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During the new plan preparation period, Policy BR3 ( Brigstock Camp ) of the 1996 
District Local Plan was directed to be a saved policy. Brigstock Camp remains a site 
specific policy in the current Rural North Oundle and Thrapston Plan ( RNOT ) which is 
subject to this examination. Because of this continuity concerning the site, it is important 
that the same precision is given to the extent of the site for which permission for 
development might be presumed. 
BR3 in the 1996 Local Plan was quite specific in defining the site. It states: 

“ Planning permission will be granted for new uses etc…….. of 4HA of land at Brigstock 
Camp….. etc.” This comprises the footprint of the camp, identified as a brownfield site 
(10.20 in the RNOT Plan ) 
It is a quite separate matter that previous applicants have chosen to purchase a further 
6HA approximately of adjoining land currently being farmed, resulting in a holding of 
approximately 10HA. 
The new policy BC1 does not define the site at all, although the marginal illustration 
shows the extent defined by BR3. 
Given that the 1996 Plan points out that the site “ represents an anomaly in the open 
countryside” ( 4.10 ) and “Provided that: (III) The proposal does not result in an 
adverse impact upon the amenities of the surrounding area and in particular does not 
result in a visual intrusion within the special landscape area: “ It is important that any 
replacement policy continues to spell out the extent of the site for which planning 
permission might be allowed. There is no justifiable reason to assume a larger site than 
that in BR3 for the reasons above and it will be a simple matter to make the small but 
important wording additions to new policy BC1 and to 10.20 to read: 
10.20 …… In response the Council identified the 4HA of Brigstock Camp as such as 
site, etc. and 
BC1 First paragraph ……… “ on the 4 HA Brigstock Camp site. … “ 

Neither of the two previously permitted applications compromised the further open land 
by building and in the policy now being examined, the possession of additional adjoining 
land is an irrelevance. There is, however, in the absence of clear definition, particularly 
in the transition from one set of documents to a another, a real possibility that doubt can 
arise. Given the anomalous position in open country, there is a continued need for 
absolute clarity and no presumption by whichever party that “planning creep” might 
occur beyond this brownfield site in open country. 
The village and the Parish Council have indicated emphatic opposition to development 
on this site. By being quite precise, at this plan stage, about the extent of possible 
development, at least these anxieties can be mitigated. 
With regard to the specific question, Policy BC1 Brigstock Camp would not represent the 
most sustainable choice of site, particularly if there was any possibility of encroaching 
on open country beyond the footprint of the camp. 

J B Fitton ( Parish Councillor ) 22:08:2008 
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