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

Planning Policy Committee

Meeting held – 3rd August  2006

Present:
Councillor Civil (Chair)


Councillors Gordon, C Groome, Jones, Smith-Haynes, Tebbutt and Tod 
06.PP.12
APOLOGIES


Apologies were received from Councillors Coe, M Lynch, Titcombe and Whitlam.


It was noted that Councillors Gordon, Jones and Tebbutt were acting as substitutes for the meeting. 

06.PP.13
MINUTES

RESOLVED
that the minutes of the meeting of the Committee held on 24th July 2006 be approved and signed by the Chair
06.PP.14
KETTERING TOWN CENTRE AREA ACTION PLAN AND KETTERING URBAN EXTENSION AREA ACTION PLAN: ISSUES AND OPTIONS PAPER


A report was submitted requesting members to agree the contents of the draft Kettering Town Centre and Kettering Urban Extension Area Action Plan Issues and Options Papers for public consultation of a draft of the Rothwell and Desborough Urban Extension Area Action Plan Preferred Options report.


Copies of the draft Issues and Options Paper had been provided to members. 


Bill Burton addressed the Committee under the Council's Right to Speak Policy.


Members considered the report and made a number of suggestions and comments, a list of which are appended to these minutes. It was   

RESOLVED
(i) that the Kettering Town Centre and Urban Extension Area Action Plans Issues and Options Papers, including the amendments discussed at the meeting, be agreed for public consultation  


(ii) that thanks be extended to all officers involved in the preparation of the Issues and Options Papers.

Appendix 1


Kettering Town Centre

· Document will be available to the general public from the end of August 2006

· Statutory Notices, advertising campaign, workshops, leaflet drops, website and availability of documents in public places would be included in  the consultation 

· A glossary of abbreviations would be included in the documents

· Documents should make clear what has already been decided and what is being consulted on

· Executive summary of document would be welcomed

· Page 40 (key junctions) and page 46 (bus hubs) should include reference to Windmill Avenue/Barton Road junction, Deeble Road/Windmill Avenue junction and Warkton Lane/Barton Road junction

· Page 39 map details all journeys going to town centre and not traversing the town centre 

· Reference to traffic/pedestrians using Tresham Institute should be included in the document

· A compass sign should be included on all maps in the document

· Some potential development sites may require the Council to utilise its powers in securing land (Section 8 details the relevant options)

· Many other documents are referred to in the Issues and Options Paper  - can they be made available as a package (All documents can be made available to any member of the public who requests them, they are also available in the Members Room, on the website and at the Planning reception desk)

· Government assistance should be detailed on pages 16 and 28 (It was noted that there had been  a recent announcement on this matter) 

· Reference to mixed tenures eg shared ownership should be included 

· A contents page for the document would be welcomed 

· Page 43, pedestrian and cycle routes, should include Barton Road and Windmill Avenue (It was agreed these would be referred to as ‘outer routes’)

· Clarity between Kettering Town Centre and Kettering Town in a wider sense was required

· Page 7 – A14 should be extended to the coast on the map, and mention made of the forthcoming high speed rail link to the continent

· Page 17 Objective 2  - use words ‘enhancing vibrant town centre’. Objective 4 – include reference to rail (Councillor Groome suggested the following wording ‘capitalise on close proximity of railway station to the town centre’) Objective 6 – provide definition of backland sites. 

· No mention of riverside development

· Maps on pages 23 and 25 be clarified with regard to proposed development, and be displayed next to each other to enable comparison

· Page 42 does not include reference to improvement for vehicular access to the town centre

· Page 62 include reference to Tresham Institute of Further and Higher Education

· Page 68  -  make the Council’s position with regard to land acquisition stronger (Cath Harvey to ascertain legal position on this matter)

· Page 67 – include the Parish Church as an example of an ecological asset

· Page 49  - add underground car parking to Issue 34

· Amend titles to include ‘Area Action Plans’


Kettering Urban Extension

· Page 74 – amend date to November 2005

· Page 75 – amend 1st paragraph to improve clarity 

(At this juncture Councillor Jones declared a personal interest as Parish Councillor for Warkton)

· Page 106 – Issue 38, 1.5 car parking space is maximum average. (It was noted that there may be more flexibility on this in the future)

· Page 90 – Issue 18, include reference to availability of broadband throughout the urban extension

· Clarify what is Borough, what is A6 Towns and what is rural

· Ensure full contact details for officers  are displayed in the document

· Page 86 – paragraph 3, include reference to room sizes

· Page 91 – Open Space Needs Assessment – will not be available until end of September, although it was unlikely that standards of provision would be amended from the draft

· Reference to linear park along the river Ise river not included in the document. Need for continued use and development of bridleways,.which are not mentioned in document. Horse riding popular in the Borough. Land at Ise/Gawthropps field could be commercially developed. (Include at Issue 30 reference to bridleways, paddocks and footpaths)

· Define industrial expansion

· Page 90 – Issue 17, some difference between text and issue 17b

· Employment land would be required as early in the process as possible

· Page 103 – Issue 34 include road network map

· Page 96 - Issue 23, amend wording to ‘enhance existing facilities…’

· Page 103 – Issue 34, connectivity is not just to the town centre but Borough wide. This part of document seems to be lacking information Roads need major strategic improvement which is not detailed in the document. An eastern bypass is required before any development. Warkton Lane to Warkton village needs to be blocked off as the village cannot cope with additional traffic. There is no mention of addressing access to Warkton Lodge (Kathy Rivett advised it was as yet unknown what would be the outcome of the Transport Study and option 34 sought the views of local people and developers. It was agreed that the roads listed in Issue 34 would be separated out in order that people could respond as required. It was also agreed that the text would include reference to vehicular access and ask where key connections should go). It was agreed that suitable wording be drafted in consultation with the Chair and emailed to all Planning Policy Committee members and substitutes for comment)

(The meeting started at 7.00 pm and ended at 9.25 pm)

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

Chair

Planning Policy Committee No. 1

3.8.06

Planning Policy No. 2
3.8.06

