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Consultation on Pre-Submission Draft East Northamptonshire Local Plan 
Part 2/ 2010-2031 (February 2021) 
 
Pilton, Stoke Doyle and Wadenhoe Parish Council (PSDW) accepts that the 
Local Plan has to be consistent with national policy regarding housing 
requirements, but  questions whether some of the recommended options can be 
justified when alternative proposals have been put forward with substantial local 
support? For example, in the case of Oundle Town Council’s emerging 
Neighbourhood Plan, we are not convinced that the concentration of housing into 
the three sites favoured by the Local Plan can be justified instead of the seven 
sites that local people prefer.  If one of the tests of soundness is whether this 
Local Plan has been positively prepared, then in this case, by ignoring the 
alternative options in Oundle’s draft Neighbourhood Plan, local opinion is not 
been given parity in the Local Plan as it claims it should be (para 1.20, p.17). 
 
PSDW has particular reservations about EN 25: The building of 70 houses on 
land to the rear of the cemetery, Stoke Doyle Road. Access to this site on the 
main road, which people in our villages use frequently to get to Oundle market 
town, would be severely affected by the use of this road for a development of this 
scale. Neither the road in its current form, nor Warren Bridge, could withstand 
such a huge increase in the volume of construction and residential traffic. In 
terms of the test of soundness, an alternative access from Benefield Road, and a 
smaller concentration of housing would be easier to justify. 
 
PSDW accepts the distinction in Table 5 between ‘Large freestanding (service) 
villages and ‘Small freestanding (other) villages’, but is surprised to find that no 
reference has been made to villages in ‘Conservation’ areas (eg Pilton and 
Wadenhoe), and that the ‘Restraint’ category is limited to the 4 village of Ashton, 
Wigsthorpe, Wakerley and Armston (Pilton and Wadenhoe having previously 
been categorised as ‘Restraint’ villages). We therefore re-iterate our earlier 
comment that, whereas we have no objection to Ashton being singled out for 
particular recognition as a conservation and restraint village in the Plan, we feel 
that villages in conservation areas, with a more typical mix of housing styles that 
have evolved over the centuries, ought to be included in this category. 
Otherwise, it is difficult to justify the limited selection of only four villages/hamlets. 
 
 
 
 



 

PILTON, STOKE DOYLE and WADENHOE 

PARISH COUNCIL 
 

 

 

 
The test of soundness that has to be applied to the Local plan also arises in 
terms of whether the Local Plan Outcomes (Figure 5, p.42) can be justified or 
effective during the plan period? The contradictions that PSDW identified in its 
previous submission unfortunately persist. We question why no specific 
mitigation measures are cited under Outcome 2: Adaptability to future climate 
change in relation to the large warehousing and logistics developments at 
Thrapston, Raunds, Warth Park, etc.  The issue of carbon emissions arising from 
the increased volume of traffic in the area ought to have been addressed, 
especially as this is a current, rather than a future problem! This omission is 
likewise at odds with other Local Plan Outcomes, such as Outcome 3: Distinctive 
environments that enhance and respect local character and enhance bio-
diversity and Outcome 5: A sustainable balance between local jobs and workers 
and a more diverse economy. In order to meet the soundness test of whether the 
Local Plan can be justified, strategies, such as carbon pricing and carbon offsets, 
ought to have been proposed to demonstrate that ENC is committed to achieving 
a better balance between the logistics industry and biodiversity. The failure to 
address climate change as an immediate issue of concern represents a serious 
omission. 
 
PSDW also finds Outcome 4: Excellent services and facilities easily accessed by 
local communities and business difficult to justify given that no strategies are 
proposed in the Local Plan to address the decline of bus, banking and library 
services that affect the villages in our area. In terms of the test of soundness, 
PSDW regrets that this Plan is too heavily weighted in favour of housing and 
employment creation to the detriment of heritage, natural environment, climate 
change and service delivery considerations. 
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