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SITE-SPECIFIC MATTERS 2 
Is the settlement development boundary shown on the proposals map the most 
appropriate in all the circumstances; if not, why not and would it be sound and 
remain consistent with the CSS to amend it? 

1.	 In accordance with the guidance notes, this short additional statement 
addresses the key question above. It does not introduce substantive new 
evidence beyond the scope of the original representation. 

2.	 The scope of our client’s original representation is that Easton on the Hill 
should be identified as a Smaller Service Centre, in its own right or in 
substitution of Nassington, and that two identified land parcels should be 
considered as residential allocations at Easton on the Hill. This would 
necessitate redefinition of the settlement boundary, and it is solely on this 
basis that we say the settlement boundary currently shown in not 
appropriate. 

3.	 Our additional statement in response to Matter B addresses the 
fundamental principles of why Easton on the Hill should be categorised as 
a Smaller Service Centre, and draws conclusions as to the soundness of 
the Plan. Our response in relation to Matter D provides factual information 
on services, facilities and accessibility. 

4.	 Paragraph 54 of PPS3 states that LPAs must identify sufficient, specific, 
deliverable sites to deliver housing in the first five years of the Plan 
period. A further deliverable supply should be identified for years 6 to 10, 
and where possible for years 11-15. To be deliverable, sites must be 
available, suitable and achievable. 

5.	 Our original representation identified two sites, A and B, with a potential 
yield of 15 and 12 units respectively. They are therefore modest proposals 
in keeping with the Smaller Service Centre designation sought by our 
client. The Plan identifies a site for 11 dwellings at Nassington as its sole 
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residential allocation, so the allocation of either Site A or Site B would be 
consistent with the scale of development envisaged by the Plan. 

Availability 

6.	 Site A is let on a farm business tenancy. A minimum of a year’s notice is 
required, and the site can therefore be made available within a reasonable 
time period. There are no known physical constraints affecting the site. 

7.	 Site B is let on a grazing licence with only a one month notice period. 
Again, this can be made available for development. There are no known 
physical constraints affecting the site. 

Suitability 

8.	 For reasons given elsewhere, Easton on the Hill is a suitable location for 
modest development as envisaged. 

9.	 Site A represents a ‘natural’ extension of the built-up area and its 
development would have limited impact upon the setting of the village. 
The housing would be closely related to services within the centre of the 
village, and contribute to creating a sustainable community. 

10.	 Site B is more divorced from the centre of the village, separated by the 
A43. However, it forms part of an enclave of land around the former 
Exeter Arms and the vehicle repair garage, and is not a highly sensitive 
location in landscape terms. 

Achievability 

11.	 Site A has a direct boundary with publicly owned land, with a ready means 
of access from Neville Day Close. There is no reason why development 
can not be achieved within 5 years. 

12.	 Site B can be accessed via Cliffe Road, thus avoiding any direct access 
from the A43. Suitable visibility can be achieved. Again, there is no reason 
why development can not be achieved within 5 years. 

Conclusion 

13.	 The settlement boundary for Easton on the Hill should be amended to 
include either Site A or Site B. Such an amendment would occur if the 
village is designated as a Smaller Service Centre, and accordingly the 
boundary change would be consistent with the CSS which provides for 
new development to take place within settlement boundaries (see CSS 
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Policy 1). The scale of development put forward is consistent with that 
considered by the Plan to be appropriate for Nassington. 
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