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Written Statement of East 
Northamptonshire Council to inform the 
Examination of the Rural North, Oundle 
and Thrapston Plan 

SITE SPECIFIC MATTERS 1: 
Thrapston – Site specific 

representations regarding allocated and 
alternative sites – 

Do the sites allocated in the Plan in a particular settlement 
represent the most sustainable choice of sites; if not, why not and 
in what way would the allocation of alternative sites be a more 
sustainable option? 
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1. Introduction 

1.1	 This statement addresses site specific concerns for Thrapston relating to specific 

allocated sites in the Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston Plan (RNOTP), together with 

specified alternative proposals from the “Statement of Site Allocation Representations” 

(DOC1002). 

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

It sets out the Council’s responses, with reference to those sites 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the tests of soundness in the September 2004 (now superseded) version of PPS12 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 regarding site specific proposals, relating to particular sites 

identified by the Inspector in the List of Matters and Key Questions 

1.5	 This statement addresses the site specific concerns in relation to the proposed 

Thrapston regeneration sites (THR3) and the Springfield Farm alternative site proposal 

(SSM1 (j-l)). 

1.6	 These concerns relate to the mechanisms by which the regeneration proposals (THR3) 

will be implemented in practice. The Society of Merchant Venturers (00262) is 

promoting land at Springfield Farm, north of Thrapston as the main alternative 

development proposal. 
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2. SSM1 (j-k) – Thrapston Regeneration Proposals 

2.1	 The representations relating to the Thrapston Regeneration proposals (policies THR2 

and THR3) all relate to the implementation of one or more of the sites. Concerns all 

refer to the need to ensure that facilities such as the library, fire station and Cattle 

Market are relocated as part of any regeneration scheme for the town. 

ENC Response 

2.2	 The Thrapston Regeneration Masterplan (DOC326) has been extensively utilised to 

inform the regeneration proposals, together with the Thrapston Healthcheck 

(DOC301). Representations from the CPRE (00043), Bailey (00048) and Bletsoe 

Family (00347) all refer to the need to ensure that existing facilities are not lost as part 

of the regeneration proposals. The Council similarly shares these concerns and the 

mechanisms for ensuring the delivery of sustainable development, including 

engagement with stakeholders (a requirement for sustainability under PPS1) are set 

out in the Monitoring Framework (DOC254). 

2.3	 It is stressed that for the regeneration proposals to be regarded as a success, 

measured through the emerging Monitoring Framework and AMR, both of the RNOTP 

Economic Outcomes (paragraph 3.9) will need to be achieved. The RNOTP 

regeneration proposals for Thrapston do not propose that existing businesses should 

be relocated against their will. Instead, the RNOTP is the principal tool by which these 

important stakeholders may be engaged. 
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3. SSM1 (l) – Springfield Farm alternative site proposal 

3.1	 The main alternative site being actively promoted for housing in Thrapston is at 

Springfield Farm, Oundle Road. Carter Jonas, on behalf of the Society of Merchant 

Venturers (00262) has submitted representations arguing that this site is more 

sustainable than the RNOTP Policy THR5 Thrapston South mixed use allocation. 

ENC Response 

3.2	 The Council’s responses to the Carter Jonas representations are substantially 

addressed in the Matters A-C Statements. Carter Jonas also submitted 

representations expressing concerns about the quality of the evidence base, with 

particular reference to the Sustainability Assessment of Sites (DOC322). The 

Council’s response regarding these matters is set out in the Matter K Statement. 

3.3	 The Council maintains that, while the Springfield Farm site does have some potential 

as a development site, it is not currently necessary for this to be allocated, given that 

the Thrapston South allocation (THR5) contains sufficient capacity to deliver the 

remainder of the CSS requirement up till 2021 (DOC259, Policy 10). The decision to 

“safeguard” (not allocate) land for the possible provision of a secondary school 

(RNOTP Policy 1) further demonstrates that the Springfield Farm site does have some 

potential to accommodate some sort of development in the longer term, as was found 

to be the case by the Sustainability Assessment of Sites. 
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4. Conclusions 

4.1	 Delivery of the Thrapston Regeneration proposals is dependent upon partnership 

working to implement this through the Regeneration Masterplan for the town 

(DOC326). It will be necessary to engage all key stakeholders, including existing 

businesses and landowners in implementing a comprehensive regeneration scheme 

for the town centre over the RNOTP period. It is stressed that RNOTP policies THR2 

and THR3 should be used alongside the Monitoring Framework (DOC254). 

4.2	 In preparing the RNOTP, officers accept that Springfield Farm site does have some 

development potential. As demonstrated through the Sustainability Assessment of 

Sites, however (DOC322), the Thrapston South development (THR5) would be the 

most sustainable development for the town. 
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