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1. Introduction 

1.1	 This statement addresses the concerns which have been raised about the growth 

strategy for transport and parking in the Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston Plan 

(RNOTP) area. This matter relates to RNOTP policies 7 and 8, together with certain 

site specific proposals. 

1.2	 This statement should be read with reference to individual representations (DOC901). 

It sets out the Council’s responses, addressing the points raised by those respondents 

identified on the List of Matters and Key Questions (DOC810). This statement cross 

references to the relevant documents, rather than reciting their content, in order to 

keep it brief in accordance with the guidance from the Inspector. 

1.3	 It should be noted that supporting text in the RNOTP document sets out the rationale 

behind Plan policies, including references to the evidence base which supports the 

stated approach. This statement will provide additional clarification, as necessary. 

1.4	 The references to “tests of soundness” throughout this statement refer to numbers of 

the tests of soundness in the September 2004 (now superseded) version of PPS12 

(DOC111), wherever these have been identified. This approach was agreed with the 

Inspector at the Pre Examination Meeting on 26 June 2008 (DOC809). 

Key issues raised in representations, which the Inspector wishes to 

examine in greater detail 

1.5	 The key issues raised in the representations are: 

•	 Matter G(a) – RNOTP approach to improving transport and accessibility, in relation 

to specific development proposals; 

•	 Matter G(b) – RNOTP residential car parking standards, as defined by Policy 8; 
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2. Matter G(a) 

Key issues raised in representations: RNOTP approach to improving 

transport and accessibility, in relation to specific development 

proposals 

2.1	 In relation the transport network, as set out in RNOTP Policy 7; the CPRE (00043) 

proposes detailed solutions for improving rural accessibility, including the use of 

community minibuses in order to provide flexible transport solutions. A Peacey 

(02758) raises concerns with regard to the King’s Cliffe development proposals 

(RNOTP Policy KCF2), stating that there are few employers within easy reach of the 

village. “Oundle Under Threat” (OUT) (02701) argues that there are general problems 

with poor levels of public transport provision, including in Oundle. 

2.2	 Oundle Town Council (00101) and OUT refer to existing capacity problems with the 

highway network around Oundle. These relate to the number of school buses utilising 

the road network daily in order to access Prince William School. Specific transport 

solutions in and around the town are proposed: 

•	 Conversion of A605 to dual carriageway, in view of substantial additional 

housing in Oundle, Thrapston and Corby; 

•	 New access to Herne Road/ Prince William School from A605. 

ENC Response 

2.3	 The RNOTP recognises that there is a high level of reliance upon the car in the Plan 

area, given that this is predominantly rural (RNOTP paragraphs 4.23-4.28). Transport 

policies are addressed at a strategic in the adopted CSS (DOC259, policies 2-4) and 

Local Transport Plan (DOC231), together with the emerging RSS8 (DOC236) and 

PPG13 (DOC114). The RNOTP applies these policies to address particular local 

issues regarding accessibility, recognising that transport imporvements should focus 

upon King’s Cliffe and Nassington. 
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2.4	 The issue of accessibility relates most acutely to King’s Cliffe and Nassington. Both 

are defined as service centres, the former by the adopted CSS (DOC259, Policy 1) 

and the latter by the RNOTP (Matter D statement refers) . Throughout the RNOTP 

process, the Council has been keen to ensure that accessibility to King’s Cliffe and 

Nassington from their rural hinterland, and from these villages to larger service centres 

such as Oundle, Stamford, Corby and Peterborough, will be enhanced (RNOTP 

Outcome 2) and Policy 7 provides a spatial planning focus for this. 

2.5	 In relation to Oundle, representations assert that public transport connections in and 

around the town remain poor. The Council does not accept that this is the case in 

relative terms given that regular bus services (1-2 per hour) link Oundle to Corby and 

Peterborough. Oundle, together with Warmington and the Benefields, is also the only 

settlement within the RNOTP area with a greater frequency of bus service than one 

per hour. 

2.6	 In considering detailed transport solutions for Oundle, the Council’s statement 

regarding these matters is set out in the Exploratory Meeting response (DOC909, 

section 4). Details, including new access arrangements and the provision of cycle 

routes and pedestrian links will need to be identified through the masterplanning 

process, as set out in Policy OUN3. 
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3. Matter G(b) 

Key issues raised in representations: RNOTP residential car parking 

standards, as defined by Policy 8 

3.1	 OUT, together with residents A Peacey and C Best (02792) all argue that current 

residential parking standards, as defined by PPG13 and the Parking SPG (DOC218) 

are generally too low, and ought to reflect the real needs of the rural area. Oundle 

Town Council similarly argues that the maximum town centre parking standard of 1.5 

spaces per dwelling will exacerbate existing parking problems in and around the town 

centre. 

3.2	 Oundle Town Council has also put forward alternative proposals for the construction of 

a 2-3 storey multi-storey car park, on the site of the existing East Road car park. The 

Town Council also proposes that the Milton Road School Site, when this becomes 

vacant, should be used to provide additional town centre car parking (RNOTP Policy 

OUN5). 

3.3	 Contrary to local representations regarding the need for additional car parking and 

higher residential parking standards, EMRA (00359) asserts that the RNOTP should 

set more challenging residential car parking standards and utilise travel plans more 

extensively to achieve behavioural changes and reduce reliance on the car. 

ENC Response 

3.4	 As identified in the Regulation 31 Statement (DOC903, paragraphs 3.20-3.21), the 

setting of residential car parking standards, as defined by RNOTP Policy 8, remains a 

contentious and polarised issue. Throughout the RNOTP process, the Council has 

adopted a pragmatic approach towards balancing future local residential parking 

standard issues within the national policy context . 
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3.5	 In setting out the RNOTP Preferred Options (DOC230, paragraphs 19.1-19.5), the 

Council considered the Plan approach to residential parking standards, in particular the 

then national maximum 1.5 spaces per dwelling standard, also defined in the Parking 

SPG (DOC218). At that stage, the Council took the decision to propose that the 

RNOTP maximum car parking standard, as described in the Preferred Options 

(DOC230, paragraph 19.1), be raised to 2 spaces per dwelling. 14 representations 

were received in support of this decision, through the Preferred Options consultation 

process (DOC313) and the Council decided to include this increased provision in the 

submission plan. 

3.6	 The decision to raise the maximum parking standard threshold was subsequently 

supported through the replacement PPG3, which deleted the national residential 

parking standard of 1.5 spaces per dwelling. PPG13 allows for some flexibility in 

setting residential parking standards, and the RNOTP approach would therefore seem 

to accord with national policy. 

3.7	 In considering Oundle Town Council’s proposals to create additional car parking on the 

periphery of Oundle town centre this would appear to be contrary to much of PPG13. 

PPG13 states that in general terms the reduction of the amount of new parking is 

essential as part of planning and transport measures to promote sustainable travel 

choices (paragraph 49). In drafting RNOTP Policy OUN5, the Council considered the 

local concerns in and around Oundle (RNOTP paragraphs 8.17-8.19). Policy OUN5 

therefore proposes car parking as a possible alternative use for the Milton Road school 

site when vacated. 
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4. Conclusions 

4.1	 Most strategic transport proposals are set out though policies and programmes other 

than the RNOTP, in particular the adopted CSS (DOC259) and Northamptonshire 

Local Transport Plan (DOC231). The RNOTP applies these in relation to particular 

local issues, as set out in Policy 7 and site specific allocations (sections 8.0 and 9.0). 

4.2	 Local residential parking standards, as defined by RNOTP Policy 8, have been set to 

address particular local concerns. However, RNOTP Policy 8 still retains a maximum 

standard, in accordance with PPG13. 
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