
B O R O U G H   O F   K E T T E R I N G

PLANNING POLICY COMMITTEE

21st October 2008

Present:
Councillor Freer (Chair)


Councillors Bayes, Civil, Groome, Marks, Tebbutt, Watts and Wiley

08.PP.27
APOLOGIES


Apologies were received from Councillors Lamb and S Lynch.

08.PP.28
MINUTES


Following a question from a Member, the Chair provided an update on the consideration by neighbouring councils of the extension of powers of the North Northamptonshire Joint Planning Committee (Minute No. 08.PP.23 refers). 

RESOLVED
that, subject to the inclusion of an apology for absence from Councillor Groome, the Minutes of the meeting of the Committee held on 16 September 2008 be approved as a correct record and signed by the Chair.

08.PP.29
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST


No declarations of interest were submitted.

08.PP.30
NORTHAMPTONSHIRE MINERALS AND WASTE DEVELOPMENT FRAMEWORK (ITEM 6)

The Committee considered the report submitted by the Head of Development Services on a number of consultations relating to the Northamptonshire Minerals and Waste Development Framework. The report summarised the purpose and key aspects of consultations in respect of the: 

· Core Strategy – Proposed Submission

· Control and Management of Development – Proposed Approach

· Locations for Waste Development – Supplementary Preferred Options.

Members discussed the proposed response to Northamptonshire County Council in connection with each of the consultations.

Core Strategy - Proposed Submission

Officers understood that an area of sand and gravel to the north of Kettering would be safeguarded from development that might prejudice the possibility of future extraction activity. 

The Committee discussed the extent to which construction waste would be recycled. In that connection, Members had regard to section 2.5 of the report which indicated that the need to increase inert recycling capacity for construction and demolition waste had been recognised.

Following a question from a Member, the Committee considered the way in which sites were selected and the role of landowners in proposing suitable sites. Some concern was expressed that the sites proposed by landowners might not necessarily be the best sites. The landscape impact of minerals and waste development activity would be an important local consideration.      

Further to a review of page 25 of the detailed Core Strategy, a Member commented that the areas described as safeguarded were not shown as being protected on the plan. In that regard, Members considered that this apparent inconsistency needed to be addressed. 

The Committee considered the implications of paragraph 2.5 of the report which indicated that Kettering, Desborough, Rothwell and Burton Latimer were identified as locations for integrated and advanced treatment facilities. Officers understood that, apart from one site located south of the A14, no specific proposals had been received.  

Locations for Waste Development – Supplementary Preferred Options

Northamptonshire County Council had previously undertaken consultation regarding the preferred options for sites which could accommodate minerals extraction and waste management activity. Following this process, all sites proposed within Kettering Borough had been withdrawn. The County Council was now consulting on the locations for waste development and sought views on:

· A new site to the south of the A14 at Kettering for an integrated waste management facility

· The industrial areas, and their boundaries, where locating waste management uses would be acceptable “in principle”.

The report outlined the comments that officers proposed to send to the County Council in view of some significant questions about the way in which the site had been assessed against previously identified sites. It appeared that the County Council had accepted the farmland located at Junction 9 of the A14 as a preferred site for an integrated waste treatment facility. 

A range of concerns were discussed by the Committee including:

· visual impact of the development – the site held a  prominent location visible from parts of southern Kettering
· impact of the traffic generated by the proposed use

· the assessment undertaken in relation to the criteria – it appeared to Members that the site did not meet the criteria and the criteria used were focused on need and limited on impacts of the development
· use of a greenfield site before sufficient consideration had been undertaken to assess existing brownfield sites

· ownership of the site.

The Committee discussed the triangular area of land located 

between Isham Road and Pytchley Golf Course, as partially indicated at the foot of Appendix 3 of the report. Councillors particularly commented on the local amenity and landscape value currently provided by the open farmland at the site.

Members recognised the need to ensure that important sites at the entrance to the Borough included landmark buildings denoting the gateway to the town.  The proposals that were submitted did not correspond with emerging local aspirations for sites near the Venture Park and could be detrimental to the future promotion of Kettering to inward investors.  In that connection, sites near the prominent junction of the A14 were considered important for future growth. 

RESOLVED
(1) that the contents of the report submitted by the Head of Development Services be noted.  

(2) that representations be submitted in response to the consultations by Northamptonshire County Council based on the comments outlined in section 2 of the report, and the specific concerns expressed by the Committee regarding site selection. 

(3) that Northamptonshire County Council be requested to seek more suitable, alternative sites and to provide a response to the concerns identified by Members.

(4) that the Head of Development Services meets with the County Council’s Officer responsible for the Minerals and Waste Development Framework, to seek clarification regarding the procedural and ownership considerations identified by the Committee, and to undertake further discussion.  
08.PP.31   GUIDANCE ON VILLAGE DESIGN STATEMENTS AND PARISH PLANS (ITEM 7)

The Head of Development Services submitted a Guidance Note on the procedures for producing Village Design Statements and Parish Plans. The Note explained the way in which the Council could support rural communities who were preparing the documents. In particular, the Note would help to ensure that the documents were produced in a format which could influence the Borough’s emerging Local Development Framework and the determination of planning applications. A copy of the Guidance Note had been issued to members of the Rural Forum.   

During discussion about the Guidance Note, the Committee was advised that whilst it was cheaper for local councils to prepare Village Design Statements which focused on local design considerations, Parish Plans had a broader focus and included a community vision.  Grants were currently available to local councils who wished to develop a Plan and it was likely that more Parish Plans would be received by the Council in the future. 

Following a question from a Member, the Committee recognised that the proposed adoption of Parish Plans (which met appropriate quality standards and relevant criteria) as “informal Council policy” needed to be clarified. 

Councillors Bayes and Groome declared personal interests in connection with this item of business on the grounds that Parish Councils in their respective Wards had produced either Village Design Statements or a Parish Plan, but that the current position regarding these documents needed to be reviewed. In that connection, the Committee considered that local councils who were proposing to develop a Parish Plan needed to be advised on the difference that an adopted document could make in planning terms. The Planning Policy Manager confirmed that it was helpful for officers to meet with local councils at an early stage to provide guidance about the planning framework.  

               RESOLVED  

(1) that the contents of the Village Design Statements and Parish Plans Guidance be noted.


(2) that further advice is provided at a future meeting of the Committee regarding the extent to which Village Design Statements and Parish Plans which meet appropriate standards can be 
adopted as formal Council policy.

(3) that officers contact Councillors Bayes and Groome regarding the Village Design Statements or Parish Plans which have been developed in Barton Seagrave and Burton Latimer.   

(The meeting started at 7.00 pm and ended at 8.20 pm)

Signed ....................................................

Chair
Planning Policy No. 

(21.10.08)

