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Greater Nottingham Joint Planning Advisory Board Update 
 
 
1.0 Summary 
 
1.1 The Greater Nottingham Planning Advisory Board (PJAB) has met on 9th 

January 2009 and 5th March 2009.  This paper reports back from those 
meetings. 

 
2.0 Background 
 
 Meeting of  9th January 2009 
 
2.1 This meeting considered items on:- 
 

• RSS Partial Review 
• New Growth Point Programme of Development 
• Regional Funding Allocation 
• Housing and Communities Agency 
• Aligned Core Strategy Update 
• Consultation on the Ecotowns Planning Policy Statement 

 
2.2 The notes of this meeting are attached at appendix 1.  Members endorsed 

all the recommendations, but also made additional points with regard to 
the response to the Eco Towns consultation, to reinforce the fact that Eco 
Towns should be considered through Regional and local planning 
processes rather than being centrally decided, they should contribute to 
Regional Spatial Strategy housing provision figures rather than being an 
addition, and that the sustainability concepts have a wider application to 
all new development, and should not be restricted only to Eco Towns. 

 
 
 
 
 
 



 Meeting of 5th March 2009 
 
2.4 This meeting was preceded by an interactive seminar for Members to 

discuss issues of common concern and to identify key priorities.   
 
2.5 The meeting considered an update on aligned Core Strategy preparation 

and an item on the Growth Point Programme of Development.  The notes 
of this meeting are not yet available.   

 
2.6 It was however agreed that the meeting of the Joint Board programmed 

for 30th March 2009 will consider a report on the aligned Issues and 
Options consultation paper, prior to each local authority taking the paper 
through their own approval mechanisms.  The proposals for prioritising 
projects and developing a finalised Programme of Development were also 
agreed, subject to a final check to ensure scoring mechanisms covered 
factors discussed amongst Members in the previous seminar. 

 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
It is RECOMMENDED members of the Committee note the minutes of the 
meeting of the Joint Planning Advisory Board on 9th January 2009. 
 
 
i) Background Papers Referred to in Compiling this report  
 
 a) Greater Nottingham Joint Planning Advisory Board papers, 9th 

January 2009 and 5th March 2009. 
 
 
ii) Contact Officers 

  
 Matt Gregory, Greater Nottingham Growth Point Planning Manager, 

Environment and Regeneration Department, Nottingham City Council 
Tel: 0115 915 5205 
E-mail: matt.gregory@nottinghamcity.gov.uk
 
 
 

mailto:matt.gregory@nottinghamcity.gov.uk


Appendix A 
 
MINUTES OF A MEETING OF THE GREATER NOTTINGHAM JOINT PLANNING 
ADVISORY BOARD HELD ON 9th JANUARY 2009 AT BROXTOWE BOROUGH 
COUNCIL OFFICES 
 
PRESENT 
Ashfield 
Cllr Rachel Madden 
Broxtowe 
Cllr K Rigby (Chair) 
Erewash 
Cllr G.B. Smith 
Gedling 
Cllr A Bexon 
Nottingham City 
Cllr A Clark 
Nottinghamshire County Council 
Cllr M Storey 
Rushcliffe 
Cllr D Bell 
 
Officers in attendance 
JPAB: Mr Matt Gregory 
Ashfield: Mr. F Horsley 
Broxtowe: Ruth Hyde ;Mr. S Dance ;Mr T Ward; Mr. D.Lawson 
Erewash: Mr. I McHugh; 
Gedling: Ms A Gibson; Ms Joanna Gray 
Nottingham City: Mr. G Butterworth; 
Nottinghamshire County: Ms. S. Gill; ( Service Manager Spatial Planning) 
Communities Department 
Rushcliffe: Mr. P. Randle; Mr. Richard Mapletoft 
 
Observers 
GOEM: Ms Karin Staples 
EMDA Geoff Brown 
Environment Agency: Naomi Wing; James Lidgett 
NRL: Dawn Alvey 
HCA: Mark Banister 
 
Apologies 
Nottinghamshire County Council Cllr Stella Smedley; Steve Calvert 
Gedling: P Baguley 
Erewash: Yvonne Wright 
Rushcliffe: Cllr D Bell 
Nottingham City: Cllr Urquhart 
Ashfield: Cllr J Zadrozny 
 
Welcome and apologies for absence 
 
1. Cllr Rigby welcomed everyone to the meeting. Apologies for absence were 
received. 
 



2. Minutes of previous meeting 
The minutes of the meeting held on 5th November were approved. There were no 
matters arising. 
 
3. RSS Partial review 
Matt Gregory reported action taken after the last board meeting, when it was agreed 
to send a letter to EMRA expressing the concerns of the partners about the 
inappropriate timing of the partial review of the Regional Spatial Strategy. The letter 
was circulated with the agenda. No reply had yet been received. 
 
4. New Growth Point Programme of Development 
Matt Gregory reported that there had been a significant unexpected uplift (44%) in 
the amount of money allocated to the 6Cs. Funding from 2008/9 can be carried 
forward and will not be lost if not spent in the financial year. A list of approved 
schemes for 2008/9 is set out in appendix 1 to the minutes. Delivery of these can 
now proceed. 9/10 listed projects are provisional and will be subject to confirmation 
at a future board meeting. 
 
Resolved: That the Board welcomes the allocations; confirms the 08/9 projects for 
delivery by the project leads, and noted the provisional projects for 09/10. 
 
5. Regional Funding allocation 
The scale and significance of the regional funding allocation transport package was 
discussed. In discussion concerns were raised: 
• About whether the economic downturn would adversely affect proposed 

investment 
• The challenge of ensuring that transport infrastructure proposals supported 

housing 
• growth proposals 
• The prospect that housing growth proposals could in turn through growth point 

funds, stimulate further essential transport investment 
 
Resolved: that: 
1. Officers be authorised to develop conurbation wide plans of options for delivering 
integrated infrastructure to support growth which will be required to inform: 
a) The Growth Point programme development 
b) The forthcoming Issues and Options consultation on aligned Core Strategies 
across the conurbation, including further appraisal of potential Sustainable Urban 
Extension directions for growth; 
c) The transport element of the Regional Spatial Strategy Partial Review; 
d) The forthcoming replacement Greater Nottingham (and Derbyshire) Local 
Transport Plans (LTP3); and 
e) Consideration of emerging development proposals and planning applications 
against a consistent and integrated framework 
2. Early dialogue with the Highways Agency, Homes and Communities Agency, 
NET, Network Rail, EMDA, EMRA and the Government Office on the above should 
commence as appropriate 
 
6. Homes and communities Agency 
The Advisory Committee had a report before them which outlined the role of the 
Homes and Communities Agency. 



Mark Banister, Senior regeneration Manager at the homes and Communities Agency 
introduced himself and explained that it was early days for the Agency. The 
organisation would be working with pre-committed programmes over the course of 
the next couple of years, but would as time went on be seeking to work with local 
areas to understand their plans for investment in Homes, regeneration and 
communities . Reference was also made to the role of ATLAS, an advisory team for 
large applications within the HCA. 
 
7. Core Strategy Work: Progress update 
The Board received a report outlining progress in relation to the production of 
aligned core strategies. A timetable for the work was agreed as set out below: 
 
Resolved: 
1. The timetable for aligning core strategies be approved and the Executive bodies 
of the constituent authorities be advised accordingly. 
2. To note progress being made on compiling the evidence base 
3. Note the need to undertake a “strategic growth locations” study to inform the 
Regional Spatial Strategy partial review and the intention to seek contributions from 
EMRA towards the costs. 
 
8. Ecotowns 
Richard Mapletoft explained the significance of this item to Rushcliffe. The Advisory 
Board 
Resolved: 
1. To make a joint response to the Ecotowns consultation as follows: 
• It is not appropriate for decisions on Ecotowns to be taken nationally, outside of 

the local planning decision-making context. 
• If Ecotowns are approved the numbers of housing units involved should be 

included within RSS allocations rather than be treated as additional to them 
• The sustainability concept of Ecotowns, needs to embrace wider notions of 

sustainability such as requirement for public open space, and community 
facilities. 

• Government aspirations regarding the building of carbon neutral homes by 2016 
is not well joined up with the concept of Ecotowns and undermines the rationale 
behind the concept of Ecotowns. 
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