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Examination of East Northamptonshire Rural North, Oundle and 

Thrapston Plan (DPD). 

Hearing Agenda  Matter B 

It is not my intention that the examination of policy matters AK should 
involve discussion on the merits of individual sites. I am primarily concerned 
with the justification and approach to areas of policy within the DPD. 

Will the policies in the Plan ensure the delivery of housing in the plan area to 
meet the requirements of the CSS in the light of guidance in PPS3? 

Under this general question I wish to examine the following issues: 

(i) Is it right to assume that the proportion of the total housing provision 
for that part of the “rural area” falling within the RNOTP plan area (92%) will 
apply equally in the future? Is that assumption solely derived from past 
completion rates? 

(ii) Do the assumptions relating to housing land availability in the first five 
years post adoption comply with the tests set out in paragraph 54 of PPS3 
and the further DCLG guidance note? What work has been done to assess 
sites with planning permission and the rural potential sites against these 
criteria and the guidance in paragraph 58? 

(iii) Is the approach to the inclusion of rural “windfalls” in the trajectories 
for the first 10 years postadoption sufficiently justified given the guidance on 
the matter in paragraph 59 of PPS3? 

(iv) What approach should be taken to the general indication of further 
sites for development in Oundle in paragraph 8.11 of the DPD. This appears 
to be contrary to the guidance in Paragraph 55 of PPS3. Given the 
importance of Oundle to the whole plan strategy is this fundamentally 
unsound? If so, is there any remedy? 

(v) It is suggested that as Table 5 in the CSS shows separate housing 
provision figures for Oundle, Thrapston and the rural area within East 
Northamptonshire that PPS3 guidance applies to each area separately, 
particularly in relation to the rural area. Is that the correct approach? 

(vi) The Council have put forward as Appendix 1 to their statement for 
Matter C (C/0000/ENC/Doc.3) further suggested changes to provide housing 
trajectories and a description of an Housing Implementation Strategy. Is it 
considered that, if made, these changes would satisfy PPS3 requirements in 
this regard? 

(vii) Does the SHMA provide an adequately robust and credible evidence 
base to support the approach to housing mix in Policy 11? 


