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1. Introduction 

1.1	 This statement addresses the site specific concerns relating to the settlement 

boundaries for villages as defined on the Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston Plan 

(RNOTP) Proposals Map and RNOTP Policy 2. It relates to specified proposals for 

revisions to particular village boundaries, 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the tests of soundness in the September 2004 (now superseded) version of PPS12 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 

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

Questions 

1.5	 This statement addresses the site specific concerns in relation particular sites on the 

periphery of a number of villages, which are outside the defined settlement boundary 

on the Proposals Map. In all such cases, the respondent wishes to see these sites 

included within the village boundary. 
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2. SSM2 (a-g) – Proposed changes to village boundaries 

defined by RNOTP Policy 2 and the Proposals Map 

2.1	 Changes to the boundaries of the following villages are proposed, details of each site 

are set out in the Statement of Site Allocation Representations (DOC1002): 

• Park Farm, The Walks, Collyweston (00150); 

• Former Abbatoir, Chapel Hill, Islip (02788); 

• Land rear of 89-91 Lowick Road, Islip (02836); 

• Land south of Home Farm Barns, Lilford (02801); 

• Reliance Garage, Washingley Lane, Lutton (02740); 

• Thurning (three sites) (00264); 

• Titchmarsh (several sites) (00262, 00349, 02769, 02782). 

2.2	 The CPRE (00043) raises a representation in respect of the Warmington settlement 

and the development strategy for the village, as set out in RNOTP Policy 1. 

ENC Response 

2.3	 The definition of set settlement boundaries for the villages has been a major concern 

since the adoption of the Structure Plan (March 2001). This required defined 

settlement boundaries to be set for all villages, where infill/ windfall development 

would be required. The background to this work is set out in “Village Planning 

Boundaries” (DOC330). 

2.4	 Initial draft settlement boundaries were defined in draft format and ongoing 

consultation with Parish Councils and Ward Members was undertaken from 2003-5. 

By means of this process, settlement boundaries were, in some cases amended and 

refined, in accordance with the guiding principles for defining settlement boundaries, 

set out in the Preferred Options (DOC230, paragraph 6.7). These principles were, 

themselves, informed by the written definition of settlement boundaries set out in the 

1996 Local Plan (DOC210, paragraphs 4.57-4.60). 

2.5	 The matter of settlement boundaries proved to be contentious, with many 

representations received during the Preferred Options consultation phase early in 

2006 (DOC313). Following this, a small number of changes to settlement boundaries 

were agreed by the Policy and Resources Committee in January 2008 (DOC317). 
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2.6	 In all cases, the Council has considered whether further changes to settlement 

boundaries are appropriate, within the framework set out in the Preferred Options 

document (DOC230). The Council does not accept that any of the representations 

putting forward changes to settlement boundaries should be supported, given the 

guiding criteria for defining these (DOC230, paragraph 6.7). The RNOTP offers 

flexibility (test of soundness 9), by allowing certain forms of development outside the 

defined settlement boundaries. Development proposals on the periphery of 

settlements would be considered against the principles set out in RNOTP policies 1 

and 2. 

2.7	 Other options may be considered, within the context of PPS7 and the Rural 

Exceptions policy (RNOTP Policy 21). These allow further flexibility in assessing and, 

in certain cases, permitting certain forms of development which are considered to 

contribute to sustainable rural development. It is emphasised that the settlement 

boundary is just one consideration when assessing development proposals around 

the periphery of settlements. 

2.8	 Considering the representation by the CPRE with respect to Warmington, the RNOTP 

approach to development around the periphery of that village is, in practice, no 

different to that for the Network Villages (RNOTP Policy 1). In principle, development 

on the allocated sites to the north of Warmington will be acceptable under Policy 

WAR1, but proposals elsewhere around the village will be considered in the same way 

as for Network Villages. 
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3. Conclusions 

3.1	 Settlement boundaries have proven to be a major issue throughout the RNOTP 

process to date. Through continuous engagement between 2002 and the RNOTP 

Preferred Options consultation stage (early 2006), the draft settlement boundaries 

were progressively refined. Further changes were put forward following the Preferred 

Options consultation phase, in cases where corrections were necessary in order to 

accord with the defining principles for settlement boundaries (DOC230, paragraph 6.7). 

3.2	 In all cases, the proposed changes were considered at the Preferred Options stage in 

the RNOTP process or relate to alternative site proposals, which are considered under 

Site Specific Matter 1. As such, the Council does not support any of the proposed 

changes. 
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