Full Planning Committee - 06  November  2012
Agenda Update
               

4.1
KET/2011/0235        


North Desborough (Land at), Desborough

               

No update

               

4.2
KET/2012/0548        


36 Cecil Street, Rothwell

               

No update

               

4.3
KET/2012/0556        


Land to the North of Burton Wold Farm, Wold Road, Burton Latimer

               

Please see response from Cranford Parish Council (as attached).

The Borough Council of Wellingborough is taking a report to their Planning Committee on 21st November 2012.  The draft report recommends that Wellingborough Members raise no objections to the proposed development subject to Kettering Borough Council satisfying themselves that matters of; noise;  Shadow flicker; Land use considerations; Landscape and Visual Impact (including the cumulative visual impact); Ecology and Nature Conservation; Historic Environment; Geology, Hydrology and Hydrogeology; Air Quality; Access and Highway Safety; and Air Traffic Control have been adequately assessed and appropriate mitigation measures are secured to address any adverse impacts that are identified during the determination process of the application. Also, that the responses from Finedon Parish Council and the resident of no. 54 Burton Road, Finedon who objected to the proposal are taken into consideration.  The response from Finedon Parish Council was considered in the Officers report however, the neighbouring property objected on the grounds of; too close to residential properties; too many [wind turbines] in the area already and relocate further out into the countryside.

The Joint Radio Company (JRC) analyse proposals for wind farms on behalf of the UK Fuel and Power Industry.  They have objected to the proposal on the grounds that turbines 1-5 and 7&8 fall within 1km/0.5km of a protected site or path managed by JRC and as a consequence JRC objects on behalf of Western Power Distribution (Midlands).

Officer Comments
The majority of Cranford is located in a dip and screened by foreground screening in between the village and the A14.  The turbines and the additional height therefore are unlikely to have a visual impact on the village.  The closest turbine to the SSSI is in a similar position to that of the previously approved scheme and the impacts are considered minimal as outlined in the officer's report.

      
The existing turbines are clearly visible from the public highway and the proposed scheme will be viewed with the existing turbines behind.  Although the proposed turbines will be more prominent from the A14, these would not be considered as an additional distraction to drivers given how clearly visible the existing turbines are.

Any potential impacts from noise, disturbance, shadow flicker or TV interference would be addressed by the requirements of the conditions already suggested in the officer's report.

The photomontages submitted with the application represent those locations where there are clear views to the proposed turbines.  The views taken surrounding Cranford (to the north and east of the settlement) represent those locations where views are likely, i.e. where the ground levels begin to rise or foreground screening is not available to block views to the turbines.

The comments raised by Finedon Parish Council and the neighbouring objector have previously been addressed in the officers report.  The considerations of Noise; Shadow flicker; Land use considerations; Landscape and Visual Impact (including the cumulative visual impact); Ecology and Nature Conservation; Historic Environment; Geology, Hydrology and Hydrogeology; Air Quality; Access and Highway Safety; and Air Traffic Control have been addressed in the submitted EIA and officers report and any mitigation measures necessary are outlined in the accompanying conditions.

JRC are the only link provider identifying a potential impact, this is addressed in the submitted EIA, which states that there are existing turbines at Burton Wold Wind Farm which are located within closer proximity to the link path than those proposed under this Revised Northern Extension. Thus, it is anticipated that the proposal will not have any significant impact on this link. Should this proposed development be found to have an adverse effect, technical mitigation could alleviate any impact.

Conditions
The following revisions to conditions are proposed:

Condition 7 should read:
No development shall commence on site unless and until full plans and details of the proposed substation building have been submitted to and approved in writing by the LPA. The development shall not be carried out other than in accordance with the approved plans and details.
REASON:  In the interests of the visual amenities of the area in accordance with policy 13 of the North Northamptonshire Core Spatial Strategy. 

Condition 8 should read:
The local planning authority shall be notified in writing of any wind turbine that fails to continuously produce electricity for supply to the electricity grid for a period of 12 months. This wind turbine and its associated ancillary equipment shall be removed from the site within a period of 6 months from the end of that 12 month period, in accordance with a scheme that has first been submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority. That scheme shall include the details of the manner, management and timing of the works to be undertaken and shall also include a traffic management plan for the removal of the large turbine components. That part of the site shall be restored in accordance with a detailed scheme that has first been submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority.  
REASON: In recognition of the expected life of the proposal and to prevent an unnecessary impact on the landscape and the surrounding environment in accordance with policies 25 and 26 of the East Midlands Regional Plan and policy 13 of the North Northamptonshire Core Spatial Strategy.

               

4.4
KET/2012/0575        


15 Forest Glade, Kettering

               

Late neighbour representation received: The boundary drawn incorrectly shows part of a shared drive within the curtilage of the site. This is immaterial to the proposal which involves an extension to the north elevation of the dwelling. The site boundary does not indicate ownership or rights of access.

               

4.5
KET/2012/0589        


10 Cranford Road, Barton Seagrave

               

No update

               

4.6
KET/2012/0618        


23 Hollands Drive, Burton Latimer

               

No update

5.1
ENFO/2012/00102        


36 Cecil Street, Rothwell

               

No update

