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EAST NORTHAMPTONSHIRE RURAL NORTH, OUNDLE & THRAPSTON DPD – 

Examination in Public 

Further representations on behalf of J. Horrell submitted by 

Henry H. Bletsoe & Son 

Matter D 

Question A 

Is the strategy for growth focused on particular identified service centres fully consistent with 

the CSS? 

1.1 Policy 1 dealing with settlement roles is consistent with the CSS to an extent, but does 

not go far enough in developing the proposed settlement hierarchy to address the Council’s 

obligations in terms of rural housing provision. The CSS identifies the requirement to build 

1,460 houses in the rural areas between 2001 and 2021, and only a small proportion of this 

housing requirement, is addressed in the DPD through specific housing allocations. We believe 

that the DPD is correct to identify smaller service centres, which could be enhanced through 

small scale development, but we do not believe that the policy goes far enough in identifying a 

sufficient number of villages capable of fulfilling this role. We believe that Woodford is a village 

which would justify designation as a smaller service centre, and therefore we do not believe 

that the policy goes far enough in directing rural housing growth to appropriate locations. 

Question B 

In the light of CSS Policies and the principles of sustainable development would it be 

appropriate to identify other villages as smaller service centres? 

2.1 We do believe that for the reasons set out in our original Representation on the Core 

Strategy, that Woodford should be identified as a smaller service centre. As indicated above, 

the CSS makes provision for 1,460 houses to be built in the rural areas between 2001 and 2021. 

The Rural Potential Study carried out by East Northamptonshire Council and published in 

January 2008, identifies a significant shortfall in the number of available rural sites sufficient to 

meet this requirement. By failing to identify sufficient specific locations where growth could be 

accommodated, the Council are relying heavily on windfall development, to meet their housing 

targets. Even allowing for sites which are considered “likely” to come forward as windfall sites, 

the Rural Potential Study identifies a shortfall of 462 units. The Study suggests that these 

numbers could be met by new development adjacent to village boundaries, where specific local 

need can be demonstrated. There is clearly no guarantee that such sites will come forward, 
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and therefore the overall strategy is flawed, by virtue of a lack of certainty in the ability to 

guarantee the required level of housing provision for the rural areas. 

2.2 For the reasons outlined in our original Representation, we believe that Woodford does 

have a sufficient service base to support further small scale development within the plan 

period. It is our view that Woodford is a sustainable location for designation as a smaller 

service centre, and that new development would help sustain existing services and facilities. 

Question C 

Is the categorisation of settlements in Policy 1 the most appropriate? 

3.1 As highlighted above, we believe that the categorisation of settlements, in respect of 

Woodford, is inappropriate, and that this particular village should be elevated to the status of a 

small service centre. In line with the 1996 Local Plan, in which Woodford was identified as a 

limited development village, we believe that there is scope for development on a scale greater 

than infilling. This can be accommodated in a sustainable manner supported by existing 

services and facilities. 

Matter I 

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 (as 

listed below) be a more sustainable option? 

4.1 In promoting Woodford for the status of a Smaller Service Centre, we would advocate 

the allocation of land for development on Thrapston Road, Woodford owned by Mr J Horrell. 

For the reasons stated in our original representation, we believe that this is a sustainable 

location for development by virtue of its location adjacent to the Medical Centre, and a 

consented employment to the south. The site is also within walking distance of the Primary 

School and Village Shop. Access to the Islip Furnace Site, which is an established employment 

site, is also within walking and cycling distance. 

5. Summary 

5.1 We believe that the Rural North Oundle and Thrapston Plan relies too heavily on 

windfall development to deliver the required rural housing provision. The Rural Potential Study 

identifies that even allowing for sites which are “likely” to come forward for development 

within the Plan period, there is a considerable shortfall in sites, and the Plan does not address 

adequately how this will be addressed. 

5.2 We believe that the number of smaller service centres should be extended to include 

Woodford, thereby providing a greater certainty and direction for delivering the Rural Housing 

Provision. 

5.3 Furthermore, we would advocate the allocation of land fronting Thrapston Road, 

Woodford as a sustainable small scale development site. 
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