Section 8 – Tourism and Leisure
	Subject
	Full Name
	Organisation Details
	ID
	Your view
	Reason for comment
	KBC response

	Option 57
	Mr Bill Swaney
	Chairman Ashley Parish Council
	658
	Agree
	
	Noted.

	Option 57
	Mr Stephen Castens
	
	1112
	Strongly Agree
	The policy should include rural opportunities as this is an under visited area yet very special and historic it should encourage local initiatives such as the Welland valley cycle route, the council should help provide assessment resources to facilitate such projects
	Consideration will be given to rural opportunities for tourism and leisure development within the next iteration of this plan or may alternatively be covered at the North Northamptonshire level through preparation of the Joint Core Strategy. Any policy relating to leisure and tourism must ensure that such development is appropriately located within Kettering Borough.

	Option 57
	Mrs Paula Holmes
	
	1183
	Strongly Agree
	I feel that using existing buildings, especially heritage assets of local importance is very important and that this should be done to enhance and preserve those buildings.
	Noted.

	Option 58
	Mr Darren Hale
	
	53
	Strongly Agree
	Strategic level should be set to avoid conflicting policies
	Noted.

	Option 58
	Mr Bill Swaney
	Chairman Ashley Parish Council
	659
	Strongly disagree
	CSS and national are not sensitive enough for local needs
	Noted.

	Option 58
	Mrs Paula Holmes
	
	1185
	Strongly Agree
	Using existing buildings rather than allowing these to be demolished for short term gain should be encouraged as per the CSS
	Noted.

	Option 58
	
	Eveden Group Ltd
	1295
	Strongly disagree
	A separate policy for KBC over and above the CSS adds complexity for business.
	Noted.

	Option 58
	
	Planning Consultant Berrys
	1275
	Agree
	The CSS provides enough guidance without the requirement of further policy criteria at a local level.
	Noted.

	Option 58
	Mr Stephen Castens
	
	1113
	Strongly disagree
	you need a local plan in addition
	Noted.

	Question 30
	Mr Darren Hale
	
	54
	Strongly Agree
	There is adequate guidance
	Noted.

	Question 30
	Mr William Driver
	Technical Secretary CPRE
	474
	Disagree
	National planning policy no longer provides adequate guidance and this now needs to be addressed in the LDD
	Thank you for your comment which is duly noted.

	Question 30
	Miss Ann Plackett
	Regional Planner, East Midlands Region English Heritage
	1713
	Agree
	Question 30: Option 57 Tourism and Leisure There would be merit in including a local policy to provide clarity and address local issues, including how development based on cultural/ heritage assets should be addressed. Note on comments on preferred site options and the sustainability appraisal English Heritage has reviewed the sites listed under the preferred options in terms of their potential impacts on designated heritage assets and their setting and any more local issues that we are aware of. The views of the county Historic Environment Record, particularly with regard to archaeology, should be taken into account together with any specific development/design principles that they recommend. As we do not have a detailed local knowledge of the settlements, including the villages, we are not able to comment on all of the draft the development/ design principles, but support their inclusion in the LDD. Where appropriate, they should have regard to Conservation Area Appraisals/ Management Plans. The comments on the specific sites are made within the context of the NPPF and English Heritage’s guidance on setting: http://www.english-heritage.org.uk/publications/setting-heritage-assets/ We are concerned that the Sustainability Appraisal does not always address the impacts on the historic environment. Settlement maps We recommend that the Proposals Maps for the preferred sites should include the boundaries of conservation areas for clarity, especially in relation to the development/deign principles. It would also be desirable to include any scheduled monuments that are within or adjacent to the settlement boundary.
	Noted.

	Question 30
	Belinda Humfrey
	Chairman Desborough Civic Society
	1797
	Agree
	Tourism and Leisure: National Planning Policy and the CSS might be adequate in advice, further to PPS4. But does KBC follow the policies? Regeneration of town centres should recognise the historically important. In Desborough a Conservation Area should not be destroyed for a supermarket such as found within every 5 miles. Museum/heritage centres benefit an economy and should be supported. Kettering Museum is not well supported and the Tourism Office has been closed. (The attractive Desborough Heritage Centre is self-sufficient, run by volunteers) The Hawthorns Leisure Centre and its Open Space by the Ise Valley should be run by the DCDT as a town centre at no cost to KBC.
	Noted.

	Question 30
	Mr Bill Swaney
	Chairman Ashley Parish Council
	661
	Strongly disagree
	National and CSS policies are not sensitive enough to Borough needs. An example that should be promoted locally is the Welland Valley Cycle Path along the old Market Harborough to Peterborough railway. Local tourism policy could also address the agriculture and food production that this area does so well. Other areas have done this and become thriving market towns and foodie destinations.
	Thank you for your comments regarding the importance of a local tourism policy which will be considered in the preparation of the Pre-submission Site Specific Proposals LDD.

	Question 30
	Mr Stephen Castens
	
	1114
	Strongly disagree
	Local plans are needed in addition to national. The local plan should encourage and facilitate local initiatives?
	Noted.

	Question 30
	Mr Gary Duthie
	Clerk Broughton Parish Council
	2063
	Agree
	Yes, ploughing through planning policy and the CSS is very hard work so local is very important.
	Noted. 
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