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Matter 2 

Question:	 Is the settlement development boundary shown on the proposal the most appropriate 

in the circumstances; If not, why not and would it be sound andremain consistent with 

the CSS to amend it. 

1.1.	 The Core Spatial Strategy specifies at paragraph 3.14 that village boundaries will closely 

relate to the main built up area of the settlement. It further explains that there are 

unlikely to be any major changes in the way village boundaries have been defined in 

existing development plans. The existing development plan for East Northamptonshire 

is the District Wide Local Plan adopted in 1996, which did not specifically draw 

village boundaries, but relied upon interpretation of a written policy. 

1.2.	 The Rural North Oundle & Thrapston Plan explains that the village boundaries shown on 

the plan, have been determined as a result of consultation and survey work undertaken 

between 2002 and 2005. The plan itself does not however explain the criteria and 

purpose for which the boundaries have been drawn. It is suggested in the CSS that 

village boundaries will closely relate to the main built up area, but this is not fully 

explained in the Rural North Oundle & Thrapston Plan. 

1.3.	 It is our case, that our clients’ property is clearly part of the built up area of the 

settlement for the reasons set out in our original representation. We believe that it is 

flawed that the village boundary for Titchmarsh, should follow an arbitory line through 

the centre of a property, ignoring aspects of built development, which clearly form part 

of the same curtilage. In an historic and physical sense, the whole property has always 

been part of the settlement. 

1.4.	 We acknowledge that the village boundary has been drawn for the purpose of exercising 

restraint over rural development, but we do not believe that the inclusion of our clients’ 

land would in any way prejudice this strategy. The inclusion of our clients’ property 

within the village boundary will not automatically lead to further development, and 

indeed such development would be inappropriate, in the context of a village which only 

has infill status. An amendment to the village boundary in the manner which we are 

proposing would not conflict with the overall strategy of the CSS and without 

amendment we believe the plan to be unsound. 


