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Scheme of Delegation 
 
This application is brought to committee because it falls outside of the Council’s Scheme 
of Delegation because there are unresolved, material objections to the proposal and 
comes before the Strategic Committee for determination as it consists of a residential 
development over 249 dwellings 
 
1. Recommendation 

  
1.1 That planning permission be GRANTED subject to conditions 
  
2. The Proposal 

  
2.1 Approval of Reserved Matters: Erection of 340 dwellings of KET/2015/0551 

(Residential development of up to 350 dwellings and associated access) 
 
2.2 

 
A comprehensive pre-application was submitted, and advice given last year with 
a great deal of work going into the landscape and layout of the proposal together 
with the design of the dwellings involving the input of Council instructed 
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Item no:  

3.1 



Landscape and Urban Design Consultants. The proposal has come forward in a 
way that closely aligns with the pre-application advice given.  
 

3. Site Description 

  
3.1 The 16.92-hectare site is located on the western edge of Kettering within the 

established settlement boundary and comprises three arable fields. It is 
contiguous with existing areas of housing to the east, which front onto Gipsy 
Lane, and is adjacent to the approved West Hill development site to the south 
which has planning permission for housing together with a primary school, local 
centre and a care home and is currently a progressing development. Public Right 
of Way footpath VD34 runs east to west across the southern edge of the site. 

  
3.2 
 
 
 
 
3.3 
 
 
 
 
3.4 

The site slopes down 30 metres from a high point in the north eastern corner to a 
low point in the south-western corner beside the A14. The topography is varied 
with some parts of the site, especially around the hedgerow, which separates the 
northern and central fields being quite steep and includes a stream. 
 
The western side of the site includes three existing pylons and high voltage 132 kv 
electricity cables. A high-pressure gas main runs north to south across the site with 
a no-build zone of 9 metres. There is also a gas main running along the southern 
boundary to a gas governor station. The A14 is to the west. 
 
Existing housing to the east along Gipsy Lane consists predominantly of two-storey 
pitched roof dwellings, interspersed with bungalows, with an ‘Avenue’ of trees 
defining the character of the northern part of the road. Views of the application site 
are possible from rising ground to the west of the A14 (in the direction of Great 
Cransley) although it is partly obscured by trees and appears against the backdrop 
of the Town. 

  
4. Relevant Planning History 

  
4.1 
 

KET/2015/0551 – Outline Application - Residential development of up to 350 
dwellings and associated access – ALLOWED following an Appeal 
(APP/L2820/W/17/3177505) on non-determination 21/02/2018. 
 
The following conditions have been approved in association with the above Outline 
Permission: 

 

 Condition 
reference 

 

Outline 
condition 
number 

Brief description 

AOC/0551/1501 5 Design Rationale (Code) 

 
AOC/0551/1502 8 Contamination 

 14 Surface Water Drainage 

 

 15 Foul Water Strategy 

 

 17 Badger Survey 

 



 23 Noise Assessment  

 
AOC/0551/1503 22 Construction Method Statement including routing 

 

 29 Fire Hydrants 

 
AOC/0551/1504 18 Ecological Management Plan 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
The Outline Permission, through its Section 106 requirements, secured provision 
of over £1.5m (to be provided incrementally as the development progresses – with 
all to be paid prior to first occupation) toward works required to improve the Gipsy 
Lane/Warren Hill (Rothwell Road) junction which will consist of a roundabout to the 
following General Arrangement specifications: 
 

 
(Not to Scale) 

 
The roundabout works shall be carried out at the direction of and by the Council 
with the developer contribution reflecting the amount required to directly off-set the 
impacts of the development with any additional funding required to be met by other 
available funding and the requirement for the Council to release adjacent land to 
the north (at the Crematorium) to provide the roundabout.  
 
It would be expected that the Council would seek to provide the roundabout 
solution to coincide with the housing proposal as it progresses to ensure that it is 
delivered in good time to serve the development as well as deliver its wider benefit 
to traffic movements in the vicinity. The Appeal Inspector agreed this approach and 
saw no reason why the roundabout solution could not be delivered in the way 
secured through a collaborative approach involving the developer and the Council. 



 
 
 
4.2 
 
 
 
4.3 

The expectation of the Council to deliver this roundabout solution is held on public 
record.   
 
KET/2020/0423 - Non-Material Amendment - KET/2015/0551 (Residential 
development of up to 350 dwellings and associated access): Amendment to 
condition 20 regarding landscaping timeframe – APPROVED – 08/07/2020 
 
NK/2021/0060 - Non-Material Amendment - KET/2015/0551 (Residential 
development of up to 350 dwellings and associated access): Amendment to 
condition 31 to include reference to drawing number 352A11_PT-M_A Accessibility 
Layout which identifies the Part M compliant plots – APPROVED – 15/02/2021 

  
5. Consultation Responses 

  
5.1 There have been several amendments which have been made during the 

application and re-consultation has taken place. The latest comments are below:  
  
5.2 
 
 
5.3 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5.4 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

North Northants Council (NNC) – Housing Strategy: Say that they ‘support’ 
the proposal 
 
NNC – Environmental Protection: Says the following: 
 
‘The acoustic report identifies the need for acoustic earth bunds and enhanced 
glazing and ventilation in order to meet the required internal noise levels, and noise 
levels in external amenity areas. I would recommend a suitably worded condition 
to ensure that these measures are implemented and retained thereafter. 
 
The Phase II ground investigation report categorises the site as low risk and does 
not recommend that further mitigation measures are necessary. However, it does 
identify that all dwellings on the site will require full radon protection measures. 
Again, I would recommend a suitably worded condition to ensure that these 
measures are implemented and retained.’ 
 
NNC – Highways: No objection with the following summarised comments: 
 

 The amendments address previous layout concerns with respect to private 
drives extending into adoptable turning heads and surfacing materials at 
ramp transition points 

 The bus stop arrangements are acceptable although will need to be checked 
at Audit Stage 

 The Swept Path Analysis Plan Single Deck Bus shows virtually no contact 
along its length – other than at junctions 

 The Combined Footway/Cycleway should ideally connect in with the 
adjacent development to the north – a note should be applied 
recommending the developers to liaise on this matter 

 A condition should be applied seeking detailed approval of highway works 

 And if the highway is not to be offered for adoption a further condition is 
recommended requiring details of highway maintenance arrangements 

 Notes shall be applied giving guidance on responsibilities associated with 
the site’s public footpath and any required diversions.    

 



 
 
5.5 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
5.6 
 
 
 
 
5.7 
 
 
 
 
 
5.8 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5.9 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
NNC – Archaeology: Says the following: 
 
‘The Outline consent has conditions (no.s 12 and 13) securing a pre-
commencement programme of archaeological investigation. The County 
Archaeological Advisor identified the area to be investigated, which comprises a 
small area in the southern field, the location of a circular ditched enclosure with two 
internal pits. The enclosure did not produce any datable finds in the evaluation; it 
is potentially the remains of a Bronze Age burial mound, or barrow, and there is 
also the likelihood of satellite burials external to the enclosure. The investigation 
area must therefore cover the enclosure and a buffer zone around it, sufficient to 
identify such burials if present.  
 
The investigation in the southern field should be carried out prior to any 
development works in that area, but there is no constraint on works commencing 
elsewhere.’ 
 
NNC – Lead Local Flood Authority: State that: ‘the impacts of surface water 
drainage have been adequately addressed’ adding that the following informative 
should be added: ‘It was agreed that car parks would be permeable paved. Such 
areas should be indicated on the drainage drawings.’ 
 
NNC – Ecology: Indicate that the Badger Mitigation Survey provided and approved 
as part of the Outline permission is acceptable although a suitable safeguarding 
condition should be imposed requiring the necessary Natural England licences to 
be obtained prior to works taking place. The Same survey should also form part of 
the Construction Environmental Management Plan.  
 
Anglian Water: Provide the following summarised comments: 
 

 As there is Anglian Water Assets on site or close by a note should be 
added to inform the developer of this 

 Foul sewerage arrangements are acceptable 

 The surface water arrangements are outside of their remit for comment 
 
Northamptonshire Police – Crime Prevention Design Adviser: Provide the 
following comments: 
 
“ 

 Plots 190,191 & 192,193 & 196,305: Even though these are gated from 
one side, there is still a concealed alleyway between these dwellings. 
These will be vulnerable to anti-social behaviour such as loitering, drug 
taking, graffiti and concealment. This will have an impact on the quality of 
life of the occupants.  The applicants have added windows to these 
elevations; however, the windows do not provide any meaningful 
surveillance from active rooms and do not address the ‘alleyway like feel’ 
of these areas.  This should be addressed. An additional gate could be 
added, however since there is no access into the apartments from the 
rear (where the car parking is located) This will be inconvenient as the 
occupants will need to open 2 gates to get to their front door. 



 
 
 
 
 
5.10 
 
5.11 
 
5.12 

  

 Plot 292 should have a gate at the opening of the rear access alleyway 
in line with the building frontage.” 

 

Natural England: State ‘no comments’ in response 

 
Highways England: State ‘no comments’ in response 
 
Environment Agency: State that they ‘do not wish to make comments’ in 
response 

  
5.13 Neighbours: Twelve third party letters of objection received from nearby 

residents; summarised grounds of objection: 
 

 Queried the consultation exercise 

 Note that the bus route is for a single decker – most buses are double 
decker, and the growth of public transport should be encouraged 

 Query as to whether a ‘ransom strip’ issue has been resolved 

 Unable to identify the housing mix from the information provided 

 The houses are too near to the Gas Pumping Station – for safety reasons 

 Querying the number of trees to be felled 

 Unable to locate the Construction Method Statement in the submission 

 The three storey apartments are not in-keeping with the street scene in 
Gipsy Lane 

 Query the commencement of the Roundabout to serve the development 

 Overlooking from the dwelling on plot 123 toward 126 Gipsy Lane opposite 

 Query as to whether the hedgerow on the Gipsy Lane boundary is being 
retained 

 Finish Floor Level heights provided but not ridge heights – which makes 
the impacts difficult to appreciate 

 The Construction Management Plan should have full regard to highway 
safety 

 Whilst the bungalows are welcomed – their design is poor with constrained 
access arrangements 

 Earth has been delivered to the site – suggests that land reprofiling will be 
required 

 The position of the proposed access would aggravate existing traffic 
problems and suggest an alternative access opposite Windermere Road, 
which will avoid traffic congestion with existing residents and have a traffic 
calming effect 

 Concerns whether Gipsy Lane can absorb the increase in traffic – 
reference to the junction with Rothwell Road 

 Loss of privacy, peaceful enjoyment, and light toward 98 Gipsy Lane 
because of the proposed apartments and would also have an overbearing 
impact 

 The number of flats within the apartment blocks is excessive and would 
cause noise and disturbance issues and roadside parking in the vicinity 

 The proposal conflicts with Policy 3 of the North Northamptonshire Joint 
Core Strategy (JCS) with respect to Landscape Character and Policy 8(d) 



and its Place Shaping Principles by failing to have regard to surrounding 
character and neighbour’s amenity 

 Loss of trees as a source of oxygen 

 No access to the footpath that leads under the A14 

 Fail to see the need for two accesses onto Gipsy Lane 

 The position of the bus stop on Gipsy Lane will inconvenience the 
occupiers of 102 Gipsy Lane 

 Harm to the treelined character of Gipsy Lane 

 Noise and pollution during construction and after 

 There should be a design uplift fronting Gipsy Lane with ‘Arts and Craft’ 
character houses considered to echo the style and character of housing in 
Gipsy Lane 

 The higher dense apartments should be positioned elsewhere and 
distributed throughout the site 

 The proposed ‘building line’ on Gipsy Lane is not respected and should be 
further from the road edge 

 The position of the bus stops along Gipsy Lane will increase the build up of 
emissions on that area and disrupt traffic flow 

 Loss of green space 

 Loss of Badger Setts and wildlife heavy hedgerow 

 Increase noise levels experienced from the A14 
  
6. Relevant Planning Policies and Considerations 

  
6.1 Statutory Duty 

Planning law requires that applications for planning permission must be determined 
in accordance with the Development Plan unless material considerations indicate 
otherwise. 

  
6.2 National Policy 

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (2019) 
2. Achieving sustainable development 
5. Delivering a sufficient supply of homes 
8. Promoting health and safe communities 
9. Promoting sustainable transport 
11. Making effective use of land 
12. Achieving well-design places 
15. Conserving and enhancing the natural environment 
 
National Planning Practice Guidance (NPPG) 
National Design Guide (NDG) (2019) 

  
6.3 North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy (JCS) (2016) 

Policy 4 Biodiversity and Geodiversity 
Policy 5 Water Environment  
Policy 7 Community Services and Facilities 
Policy 8 North Northamptonshire Place Shaping Principles 
Policy 9 Sustainable Buildings 
Policy 10 Provision of Infrastructure  
Policy 30 Housing Mix and Tenure 



 
 

 

6.4 Emerging Site-Specific Part II Local Plan  
The Site-Specific Part 2 Local Plan (SSP2), when adopted (envisaged late summer 
2021), will form part of the North Northamptonshire Development Plan. The Plan 
will cover the whole of Kettering Borough except for issues addressed in the North 
Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy (JCS) and the Area Action Plan for Kettering 
Town Centre. 
 
The SSP2 was submitted to the Secretary of State on 28 May 2020 for examination 
by a Planning Inspector and was followed by Examination in late 2020. As a result 
of that Examination the Council consulted on the proposed Main Modifications to 
the Site-Specific Part 2 Local Plan and on proposed changes to the Policies Map. 
The consultation ran from Friday 19th March 2021 to Friday 30th April 2021. 
 
At the time of writing this report the SSP2 is an emerging document, however as it 
has progressed through Examination and was found to be sound, subject to the 
Modifications, it is considered to have significant weight. The proposal site is 
subject to Site Specific designation under its Policy KET4 for up to 350 dwellings 
and is thereby relevant to consideration of this proposal. 
 
The Committee will be updated on the status of SSP2 if it progresses between the 
publication of this report and its determination.  
 

7. Evaluation 

  
7.0 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.0.1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Preliminary Matters 
The Outline Permission was granted in respect for the following description of 
development: 
 

Residential development of up to 350 dwellings and associated access 
 
All matters were reserved save for access.  
 
This application for Reserved Matters indicates that it is seeking approval for the 
remaining Reserved Matters: Appearance, Landscaping, Layout and Scale 
associated with the applications description for the Erection of 340 Dwellings.   
 
Reserved Matters – Law and Policy 
Reserved Matters are details which come forward after an outline planning 

permission is granted. It adds detail to the principle of the development which has 

already been accepted.  

 
Article 2 of the Town and Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) 

(England) Order 2015 defines the 5 reserved matters as: 

 
 ‘Access’ – the accessibility to and within the site, for vehicles, cycles 

and pedestrians in terms of the positioning and treatment of access and 
circulation routes and how these fit into the surrounding access network.  



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
7.0.2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.0.3 

Access was determined at the outline stage and cannot be re-
opened for debate as part of the current reserved matters – the 
submission accesses are identical to those approved  

 ‘Appearance’ – the aspects of a building or place within the development 
which determine the visual impression the building or place makes, 
including the external built form of the development, its architecture, 
materials, decoration, lighting, colour, and texture. 

 ‘Landscaping’ – the treatment of land (other than buildings) for the 
purpose of enhancing or protecting the amenities of the site and the 
area in which it is situated and includes: (a) screening by fences, walls 
or other means; (b) the planting of trees, hedges, shrubs or grass; (c) 
the formation of banks, terraces or other earthworks; (d) the laying out 
or provision of gardens, courts, squares, water features, sculpture or 
public art; and (e) the provision of other amenity features; 

 ‘Layout’ – the way in which buildings, routes and open spaces within the 
development are provided, situated, and orientated in relation to each 
other and to buildings and spaces outside the development. 

 ‘Scale’ – the height, width and length of each building proposed within 
the development in relation to its surroundings. 

 
It can be read thereby that technical aspects of the proposal such as ground 
contamination, drainage (surface and foul) and noise together with issues relating 
to construction and traffic generation are not defined as Reserved Matters – as 
they have been considered and dealt with when the Outline (including Access) was 
considered where the basic principle of development was established. The 
approved conditions provided in the Table toward the top of this agenda item 
details that these technical matters have already been satisfied and are acceptable 
and therefore do not require any further approval from the Local Planning Authority 
and cannot be re-opened for debate in this current application.    
 
The key issues for consideration in this application are: - 
 

1. Compliance with outline permission and principle 
2. Impact on character and appearance 
3. Impact on neighbour’s residential amenity 
4. Impact on future occupier’s residential amenity 
5. Impact on highway safety 
6. Impact on biodiversity, open space, and landscape management 
7. Sustainable buildings 
8. Housing mix 
9. Impact on the water environment   
10. Other matters 

  
7.1 Compliance with outline permission and principle 
  
7.1.1 
 

The design code approved as part of the 2015 outline approval (condition 5) for the 
site set the general design parameters for the development and established 



 
 
 
7.1.2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.1.3 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.1.4 
 
 
 
 
7.1.5 
 
7.1.6 
 
 
 
 
 

character areas. As such any reserved matters should align with the approved 
design code as a requirement of Outline condition 6.  
 
In this case the application has come forward as a Reserved Matter application for 
the whole site, rather than being split into parts and has been accompanied by a 
comprehensive ‘Design and Access Statement’ to demonstrate that the Reserved 
Matter has come forward in a-way that is consistent with the approved Design Code 
or Rationale. In addition, the Outline permission (Condition 7) requires the 
Reserved Matters not to exceed more than 350 dwellings, which it does not and to 
be carried out in accordance with approved Access arrangements (a requirement 
of outline condition 4), which this proposal demonstrates compliance with. 
 
The Outline permission also requires the Reserved Matters to be accompanied by 
a Landscape Plan with a tree/hedgerow retention and removal scheme, a 
Landscape Management (Strategy) Plan (including long term objectives) and 
Finished Floor Level Plans. To demonstrate compliance with these Outline 
requirements the application has been accompanied by ‘Tree Constraint Plans’, 
which also shows hedgerow, a Tree Schedule, Landscape Proposal Plans, a 
Maintenance Operations (Landscape and Habitat Management) document and 
lastly, Finished Floor Level and contour drawings. 
 
In addition, and with respect to highway connectivity condition 25 of the Outline 
approval expects that the Reserved Matter proposal should provide vehicle 
connection with the progressing ‘Westhill’ housing development site to the south. 
The proposal does that. 
 
As a result, the proposal is entirely compliant with the Outline Permission. 
 
The principle of development has been established through the grant of the Outline 
Permission (KET/2015/0551) which is extant by virtue of this Reserved Matter 
being submitted within its required timeframes laid out in its condition 2. In addition, 
the principle is further re-enforced through the Emerging SSP2 which allocates the 
site for up to 350 dwellings in its Policy KET4.  

7.2 Impact on character and appearance 
  
7.2.1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.2.2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

As mentioned above the Design Rationale approved under condition 5 of the 
Outline sets the general design parameters that the development should look to 
adhere to including: street types, block structure, open spaces, landscapes & SuDs 
and character areas including building heights, building types, housing mix, 
setback, parking and materials. The proposal has been found to be in accordance 
with this Design Rationale. 
 
Moreover, the Outline Permission (KET/2015/0551) included provision of an 
‘Illustrative MasterPlan’ and whilst this layout was presented for indicative purposes 
it was a component of the Planning Appeal Inspectors deliberations and therefore 
the adherence of this scheme with the Outline Illustrative Masterplan will have a 
bearing in relation to the scheme’s acceptability. The proposal is broadly consistent 
with the general arrangements of the Outline Illustrative Masterplan. 
 
 



7.2.3 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.2.4 
 
 
 
 
 
7.2.5 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.2.6 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.2.7 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.2.8 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Relevant Development Plan policies in this regard include Policy 8 (d) of the JCS, 
which consistent with chapter 12 of the NPPF seeks development to create a 
distinctive local character by responding to wider character and local context. 
Policy 3 of the JCS pursuant to Landscape Character is not considered to be 
relevant (as a third party suggests) as the principle of the site’s development and 
the effective loss of the green space, and any wider landscape ramifications, has 
been accepted for housing. 
 
The 16.92-hectare site is located on the western edge of Kettering and Gipsy Lane 
across three arable fields. The site slopes markedly down to the west toward the 
A14, which encloses the site’s western edge. The loss of the site’s openness and 
green characteristics and the contribution it makes to the area, in favour of housing, 
has already been established. 
 
The land to the south has extant permission for housing together with associated 
services and facilities and is currently being built out and nearing the immediate 
site’s southern boundary. To the north beyond Thorpe Lane is the progressing 
(Morris Homes) 75 dwelling housing development. The proposal site therefore is 
between these two adjacent parcels of developing housing sites with the A14 
effectively forming a barrier to development further west.    
 
To the east of the site is the established linear development fronting Gipsy Lane, 
which immediately opposes the site to the eastern side of Gipsy Lane and further 
south lines either side. Gipsy Lane consists of a variety of detached and semi-
detached house types constructed at various times set on generous plots and with 
a consistent significant highway setback. Whilst there is no distinct vernacular 
character to the houses on Gipsy Lane, interspersed amongst modern and 
standard house designs are some dwellings of noteworthy character, which include 
prominent cat-slide front gables, high chimneys, and a mix of materials which 
emphasis architectural detailing. There is an ‘Arts and Crafts’ leaning to some of 
the Gipsy Lane dwellings as a third party and the submission recognises. 
 
Gipsy Lane has a strong ‘Avenue’ character with wide grassed verges and mature 
highway trees which gives the Lane a pleasant verdant and open quality. Although 
some of this openness has been eroded somewhat over the years with the addition 
of large side extensions and in-filling. This quality is recognised in the emerging 
SSP2 which describes the south part of Gipsy Lane (to the south-east of the 
application site) as having a ‘distinctive townscape character’ in its Policy HOU1. 
 
Turning to the proposal; the agreed approach for the development (in the approved 
Design Rationale) is to split the site into thirds with the split following the general 
alignment of the site’s existing hedgerow. The divides will be formed by linear east-
to-west areas of green open space including a meandering footpath and in the 
northern sub-division area provide the route for the existing stream which flows 
through the site. A significant portion of the site’s western edge will form an area of 
landscaping which includes attenuation ponds, swales, mounds, and 
footpaths/cycleway and gives access to the A14 pedestrian underpass and a 
pedestrian link to the south. This eastern area is a non-build area due to the 
presence of significant over and under Utilities. 
 



7.2.9 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.2.10 
 
 
 
7.2.11 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.2.12 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The site is also separated into character areas which shall run north-to-south these 
are referred to as (A) The Gipsy Land Frontage; (B) The Avenue; and (C) The Rural 
Edge and are described in the submission documents as follows: 
 

[A] The Gipsy Lane Frontage... which is designed to complement (but 
not replicate) those dwellings elsewhere in the street that are influenced 
by the Arts & Crafts movement. The dwellings contribute a robust 
frontage and interesting roof-scape reflecting the materials used in 
neighbouring buildings. 
 
[B] The Avenue... which is designed to follow a suburban vernacular, 
providing a strong street frontage with verges and planting appropriate 
to the importance of the street and providing a visual link with the Gipsy 
Lane frontage. 
 
[C] The Rural Edge... which responds to the soft edge to the linear park 
with references to the village vernacular exemplified by dwellings in 
Thorpe Malsor and Loddington. 

 
This approach was accepted in the Design Rationale approved under the Outline 
Permission and is a logical approach, particularly with respect to the Gipsy Lane 
frontage.  
 
Looking at the interaction of the proposal with Gipsy Lane; the most conspicuous 
part of the proposals-built form and the aspect that would have the most potential 
to clash with the existing character and appearance of Gipsy Lane would be the 
proposed apartment blocks toward the site’s south-east corner. These have been 
the subject of concern by third party objectors. The apartments would be opposite 
a row of detached 1960-70’s house types. As such and whilst a storey taller given 
that the proposal is on the opposite side of the road the apartments would not have 
a dominating effect toward the existing opposing dwellings.  
 
The closest existing residential dwelling to the site is 109 Gipsy Lane to the south, 
which is an attractive rendered semi-detached dwelling consisting of a front twin 
dual-pitched cat-slide roof element and is one of the notable character dwellings 
on Gipsy Lane. To acknowledge this relationship the closest proposed apartment 
block (APT-4) has been sited approximately 21m off the site’s southern boundary, 
which together with an intervening gas compound access drive means that there 
is a gap of over 24m between the dwelling at 109 Gipsy Lane and the apartments 
together with boundary planting. Effort has also been made to reduce the perceived 
massing, scale, and overall heights of the apartments with the second floor being 
partially contained within a relatively low-pitched roof, use of render and gables 
including a catslide gable which nods to the features at 109 Gipsy Lane. See below 
a street-scene extract of the apartment with the block to the left closest to 109 
Gipsy Lane - the spacing shown between the apartment and the site’s southern 
edge is apparent: 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 

 
7.2.13 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.2.14 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.2.15 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.2.16 
 
 

   
(Not to Scale) 

 

Whilst it is acknowledged that the apartments will jar to a degree with the prevailing 
character of Gipsy Lane, their siting means that there is a significant gap between 
established houses and the apartments and together with the design attributes 
discussed would not have a harmful impact to the streetscapes visual amenity 
value. In addition, the apartments would be read as part of the new development 
and their position together with the obvious break in the built form will create a 
legible focal point of arrival at the access for the development. These house types 
are also important to ensure that the development provides an appropriate mix that 
includes smaller units and coincide with the illustrative masterplan that 
accompanied the Outline application.   
 
Furthermore, and a point that would apply to much of the development frontage 
along Gipsy Lane (save for the creation of the accesses), the ‘Landscaping 
Proposals’ Plans indicate that the highway trees would be retained and that the 
existing substantial hedge would be retained and enhanced in the areas where 
accesses are proposed. These retentions mean that the proposal would benefit 
from instant landscape maturity and assist in its successful assimilation with Gipsy 
Lane and retain its verdant ‘Avenue’ character. 
 
Elsewhere and to the north of the apartments on the Gipsy Lane frontage there will 
be a mix of house types including detached houses with large hipped rooves and 
high chimneys with some cat-slide roof features together with some more standard 
house types with contrasting materials and good separation between houses. 
These house types and differing designs and materials is indicative of the varied 
theme in Gipsy Lane and ties in with some of the house types on the ‘Morris Homes’ 
progressing development to the north. See below another Gipsy Lane street-scene 
extract taken from the northern part of the developments Gipsy Lane frontage 
where many of the features mentioned can be seen: 
 

 
(Not to Scale) 

 
When considering the proposal and its interaction with Gipsy Lane; whilst some 
conflict with its character is acknowledged with respect to the apartments this is 
limited for the reasons discussed and as such the proposal, when taken as a whole, 



 
 
 
7.2.17 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.2.18 
 
 
 
7.2.19 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
7.2.20 
 
 
 
 
 
7.2.21 
 
 
 
7.2.22 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

integrates successfully with Gipsy Lane, whilst at the same time creating its own 
sense of place and streetscape interest. 
 
Looking now at other areas of the proposal; the central spine character area of the 
proposal is labelled as ‘The Avenue’ and consists of a simpler design of dwellings, 
compared to those in the adjacent character areas lining the gently curving main 
distributor highway for the site and includes highway trees and grassed verges. 
These dwellings have an inoffensive design indicative of its lack of existing 
reference points and assist to marry up the two more clearly defined character 
areas either side. 
 
An objector commented specifically on the design of the bungalows – whilst their 
design is unremarkable, they are inoffensive and offer a practical provision for 
dwellings of this type, which generally are under provided for and are acceptable.  
 
The western part of the developed site overlooking the swathe of open space to 
the far west of the site is defined as the proposals ‘Rural Edge’ character area and 
takes a rural domestic vernacular approach to dwelling design including the 
provision of natural stone dwellings, window detailing, open porches, and 
chimneys. See the below streetscape extract for examples of the proposed house 
types in this area:   
 

 
 
This design approach is correct and rightly provides a rural edge to this side of the 
development overlooking the open space with farmland beyond the A14 to the west 
and therefore will help to assimilate the development into any long-distance views 
of the development experienced from the far west and provide an attractive edge 
to this part of the Town. 
 
Conditions shall be applied requiring approval of stone and brick sample panels 
to ensure that the stone/brickwork are suitable and a condition requiring approval 
of architectural detailing.  
 
Turning to the layout: the meandering main distributor road feeds into a street 
layout that has managed to capture the characteristics of regular geometric layout 
with rear and side garden boundaries enclosing one another whilst also having a 
semblance of interesting irregularity because of their gently curving nature. The 
layout has a strong association with open spaces with frontages proposed onto the 
western swathe of open space, the two linear open spaces which divide the site 
and the various small Local Areas for Play. The layout also retains most of the 
Gipsy Lane hedgerow to give the proposal a verdant eastern edge whilst also 
having Avenue characteristics to the main estate road and areas of greenery 
around the apartment blocks. Further information of the proposals landscaping and 
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the positive impacts that this has to the ‘green’ credentials and visual amenity 
values of the proposal are discussed in more detail in section 6 below.  
 
The proposal includes some parking courtyards, particularly associated with the 
apartments, however these are well overlooked and have been divided and 
therefore are not over-large. The parking areas serving houses are more akin to 
‘home-zones’ as they also provide accesses rather than just being for the parking 
of cars. These layout arrangements are indicative of a street design that has taken 
every opportunity to provide a safe environment that has looked to plan out crime.  
 
The Police, however, do have two residual points of concern in this regard, which 
will be discussed. Point 1 relates to plots 190, 191 and 192, 193 and 196 & 305 
and specifically the created alley ways between those dwellings being vulnerable 
to anti-social behaviour. To overcome this issue, the applicant has gated the front 
end of the alleyway fronting Gipsy Lane and provided side windows to the dwellings 
either side of the alleyway and have also restricted access from the car parking 
serving the adjacent apartments. Nevertheless, and despite these arrangements 
the Police have retained their concerns. It is considered that as the critical Gipsy 
Lane frontage is effectively closed off with the initial cul-de-sac access to the 
alleyways well-overlooked and defensible that the potential for the alleyways to be 
used by people other than those that occupy the immediate area is significantly 
reduced and therefore would provide slight potential for anti-social behaviour. Point 
2 of the Police relates to the re-positioning of a rear access gate that serves Plot 
292, however in this case such a provision would result in the creation of an 
alleyway to the rear of a cycle store and therefore would not be advisable as it 
could have more severe potential for anti-social behaviour.   
 
Consequently, the development comes forward in a planned way that has 
responded to the provisions of the approved Design Rationale which involved the 
input of Council instructed Landscape and Urban Design professionals and results 
in a high-quality layout and design that creates streetscape interest and has taken 
opportunities available to provide spaciousness and green streets fitting of its 
suburban location. The proposal therefore is acceptable in this regard.       

  
7.3 Impact on neighbour’s residential amenity 
 
7.3.1 
 
 
 
7.3.2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Policy 8 (e) of the JCS and Policy KET4 (a) of the Emerging SSP2, consistent with 
paragraph 127(f) of the NPPF seeks to protect the residential amenity of 
neighbouring property. 
 
The closest neighbours to the proposal are those opposite on Gipsy Lane and 
those to the south at 107 and 109 Gipsy Lane together with future occupiers 
associated with residential development occurring to the south and north of the 
site. The occupiers of 98 and 126 opposite contest that the proposal would have 
an adverse impact to their residential amenity, including loss of privacy. The 
separation distance between the dwellings of the mentioned complainants and the 
opposing proposed dwelling/ apartments and any other existing facing dwelling in 
Gipsy Lane (and those of developments to the south and north) is at least 34m. In 
addition, the south facing elevation of the proposed apartment block (APT-4) 
closest to the boundary with 109 Gipsy Lane is 24m from the boundary, which also 
includes vegetation screening.  
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These separation distances and accounting for the Apartments consisting of three 
storeys is enough to ensure that the proposal would not cause adverse impact to 
neighbour’s light or privacy and whilst the proposal would represent a change to 
their experienced views there would be no detriment to outlook due to overbearing. 
 
In addition, third party objectors aver that the proposal would have an adverse 
impact to their amenity because of noise, pollution and disturbance caused by the 
development during construction and once occupied. Whilst a development 
associated with the construction of 340 homes would have some impact to 
neighbours this will be short-lived over the lifespan of the development with any 
significant detrimental impacts prevented through the provisions of a Construction 
Management Plan that has been approved under condition 22 of the Outline 
Consent. Provisions of the approved Construction Management Plan include: 
 

 a routing plan that uses the Warren Hill junction to the north 

 hours of construction: 08.00 to 18.00 hours Monday to Friday, and 08.30 
hours to 13.30 hours on Saturday and at no time on Sundays, Bank or Public 
Holidays 

 hours of deliveries: 10.00- and 16.00-hours Monday to Friday and 10.00 and 
12.30 hours on Saturday and at no time on Sundays, Bank or Public 
Holidays. 

 Wheel washing and road sweeping arrangements 
 
There is no reason to suppose that the proposal would result in harmful levels of 
noise, disturbance or pollution, above normal domestic levels, when occupied. 
 
The proposal therefore is considered to safeguard neighbour’s residential amenity 
and is acceptable in this respect.    
 

7.4 Impact on future occupier’s residential amenity 
  
7.4.1 
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Policy 8 (e) of the JCS, consistent with paragraph 127(f) of the NPPF seeks to 
ensure quality of life for future occupiers. Site specific Policy KET4(b) of the SSP2 
seeks the development to include measures to mitigate noise impacts from the 
A14. 
 
Looking at noise impacts first; the outline permission included a condition (23) 
which seeks approval of a noise mitigation scheme prior to commencement. This 
condition has been approved in favour of an acoustic report which stipulates the 
provision of noise attenuation bunds, garden fences and building acoustic 
measures to ensure that future occupiers would not experience adverse impacts 
because of noise. These measures and particularly the provision of the bunding 
would also likely have a lessening effect to noise experienced by existing residents 
from the A14, contrary to a third-party objector’s view that the proposal would 
increase noise levels experienced from the A14. 
 
The site is adjacent to a gas compound and includes overhead electricity pylons. 
The presence of these Utilities was not considered to cause an issue in the Outline 
considerations to future occupiers’ amenity. The matter of the gas compound was 
raised by a third party as a concern in this regard, however there is no reason to 
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believe that the proximity of proposed property to it would have any safety 
ramifications especially as it is a comparable distance from existing residential 
property. There are no concerns raised by statutory consultees on this matter.  
 
The requirements for internal space standards to accord with National Space 
Standards are met. Most of the dwellings (except apartments and maisonettes 
above ground floor) will be to M2(4) accessibility standards as stated in the 
applications supporting documents and through the provisions of condition 31 on 
the Outline permission, which was varied recently under NK/2021/0060. 
 
Most of the houses have 10m long rear gardens, which equates to a back-to-back 
separation distance of 20m, this arrangement is appropriate to provide sufficient 
outside space suitable for families whilst also providing a good standard of privacy 
and access to light and outlook. The maisonettes will have access to a shared 
private rear amenity space, internal ground floor cycle arrangements and parking. 
The Apartments do not have access to a private garden although there are some 
incidental outside areas, that have a defensible boundary which could reasonably 
be expected to be used for informal use by occupiers and have access to secure 
cycle storage and car parking. The Apartments also have a small balcony available. 
The lack of significant areas of private outside space which serve the apartments 
is not determinative as these smaller dwelling types are not likely to be occupied 
by families.  
 
These arrangements, together with the general relationships of dwellings within the 
proposal are such that they provide each new dwelling with good levels of 
residential amenity (avoiding harmful impacts to privacy, light, and outlook) and 
thereby secure acceptable living conditions for future occupiers of the scheme and 
therefore the application is acceptable in this regard.  

  
7.5 
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Impact on highway safety 
 
Policy 8 (i) of the JCS consistent with chapter 9 of the NPPF seeks to prioritise the 
needs of pedestrians, cyclists and public transport users and resist development 
that would prejudice highway safety. 
 
To stress, matters relating to access and its safety together with traffic generation 
associated with the development has been dealt with under the provisions 
associated with the Outline approval – as discussed above. And consistent with 
the requirements of emerging site-specific Policy KET4(h) of the SSP2 includes 
suitable access(es) from Gipsy Lane and provides mitigation measures, through 
Section 106 requirements, to improve the junction of Warren Hill and Gipsy Lane, 
through the provision of a contribution toward a Council arranged roundabout. The 
proposal is in complete accordance with the Outline application and its approved 
accesses and therefore the matters relating to access and traffic generation shall 
not be revisited as part of this application, but instead focus on internal highway 
arrangements. Impacts to the local highway network because of construction has 
also been dealt with through the provisions of the Outline in association with its 
details approved under its condition 22 with respect to a Construction Method 
Statement. 
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In addition, and with respect to public transport provisions condition 27 on the 
Outline seeks the provision of a relocated bus stop and new northbound bus stop 
on Gipsy Lane prior to occupation of the development. And therefore, matters 
relating to the position of the bus stops on Gipsy Lane have already been 
considered and accepted. On the matter of Bus Stops on Gipsy Lane a third party 
opines that the position of a bus stop in the vicinity of 102 Gipsy Lane would 
inconvenience use of their access, however as no Bus Stops are being proposed 
in this location there shall be no impacts to continued use of 102 Gipsy Lane’s 
access. 
 
The proposal provides two points of primary vehicular access off Gipsy Lane 
(consistent with the Outline) together with the provision of a vehicular access off 
the southern boundary to link up with the adjacent Westhill development. 
 
The road system proposed is simple to navigate and provides a safe and well-
connected footpath and cycleway including linkages to surrounding development 
and established infrastructure as well as three bus stops within the development 
for local bus routes. The site will retain pedestrian access to the subway that 
passes under the A14 (to the south-west corner of the site) and gives access to 
rural pedestrian routes (query raised by a third-party commenter) with only minor 
changes to the current routing of PROW VD34 that passes through the site along 
its southern edge. The safety of the road and paths have been demonstrated 
including through the provision of swept-path analysis and tracking drawings and 
have been accepted by the Council’s Highway Department.  
 
As such the development’s highway infrastructure is good quality and meets the 
requirement of the JCS Policy (8)i) as it is held to be safe and will deliver suitable 
infrastructure associated with sustainable forms of transport movements. 
 
The development will provide one car parking space for the one-bed units, two 
spaces for the two-three bed units and three spaces for the larger units and a 
provision of 0.25 visitor spaces per dwelling (85). The parking bay and garage 
dimensions are consistent with highway standards, with the apartments including 
secure cycle storage arrangements and 10% of parking spaces shall be suitable 
for use by Electric Vehicles. This is sufficient provision and appropriate 
arrangements to ensure that vehicle parking associated with the development is 
contained within the site. 
 
The Highway’s Departments has recommended the provision of a condition 
requiring full details of the highway works; however, this is not considered to be 
necessary as these matters will be addressed through adoption processes. The 
applicant is intending to have the roads adopted together with the main 
foot/cycleways, however if this does not occur a condition shall be attached seeking 
approval of road maintenance arrangements as recommended by Highways and 
as a safeguarding mechanism should the roads not be adopted.  
 
Consequently, and with no objection from the Highways department, the proposal 
has demonstrated that it will provide safe and connected street and pathways and 
therefore is acceptable in this regard.  
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Impact on biodiversity, open space, and landscape management 
 
Policy 4 of the JCS together with the provisions of Policy KET4(f)g) of the emerging 
SSP2, consistent with chapter 15 of the NPPF looks to protect and enhance 
biodiversity. 
 
This matter was addressed by considerations associated with the Outline consent, 
which included an Extended Phase I Habitat Assessment, and which required 
approval of an Updated Badger Survey (Condition 17), Ecological Management 
Plan (Condition 18) and for this Reserved Matter to be accompanied by a 
landscaping scheme (including tree and hedgerow retention scheme) and a 
landscape management plan to include long-term objectives (Condition 1, 19 & 
21). 
 
The Badger Survey and The Ecological Management Plan have been approved.  
 
The Council Ecologist has reiterated the acceptability of the Badger Mitigation 
Strategy in this application and has no other issues, however as a further 
safeguarding measure has recommended the provision of a condition requiring that 
certain works are not carried out (within 30m of sensitive areas) until an appropriate 
license has been granted by Natural England or that an ecologist’s statement has 
been received saying that such a license is not required. This condition is applied. 
As such the proposal has effective arrangements in place to ensure that no harm 
is caused to protected species. 
 
In addition, the provision of the approved Ecological Management Plan, which 
includes management regimes from years 1-20 in certain respects together with 
the retention of most of the Gipsy Lane established hedgerow and its trees ensures 
that a significant proportion of the site’s habitat is retained. Furthermore, the 
existing course of the site’s stream is unchanged and approximately 6000sqm 
(close to the area of a full-sized football pitch) is being retained as open space for 
the provision of planting and water habitat including a variety of native trees and 
shrubs, rough grassland for pollinators and wet meadow areas. This area will be 
connected to the existing habitat hedgerow along its Gipsy Lane edge by the two 
linear areas of open space and to the open space to the south on the adjacent site 
and therefore makes provision for ecological corridors. All these arrangements 
together result in an unusually high net gain in biodiversity, which has been able to 
be achieved due to the no-build constraints imposed by existing Utilities that pass 
through the site. 
 
Further-still and within the development area of the site the landscape plan 
proposed show the provision of small areas of amenity grass that form verge and 
useable areas of open space which include small seating areas and natural areas 
for younger children to play. The planting of trees and hedgerow is also proposed 
along the linear areas of open space, around its margin’s and along the main 
‘Avenue’ to create an attractive tree-lined through-road. The proposal also includes 
a Local Equipped Area for Play which will have a pleasant green setting and is 
conveniently located toward the centre of the site. The landscape plans are also 
backed up by a 5-year landscape and habitat management plan for the non-private 
areas of planting. 
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As a result, the submission, together with provisions associated with the Outline 
permission has demonstrated that it would provide a very high-quality landscaped 
development that protects existing biodiversity whilst also resulting in significant 
ecological gain. This in turn means that together with the various informal and 
formal play areas that have been created that the proposal will result in an attractive 
and enjoyable place for future occupiers to live.     
 
Sustainable buildings 
 
Policy 9 of the JCS looks for new residential development to limit water usage to 
no more than 105 litres/person/day. This provision has already been secured by 
condition 30 of the Outline. 
 
In addition, and a requirement of Policy 30(c), a high proportion (270) of the 
development will meet Category 2 of the National Accessibility Standards and there 
will also be a small number (7) that meet Category 3 (wheelchair accessibility). 
These provisions have already been approved and secured under condition 31 on 
the Outline. 
 
The Outline application also included approval of an ‘Energy and Sustainability 
Statement’ which includes a commitment to attain Code 4 of the Code for 
Sustainable Homes. Whilst the requirement to attain Code 4 related to provisions 
in the North Northamptonshire Core Spatial Strategy (2008) that was replaced by 
the JCS as a Policy document and did not include the same requirement, it 
nevertheless remains part of the Outline Approvals commitment and the applicant 
has not suggested that such provision is not attainable. Each dwelling will have 
access to cycle secure storage facilities including the maisonettes and apartments, 
together with 10% of the parking spaces being available for electric vehicles. 
 
As a result, and together with its sustainable location and access to public transport 
the proposal has good sustainability credentials, is consistent with the Outline on 
such matters and the mentioned policies above and therefore is acceptable in this 
regard.  
 
Housing mix 
 
Policy 30 (d) of the JCS seeks development in the Town to provide 30% of its total 
as affordable homes. This was secured in the Section 106 associated with the 
Outline permission with a tenure mix of 70% social or affordable rent and 30% 
shared ownership. This application reflects that Section 106 commitment and 
specifies (and shows the locations) of the 30% equivalent 102 affordable units. 
These have a reasonable distribution throughout the site, are tenure blind in design 
and appearance and include a mix of 1-4 bed homes (including 2 bungalows) with 
a variety of person occupancy. 
 
The 238 market homes also include a variety of 1-4 bed homes in a range of sizes 
including 5 bungalows (7 overall). 
 
This housing mix and tenure and particularly the overall provision of a significant 
proportion of small and medium sized dwellings is consistent with Policy 30 (a) of 
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the JCS which seeks to provide an appropriate mix to assist in the creation of 
sustainable mixed and inclusive communities. 
 
As such and as the Council’s Strategic Housing Department support the proposal 
the application is acceptable on this matter.  
 
Impact on the water environment 
 
Policy 5 of the JCS and criteria (c), (d), (e) & (i) of Policy KET4 of the emerging 
SSP2 seeks development to contribute towards reducing the risk of flooding and 
to protect the quality of the water environment including the demonstrable provision 
of water supply and wastewater. 
 
The Outline permission included two relevant conditions in this respect and was 
accompanied by a ‘Flood Risk Assessment and Surface Water Drainage Strategy’ 
that was approved. The relevant conditions on the Outline are 14 pursuant to 
detailed surface water drainage works (including its management and 
maintenance) and 15 with respect to Foul arrangements. The conditions have been 
approved and thereby the proposal’s water environment arrangements, which 
include a sustainable urban drainage system with the provision of attenuation 
basins, swales, an unchanged route for the site’s existing stream (albeit culverted 
under the site’s main roadway), permeable car park paving and a foul pumping 
station. 
 
The Lead Local Flood Authority department and Anglian Water have no issues and 
the Environment Agency return a ‘no comment’ response. The proposal therefore 
is acceptable in this respect.  
 
Other matters   
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Matters relating to ground contamination and archaeology are dealt with through 
provisions associated with the Outline permission and its conditions 8-10 & 12, 
respectively. 
 
The site’s existing Utilities infrastructure including the gas compound, its 
associated pipelines and the overhead power lines are unhindered by the 
development with suitable access to these Utilities retained.  
 
The various third-party reasons for objection to the proposal have been discussed 
above save for the assertion that the planning application was not published in the 
correct manner. On that issue, the application was published in total accordance 
with The Town and Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) 
(England) Order 2015 and included consultation letters to neighbours that share a 
boundary with the site, a site notice, and a local press notice. As such the 
application processes have been carried out in accordance with the correct 
legislation. A third party also queried the possibility of a ‘ransom strip’ – this matter 
is a civil issue for the developer to deal with in association with land ownership 
issues and therefore is not a material planning consideration for this application.   
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Thus, and consistent with the view of the Appeal Inspector who allowed the Outline 
application the provision of up to 340 houses at an accessible location would 
contribute significantly toward housing supply. Furthermore, the provision of 30% 
of the housing as affordable, would be a substantial social benefit and together with 
the proposal’s economic benefits associated with the delivery of additional housing, 
in combination, are noteworthy benefits of the scheme to which are assigned 
significant weight. 
 
All in all, therefore, any minor adverse impacts identified would not significantly and 
demonstrably outweigh the considerable benefits associated with the proposal 
when assessed against the policies in the Framework when taken as a whole. 
Consequently, the proposal would benefit from the presumption in favour of 
sustainable development as defined in the Framework, and material considerations 
indicate that planning permission should be granted for development that is in 
accordance with the development plan. 
 
For that reason, the proposal consists of the right type of sustainable development, 
in the right place and comes forward at the right time in a way that is plan led 
consistent with development plan policies including the emerging SSP2. The 
application therefore has a presumption in its favour and is recommended for 
approval subject to imposition of the conditions laid out. 

  
9. Recommendation 

  
9.1 That planning permission be GRANTED subject to the following conditions: 

 
10. Conditions 

  
 1. The development hereby permitted shall not be carried out other than in 

accordance with the approved plans and details listed below. 
REASON: In the interest of securing an appropriate form of development in 
accordance with Policy 8 of the North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy. 
 
2. No works shall take place above slab level until full details of all windows, doors 
(including their surrounds), verge detailing, porches, rainwater goods and chimneys 
have been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. 
The works shall not be carried out other than in accordance with the approved 
details. 
REASON: In the interests of visual amenity and in accordance with Policy 8 of the 
North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy. 
 
3. The external stone/brick walls associated with the dwellinghouses, garages and 
boundary walls hereby approved shall not be laid, coursed or pointed other than in 
accordance with sample panels which shall have been constructed on site and 
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority prior to the commencement of 
construction of any such external walls.  As approved, the sample panel shall be 
retained on site and kept available for re-inspection throughout the construction 
period. 



REASON: In the interests of visual amenity and in accordance with Policy 8 of the 
North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy. 
 
4. No works shall take place within 30m of the site's Badger Setts detailed in the 
'Updated Badger Survey Report' compiled by Griffin Ecology Ltd. dated 31st August 
2020 and approved under AOC/0551/1502 in association with condition 17 of 
Outline Planning Permission KET/2015/0551 until the local planning authority has 
been provided with and approved in writing either: 
a) A licence issued by Natural England pursuant to section 10 of The Protection 
of Badgers Act 1992 authorising the specified activity/development to go ahead; or 
b) A statement in writing from a suitably qualified ecologist to the effect that they 
do not consider that the specified activity/development will require a licence. 
The development shall be carried out in accordance with the approved details.  
REASON: In the interests of protected species in accordance with Policy 4 of the 
North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy. 
 
5. If any of the streets associated with the proposed development hereby 
approved are not proposed for adoption as public highway, the following details 
shall be provided to and approved in writing by the local planning authority prior to 
first occupation: 
a) Details of a site management company and associated management and 
maintenance methodology of the streets within the development, to operate in 
perpetuity, will be submitted to the planning authority and agreed in writing prior to 
the commencement of development. 
b) The streets will in any event be required to be laid out and constructed to 
adoptable standards to ensure safe and practical operation, prior to first occupation 
of any dwelling. 
c) That prior to first occupation of any dwelling a legal undertaking is provided by 
the developer that the streets will not be put forward for adoption and will remain 
private in perpetuity; and, 
d) That the streets will be identified as private through the use of appropriate private 
street name plates on the entrances to the development from the public highway (to 
be placed within the site). 
e) Prior to commencement of development any vehicular access to the site from the 
public highway shall be implemented as standard vehicle cross-overs. 
The development shall be carried out in accordance with the approved details. 
REASON: In the interest of highway safety in accordance with Policy 8 of the North 
Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy. 

  
11. Informatives 

  
 Positive/Proactive – amendments 

Applicant to conta t neighbouring developers to ensure connectivity 
ARM to be read with outline planning permission 
Radon  - Protection of Dwellings Informative 
Permeable car park surfacing 
Public Rights of Way 
Anglian Water 

  

  



11.1 List of plans 

  

Title KET Ref. Agent’s Ref Received 
Date 

Status 

Proposed floor plans   1B&1C-1 Rev B 19/03/21 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   1B&1C-1.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   1B&1C-1.G1 Rev B 19/03/21 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   1B&1C-1.G2 Rev B 19/03/21 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   1B&1C-1.R1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans  1B&1C-2.1B2P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   1B&1C-2.A1B 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   1B&1C-2.R1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   2B-1.2B4P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   2B-1.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   2B-2.2B4P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations  2B-2.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   2B-3.2B4P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   2B-3.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   2C-1.2B3P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   2C-1.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   2C-1.A2 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   2D-1 Rev B 19/03/21 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   2D-1.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   2D-1.G1 Rev. B 19/03/21 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations  2E-1.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans  2E-1.2B4P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   2F-1.2B3P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   2F-1.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   2F-1.A2 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   3A-1.3B4P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3A-1.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations  3A-1.G1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   3B-1.3B5P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3B-1.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3B-1.A2 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3B-1.R1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   3C-1.3B5P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3C-1.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   3D-1.3B5P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3D-1.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3D-1.A2 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3D-1.R1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations  3D-1.R2 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   3D-2.3B5P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3D-2.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   3D-3.3B5P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3D-3.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3D-3.A2 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3D-3.A3 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations  3D-3.G1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations  3D-3.R1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   3D-4.3B5P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3D-4.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 



Proposed elevations   3D-4.A2 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3D-4.R1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3D-4.R2 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   3D-5.3B5P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3D-5.G1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3D-5.G2 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   3D-6.3B5P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3D-6.G1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans  3D-7.3B5P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3D-7.G1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans  3E-1.3B6P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3E-1.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations  3E-1.G1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations  3E-1.R1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   3E-2.3B6P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3E-2.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3E-2.R1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   3F-1.3B5P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3F-1.G1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3F-1.G2 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   3G-1.3B5P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3G-1.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3G-1.G1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3G-1.R1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   3H-1.3B6P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3H-1.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   3H-1.A2 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   4A-1.4B5P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   4A-1.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   4A-1.R1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   4B-1.4B6P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   4B-1.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   4B-1.R1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   4B-1.R2 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   4B-2.4B6P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   4B-2.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   4B-2.A2 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   4B-2.A3 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations  4B-2.G1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations  4B-2.G2 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations  4B-2.R1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations  4B-2.R2 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   4B-3.4B6P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   4B-3.G1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   4B-3.G2 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   4B-4.4B6P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   4B-4.A1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   4B-4.R1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   4B-5.4B6P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   4B-5.G1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   4B-6.4B6P 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   4B-6.G1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed elevations   4C-1.G1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Proposed floor plans   4C-1 04/11/20 APPROVED 



Proposed site layout   352A11-100J 19/03/21 APPROVED 

Proposed site layout Northfield   352A11-101J 19/03/21 APPROVED 

Proposed site layout Centerfield   352A11-102J 19/03/21 APPROVED 

Proposed site layout West Hill 
North 

 352A11-103J 19/03/21 APPROVED 

Street scenes   352A11-SS-01 04/11/20 Information 

Street scenes   352A11-SS-02 04/11/20 Information  

Tree constraints plan   10649-TCP-01-1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Tree constraints plan   10649-TCP-01-2 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Tree constraints plan   10649-TCP-01-3 04/11/20 APPROVED 

General arrangement   49292-2001-001B 22/01/21 APPROVED 

Junction & forward visibility   49292-2001-002B 22/01/21 APPROVED 

Adoption plan   49292-2001-003C 23/02/21 APPROVED 

Swept path analysis   49292-2001-004B 22/01/21 APPROVED 

Swept path analysis  49292-2001-005B 22/01/21 APPROVED 

Swept path analysis  49292-2001-006C 23/02/21 APPROVED 

Single deck bus swept path 
analysis 

 49292-2001-007C 22/03/21 APPROVED 

Large Car Opposing Refuse 
Vehicles Swept Path  

 49292-2001-008 22/01/21 APPROVED 

Large Car Opposing Refuse 
Vehicles Swept Path 

 49292-2001-009 22/01/21 APPROVED 

Swept Path Analysis – Single deck 
bus 

 49292-2001-010 23/02/21 APPROVED 

Drainage strategy   49292-2001-500A 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Drainage strategy   49292-2001-501A 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Contours sheet 1 of 2   49292-2001-600-
001B 

22/01/21 APPROVED 

Contours sheet 2 of 2  49292-2001-600-
002B 

22/01/21 APPROVED 

Finished floor levels sheet 1 of 2  49292-2001-600-
003D 

22/01/21 APPROVED 

Finished floor levels sheet 2 of 2  49292-2001-600-
004D 

22/01/21 APPROVED 

Long sections sheet 1 of 2  49292-2001-600-005 22/01/21 APPROVED 

Long sections sheet 2 of 2   49292-2001-600-006 22/01/21 APPROVED 

Apartment block 1 proposed floor 
plans, cycle & refuse store   

 APT1-1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Apartment block 1 proposed 
elevations  

 APT1-2B 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Apartment block 2 proposed 
elevations  

 APT2-2 Rev. C 22/03/21 APPROVED 

Apartment block 2 proposed floor 
plans  

 APT2-1 Rev. B 22/03/21 APPROVED 

Apartment block 3 proposed floor 
plans  

 APT3-1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Apartment block 3 proposed 
elevations  

 APT3-2B 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Apartment block 4 proposed floor 
plans, cycle & refuse store  

 APT4-1B 22/01/21 APPROVED 

Apartment block 4 proposed 
elevations  

 APT4-2C 22/01/21 APPROVED 

Apartment block 5 proposed floor 
plans  

 APT5-1 04/11/20 APPROVED 



Apartment block 5 proposed 
elevations  

 APT5-2B 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Apartment block 6 proposed floor 
plans, cycle & refuse store   

 APT6-1 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Apartment block 6 proposed 
elevations  

 APT6-2B 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Apartment block 7 proposed floor 
plans & refuse store  

 APT7-1B 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Apartment block 7 proposed 
elevations  

 APT7-2B 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Garage 1 proposed elevations & 
floor plans 

 352A11-G1C 19/01/21 
 

APPROVED 

Garage 2 proposed elevations & 
floor plans 

 G2 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Garage 3 proposed elevations & 
floor plans 

 G3 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Design & access statement part 1  352A11-RMA 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Design & access statement part 2   352A11-RMA 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Tree schedule   10649-TS-01 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Drainage strategy  45627-2004-001C 19/01/21 APPROVED 

Badger mitigation strategy   11543362-2018 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Acoustic report   492923001-R0 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Phase 2 ground investigation 
report  

 492923501-R00 04/11/20 APPROVED 

Pre-Planning Addendum Report  PPE-0087669 04/11/20 Information 

Cover letter   JTPF10394 04/11/20 Information 

Boundary Treatment Details   352A11-BT-001 19/01/21 APPROVED 

Boundary Treatment Details  352A11-BT-002 19/01/21 APPROVED 

Bus Stops  49292-2001-1200-
001C 

22/01/21 APPROVED 

Drainage Works – Construction 
Details  

 49292/2004/500/003 19/01/21 APPROVED 

Covering letter  JTPF10394 dated 
15th January 2021 

19/01/21 Information  

DRAFT – Construction 
Management Plan  

 Jan 2021 PF/10394 19/01/21 Information 

Preliminary Landscape Proposals   2143-PL001-1A 19/03/21 APPROVED 

Preliminary Landscape Proposals   2143-PL001-2A 19/03/21 APPROVED 

Preliminary Landscape Proposals   2143-PL001-3A 19/03/21 APPROVED 

Preliminary Landscape Proposals   2143-PL001-4A 19/03/21 APPROVED 

Applicant/Agent Covering letter 
dated 19th March 2021 

 JT-PF-1397 19/03/21 Information  

Maintenance Operations 
(Landscape and Habitat) as 
compiled by JB Landscape 
Associates 

 Dated November 
2020 

19/03/21 APPROVED 

 



 
 


