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EAST NORTHAMPTONSHIRE RURAL NORTH, OUNDLE AND THRAPSTON PLAN 

EXAMINATION OF SUBMISSION DOCUMENT 

Further Written Statement on behalf of the Slaughter Family 

by Henry H Bletsoe and Son 

In Support of Site off Stamford Lane, Warmington 



Matter 1 – Warmington 

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 1 - Do the sites allocated in the Plan in the particular settlement represent the most 

sustainable choice of sites; if not why not, and in what way would the allocation of 

alternative sites (Warmington) be a more sustainable option? 

2.1	 WAR1 (the current allocated site at Warmington) is not the most sustainable option 

and the allocation is contrary to national and regional planning policy and the basic 

principles of sustainability. 

2.2	 WAR1 is a Greenfield site, part of which is entered into a grant funded environmental 

improvement scheme – the Woodland Grant Scheme. The other part is permanent 

pasture and also likely to have ecological benefits. 

2.3	 The site has considerable landscape quality and currently offers among the most 

attractive rural views in East Northamptonshire, as outlined in the photographs taken 

from the images within the Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston Plan as shown at fig 1 . 

Fig 1). Views across allocated site WAR 1 



2.4	 The site lies outside the village envelope, as outlined in the village planning boundaries 

document produced by ENC in 2008 and the ENC Village Framework consultation 

undertaken in March 2004. As such the site is contrary to the Core Spatial Strategy 

Policy 1 – Strengthening the Network of Settlements – which outlines the following: 

“Development in the rural north east will be mainly directed to a rural service spine 

comprising the Rural Service Centres of Oundle, Raunds and Thrapston, with a 

secondary focus on the Local Service Centre of Kingscliffe. This will be supported by 

the regeneration of Raunds town centre, the enhancement of Thrapston and Oundle 

town centres and improvement of public transport to link the Service Centres with 

their wider hinterland. 

In the remaining rural area development will take place on sites within Village 

boundaries, subject to criteria to be set out in Development Plan documents. 

Development adjoining village boundaries will only be justified where it involves the 

re-use of buildings or, in exceptional circumstances, if it can be clearly demonstrated 

that it is required in order to meet local needs for employment housing or services. 

Development will be focused on those villages that form a sustainable local service 

centre role.” 

In addition the commentary providing further advice regarding Policy 1 outlines the 

following: 

“3.14 Where villages other than Kings Cliffe can be shown over the period of this 

plan to fulfil a locally significant service role providing for the development needs in a 

group of villages, this will be identified in the development plan documents at the 

District level and will be reflected in the way village boundaries are defined and 

altered. Given a need for overall rural restraint of development, village boundaries 

will closely relate to the main built up area and there are unlikely to be major changes 

from the village boundaries that have been defined in existing development plans. 

Development Plan documents will identify restraint villages where conservation and 

restraint over development are priorities due to the particular scale for the character 

of the settlement”. 



2.5	 The allocation of WAR1 instead of a brownfield site is also contrary to National 

Policies found in PPS1 and PPS7. 

2.6	 WAR1 also includes a significant area of Employment Land. Again, the allocation of 

Employment Land is contrary to Regional and National Policies and is not adequately 

justified. 

2.7	 An employment allocation for new build development is contrary to Policy 1 (as 

outlined at 6.4 above) and Policy 11 of the Core Spatial Strategy, which states that -

“Within the rural areas, new employment development will be directed to rural and 

local service centres. Conversion of existing buildings and 

infrastructure for employment and tourism related development will be encouraged in 

locations within and adjoining settlements. In order to support farm diversification in 

the Open Countryside, conversion to employment uses of buildings worthy of 

retention will be supported where proposals are in accordance with criteria set out in 

Policy 13.” Again, there is a clear thrust to restrict development around villages such 

as Warmington in preference of villages such as Kingscliffe and the Market Towns. 

2.8	 Development of employment Space in the Open Countryside is supported where it 

provides a catalyst for conversion of redundant agricultural and rural buildings. There 

have been some excellent examples of successful conversions in the Warmington 

area; including Eaglethorpe Barns, Warmington Mill, Rectory Farm and the Old Dairy, 

Elton. With this existing capacity there is anecdotal evidence of oversupply with 

properties currently very slow to let. 

2.9	 The suggested allocation at Warmington would supply in excess of 10,000 square feet 

of new build office accommodation which would saturate the market and make it less 

viable to convert existing rural buildings, leading to their neglect and the loss of 

important historic assets. 

2.10	 The suggested allocation for employment land at Warmington would also compete 

with OUN2 which is the most suitable location for this type of development. 

Warmington already has a large amount of employment opportunities in the 

immediate area and this scale of development would only lead to increased in



commuting. Oundle and Thrapston should be the preferred locations for such 

developments. 

3.1	 The site off Stamford Lane, Warmington would be a much more sustainable option for 

development. 

3.2	 As identified in the Roger Tym Sustainability Appraisal, the site off Stamford Lane, 

Warmington scores the highest level in sustainability terms and is part brownfield and 

therefore conforms with National Planning Policies contained in PPS1 and PPS7. The 

site off Stamford Lane, Warmington lies within the Village Envelope and is located at 

the centre of the village. 

3.3	 Development of this site will provide a catalyst for improving the quality of open space 

and enhance the setting of the adjacent historic Parish Church. National Planning 

Policies support development that enhances historic assets such as Warmington Parish 

Church and supports the improvement that this would provide for the local 

community with improved access to open space. 

3.4	 There is local support for the sensitive development of the site off Stamford Lane. 

3.5	 With a total area of approx. 2.15 acres this site is capable of providing a significant and 

important contribution to the housing numbers. 


