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Matter K – Evidence Base and Sustainability Appraisal 

1.1	 In March we submitted a representation on behalf of the Slaughter Family to the 

consultation on the Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston Submission Plan, 

demonstrating that a site off Stamford Lane, Warmington should be allocated for 

residential development. We also objected to the suggested designation on this site 

within the submission plan as Important Open Land and Open Space. 

1.2	 We are now asked to consider questions that have been raised by the Inspector as 

part of his Examination into the soundness of the Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston 

Plan. The questions are highlighted in blue with our response following: 

Matter K – Evidence Base and Sustainability Appraisal 

Does the sustainability appraisal adequately support (as evidence) choice of sites 

allocated in the Plan. Has adequate consideration being given to alternatives? 

2.1	 In Warmington allocation WAR1 does not seem to be adequately supported by the 

sustainability approval. 

2.2	 The scoring of the sites contained in the Roger Tym & Partners report seems to 

indicate that the site off Stamford Lane (Ref: RTP 226) should have been allocated as 

a residential site rather than WAR1 because it achieves higher scores. The scoring was 

reported as follows:-

Site off Stamford Lane,	 WAR1 

Warmington 

Green 5 5 

Yellow 12 11 

Orange 3 4 

Red 0 0 

2.3	 From Roger Tym and Partners analysis it seems that the only reason the site off 

Stamford Lane, Warmington has not been recommended as the most suitable 

allocation is due to the proposed designation of Important Open Space. It can be 

demonstrated that this suggested allocation is inappropriate and it is not consistant to 



only consider this type of designation against sites within village envelopes and not 

against proposed allocations outside village envelopes. Whilst the Roger Tym & 

Partners report considered that development would be feasible if replacement Open 

Space was sought in an alternative location, it has not considered that an enhanced 

area of Open Space with public access could be provided on site. 

2.4	 Other issues which the sustainability appraisal raises, seem to provide further support 

for the development of the site off Stamford Lane, Warmington instead of the 

suggested allocation WAR1. 

2.4.1 The development of the site off Stamford Lane, Warmington is not considered 

to have an impact on cultural heritage, scoring yellow on this point. The current 

suggested allocation site WAR1 is considered to have a greater impact on 

cultural heritage, scoring orange. 

2.4.2 Although location within the settlement boundary or external to the settlement 

boundary is not scored, the commentary within the report does outline that the 

suggested allocation site WAR1 lies outside the village envelope. The site off 

Stamford Lane, Warmington is identified as lying within the village envelope. 

2.5	 It is surprising to note that site WAR1 hasn’t performed badly against the assessment 

on the effect on Landscape Character. The site currently provides a very attractive 

view, the value of which is recognised by East Northants Council and has been used 

used within the Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston Plan as an image outlining the 

attractive rural environment, please see fig 1 below. 

Fig 1). Views across allocated site WAR 1 taken from 

RNOTP 



2.6	 It is clear from the above that the site off Stamford Lane, Warmington is a more 

sustainable site. It should therefore receive an allocation for residential development 

rather than the current suggested allocation WAR1. 


