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It is not my intention to discuss the relative merits of individual sites, 
allocations or alternatives, during this hearing. I am primarily concerned with 
the justification and approach to employment policies 2324 and 26, and 
Thrapston regeneration policies THR3&4. 

1. Does the Plan contain an adequate policy context to achieve the job 
growth in table 6 of the CSS? Will the policies achieve the aims of CSS Policy 
11? 

(a)	 Does the Employment Land Review constitute a sufficiently robust 
and credible evidence base to support the employment policies of the 
DPD? 

(b)	 Other than the identification of existing sites in Appendix 4 what does 
Policy 23 achieve that is not covered by criterion (b) of CSS Policy 
11? 

(c)	 Is Policy 23 considered to accord with PPG4 and emerging PPS4 
guidance on the protection of existing sites? Are the terms of the 
policy clear? 

(d)	 Should the Policy take a more proactive (or development 
management) approach to fostering employment uses on the sites 
where there are doubts about continuing employment use? 

2. Does the Plan provide a viable strategy for attracting high quality 
employment into the area? 

(a)	 Should the DPD provide a more proactive development management 
approach in identifying potential development opportunities for the 
development of new sites and the relocation of existing uses e.g. 
through Policies 24 and THR4. 

(b)	 What is the justification for the balance of uses suggested in policy 
24; should these be more flexible? 

3. Is the Plan sufficiently robust in protecting the existing employment 
base of the area? Deenethorpe airfield will be considered at a sitespecific 
hearing. 

4. Is the Plan sufficiently robust to resist inappropriate employment or 
tourism related development? 



(a)	 Do policies 26 or 33 provide too much scope for inappropriate 
development in the countryside contrary to PPS7 guidance and, if so, 
what would make the policies sound? 

5. Is the Plan sufficiently supportive of viable tourism development, 
particularly along the Nene Valley? 

(a)	 What is the evidence to support the uses listed in the second part of 
policy 27 and the order of preference? What alternatives were 
considered? 

(b)	 What is the justification for the uses listed under policy 28? Should 
they be more extensive? How likely is it that the policy will be 
implemented and is it intended to promote alternative use? What 
status would the proposed development brief have and should this be 
clarified? 

(c)	 How realistic is Policy 29 when there is opposition by the landowner? 

6. Will the Plan lead to the enhancement of businesses and facilities in 
and around Oundle and Thrapston town centres? 

(a)	 Should the DPD include a more positive approach to employment 
development in Thrapston and give a clear indication of alternative 
sites for the relocation of existing uses to promote regeneration, 
including the relocation of the cattle market? 


