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

PLANNING COMMITTEE
Meeting held – 18th December 2012

Present:
Councillor Shirley Lynch (Chair)


Councillors Adams, Bayes, Bellamy, Brown, Freer, Jelley 

and Soans

12.PC.54
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST


None.
*12.PC.55
ITEMS OF URGENT BUSINESS

None
*12.PC.56
APPLICATIONS FOR PLANNING PERMISSION

The Committee considered the following applications for planning permission which were set out in the Head of Development Control’s Report and which were supplemented verbally at the meeting.  One speaker attended the meeting and spoke on applications in accordance with the Right to Speak Policy.


The report included details of applications and, where applicable, results of statutory consultations and representations which had been received from interested bodies and individuals, and the Committee reached the following decisions:-

12.PC.57
APPROVAL OF CONDITIONS 73A (A14 ACCESS) AT EAST KETTERING SUSTAINABLE URBAN EXTENSION, EAST OF KETTERING FOR ALLEDGE BRROK LLP, AOC/0694/0706

A report was submitted the purpose of which was to provide members with the details and recommendation for one condition which had been submitted relating to the A14 access.

It was reported that outline permission was granted for the East Kettering development in April 2010.  The application site was an area of 328.5 hectares to the east of Kettering and Barton Seagrave.  The permission was in outline (with all matters reserved) for 5,500 dwellings and related development. This included a secondary school, four primary schools, retail, employment, hotel, health, leisure and community uses and formal and informal open space.  

Conditions were attached to the planning permission (91 in total) and a S106 agreement was completed.  Work started early in 2012 to discharge pre-commencement conditions.  The planning permission required that some conditions were discharged prior to submission of the reserved matters; all reserved matters on one parcel of land must be submitted by 31st March 2013.  

It was reported that a number of options for the development’s access to the A14 had been assessed in order to ascertain whether there was a viable alternative option to that consented through the outline planning permission i.e. option B. 

Many of the options were considered to result in unacceptable impacts either in highway terms, residential amenity or on the environment. 

The Highways Agency (HA) had made clear their position and policy. Many of the options considered represented a departure from policy and design standards. Most were not supported by the HA due to the safety implications that they would have for this part of the A14 corridor. 

Having taken a balanced approach (i.e. looking at not only highway issues but also impacts on businesses, the environment and amenity impacts) option C was considered to be the only viable alternative to the option consented at the outline planning stage. Option C worked in highway terms but also had wider benefits, including providing important access to and from the west. It was recognised that the ideal option would be to have two full movement junctions at J10 and 10A however this was not possible for the reasons set out in the report. Option C was considered to be the best possible solution having taken all factors into account. It was also considered to provide a better solution to the one consented at the outline stage. It was therefore considered that this option should be taken forward for detailed design. 

Members stressed that safety was paramount as was the need to keep the east/west corridor clear.

RESOLVED
that Option C be approved as the viable alternative option to the option consented at outline planning stage and Part A of condition 73 be discharged.
*(The Committee exercised its delegated powers to

act in the matters marked *)
(The meeting started at 7.00 pm and ended at 7.40 pm)

Signed:  ..........................................................

Chair

(Planning No. 3)


18.12.12


