
	No opinion
	Objectives are fine, however, there needs to be co-ordination between the objectives for a successful end result.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 3
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 4
	Disagree
	No. None of the villages in the borough are sufficiently distant from towns which provide the services. If there is a problem with those villages who naturally use towns outside the County Boundary e.g. Market Harborough then perhaps the KBC should consider establishing a contact centre in those towns that would facilitate communication with the Council.
	Noted

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 4
	No opinion
	While there may be a need for criteria for determining the level of services that a settlement or group of settlements should provide in order to justify further development, the location of development should be informed by Conservation Area Appraisals, Village Design Statements and Parish Plans.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 4
	No opinion
	Depends on what is meant/intended by limited local service centres. How limited and how many? It would seem essential to examine what would be viable rather then ideal.
	These are centres which would serve a number of settlements and maybe include shops and community facilities which would otherwise not be viable to have in every village/town, the resultant development being more viable.

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 4
	Agree
	This appears to be a good idea. However, to be feasible the villages selected as Centres will need to have an affinity with the villages they serve, i.e. primary school catchment area, perhaps. Villages served would need to be nearer to the selected Local Centre than to the urban centre and be easily accessible by both public and private transport.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 5
	No opinion
	None. None of the villages in the borough are sufficiently distant from towns which provide the services. If there is a problem with those villages who naturally use towns outside the County Boundary e.g. Market Harborough then perhaps the KBC should consider establishing a contact centre in those towns that would facilitate communication with the Council.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 5
	No opinion
	See answer to Q4.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 6
	No opinion
	All of them. Village environment is the essence of the rural nature of the County.
	Noted

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 6
	No opinion
	Again the capacity of other villages to accommodate development should be informed by Conservation Area Appraisals, Village Design Statements and Parish Plans. We suggest that the term restricted infill villages is not used as infill development may not be the most appropriate form of development in all cases; there may be important open spaces that are part of the character of the settlement, where infilling would be inappropriate.
	Noted, the comments made here will inform the next iteration of the document.

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 6
	Agree
	See answer to Q7.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 6
	No opinion
	Dingley Parish Council considers it important that there should be protection of the essential nature of all villages within the county.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 7
	No opinion
	All of them. Restraint should define a maximum quantum population growth to ensure that villages grow organically where any growth is appropriate.
	Noted

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 7
	No opinion
	Again the capacity of other villages to accommodate development should be informed by Conservation Area Appraisals, Village Design Statements and Parish Plans. We suggest that the term restricted infill villages is not used as infill development may not be the most appropriate form of development in all cases; there may be important open spaces that are part of the character of the settlement, where infilling would be inappropriate.
	Noted, the comments made here will inform the next iteration of the document.

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 7
	Agree
	Councillors felt that Cranford should be included in the restraint villages section. As the conservation area covers the whole village (with the exception of the Cranford Rd., Barton Seagrave) and there are many listed buildings, some of an historic nature, they felt it was well qualified to be included in this section.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 7
	Agree
	Yes. The four villages designated as "scattered villages" (Brampton Ash, Dingley, Orton & Pipewell) should also be designated as restraint villages.
	Noted.  The Existing and proposed village boundaries are to be assessed as part of further work to be undertaken as part of the next iteration of this document.  Those villages with a compact form and layout where a boundary can be designated without undermining its special rural character will gain designation as such.  

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 8
	No opinion
	Boundaries should be drawn. A criteria based policy would be a lawyers charter. Criteria to define a boundary can be made because they should conform to the landscape setting of the village using features of the landscape such as watercourses, woodland, old established hedgerows etc. as defining features.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 8
	Agree
	Clearly settlement boundaries should be drawn where the danger of spoiling or swallowing up settlements are high. A criteria based policy leaves it open to the LPA to make a decision without a black and white definition.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 8
	No opinion
	Dingley Parish Council believes that the LDD should include a criteria based policy.
	Noted

	514925
	Natural England
	Consultation Service
	question
	Question 8
	No opinion
	We would wish to see a criteria based policy be developed for the protection of the open countryside
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 9
	No opinion
	Boundaries should be drawn. A criteria based policy would be a lawyers charter. Criteria to define a boundary can be made because they should conform to the landscape setting of the village using features of the landscape such as watercourses, woodland, old established hedgerows etc. as defining features. Criteria such as these will be impossible to apply universally to all villages and will lead to endless argument over most planning applications.
	Noted

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 9
	No opinion
	Landscape Character Assessment, including the county Historic Landscape Characterisation, together with Conservation Area Appraisals, could be used to help to define settlement boundaries.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 9
	Agree
	Yes, but Principle 4 in Appendix is clearly muddled.
	Principle 4 allows those village such as Cranford to have two separate village boundaries for the one settlement to ensure development on important open spaces is avoided.

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 9
	No opinion
	Appendix 1 appears to be restricted to draft principles for "drawing settlement boundaries" rather than consideration of a "criteria based policy". Strict principles should be adopted relating to all developments in open countryside. Development in open countryside should be restricted to that needed for essential agricultural purposes or to conversion of existing buildings enabling rural diversification.
	The criteria outlined in Appendix 1 could be used to draw boundaries or become the criteria by which possible new development is assessed. Comments regarding the protection of the open countryside and rural diversification are noted.

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 10
	Agree
	Yes
	

	162871
	Sharon Goddard
	Clerk Geddington, Newton & Little Oakley Parish Council
	question
	Question 10
	Agree
	At the meeting of Geddington Newton and Little Oakley Parish Council held on Monday 20th April 2009 discussion was held regarding the boundaries of the three villages. It was agreed as follows: Little Oakley - The boundaries should remain the same as at present with no change to the status of the village. Geddington - The Parish Council would wish to see the area off Bright Trees Road (the previous site subject to a planning application from Bryant Homes) excluded from the village envelope in the new Local Development Framework. They would wish to see included within the village envelope the following areas: - Existing houses on the west side of Stamford Road, Geddington going out of the village towards Corby. - The farm buildings at the end of Newton Road (Newton Mill) - Land to the east of the village opposite the allotments in Grafton Road at the site of the old Garden Centre down to the conservation area. On the opposite side of this road, the site of the old Wood Yard and the farm, the neighbouring houses and the Stonepit Land site should be included in the village envelope, but the woodland area to the site of Stonepit Land should be excluded. Newton - The boundaries should remain the same as at present with no change to the status of the village.
	Noted, comments will inform the next iteration of the Site Specific Proposals LDD.

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 10
	No opinion
	Can only comment on Cranford to which the answer is yes.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 10
	No opinion
	All villages listed should continue to have "settlement boundaries", but this concept should be extended to all villages. However, it is essential that there be full and proper consultation with all villages to ensure local acceptance of the proposed settlement boundaries, whether existing or new.
	Noted, although villages will usually have either a boundary or a criteria policy not both as this would allow development outside of the designated villages boundaries.

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 11
	No opinion
	All boundaries should be reviewed and redrawn. We recognise this will require a skilled aesthetic as well as social and economic perception.
	Noted

	162871
	Sharon Goddard
	Clerk Geddington, Newton & Little Oakley Parish Council
	question
	Question 11
	Agree
	At the meeting of Geddington Newton and Little Oakley Parish Council held on Monday 20th April 2009 discussion was held regarding the boundaries of the three villages. It was agreed as follows: Little Oakley - The boundaries should remain the same as at present with no change to the status of the village. Geddington - The Parish Council would wish to see the area off Bright Trees Road (the previous site subject to a planning application from Bryant Homes) excluded from the village envelope in the new Local Development Framework. They would wish to see included within the village envelope the following areas: - Existing houses on the west side of Stamford Road, Geddington going out of the village towards Corby. - The farm buildings at the end of Newton Road (Newton Mill) - Land to the east of the village opposite the allotments in Grafton Road at the site of the old Garden Centre down to the conservation area. On the opposite side of this road, the site of the old Wood Yard and the farm, the neighbouring houses and the Stonepit Land site should be included in the village envelope, but the woodland area to the site of Stonepit Land should be excluded. Newton - The boundaries should remain the same as at present with no change to the status of the village.
	Noted, comments will inform the next iteration of the Site Specific Proposals LDD.

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 11
	No opinion
	The boundaries should be drawn from scratch to ensure that the boundaries accept the realities "on the ground"
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 12
	No opinion
	It should only be allowed where it contributes to the vigour of the rural economy without compromising the rural quality of the area. Design of any building is crucial so that it complements its location and a major consideration should be any generation of motor traffic. Future growth of any development should be the subject of a new planning application to enable a review of the above principles.
	The Core Spatial Strategy allows for limited growth in rural areas where it supports local needs, this comment appears to fit with this approach and therefore the comments are noted and will inform the next iteration of the document.

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 12
	No opinion
	Only under the Agricultural auspices, where farm buildings are allowed to be redeveloped.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 12
	No opinion
	New development in the open countryside should only be allowed if there is a proven agricultural need.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 13
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 13
	Agree
	Yes.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 13
	No opinion
	New development in the open countryside should only be allowed if there is a proven agricultural need.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 14
	No opinion
	It should only be allowed where it contributes to the vigour of the rural economy without compromising the rural quality of the area. Design of any building is crucial so that it complements its location and a major consideration should be any generation of motor traffic. Future growth of any development should be the subject of a new planning application to enable a review of the above principles. Future growth of any development should be the subject of a new planning application to enable a review of the above principles.
	Noted

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 14
	No opinion
	Living Buildings in a living landscape: finding a future for traditional farm buildings (EH/ Countryside Agency, 2006) on the HELM website provides guidance on the reuse of such buildings and provides a regional overview of the types of buildings to be found in the East Midlands.
	Noted

	171011
	Ch Supt Paul Fell
	
	question
	Question 14
	No opinion
	The re-use and redevelopment of rural buildings is nota problem from a policing perspective provided the redevelopment and re-use provides a safe environment for its use. Rural buildings are usually fairly remote and therefore can become targets for crime. Crime Prevention Design Advisors should be contacted to discuss the best ways to mitigate the potential for crime.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 14
	No opinion
	As is. (But you haven’t explained it).
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 14
	No opinion
	Any plan for re-use or redevelopment of rural buildings must contain a realistic assessment of the additional traffic that would be generated by the development and the effect of such additional traffic on the surrounding villages.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 15
	No opinion
	It should only be allowed where it contributes to the vigour of the rural economy without compromising the rural quality of the area. Design of any building is crucial so that it complements its location and a major consideration should be any generation of motor traffic. Future growth of any development should be the subject of a new planning application to enable a review of the above principles.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 15
	Agree
	Yes, providing the diversification does not affect detrimentally adjacent properties.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 15
	Agree
	Yes. Diversification projects should be appropriate to the vicinity.
	Noted

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 16
	No opinion
	Paragraph 4.1.3 refers to figures for development that are contained in other DPDs. This states that they are a minimum; however, the Inspector for the Core Spatial Strategy, indicated in his report that reference to these being a minimum figure should be removed, e.g. particularly in relation to the figure of 4,200 for East Kettering (paragraph 96). However, if the current application for 5,500 dwellings at East Kettering is granted planning permission, this would suggest that a lower number of dwellings would need to be allocated within the Site Specific Proposals DPD.
	The growth figures outlined in the adopted Core Spatial Strategy are minimum targets. Revised targets will be outlined in the CSS review and provide figures to 2031, to which this plan will need to accord.

	169883
	Belinda Humfrey
	Chairman Desborough Civic Society
	question
	Question 16
	No opinion
	We note that options are not given in the number of housing . However, we also note that the housing numbers for Desborough have increased substantially from the Structure Plan. On Desborough's Grange, 450 houses (Local Plan 1994) was increased later by the Inspector to 670, but planning permission has been given for 870 (the CJC original application). It appears to us that the next block on the Grange should be 500, not 700.
	Housing numbers are set out in the adopted Core Spatial Strategy, the Site Specific Proposals LDD must be in general conformity with the adopted CSS and therefore altering these numbers is not an option at this stage. Any subsequent review of the CSS will seek residents views regarding housing allocations across the Borough.

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 16
	No opinion
	Apart from the fact that the figures in 4.1.2 do not add up, the assumption is that the figure in column 5 (other DPDs) of 5,500 for Kettering is that of the proposals for East Kettering. May the parish council remind the KBC that this application is not in Kettering but in rural parishes and should be included in Kettering rural. When added up correctly, it is clear that 5,500 houses are not required, but only 4,200 and with appeals elsewhere in the KBC in progress, it is clear that this amount should not be all in East Kettering.
	The figures outlined in this table are minimum growth targets, as outlined the Core Spatial Strategy. In addition, the East of Kettering Sustainable Urban Extension is seen to be an extension to Kettering and therefore housing numbers would contribute to Kettering's target not the rural target. It is important to note that housing in the rural area should only be allowed where it meets rural needs.

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 17
	No opinion
	I doubt that any small scale development can be called sustainable.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 17
	No opinion
	On brownfield sites.
	Noted

	287720
	
	Redrow Homes
	question
	Question 17
	Strongly Agree
	This representation is made on behalf of our client Redrow Homes Ltd who has a legal interest in an area of land to the west of Polwell Lane, Barton Seagrave, which extends in total to approximately 21.4ha. In this regard our client would fully support the identification of smaller scale sustainable extensions to the urban area, as proposed through the North Northamptonshire Core Spatial Strategy as a means of delivering early housing completions and growth in the Borough. In conformity with the requirements of Appendix 3 we would confirm the following site details:- - Site area 21.4ha, as identified on the attached Site Location Plan JMA/R095(1) - The area of land is in two separate freehold ownerships but is the subject of a legal interest in favour of Redrow Homes Ltd. - The site area is the subject of an extant outline planning application (KET/2008/0785) for the erection of up to 450 market and affordable dwellings together with associated landscaping, green space highway works and potential mixed use development. - Subject to receipt of satisfactory planning permission it is anticipated that housing completions could be achieved from the site within a 12-18 month time period. - The outline planning application as submitted is supported by a comprehensive Environmental Statement which deals with each of the following potential constraints:- 1. Flooding - the extent of the proposed developable area is located outside the identified flood plain area. The surface water from the proposed development area together with that currently discharged from the adjacent residential development area of Gotch Road will be retained in Hydrological Attenuation Feature (HAF) located within the development site. The release of surface water from the HAF will be into the existing River Ise watercourse and restricted to the equivalent Greenfield run off rate. 2. Ecology and Nature conservation - the area of highest ecological value within the site area is that located within the Southfield Farm Marsh SSSI. The SSSI will be retained as part of the proposed development but will benefit from measures to improve the quantity, quality and consistency of water flow into the SSSi by way of the restricted and controlled release of water from the HAF. The development proposal would retain the majority of other habitats including mature trees and the majority of hedgerows with key foraging areas for bats and badgers being retained and enhanced. The proposed development will also provide for the management and conservation of the wildlife and landscape of an area of land outside the development area extending up to the River Ise and Baldocks Meadow to the north of Barton Road. 3. Landscape features - The majority of existing landscape features will be retained where these can be successfully incorporated into the development proposal. It is proposed that the development will provide significant additional areas of public open space, street and avenue trees, hedgerows and shrub planting, in addition to the proposed Landscape and Wildlife Conservation Management Strategy for the land outside the development area up to the River Ise and on Baldocks Meadow north of Barton Road. 4. Cultural heritage or archaeological interests - a desktop assessment of the archaeological value of the site area has been completed, which has concluded that aside from a series of uncharacterised cropmarks there are no recorded archaeological sites within the confines of the site area. Further geophysics survey of the site area and targeted trench evaluation is currently being completed. 5. Use of the land - the land is currently in agricultural use and will therefore result in the potential loss of an area of productive farmland. 6. Noise and vibration - the majority of the site falls within Noise Exposure Category (NEC) B where suitable mitigation measures can be provided to ensure that noise levels both internally and externally meet the required standard. 7. Contamination or sources of pollution - the site has historically been undeveloped and there is no indication of potentially contaminative uses at or adjacent to the site. In addition the site is not within a ground water protection zone. 8. Access to the site - the primary site access, by way of a 'ghost island' priority 'T' junction is proposed from Polwell Lane, with a secondary access created from Denford Drive through the existing residential area of Gotch Road. 9. Impact on the highway - a series of off site junction improvements are proposed as part of the development which have been identified as part of the Transport Assessment submitted in support of the outline planning application. In addition the development will provide a financial contribution toward other Strategic Highway works within Kettering Town Centre as identified by the Northamptonshire County Council as part of the adopted Strategy for Growth. 10. Public Transport access - the development area will be adequately served by the existing 'A' service buses along Polwell Lane with 97% of the proposed dwellings located within 600m of a bus stop which is in excess of the NCC requirement of 90%. The bus service will be improved as part of the development through a financial contribution toward the provision of additional evening and a new Sunday service. In addition extensive footway/cycleway links are to be provided through the proposed development area which will link with those already provided in the existing urban area of Barton Seagrave. It is also proposed to provide a footpath/cycleway link from the disused railway to the south, through the development area to Eastleigh Road to the north of Barton Road with an appropriate toucan crossing provided at the Barton Road. It is considered that the proposal will contribute to development within a growth town and will deliver essential infrastructure. The proposal will deliver essential housing and will contribute to a current shortfall in the 5 year housing land supply in the Borough. The proposed development site is considered to accord with the principles of sustainability as set out in national planning guidance, regional and local plan policy. Our client trusts that the additional information supplied with this representation is sufficient for the site to the west of Polwell Lane, Barton Seagrave to be given serious consideration as an appropriate area of land for allocation as a smaller scale urban extension as part of the Site Specific Proposals DPD.
	Noted - (planning permission granted in June 2010 - KET/2008/0785)

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 18
	Disagree
	No, sites should not be identified in the local development plan. We are keen to meet any real need for social housing in rural Northamptonshire but the first requirement should be the establishment of the need both in number and in size. The identification of sites may prevent the sometimes fierce opposition to social housing by established residents but site identification without the establishment of proven local need cannot be the right way to proceed.
	Once identified in the Site Specific Proposals LDD and publically consulted upon these sites would no longer be exception sites but allocated sites for affordable housing. Housing needs assessments are being carried out for those areas where there is an identified need for affordable housing and these will inform any exceptions/allocations and the criteria for the development of these sites.

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 18
	No opinion
	Within parishes these should be within the parameters of the Parish Plan and Design Statement. Unless the application for East Kettering affordable housing quota is lifted from the 10% to the CSS of 30% the application should be restricted.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 18
	Agree
	Yes. Adequacy of public transport and access to services schools, doctors, hospitals, recreational facilities. Identified sites should be proportionate in scale to existing settlements and not form ghettos of newcomers.
	Noted

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 19
	No opinion
	English Heritage is shortly to publish guidance on affordable housing and the historic environment, which together with the guidance on the reuse of traditional farm buildings should be used to assess the suitability of any proposals that are put forward for this type of site. If any of the buildings are listed, a more detailed assessment may be required in order to determine their suitability for development.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 19
	No opinion
	Cannot comment.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 19
	Disagree
	No
	

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 20
	No opinion
	Integration with the existing properties should be a prime consideration. The location should endeavour to keep the settlement compact with access to any village services being made easy. The design of the houses should be in keeping with their location and the quality should be high. Any development in villages will generate car use and therefore adequate provision should be made for parking. The restrictions to parking applied to urban sites should not be applied in rural locations. It is much more important that the fact of essential multiple vehicle ownership be recognised and the blight of restricted parking be avoided.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 20
	No opinion
	Only on sites agreed between the LPA and the Parish/Town.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 20
	Agree
	Yes. Adequacy of public transport and access to services  schools, doctors, hospitals, recreational facilities. Identified sites should be proportionate in scale to existing settlements and not form ghettos of newcomers.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 21
	No opinion
	No but there should be some policy statement that prevents bit by bit development of a site with the number of houses being kept just below the threshold.
	Noted. Often developments in Rural Areas are below 15 dwellings and would not benefit from the provision of affordable housing if the threshold remained as is.

	171011
	Ch Supt Paul Fell
	
	question
	Question 21
	No opinion
	Northamptonshire Police does not believe a lower threshold of 15 affordable units per hectare as outlined in PPS3 should be applied in Kettering. However, whatever thresholds are applied, the design of the houses should be to the same quality as the market housing and there should be no discernible difference between the properties. Affordable housing should not be provided in large estates but instead small clusters.
	Noted, this does tend to imply that all affordable housing should be located in towns and there may be identified need for some affordable housing in rural locations which benefits the local population wishing to stay in their local area.

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 21
	Disagree
	No
	If the threshold for affordable housing on smaller sites is not removed then it is likely that in rural areas locally important affordable housing is not likely to be provided for to secure housing for future generations.

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 21
	No opinion
	There should be provision for a range of densities to be applied according to settlement type, character and amenity.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 22
	No opinion
	The threshold in villages should be established by the local need. It may be that a levy should be applied to all building in villages to assist in funding to meet the local need.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 22
	Disagree
	No
	As the sites in rural areas are likely to be much smaller than those sites in urban areas, to not set lower thresholds might prevent the provision of much needed affordable housing in these areas.

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 22
	Agree
	Yes. There should be provision for a range of densities to be applied according to settlement type, character and amenity.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 23
	Agree
	Yes, starter homes.
	Starter homes would most likely be delivered through affordable housing schemes not intermediate housing.

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 23
	Agree
	Yes. Intermediate housing for key workers.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 24
	Strongly Agree
	Definitely, a range according to settlement type, character and amenity.
	Noted

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 24
	No opinion
	We would support a policy that allows for a range of densities to reflect local character and other considerations, e.g. impact on the setting of a designated historic site, in line with paragraphs 16 and 46 of PPS3 and, PPG15. This would need to be determined on a site by site basis in order to reflect local character. In the case of a large site, a range of densities might be appropriate.
	Noted

	171011
	Ch Supt Paul Fell
	
	question
	Question 24
	No opinion
	There should be consideration of the existing settlement character and type before setting a density requirement for an area. There should not therefore be a single net density requirement across a district. By taking into account local characteristics, development can help to enhance the existing quality of life in an area and therefore aid community cohesion.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 24
	No opinion
	A range of densities.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 24
	No opinion
	There should be provision for a range of densities to be applied according to settlement type, character and amenity.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 25
	No opinion
	In rural areas the type should result from the needs survey. Usually flats will not be appropriate given the location and the high car ownership but it cannot be assumed that all affordable or social housing should be small. There are cases of families with a strong local connection needing quite large accommodation.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 25
	No opinion
	Mixed.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 26
	No opinion
	Perhaps but with very strict and enforceable removal provisions probably with a deposit in cash.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 26
	No opinion
	As 4.7.1.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 26
	Agree
	Yes. Temporary dwellings should be allowed for the provision of accommodation whilst a permanent building is being renovated, refurbished, converted or for a purpose related to agricultural development. It is essential, however, that occupation of such temporary dwellings is time restricted to the reasonable period of renovation, refurbishment, conversion, etc.
	Noted

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 27
	No opinion
	Again a townscape character assessment, such as the Lincoln Townscape Character Assessment, could help to define the areas where such a policy would be appropriate.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 27
	No opinion
	Cannot comment.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 27
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	171011
	Ch Supt Paul Fell
	
	question
	Question 28
	No opinion
	Whilst there are no sites that Northamptonshire Police are aware of that may be suitable, the intention to provide additional sites is to be welcomed. By providing proper sites for gypsy and travellers, incidents of anti-social behaviour can be reduced through avoiding the conflict between gypsy and travellers and residents when unauthorised camps are set up.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 28
	No opinion
	These sites should be situated well away from villages to avoid confrontation that has occurred already.
	Noted. However, suitable sites must be made available which allow access to local facilities and services as with any other housing.

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 28
	No opinion
	There are already a number of sites close to the villages of Dingley and Braybrooke. The immediate area also has further sites situated in the County of Leicestershire. Provision of sites should take into account proximity of sites close to county boundaries provided by neighbouring authorities.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 29
	No opinion
	Call a halt to B8 construction as this is oversubscribed and there are many empty warehouses. Keep development to the perimeters of the towns.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 30
	No opinion
	As 29.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 30
	Disagree
	No
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 31
	No opinion
	Cannot answer.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 32
	No opinion
	As 31.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 33
	No opinion
	Re-allocation.
	The LPA is unsure as to what is meant by this comment.

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 34
	Agree
	Certainly in any new build in the rural areas.
	Noted

	169883
	Belinda Humfrey
	Chairman Desborough Civic Society
	question
	Question 34
	Agree
	We would expect to see small business units, especially craft and niche units, on the Lawrence factory UDF.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 34
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 35
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 35
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 35
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	169883
	Belinda Humfrey
	Chairman Desborough Civic Society
	question
	Question 36
	No opinion
	The list for Desborough is satisfactory, but the Civic Society would like to be consulted on detail first, because they relate to character, heritage, civic pride and local listings.
	Noted, any local list will be consulted upon in accordance with regulations as outlined National policy. Engagement with local civic societies will form part of this consultation.

	171011
	Ch Supt Paul Fell
	
	question
	Question 36
	Agree
	Northamptonshire Police is supportive of any redevelopment of currently disused or derelict sites. These sites can cause an area to feel unlooked after and result in lower pride in the town which in itself can cause levels of crime and anti-social behaviour to increase. Therefore any redevelopment of these sites has to be encouraged.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 36
	No opinion
	Encourage local small businesses not the multiples or chain stores.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 36
	No opinion
	Improved, free, parking facilities.
	Noted

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 37
	No opinion
	Please note that there is a Grade II listed milestone at the corner of Buckwell Close. This should be protected in situ if it is likely to be affected by development proposals in this area (Key Site 1).
	Noted

	169883
	Belinda Humfrey
	Chairman Desborough Civic Society
	question
	Question 37
	No opinion
	We are glad to see the UDF referred to here, Key Sites 1 & 2. The plan for Key Site 1 (High Street area) is roughly satisfactory. Key Site 2 should provide all the uses in the Desborough Brief : Heritage Centre, small retail, family restaurant, pre-school nursery, police station, offices, small businesses, craft units, community halls and meeting places, together with an area usable for nursery & community play.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 37
	No opinion
	Cannot answer as these are outside our parish and councillors do not have sufficient inside knowledge to pass a verdict.
	Noted

	244743
	Sophie Lucas
	Indigo Planning
	question
	Question 37
	No opinion
	Indigo act on behalf of Sainsbury's Supermarkets Ltd (SSL) and the following representations to the above document are submitted on their behalf. SSL has identified a requirement for a foodstore in Desborough, to meet the needs of both existing and future residents. SSL wish to make specific representations in relation to part 6.1 and 6.4 of the LDD, which relate to retail allocations in Desborough and convenience position in Kettering Borough. Paragraph 6.1 1 of the LDD states that:"Urban design frameworks have been completed for Desborough and Burton Latimer. The Desborough Town Centre Urban Design Framework (UDF) was adopted in January 2004 and sets out a long-term visual improvement of the town centre. An essential part of this vision is creating a focus for the town centre. The UDF identifies several key opportunity sites that play an important part in improving the town. These are: 1. High StreeVGold StreetIStation Road/AG Junction (Key Site 1); 2. Lawrence Factory/Desborough Motors Site (Key Site 2); and 3. Station Yard (Key Site 3)."The LDD indicates that these sites will be allocated for development in the Site Specific Proposals LDD, and Question 37 specifically asks "What uses would you like to see these sites allocated for?"Rather than answer the question regarding what the sites should be allocated for, SSL consider that it is more pertinent to question the deliverability of these sites for any uses, given the following factors. First, it has yet to be demonstrated that these sites can be delivered within a reasonable timescale, given the existing physical constraints to development. It is clearly the case that a clear framework for the delivery of mixed use schemes on these sites was established in the Desborough Town Centre Urban Design Framework (UDF) which was adopted in January 2004, some five years ago. Irrespective of the adoption of a clear planning policy framework for the sites, this development has not come forward, and appears unlikely to do so in the near future. Secondly, given the existence of a clear policy framework for the delivery of certain uses on this site, it is evident that there is potential for alternative proposed uses to be in conflict with this framework, which was the subject of extensive consultation and analysis prior to adoption by Kettering Borough Council. It cannot be the case that this urban design framework is now not applicable, and it should continue to be employed in the determination of future redevelopment proposals for the site. Thirdly, SSL understand that certain uses are explicitly excluded from being located on these sites, as a result of existing legal constraints, and it is considered unlikely that these legal constraints will be "removed" within the foreseeable future, such to enable these other uses to be delivered. Finally, Indigo Planning are aware that the Borough Council have commissioned Atkins to undertake a feasibility study as to the delivery of certain development options on Key Sites 1 and 2. It is imperative that the rationale, methodology and other assumptions adopted by Atkins in coming to any future conclusions in relation to the potential deliverability of these sites forms part of the evidence base to the LDF, and specifically the Site Specific Proposals LDD. My client would anticipate that Kettering Borough Council would make this information available in due course.
	The delivery of the sites as outlined in the document may relate to the proposed uses for the sites not their viability as town centre sites and alternative uses sympathetic to the sites location in the town centre may indeed be deliverable. The Desborough UDF is a visionary document for the future of Desborough and has not been through examination and therefore was not subject to the tests of soundness and legality. On these grounds the sites have not been tested for their deliverability, viability and availability and therefore re-allocation in this plan would be prudent if necessary. In addition, whilst the UDF would remain a material consideration in the determination of any subsequent planning applications the Site Specific Proposals LDD, on adoption, would become the presiding policy document. The legal covenants which exist on some of the sites should not prevent development which would regenerate Desborough Town Centre to the benefit of local people. All other comments are noted.

	606
	Scott Barthorpe
	
	question
	Question 37
	No opinion
	I feel that the plans for the Lawrences site on the site specific pages would be great as the historic integrity of the site would be maintained while using the space around the site put to good use by providing facilities for the community to use all of which are in great need. The rumours of a Tesco put on the site and buildings demolished would be a catastrophe and would all but shut the town centre down. At least by developing the site people would be more inclined to wander and spend within the town and encourage more people to create businesses and jobs. Please do NOT let Desborough be over taken and ruined by a big chain store whose only priority is profit and not the good of a town they don't even know.
	Noted.

	169883
	Belinda Humfrey
	Chairman Desborough Civic Society
	question
	Question 38
	Agree
	We are uneasy about the listing of sites here where they are in ample use as work and educational places. 4: Small shops could be put here but set back to provide a larger street square. Or the present public square, much enjoyed by adults, could be enlarged: flower gardens, not shops. 6: The factory could be used for housing but should be kept for heritage. It could also be used for offices. 8: Exhibition/Conference space? The frontage and outline of the former United Counties Bus Depot should be preserved, as in the accepted planning application. 9: The Co-op Dairy site could be used for 2-3 attractive shops - a Tesco Express, if we must have a Tesco. Local stone should be used and the site ideally incorporated into a circle of development at the top of the High Street.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 38
	No opinion
	Cannot answer as these are outside our parish and councillors do not have sufficient inside knowledge to pass a verdict.
	Noted

	169883
	Belinda Humfrey
	Chairman Desborough Civic Society
	question
	Question 39
	No opinion
	We want the re-use, not redevelopment of the Ritz, Station Road, previously Oddfellows Hall, and since used for a broad range of community activities from dinner dances to theatre and cinema. Change of use to flats was recently refused, even on Appeal. The Community wishes it to be retained for community uses, now that it is for sale for £500K. One potential purchaser has suggested it as a Children's Play Centre for children up to 12 yr, with cafe provision for their parents, and a Function Room for 150 on the top floor. A hotel??
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 39
	No opinion
	Cannot answer as these are outside our parish and councillors do not have sufficient inside knowledge to pass a verdict.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 40
	No opinion
	Cannot answer as these are outside our parish and councillors do not have sufficient inside knowledge to pass a verdict.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 41
	No opinion
	Cannot answer as these are outside our parish and councillors do not have sufficient inside knowledge to pass a verdict.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 42
	No opinion
	Cannot answer as these are outside our parish and councillors do not have sufficient inside knowledge to pass a verdict.
	Noted

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 43
	No opinion
	Any proposals within the conservation area should have regard to an up-to-date Conservation Area Appraisal and maintain the character of the area.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 43
	No opinion
	Cannot answer as these are outside our parish and councillors do not have sufficient inside knowledge to pass a verdict.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 44
	No opinion
	There should be provision for convenience shopping in all medium and large villages.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 44
	No opinion
	Cannot answer as these are outside our parish and councillors do not have sufficient inside knowledge to pass a verdict.
	Noted

	244743
	Sophie Lucas
	Indigo Planning
	question
	Question 44
	No opinion
	I now turn to Question 44 of the LDD which relates to convenience retail provision. This question asks for details of any unmet convenience shopping needs within the Borough, together with details of the location, scale of need and type of provision needed. Sainsbury's Supermarkets Ltd have identified a need for a foodstore within Desborough to meet the needs of the town, given the lack of current significant quantitative or qualitative provision within Desborough itself, and evidence of significant levels of expenditure leakage to other centres such as Kettering, Corby and Market Harborough. In these circumstances SSL contend that it is entirely appropriate to deliver a scale of floorspace to meet these needs, which addresses the leakage of expenditure to such distant locations. However, in order to meet the scale of need identified, it is not clear in the context of the response to Question 37 above, if there are any sites within Desborough town centre itself which are of a suitable scale and which are viable, or which are currently available, to meet this need.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 45
	No opinion
	DIY and garden stores by their nature do not attract many customers who use public transport so their location in or close to the town centre is less important than other types of store. Readily available car parking is more important. General supermarkets located close to the town centre help it to maintain its vibrancy those located away from the centre do the opposite.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 45
	No opinion
	Cannot answer as these are outside our parish and councillors do not have sufficient inside knowledge to pass a verdict.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 46
	No opinion
	Cannot answer as these are outside our parish and councillors do not have sufficient inside knowledge to pass a verdict.
	Noted

	171011
	Ch Supt Paul Fell
	
	question
	Question 47
	No opinion
	Northamptonshire Police would encourage the designation of primary and secondary shopping frontages. This will help to ensure that a high footfall is maintained in areas of retail to ensure vitality and to provide a level of natural surveillance to help keep the area safe. This approach could also help to locate evening uses in appropriate locations to ensure that the town centres are used for more than just the working day and aid the level of surveillance in the area.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 47
	No opinion
	Cannot answer as these are outside our parish and councillors do not have sufficient inside knowledge to pass a verdict.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 48
	No opinion
	They should be on sites that will be willingly used by lorry drivers delivering and collecting locally and by those in transit. The county is situated within 4.5 hours driving of all the major UK ports and is therefore a natural stopping place for drivers to comply with their working regulations. The sites should also be attractive to those lorries waiting for return loads. They should be located, visually screened, off main routes complete with all amenities and probably beds.
	Noted

	171011
	Ch Supt Paul Fell
	
	question
	Question 48
	No opinion
	Clearly the location of HGV parking is an important issue for North Northamptonshire as a whole and it is encouraging that work has been undertaken to look at the issue of HGV parking. The location must be convenient for the Strategic Road Network (i.e. close to the A14) to encourage its use. The design of the area is also important to help to ensure that the site is safe and secure. Crime Prevention Design Advisors should be engaged to ensure the design helps to limit opportunities for crime.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 48
	No opinion
	On the major routes between the major conurbations.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 48
	No opinion
	Convenient location to ensure that HGVs use the site. Situation away from housing to minimise disruption and nuisance to local residents.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 49
	No opinion
	No comment beyond saying that there should be prominent provision for the disposal of litter.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 49
	No opinion
	The usual overnight facilities.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 49
	No opinion
	Toilets, showers, security.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 50
	Agree
	Yes but we have no comment on specific new routes.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 50
	Agree
	Yes. A route between Cranford and Kettering.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 50
	Agree
	Yes. Restoration or provision of safe pavements/footpaths in villages with high traffic flows.
	Noted

	514925
	Natural England
	Consultation Service
	question
	Question 50
	Agree
	Yes, the document should identify improvements to the footpath and cycle network. It may be worth exploring tying this in with identified green infrastructure (GI) corridors.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 51
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	171011
	Ch Supt Paul Fell
	
	question
	Question 51
	No opinion
	There should be consideration of including this type of policy to ensure that cars do not park illegally elsewhere. Any re-provision of car parking within Kettering borough should ensure that the car parks meet the standards of the national safer parking scheme ParkMark. Once again Crime prevention Design Advisors can be of assistance here.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 51
	Agree
	Yes, and free parking made available to encourage people to visit the town centres. The more you take out of their pockets before they get to the shops, the less they have to spend and the less viable the retail units become.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 51
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 52
	Disagree
	No these locations should be determined by the normal planning process.
	Noted, although it is unclear whether this means that the National/Regional policy guidance is sufficient to determine these applications or these applications should benefit from planning permission due to their renewable energy benefits.

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 52
	No opinion
	A criteria based policy would be in line with PPS 22 and the Companion Guide. In particular, it advises that LPAs should ensure that a criteria based policy should afford appropriate protection to the areas around nationally designated sites and advises LPAs to consider undertaking landscape capacity and sensitivity analyses. More detail on renewable energy and climate change and the historic environment is set out in a series of English Heritage guidance documents available on www.helm.org.uk : Wind Energy and the Historic Environment, 2005 http://www.helm.org.uk/server/show/nav.00h01c001/chooseLetter/W Biomass and the Historic Environment, 2006 Climate Change and the Historic Environment, 2008 Micro wind generation and traditional buildings, 2008 Microgeneration in the Historic Environment, 2008 We shall also be publishing guidance on setting later this year, which will be particularly relevant to the issue of the location of wind farms. In addition, we have developed a technical website for use by householders on energy conservation: http://www.climatechangeandyourhome.org.uk/live/ This guidance should also assist in informing the delivery of on site renewables and energy efficiency measures.
	Noted

	169883
	Belinda Humfrey
	Chairman Desborough Civic Society
	question
	Question 52
	No opinion
	We are not in favour of a Rushton Windfarm. Key Site 2 would adapt well to solar panels. Solar panel heating should be a feature of all future building.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 52
	Agree
	Yes, avoiding Wind Turbines. These are inefficient on inland sites. Power from landfill sites generating methane into electricity is a more reliable source.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 52
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	514925
	Natural England
	Consultation Service
	question
	Question 52
	Agree
	We would support the inclusion of a criteria based policy for locating renewable energy development. Such a policy should include the requirement for siting schemes in areas that have the least impact on biodiversity and landscape.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 53
	Disagree
	No these locations should be determined by the normal planning process
	Noted

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 53
	No opinion
	While the identification of specific sites could provide a level of certainty, such sites would need to be subject to rigorous scrutiny, which might be more appropriate at the planning application stage, e.g. as part of an EIA. Without detailed assessment of potential sites, it would probably be better to rely on a criteria-based policy to determine applications.
	Noted

	169883
	Belinda Humfrey
	Chairman Desborough Civic Society
	question
	Question 53
	No opinion
	We are not in favour of a Rushton Windfarm. Key Site 2 would adapt well to solar panels. Solar panel heating should be a feature of all future building.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 53
	Disagree
	There are already sufficient within the Borough.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 53
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 54
	No opinion
	Anything which can be done to reduce car dependency. This is probably best addressed through the Joint Planning Unit for North Northamptonshire since it crosses all local authority boundaries. Imaginative thinking should be applied to minimising car commuting between settlements in the area.
	Noted

	169883
	Belinda Humfrey
	Chairman Desborough Civic Society
	question
	Question 54
	No opinion
	We are not in favour of a Rushton Windfarm. Key Site 2 would adapt well to solar panels. Solar panel heating should be a feature of all future building.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 54
	No opinion
	Cannot answer.
	Noted

	514925
	Natural England
	Consultation Service
	question
	Question 54
	Agree
	We support the LDDs focus on tackling climate change. We would encourage your authority to further explore within the document the role that GI can play in climate change mitigation.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 55
	Agree
	Yes, broadband speed is often poor in rural villages which could inhibit home working.
	Noted

	171011
	Ch Supt Paul Fell
	
	question
	Question 55
	No opinion
	The consideration of broadband facilities should be considered by the plan. There should be a requirement to provide broadband facilities to all new homes and, particularly, to the rural areas. This will aid community cohesion through allowing more people access to broadband and will also enable more efficient use of public services by the public. A more specific issue for the emergency services is that of ensuring that the Airwave system through which officers communicate with the control room adequately covers any parts of the borough with expansion plans. Any high density, high rise buildings may also have an effect on the signal and this should be considered by any new development.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 55
	No opinion
	Cannot answer.
	Noted

	163104
	Ms Rose Freeman
	Planning Assistant The Theatres Trust
	question
	Question 56
	No opinion
	Due to the specific nature of the Trusts remit we are concerned with the protection and promotion of theatres and it is not part of The Theatres Trusts remit to comment on site specific allocations except to provide guidance on assessing the best locations for theatre provision in a town or city which will support and protect sustainable theatre use; the Council should be satisfied that there is adequate provision for cultural facilities and that these are in easily accessible locations by public transport and road with adequate parking.
	Noted

	171011
	Ch Supt Paul Fell
	
	question
	Question 56
	No opinion
	There is clearly a need for new facilities within the borough. The definition of community facilities needs to be considered. It should be wider than just about community centres and cultural facilities. Schools, libraries, health centres and police bases can also have an enormous affect on the community and therefore should also be considered in the document. From a police perspective, the following are what is required for Kettering borough. Serving the whole of North Northamptonshire: Criminal Justice Centre Northern Area Operational Base Serving the whole of Kettering borough Incident Resolution Team Base Town Centre One Stop Shop (to be included in Kettering Town Centre AAP). Safer Community Team Bases in the heart of new developments. Ones at Kettering East and Rothwell/Desborough are already included in planning policy documents and have been discussed with applicants. Facilities should be provided for the whole community to use. Particularly important from a policing perspective is the provision of facilities for youths. Providing things for people to do reduces boredom and therefore lowers levels of anti-social behaviour.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 56
	Agree
	Yes, in the villages.
	Noted, although it would be helpful to be aware of what facilities are required and in what villages or clusters of villages.

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 57
	No opinion
	Efforts should be made to encourage better access to the countryside proper for the urban community. This should be coupled with education about the work done in it and the benefit to be obtained by using it responsibly,
	Noted

	169883
	Belinda Humfrey
	Chairman Desborough Civic Society
	question
	Question 57
	No opinion
	The Hawthorns Leisure Centre building could be updated in its entrance. The Leisure Centre should be retained, perhaps by pairing it to local community use. Ther are numerous self-financing leisure facilities which could be provided on the green site and in the building, which would not compete with the new building on the Grange. The car park is at the best entrance to the Ise Valley walks that are presently being improved. ( See the Nene Valley RPT Revital-Ise plans (Dr Robin Field) for total walk and cycle ways along the Ise). Our main concern is the area from Kelmarsh, or at least the A6 bypass, from Kelmarsh to Rushton.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 57
	Agree
	Yes, those in the three towns and Barton Seagrave especially.
	Noted, but again it would be helpful to know which facilities are requiring improvements.

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 58
	Agree
	Yes and in particular there should be policy that limits out of town supermarket development. Kettering town centre is well served by two major supermarkets that due to their car parking provision bring many people to the town centre for other than supermarket shopping.
	Noted

	171011
	Ch Supt Paul Fell
	
	question
	Question 58
	No opinion
	There should be a protection of important facilities. As stated in our answer to Question 56, new facilities need to be provided, and existing important facilities, including those for young people, need to be maintained.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 58
	Agree
	Yes, especially those in the villages.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 58
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 59
	No opinion
	Shops, Post Offices, Pubs, Village Halls, Churches.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 59
	No opinion
	Shops, schools, post offices, public houses and community meeting places situated in villages
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 60
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	169883
	Belinda Humfrey
	Chairman Desborough Civic Society
	question
	Question 60
	Agree
	Yes, but Desborough lacks cafes (except Icle Star), and restaurants and a family Pub. The Lawrence site is suitable for a bistro. Basic cafe facilities would fit in with a permanent Heritage Centre.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 60
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted, although it would be helpful to have some guidance about what this criteria should include.

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 60
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 61
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 61
	No opinion
	N/A
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 61
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 62
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 62
	Agree
	Yes. There already appear to be sufficient in place and planned. Those that are in place are struggling.
	Noted, although it would be helpful to be aware of those tourism facilities which are struggling and any criteria that could facilitate their existing functions.

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 62
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 63
	Agree
	Yes. The location is best determined by very localised resident groups such as Parish and Town Councils.
	Noted, subsequent public consultation will take place following the identification of any new public open spaces following publication of the next iteration of this plan.

	169883
	Belinda Humfrey
	Chairman Desborough Civic Society
	question
	Question 63
	No opinion
	We await the better provision of the Country Park open space above the Grange. This already has had public consultation financed by the Rockingham Forest Trust. Desborough Nature Reserves, including the Rothwell Gullet, the Plens and Tailby Meadow should be protected as Nature Reserves , not merely open spaces.
	Noted

	171011
	Ch Supt Paul Fell
	
	question
	Question 63
	No opinion
	Where there is a need identified then the LDD should allocate land for open space. As is rightly identified in the document, open space can greatly enhance peoples quality of life and aid community cohesion. Once again Crime Prevention Design Advisors can assist to ensure that any new open space provision is in an appropriate location, taking into account the local crime context, and can ensure that crime is designed out.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 63
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted, although it would have been helpful to provide a map showing potential additional areas of open space.

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 63
	Agree
	Yes but no comment re: areas
	Noted

	514925
	Natural England
	Consultation Service
	question
	Question 63
	Agree
	We welcome the inclusion of a section on open space and biodiversity and think that the LDD should allocate land for open space. It is important to identify the types of open space that would be appropriate in the allocated areas through some form of criteria based policy so that open space is not taken just to mean amenity grassland and that more semi-natural areas of importance for biodiversity are also provided.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 64
	Agree
	Yes it certainly should since linkage is vital. Perhaps this should be the subject of further consultation.
	Noted, any new links identified will be identified in the next iteration of this document and be publically consulted upon.

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 64
	Agree
	Yes. To protect the environment and small communities.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 64
	Agree
	Yes but no comment re: specific routes
	Noted

	514925
	Natural England
	Consultation Service
	question
	Question 64
	Strongly Agree
	We strongly support this approach. Every opportunity should be taken to tie open space and settlements in with the GI network.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 65
	Agree
	Yes and they should be identified on the proposals map.
	Noted, all new allocations will be shown on the proposals map.

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 65
	No opinion
	As well as open spaces for recreation and amenity use, there will be important open land within built up areas that contribute to the townscape character of the settlement. These may have been identified in Conservation Area Appraisals. If sites are to be shown on the proposals map, their inclusion would need to be justified through a survey process, e.g. Conservation Area Appraisal, Village Design Statement or Parish Plan. They could be protected through a criteria based policy.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 65
	No opinion
	Have regard to the population affected and the age/mix, on the proposals map.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 65
	Agree
	Yes. Every effort should be used to maintain existing open spaces within settlements. Such open spaces should be clearly delineated on the proposals map after detailed consultation with the community affected.
	Noted

	514925
	Natural England
	Consultation Service
	question
	Question 65
	Agree
	Yes, but a criteria based policy should be developed so that all types of open space are considered for their relative importance.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 66
	No opinion
	These criteria surely exist at a national level.
	Noted, it is not the intention of this document to repeat or duplicate national planning policy guidance or statements.

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 66
	No opinion
	When development is likely to adversely affect the site. The value of the soil on the sites needs to be addressed, bearing in mind the dire warnings on future food shortages.
	Noted

	214931
	Ms Heather Ball
	Nene Valley Project Manager Wildlife Trust for Bedfordshire, Cambridgeshire Northamptonshire and Peterborough
	question
	Question 66
	No opinion
	Local Wildlife Sites should not be considered suitable sites for development. Local Wildlife Sites are areas of land rich in wildlife. They are places where species and habitats flourish because of past management and are the most important areas for biodiversity outside legally protected sites. Similarly to historic or archaeological sites they often cannot simply be moved or recreated elsewhere as they rely heavily on many biotic and abiotic factors and have developed over many years. In the Wildlife Trusts view these sites should be protected from development in the LDF. In addition, the potential impact on these sites by proposed developments should be considered when allocating land. During 2008 a number of Local Wildlife Sites in Kettering Borough were surveyed, and some new sites were identified. The maps showing these will be updated shortly and will be made available to the Borough Council as soon as possible to assist with the development of this LDD. Any review of open spaces should also respect these designations, not only through retaining their protected status, but also through ensuring the impacts on these sites are considered when reviewing greenspace provision and green infrastructure. Potential Wildlife Sites should also be protected from development unless a thorough process of surveying can prove that a site is in fact not locally significant for its biodiversity. Related to this question and to Question 64, Local and Potential Wildlife Sites form a vital basis for developing Green Infrastructure and allowing adaptation to climate change. Development should contribute to green infrastructure provision that follows corridors of high biodiversity value, as marked by the location of Local and Potential Wildlife Sites. The most obvious corridor is the Ise Valley, but other corridors could be identified through a habitat network mapping exercise similar to that carried out recently for Northampton Borough.
	Noted, these comments will inform the next iteration of the Site Specific Proposals LDD.

	514925
	Natural England
	Consultation Service
	question
	Question 66
	No opinion
	The potential impacts upon the integrity of sites of regional and local interest must be considered. There should be a preclusion against development that would irreversibly effect the special interest features for which those sites are considered to be important.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 67
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	169883
	Belinda Humfrey
	Chairman Desborough Civic Society
	question
	Question 67
	Agree
	Yes, with advice from Desborough & District Wildlife Trust and Revital -Ise.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 67
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 67
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	214931
	Ms Heather Ball
	Nene Valley Project Manager Wildlife Trust for Bedfordshire, Cambridgeshire Northamptonshire and Peterborough
	question
	Question 67
	Agree
	Yes - National legislation, policy and guidance now require a significant commitment to biodiversity conservation from local authorities and other public bodies. If biodiversity is to be conserved it needs to be considered within strategic policy. This includes Local Development Frameworks. All areas of BAP habitat should be protected from development as these are national priority habitats of conservation concern. Most areas of BAP habitat will be covered by a Local or Potential Wildlife Site designation; where this is not the case it is likely that the habitat will be of Local Wildlife Site standard but has not yet been identified and surveyed. In order to prevent further species extinctions in the county areas of habitat need to be extended and buffered. This will create more space for species to live and reduce the risks posed by external pressures. Areas of existing habitat need to be linked together to allow species to move. This is especially important in the face of climate change where species will need to move to find more suitable climates. The creation of BAP habitats should be linked to development and the provision of green infrastructure and other open spaces. However, biodiverse habitats are not always easy to create and must be considered early on in any proposed scheme to allow their location and type to be well thought out. The on-going management of existing BAP habitats should also be encouraged as well as encouraging creation of new habitat. In order to prevent loss of BAP habitats and Local Wildlife Sites they must be managed appropriately. Inappropriate management is one of the main reasons for loss of biodiversity on non-statutory sites. Positive conservation management should be encouraged on any existing Wildlife Site or area of non-designated BAP habitat, particularly areas owned or managed by Kettering Borough Council. I hope that these comments are of use; for further clarification on any points please contact me. The Wildlife Trust would like to be involved in the further development of this LDD and other LDF documents, so if we can be of any further assistance please do not hesitate to contact me.
	Noted

	514925
	Natural England
	Consultation Service
	question
	Question 67
	Agree
	Yes. There should be a robust policy developed to this effect.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 68
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 68
	No opinion
	The implementation of the European Landscape Convention has already been referred to; in the European context this embraces urban as well as rural landscapes. A policy on landscape character would therefore be desirable. The Northamptonshire Environmental Character Assessment includes policy statements, including those for the historic landscapes of the county. This should provide the basis for a more detailed policy.
	Noted, the contents of these documents will inform the next iteration of this document.

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 68
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 68
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 69
	No opinion
	National policy already exists.
	Noted, it is not the intention of this document to repeat National Planning Policy Guidance or Statements.

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 69
	No opinion
	As part of the heritage protection reforms, it is proposed that local authorities should establish local lists of locally important historic buildings, structures, sites and features; we would therefore support the inclusion of a policy which sets out the criteria for including an item on the list and defining the level of protection that local listing would provide.
	Noted

	169883
	Belinda Humfrey
	Chairman Desborough Civic Society
	question
	Question 69
	Agree
	Yes. Desborough Civic Society, with guidance from Dr Peter Hill, wrote up and submitted Local Lists' forms for Desborough Town Centr in 2007-08 but did not get a letter of receipt. Where are they?? Local lists, as advised by English Heritage, should include the former Lawence factory and cottages no. 15-19 and Georgian house no.21 Harborough Road Desborough.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 69
	Agree
	Yes. Cranford already has many listed buildings some of which are questionable, whereas there are some buildings worthy of listing that are not. A more common sense approach needs to be addressed when considering planning application for these buildings, bearing in mind the need to maintain them.
	The de-listing of buildings would need to be done through an application to English Heritage. However, a local list of locally important buildings including historic buildings and those of special design would ensure their future protection to the benefit of local communities. It would be appreciated if a list of those locally important buildings was submitted to the Local Planning Authority for consideration and inclusion in any subsequent local list.

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 69
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 70
	No opinion
	The Core Spatial Strategy provides little guidance on the management of the historic environment in North Northamptonshire. Hence, there is an opportunity through this DPD to set out how the historic environment from a local perspective will be managed, for example: - by highlighting those aspects of the historic environment which are considered to contribute to the distinct identity of the area and indicating how they will be safeguarded or enhanced, including a commitment to the production of up-to-date Conservation Area Appraisals and Management Plans for all of the Boroughs conservation areas; - indicating how threats to historic assets in the area will be managed, e.g. major development or renewable energy installations (including any associated infrastructure), - considering how at risk assets might be addressed, and - identifying opportunities for enhancement and local benefits associated with the historic environment, by indicating how it will be used to assist in the delivery of other spatial objectives, e.g. green infrastructure and regeneration schemes.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 70
	No opinion
	Ensure that future development is at least one kilometre away from the nearest boundary of a conservation area.
	Noted, although some well planned development will actually serve to enhance a conservation area and conservation areas are not intended to be static areas which are not subject to change.

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 71
	No opinion
	Undesignated archaeology could also be addressed in an historic environment or separate policy. The county Historic Environment Record should be consulted about any specific local issues.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 71
	Agree
	Sites such as Triangular Lodge and Queen Eleanor Cross should be protected.
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 72
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted, although it is unclear as to whether there is a need for an additional policy regarding historic parks and gardens or not from this comment.

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 72
	No opinion
	While PPG 15 advises that the effect of proposed development on a registered park or garden or its setting should be a material consideration in the determination of a planning application, there is scope for a local policy that covers both the four nationally registered historic parks and gardens and locally important historic parks and gardens (as advised by the County Garden History Society). This could provide more detailed criteria regarding the protection of a park or gardens layout, design, character and setting; encourage restoration, where appropriate, and encourage the preparation of conservation statements or management plans and the implementation of appropriate enhancement schemes.
	Noted

	169883
	Belinda Humfrey
	Chairman Desborough Civic Society
	question
	Question 72
	No opinion
	Northants. Green Space is not adequately protected. That is why the Nene Valley Regional parks' Team, via NCC, was set up as a Community Land Trust to provide protection. Harrington and Rushton Hall and grounds are of special significance for Desborough, as are surrounding fields and woodlands. We wish for protected green walkways and fields along the Ise, including Kelmarsh to Rushton, and all around Desborough.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 72
	Agree
	Adequately protected by National Policy, the National Trust and English Heritage providing their views are adhered to.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 72
	No opinion
	A local policy is needed.
	Noted, although it would be useful to know what additional protection is required for these historic parks and gardens and any locally important areas which are not nationally designated.

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 73
	Agree
	Yes. There are good design documents available from the Rockingham Forest Trust and one produced by the Falkirk Local Authority which is particularly strong on the design of extensions to houses.
	Noted

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 73
	No opinion
	Detailed advice might be better addressed by a SPD.
	Noted

	169883
	Belinda Humfrey
	Chairman Desborough Civic Society
	question
	Question 73
	Agree
	Yes, too little attention has been given to this.
	Noted

	171011
	Ch Supt Paul Fell
	
	question
	Question 73
	No opinion
	The CSS already contains in policy 13 strong policy on design, including the need to apply to the principles of Secured by Design to all development. The accompanying Sustainable Design SPD also provides further details and references Secured by Design. Further detail on what this actually means in practice may be useful to include within the document and Northamptonshire Police would be keen to work with you to outline the requirements to design out crime effectively.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 73
	Agree
	Yes. Consideration should be taken into account of the local design and landscape.
	Noted, locally specific work currently being undertaken to inform the next iteration of this document will take account of local design, materials and land form and can be used to shape all future development.

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 73
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 74
	Agree
	See Question 27 above. English Heritage would generally support the inclusion of a policy that seeks to maintain the townscape character of such areas. A related issue is the loss of gardens, which should be resisted, if possible.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 74
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 74
	Agree
	Yes
	Noted

	162850
	Mr Keith Allsop
	Hon Tech Sec CPRE
	question
	Question 75
	No opinion
	It might be helpful if there was an approved format for a VDS that would enable it to be readily accepted as a supplementary planning document. Parish Plans tend to be much less specific on design matters and serve a different purpose to a VDS.
	Noted, the Site Specific Proposals LDD is unlikely to propose a format for Village Design Statements and/or Parish Plans but could take forward some of the concepts and ideas which these documents propose through the next iteration of the plan to the benefit of these rural areas.

	163411
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	question
	Question 75
	No opinion
	As well as Village Design Statements and Parish Plans, up-to-date Conservation Area Appraisals and Management Plans should be a material consideration when determining planning applications within conservation areas.
	Noted

	173063
	Mr Peter Quincey
	Clerk Cranford Parish Council
	question
	Question 75
	No opinion
	Shows the need for a Village Plan and Design Statement.
	Noted

	211714
	Mr John Strutt
	Parish Clerk Dingley Parish Council
	question
	Question 75
	No opinion
	Dingley has not adopted either a Village Design Statement or Parish Plan so are unable to comment.
	Noted


