
STRATEGY COMMITTEE 

Date: 18 September 2006 

Venue: East Northamptonshire House, Cedar Drive, Thrapston 

Time: 7.30 pm 

Present: Councillors: - Andy Mercer (Leader of the Council) 

Eloise Finch Sue North 
Roger Glithero 
Philip Hardcastle 
Bob Nightingale 

John Richardson 
Barry Sauntson 
David Scott 

PART A ITEMS 

133.	 APPOINTMENT OF CHAIRMAN 

In the absence of the Chairman and Vice-Chairman of the Committee, it was 

RESOLVED: 

That Councillor Roger Glithero be appointed Chairman for this meeting. 

134.	 MINUTES 

RESOLVED: 

That subject to the deletion of the word “west” in the last line of the Resolution for 
Minute 43 (Civic Depot Project Update) and its replacement with the word “east”, the 
minutes of the meeting held on 12 June 2006 be approved and signed by the 
Chairman. 

135. 	APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 

Councillors Peter Atchison (Chairman) and Steven North (Vice Chairman) sent their apologies. 

136. 	DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 

(a)	 Councillor Philip Hardcastle declared a personal interest in agenda item 9 because 
he was the Council’s representative on the Welland SSP Partnership Board and 
remained in the meeting when this item was discussed. He also declared a personal 
and prejudicial interest in agenda item 13, (under paragraph 7.6 of the minutes of the 
meeting of the Local Development Framework Working Party held on 30 May 2006) 
because he had advised a landowner and left the meeting when that item was 
considered. 
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(b)	 Councillor Sue North declared a personal and prejudicial interest in agenda item 7 
because she was a Board Member of Cultural Community Partnerships and  left the 
meeting when that item was considered.  

137. 	HOUSING AND PLANNING DELIVERY GRANT AND PLANNING DELIVERY 
GRANT ALLOCATIONS 2007/08 

A report was submitted on consultations regarding the allocation of the Planning Delivery 
Grant (PDG) for 2007/08 and the Government’s proposals for a new Housing and Planning 
Delivery Grant, to replace the PDG from April 2008. 

(i) Planning Delivery Grant - 2007/08 

The criteria for the allocation of the 2007/08 Planning Delivery Grant would include greater 
emphasis on housing and progress with plan making and e-delivery would also be included. 
Performance in meeting national application targets rather than improvements in 
performance, together with progress on Local Development Frameworks would be taken into 
account. On the basis of current and past performance levels, the Council should benefit and 
be awarded a reasonable level of grant. 

However, there were concerns with some elements of the criteria proposed for determining 
the allocation of the PDG, as follows:  

•	 weighting the award of grant on the basis of workloads. Smaller authorities, like East 
Northamptonshire Council, could lose out if this method was adopted  

•	 that the Council could be penalised over criteria applied to plan making could unduly 
favour authorities which had set less ambitious Local Development Scheme 
programmes 

•	 why criteria for the proportion of nationally important wildlife sites and the proportion 
of open space managed to Green Flag standard had been chosen rather than, for 
example, Quantity and Accessibility Standards for open space  

•	 the criteria for e-delivery included more stringent targets than in previous years which 
appeared to be out of local authorities’ control, favouring areas where residents and 
agents were more IT literate; their inclusion might be considered inappropriate, 
although in theory, it could favour East Northamptonshire which had above average 
levels of online activity.   

It was recommended that these concerns be made in response to the consultation on the 
allocation procedure for next year’s Planning Delivery Grant. 

(ii) Proposed Housing and Planning Delivery Grant 

It was noted that the main purpose of the proposed new Housing and Planning Delivery 
Grant was to encourage local authorities to respond more effectively to local housing 
demand, and would be awarded on the basis of local authorities meeting the housing needs 
of their communities and improved planning performance. Officers were concerned that the 
new grant encouraged housing to be built at any price without regard for quality and 
necessary infrastructure requirements. Members shared this concern and the view was 
expressed that, although it appeared the proposals were attempting to remove ‘blockages’ in 
the planning system, it was often the statutory agencies that caused problems by over 
extending the consultation procedure. 
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Whilst welcoming the continuation of funding, it was considered that the proposals focused 
too much on housing delivery without proper regard for the sustainable communities agenda. 
No recognition had been given to the importance of providing supporting facilities - most 
importantly the necessary infrastructure to serve the growth. Although the importance of plan 
making and the need for this to be appropriately funded had been recognised, there were no 
incentives for continuing to meet performance targets, or for the increased ‘e’ enablement of 
services. In this regard, the grant appeared to be misdirected because it would primarily 
benefit those local authorities who delivered a ‘step change’ in housing provision without 
proper regard for other issues. Members fully supported the views expressed in the report. 

The consultation on the new grant sought comments on 11 questions and officers’ 
comments on these were submitted for consideration as the Council’s response to the 
consultation. Members generally agreed with the majority of the officers’ views and asked 
that the following points be included as part of the Council’s representations: 

•	 Question 1 – strong representations be made on the principles of the new grant, 
emphasising the unanimous support of the Committee to the points made in 
paragraph 4.3 

•	 Question 2 - it was considered important that grants were not awarded to statutory 
agencies at the expense of grants to LPAs because the agencies often caused 
‘blockages’ in the planning system, rather than local authorities. The Highway and 
Environment Agencies needed to be incentivised to improve their performance in 
some other way 

•	 Question 5 – the proposal to reward local authorities that set challenging targets, 
by increasing their total housing stock by 1% anually, would not achieve its goal 
because it emphasised building housing at all costs and went against the ‘plan led’ 
planning system 

•	 The importantance of retaining the ‘plan-led’ approach to development using the 
Local Development Framework. It was considered that the new grant proposals 
went against this fundamental concept. 

Members asked that the Council’s representations on the new grant should also be sent to 
the Joint Planning Unit in order to increase their impact.   

RESOLVED: 

(1) 	 That the concerns detailed under (i) in the preamble above be made in response 
to the consultation on the proposed allocation of the 2007/08 Planning Delivery 
Grant. 

(2) 	 That strong representations be made to the Secretary of State on the lines set 
out in the report, to include the comments made by Members in the preamble 
under (ii) above, in response to the proposed new Housing and Planning Delivery 
Grant scheme. 

138. 	 CULTURAL COMMUNITY PARTNERSHIPS – BUSINESS PLAN PROCESS 
2007/09 

Members considered the principle of a three-year business planning cycle for Cultural 
Community Partnerships (CCP) and noted the assumptions on which a three-year Business 
Plan was being developed. 
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In April 2006, the Council had invited CCP to submit a three-year Business Plan for April 
2007 to March 2010 which represented a new phase in business development and financial 
planning for CCP. The Plan sought to provide improved service and resource planning 
information for both CPP and the Council. 

The Committee considered that a three-year Plan would be a positive way forward and 
provide the Council with more financial information; it would also give CCP a more 
sustainable environment to plan ahead and improve its services.  

It was noted that consideration of financial matters and recommendations on management 
fees would be considered in more detail by the Resources Committee. 

RESOLVED: 

(1)	 That the principle of a three-year business planning cycle for Cultural 
Community Partnerships be agreed on the basis of the management 
arrangements reported. 

(2)	 That the Resources Committee be asked to consider the Business Plan and 
management fee on that basis at its meeting on 25 September 2006. 

139. 	CONCESSIONARY FARES 

The Committee received a report reviewing the current concessionary fares scheme, which 
recommended that the Council increased the allocation of tokens for 2007/08 in line with 
inflation. 

It was reported that, in the April 2006 Budget, the Chancellor had revealed proposals to 
extend the present mandatory ‘district-wide’ bus pass scheme in 2008 by introducing a 
‘nation-wide’ bus pass to cover free travel across England. No further details were yet 
available, but Members noted that the introduction of this scheme would have significant 
implications for the Council in administration costs and in reimbursing bus operators. 

It was noted that the Council had received an additional £300,000 funding from the Revenue 
Support Grant towards the mandatory bus pass for 2007/08. In view of this higher than 
expected settlement, and bearing in mind the possible introduction of a ‘nation-wide’ bus 
pass scheme in 2008, Members were asked to consider whether the Council should now join 
the county-wide bus pass scheme from April 2007. All the other Districts and Boroughs in 
the County had joined the scheme in April 2006. A decision to join the scheme had to be 
reached by October 2006 in order to give time for the changes to be advertised and the bus 
operators notified.  

Members generally supported joining the county-wide scheme in principle but were 
concerned about the potential additional costs to the Council and it was reported that costs 
for the other Districts and Boroughs had been higher than expected since joining the scheme 
in April 2006.  In view of this, officers were asked to obtain more information on the likely 
costs of the scheme and report to the Resources Committee at the earliest opportunity. 

RESOLVED: 

(1) 	That the Resources Committee be asked to approve the allocation of 
transport tokens for 2007/08 and that they be increased to £46 for a fee of

 £10. 
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(2)	 That the Council’s participation in a county-wide bus pass scheme be 
agreed in principle, subject to the costs of the scheme being investigated and 
approved by the Resources Committee. 

140. 	 RURAL RENEWAL PATHFINDER 

A report was submitted about a proposed Rural Renewal project for the north of the District, 
as part of the County Council’s Neighbourhood Renewal Strategy. The initiative, known as a 
Rural Renewal ‘Pathfinder’ was an output from the Northamptonshire LAA.   

The Council had the opportunity to participate with the County Council, ACRE and other 
partners on an “area based initiative” in the north of the District, similar to the Highfield Road 
Improvement Project in the Rushden West Ward, although the Council would not be the lead 
partner. It was proposed that the project would centre on Kings Cliffe and the Kings Forest, 
Fineshade and Prebendal Wards, for which Kings Cliffe acted as a local service centre. 

The East Northamptonshire Local Strategic Partnership Board had agreed that the 2006/07 
allocation of capacity building fund (£10,000) from the Welland Sub Regional Strategic 
Partnership be used to support the Rural Renewal ‘Pathfinder’ project in East 
Northamptonshire.  

A preliminary meeting had taken place on 11 September in Kings Cliffe with representatives 
of some of the local Parish Councils to introduce the project and discuss initial project ideas. 
There had been positive interest and more local stakeholder meetings were planned. 

It was noted that the County Council had set up a Northamptonshire Rural Unit and 
Members hoped that the project officers would listen to local opinions and take account of 
residents’ views and aspirations. 

RESOLVED: 

That the proposed Rural Renewal ‘Pathfinder’ project for the north of the District be
 supported. 

141. 	 CONSULTATION ON PROPOSED CHANGES TO MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES 
 IN NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 

The Committee was informed about an NHS consultation on proposed changes to the 
mental health and learning disability service in the County.  The cost of running the services 
had exceeded available budgets and expenditure needed to be reduced by £2.7m.   

The main impact of the proposals on East Northamptonshire residents would be the closure 
of the Oundle Day Hospital and the Rehabilitation Unit at the Headlands in Kettering. Both 
units currently provided important support and services for mental health patients in the east 
of the County. 

Members were unanimous in their criticism of the proposed closures of these two 
establishments and the other changes being proposed. They were very concerned about the 
adverse effect that the closures would have on mental health services and those with 
learning disabilities and their carers. The cuts were considered to be short term expedients 
with significant long-term consequences in the District. The Committee asked that its strong 
objections to these proposals be conveyed to the Northamptonshire National Health Service 
as the Council’s response to the consultation. 
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It was reported that discussions had been held with Rushden MIND and the 
Northamptonshire PCT joint commissioning unit about a potential “Invest to Save” bid for a 
project to improve access to mental health support services in East Northamptonshire. The 
bid had to be submitted by the end of October 2006 and Members noted that this Council’s 
contribution would be limited to providing officer support to the scheme. 

Whilst Members supported the proposed bid, they emphasised that this scheme could not be 
regarded as a substitute for any mental health services lost under the changes planned by 
the Northamptonshire NHS.  Members also requested that other local MIND organisations 
be encouraged to co-operate and participate in the proposed project.        

RESOLVED: 

(1)	 That strong representations be made to the Northamptonshire National 
Health Service against the proposed closure of Oundle Day Hospital and the 
Kettering Rehabilitation Unit, and the impact that this will have on the 
residents of East Northamptonshire. 

(2) 	 That, subject to the Council’s contribution being limited to officer time which 
can be accommodated within existing resources, the proposed “Invest to 
Save” bid be supported with Rushden MIND as the lead partner and that 
other local MIND organisations be encouraged to participate in the project. 

142. 	 CONSERVATION AREA REVIEW – LAXTON AND TWYWELL 

Members considered reports arising from a Conversation Area Review of Laxton and 
Twywell. Character Appraisals of both villages had been undertaken during 2005 using 
guidance from English Heritage and the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) 
Act 1990, and both Parishes had been consulted over the proposed designations. 

Following the assessment and consultation process, the Conservation Officer considered 
that the buildings in Laxton and the overall character of the village fulfilled the necessary 
criteria, and it was recommended that it should be designated as a Conservation Area.  

With regard to Twywell, although the majority of the buildings were in good condition and 
some individual buildings were listed, the village did not fulfill the necessary criteria for 
Conservation Area status and it was recommended that it should not be designated. 
However, it was suggested that the village would benefit from the development of a Village 
Management Plan. 

Councillor Glithero requested that the Chairman of Laxton Parish Meeting be informed of 
Laxton’s designation as soon as possible. 

RESOLVED: 

(1)	 That Laxton be designated as a Conservation Area Boundary under Section 
69 of the Planning (Listed Building and Conservation Area) Act 1990, as 
shown on plan 3 attached to the report.  

(2)	 That Twywell not be designated as a Conservation Area because it does not 
fulfil the criteria to warrant designation. 

(3)	 That officers assist Twywell Parish Council in the preparation of a Village 
Management Plan.  
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143. 	 REVISIONS TO THE NORTH NORTHAMPTONSHIRE LOCAL DEVELOPMENT
 SCHEME 

At its meeting on 27 July 2006, the Local Development Framework Working Party had 
considered a report on two proposed changes to the North Northamptonshire Local 
Development Scheme (LDS) as follows:-   

(a) 	 the deletion of the proposed Development Control Development Plan 
Document; and 

(b) 	 the addition of two Supplementary Planning Documents (SPDs) on Developer 
Contributions and Sustainable Design.   

The Working Party had agreed the principle of the proposed changes subject to approval by 
the Strategy Committee. 

RESOLVED: 

That the Working Party’s recommendation at Minute 6.6 of the meeting on 27 July 
2006 be endorsed and the Joint Planning Unit advised accordingly. 

144. 	 LOCAL DEVELOPMENT FRAMEWORK WORKING PARTY – QUARTERLY 
REPORT 

The Committee received the quarterly report on the work of the Local Development 
Framework Working Party (LDFWP) with the minutes of the Working Party meetings held on 
30 May and 27 July 2006, which are attached at pages 218 to 225. 

RESOLVED: 

That the progress on the work of the LDF Working Party be noted and the minutes of 
the meetings held on 30 May and 27 July 2006 be received and approved. 

Chairman 
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EAST NORTHAMPTONSHIRE COUNCIL  

Local Development Framework Working Party  

Minutes of a meeting held on Tuesday 30 May 2006 at 7.30pm, in Room CHG2, East 
Northamptonshire House 

Present: 

Councillors: 
Peter Atchison 	 Sylvia Hobbs 
Sandy Feather 	 Andy Mercer  
Eloise Finch	 Sarah Peacock 
Roger Glithero 	 John Richardson 
Michelle Goring 

Officers: 
Trevor Watson - Head of Planning Services Michael Burton – Senior Planning Policy Officer 
Karen Horner - Planning Policy Manager Keith Osborne - Observer 
Andra Bowyer – Planning Policy Officer 

ACTION 
1. 	 APPOINTMENT OF CHAIRMAN 

1.1 	It was agreed that Councillor Andy Mercer be appointed Chairman of the PC 
Working Party for 2006/07. 

2. 	APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 

2.1	 Councillor Barry Sauntson sent his apologies. 

3. 	DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 

3.1	 No interests were declared. 

4. 	COUNCILLOR DAVID CHILDS 

4.1 	 The Chairman announced with great sadness that Councillor David Childs 

had passed away early the previous day at Kettering General Hospital, 

following an illness. He expressed his sympathy to Councillor Child’s family,

paid tribute to his contribution to the community and spoke of the considerable

loss to the Council.  


5. 	MINUTES 

5.1 	 Subject to the change of the location of the ‘green wedge’ being amended to PC 
“the north of the town” (Rushden) and not “the west of the town” under Minute 
8.3, the minutes of the meeting held on 8 May 2006 were received and 
approved. 

6. 	 MATTERS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES 

6.1 	 Councillor Peter Atchison mentioned for information that he had recently 

attended meetings about the “growth agenda” when some local developers 
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ACTION 
had also been present.  He drew attention to three issues:- 

•	 ‘Roof Tax’ contributions would be fed back into the economy 
•	 Utilisation of Section 106 Agreement developer contributions 
•	 The sale of houses on the periphery of towns i.e. Priors Hall being 

described and ‘branded’ as an urban extension to Corby  

6.2 	 The Chairman reported on a recent discussion with a Treasury consultant 
who had confirmed that money raised locally would go to the Treasury first 
and then be allocated to the regions. He believed that this process should 
continue to be challenged.    

6.3 	 Councillor Eloise Finch reported on her attendance at a recent Transport 
Group meeting and the issues discussed.   

7. 	 PROGRESS WITH PREPARATION OF PREFERRED OPTIONS FOR THE 
THREE TOWNS AREA PLAN 

7.1 	 Further to Minute 8 of the last meeting (8 May), the Working Party considered 
a progress report on the preparation of the Preferred Options for the Three 
Towns Area Plan, covering Rushden, Higham Ferrers and Irthlingborough and 
the villages of Chelveston and Newton Bromswold. 

7.2 	 Work on the document had included preparing a draft Vision and Objectives; 
finalising an urban extensions study; preparing baseline information and 
objectives for the Sustainability Appraisal and starting to draft key sections of 
the report. The draft Vision and Objectives were submitted for Members’ 
consideration and KH sought guidance on a number of detailed points, 
highlighted in the report to the Working Party, for each of the towns and rural 
area, bearing in mind the relationship with the Rushden and Higham Ferrers 
Masterplan. 

7.3 	 The structure of the document would be similar to that for the Rural North, 
Oundle and Thrapston Plan and deal with issues of general principle – 
density, car parking and affordable housing – then include proposals for each 
of the three towns and with any particular rural issues such as village 
frameworks. 

7.4 	 Before the discussion on the draft Options began, the Chairman referred to a 
proposal which he believed was being floated by the County Council for the 
expansion of Alfred Street School (rather than closure) and the closure 
instead of Tennyson Road School. This could jeopardise the development 
proposed in the Masterplan as well as have implications for the Council’s 
John Street Car Park. KH reassured Members that the Masterplan and Three 
Towns Plan proposals would carry considerable weight on planning policy 
grounds and that the County Council would be one of the consultees.   

7.5 	 Members then reviewed the various issues and Officers’ proposals for each 
town, as indicated by the bullet points shown and made comments highlighted 
in italics:- 
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ACTION 
Rushden 

•	 Restrict development mainly to existing permissions and suitable 
urban capacity sites, including reallocation of the employment site at 
Shirley Road to housing use - the main issue was the access to the 
site because it appeared to be land locked and the only possible 
access would be from Higham Road but this would cause congestion 
problems at the junction with Shirley Road. The only other option was 
to build a bridge to the site over the disused railway but this was not 
considered to be feasible. The old railway line was seen to be the 
dividing line between housing and employment use. 

•	 Restrict greenfield extensions for housing to the remainder of the 
current local plan allocation at Newton Road/Barrington Road – this 
site should only be developed after the other allocated sites in the 
town had been developed. 

•	 Identify areas of opportunity for redevelopment with the Town Centre 
and need to address other issues arising from the Masterplan, 
including replacement of civic depot/leisure facilities, the under 
use/poor condition of some industrial estates, the high level of 
commuting, lack of public transport services and requirement for a 
primary school in south Rushden – the issue of Alfred Street School 
and its importance in the Masterplan to the renovation of the town 
centre had been discussed earlier in the meeting. The re-location of 
the Council’s re-cycling depot at Newton Road and leisure facilities to 
other sites in the town would enable these sites to be re-developed.  

•	 Retention of a “green wedge” at Nene Valley Farm/Foxhills Farm. 
This would provide an important visual break and local green corridor 
between the town centre and Nene Valley. Representations had been 
received from land owners about the development potential for some 
of this area - this area should be retained as allocated and not be 
developed and act as a green corridor from the centre to the north of 
the town. 

7.6 	 Members also emphasised that Rushden was nearing its potential for 
development especially for housing and that the Council wanted additional 
housing development directed to the rural areas of the district where it was 
required. 

Higham Ferrers 

•	 There were some small ‘brownfield’ sites remaining in Higham Ferrers 
to be developed but there were larger ‘greenfield’ sites within the 
boundaries formed by the A45 and A6. This included sites at Wharf 
Road with scope for 150 to 175 dwellings; land owned by the Duchy of 
Lancaster to the north and east of the town - the site at Wharf Road 
was considered by Members to be the main greenfield site left in the 
town and the obvious choice to be developed first 

•	 The Duchy had produced a draft Development Brief for land to the 
east of Ferrers School for mixed use development including offices, 
housing for approximately 200 dwellings, education facilities and a 
new school playing field for Ferrers School, with new access. 
Consideration had to be given to the best use of this land - Members 
noted that Ferrers School supported the proposal but were concerned 
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ACTION 
that the land intended for employment under the Brief looked isolated 
and would require a new access from the A6 bypass 

•	 The Duchy had also prepared detailed proposals for their land to the 
north of the town at Station Road, with business, leisure and 
commercial uses, with about 1 hectare for housing. However, the 
Highways Agency had given notice that it required a contribution from 
the Duchy towards the upgrading of the Chowns Mill roundabout on 
the A6/A45 - Members questioned whether leisure use would be 
suitable on this site and better located at the Skew Bridge site to the 
north of Rushden, which already had permission for mixed use, 
including leisure. 

7.7 	 The Working Party generally expressed caution and concern about allowing 
development to the east of the A6 bypass near Rushden and Higham Ferrers. 
This would open up this area of land to unwanted development and affect the 
rural landscape in this area.   

Irthlingborough 

•	 There were significant ‘brownfield’ sites in Irthlingborough the largest 
of which was the Whitworths site to the west of the town. It had been 
identified in the Urban Capacity Assessment for the potential of 
accommodating up to 300 dwellings - the inclusion of this site was 
welcomed by the Working Party subject to highway and access 
improvements 

•	 The main ‘greenfield’ site with development potential was land to the 
south west of Huxlow School which had been identified for possible 
mixed use development under the 2004 Urban Capacity statement. It 
would also allow the school to expand it facilities. However, some of 
the land could be unstable owing to previous ironstone mining on the 
site but it was considered that this problem could be overcome with 
suitable mitigation measures - Members welcomed the inclusion of this 
site because it would allow Huxlow School to expand its facilities and 
take the pressure off the other two schools in the town 

•	 Other possible sites for consideration in the town included: -
(i) land near Crow Hill currently allocated for leisure development 
(ii) land at Addington Road currently allocated for  housing, although 
this site could still have potential for development there were flooding 
issues which had not yet been resolved 
(iii) land to the north of Rushden and Diamonds was currently allocated 
for leisure use and it was understood that the owners would be 
submitting a reserved matters application soon.  

7.8 	 The Working Party considered that the main issues for the town were the 
importance of retaining the green strategic ‘corridor’ between the west of 
Irthlingborough and the east of Wellingborough and that extra development at 
Irthlingborough would regenerate the town centre and take the pressure of 
development from Rushden and Higham Ferrers, particularly for housing.

 Villages 

7.9 	 The main issues for development at Chelveston and Newton Bromswold were 
the proposed biomass plant and wind farm at Chelveston. These would be 

Strategy Committee – 18 September 	 Page 221 



ACTION 

two significant developments and Members were concerned about the effect 
that they would have on the road system to cope with commercial traffic.  

Vision and Objectives Document 

7.10 Members gave consideration to the draft Vision and Objectives document 
submitted with the report and made no alterations or comments on the 
document at the present time. 

Timetable for Consultation 

7.11 KH reported that the production of the Core Strategy would be delayed further 
because the Highways Agency and the County Council were still working on 
transport issues in the district, particularly those relating to the A14. It was 
expected that the Strategy would now be ready this October at the earliest. 
This, together with staff shortages in the Planning Policy section and focus of 
resources on the Developer Contributions Supplementary Planning Guidance 
(SPD) had led to the suggestion that consultations on the Preferred Options 
document be now undertaken in September and October, rather than 
July/August, as originally planned. 

7.12 Members, having reviewed the issues and suggestions, recognised that the 
report on the Preferred Options for the Three Towns Plan would also be 
submitted to the next meeting of the Strategy Committee with comments 
sought on the draft Vision and Objectives. The Head of Planning Services TW 
confirmed that he would be recommending that authority be delegated to the 
Working Party, in consultation with the Chairman and Vice-Chairman of the 
Strategy Committee, to agree the content of the Preferred Options document 
and accompanying Sustainability Appraisal. This would enable public 
consultation to be undertaken. 

8. DATE OF NEXT MEETING 

8.1 It was agreed that the next meeting would be held on Thursday 27 July at 
7.30pm in the Members’ Room. 

PC 
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EAST NORTHAMPTONSHIRE COUNCIL  

Local Development Framework Working Party  

Minutes of a meeting held on Thursday 27 July 2006 at 7.30pm, in the Members’ 
Room, East Northamptonshire House 

Present: 

Councillors: 
Sandy Feather 	 Sylvia Hobbs 
Eloise Finch	 Sarah Peacock 
Roger Glithero (until agenda item 6) Barry Sauntson 
Michelle Goring 

Officers: 
Trevor Watson - Head of Planning Services Andra Bowyer – Planning Policy Officer 
Karen Horner - Planning Policy Manager 

ACTION 
1. 	 APPOINTMENT OF CHAIRMAN 

1.1 	 In the absence of the Chairman, it was agreed that Councillor Sarah Peacock 

be appointed Chairman for this meeting.  


2. 	APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 

2.1 	 Councillors Peter Atchison, Andy Mercer and John Richardson, and Barbara

Ding, Executive Director, sent their apologies.


3. 	DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 

3.1	 No interests were declared. 

4. 	MINUTES 

4.1	 The minutes of the meeting held on 30 May 2006 were received and

approved.


5. 	 DRAFT PREFERRED OPTIONS FOR THE THREE TOWNS PLAN 

5.1 	 It was reported that the Strategy Committee had authorised the Working

Party, in consultation with the Chairman and Vice Chairman of the Strategy 

Committee, to approve the Three Towns Plan Preferred Options document 

and the Sustainability Appraisal for public consultation in September and 

October 2006. (Minute 34 Strategy Committee 12 June 2006 refers).


5.2 	 A draft of the Preferred Options document was submitted for the Working

Party’s consideration and approval before it was published for public 

consultation.


5.3 	 Members asked that the following minor amendments be made to the 

Preferred Options document: - 
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ACTION 
•	 Para. 4.45 Affordable Housing Definition (pg15) – “mixed housing” 

(shared ownership housing) be added to the definition 
•	 Map 6 (pg 24) – the Irthlingborough Town Centre boundary shown on 

the map should also include the factory car park area adjacent to 
Church Street 

•	 Para. 4.140 Tourism (pg 27) – Rushden Museum should be included 
as a tourist attraction in Rushden 

•	 Para. 4.148 Parish Plans (pg 28) – the section be re-worded to include 
community involvement with Parish Councils to make it more positive 

•	 Para. 5.55 Newton Road (Rushden) Recycling Centre, Depot and 
Parking (pg 37) – important to retain car parking on this site in any re
development proposals 

•	 Para. 7.37 Regeneration: Irthlingborough (pg 50) – improvement to car 
parking facilities be added to Irthlingborough healthcheck action plan 

•	 Para. 8.6 Development Principles: Village and Rural Areas (pg 51) – 
the three village names of Newton Bromswold, Chelveston and 
Caldecott be specified and added to the description. 

5.4 	 As part of the consultation process, a number of workshops would be held in 
the three towns during September, and the Town Councils had been 
approached to assist with organising and publicising these events. 

5.5 	 It was reported that some work was still required on the draft Sustainability 
Appraisal document and it was suggested that it be emailed to the Working 
Party when it was ready for Members’ comments. It would then be published 
for public consultation together with the Options document.  

5.6 	It was agreed that, subject to consultation with the Chairman and Vice- KH 
Chairman of the Strategy Committee: 

(a) the Preferred Options document for the Three Towns Plan be 
approved for public consultation with the amendments as detailed in 
the preamble above; and 

(b) the draft Sustainability Appraisal be e-mailed to Members of the 
Working Party for consideration when ready and any comments be 
sent to the Planning Policy Manager before it is published for public 
consultation with the Preferred Options document.      

6. 	 CHANGES TO THE NORTH NORTHAMPTONSHIRE LDS 

6.1 	 The Working Party was informed that amendments to the timetables for the 
Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston Plan and the Three Towns Plan had 
recently been made because of a delay in publishing the Core Strategy and 
resource difficulties in the Council’s Planning Policy team. At its meeting on 
29 June, the North Northamptonshire Joint Planning Committee had approved 
an amended timetable for the Core Strategy. It would now be submitted in 
October, resulting in a delay of 3 months at the examination and adoption 
stages. 

6.2 	 The Joint Committee’s approval of the revised Local Development Scheme 
(LDS) was subject to the partner authorities agreeing to the: 

• deletion of the Development Control development plan document 
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• addition of two supplementary planning documents (SPDs), on 
‘Developer Contributions’ and ‘Sustainable Design’. 

6.3 The deletion of the Development Control document (DPD) was required 
because it would be superseded by a section of the Core Strategy on the 
implementation of development. The Strategy would contain policies covering 
main development control considerations, with the partner authorities plan 
documents (including the Council’s Three Area Plans) containing the detailed 
policies covering densities, parking, affordable housing targets and village 
frameworks, determined by each authority on local circumstances. 

6.4 The addition of the two SPDs was required for implementing key Core 
Strategy policies on Developer Contributions and on Sustainable Design, 
where a joint approach would be more effective than each authority preparing 
and approving its own documents. The draft SPDs would be ready for 
consultation in early 2007, for adoption at the same time as the final Core 
Strategy in November 2007. 

6.5 The documents were being referred to the partner authorities because the 
original North Northamptonshire LDS had been agreed by the partners. It was 
considered important that the partner authorities remained in control of the 
remit of the Joint Planning Committee by authorising any additions or 
deletions to the joint LDS. Changes to the programming of the Core Strategy 
and the Statement of Community Involvement would remain the responsibility 
of the Joint Committee. 

6.6 It was agreed that the changes to the Joint Committee LDS be endorsed and 
submitted to the Government Office and the Planning Inspectorate for 

KH 

consideration.  
It was further Resolved to Recommend that the above decision be 
confirmed by the Strategy Committee at its next meeting on 18 September. 

7. DATE OF NEXT MEETING 

7.1 It was agreed that the next two meetings would be held at 7.30pm in Room 
CHG2 on Thursday 28 September and Thursday 2 November 2006 

PC 

respectively. 
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