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1.0 SUMMARY AND OUTCOMES 

1.1 Non-technical summary
The plan being produced is for one of three areas within East Northamptonshire 
District, that area being known as the Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston. Progress 
to date has seen consultation to seek the views of people and organisations within 
the area to identify their preferences for a new plan. The preferred options document 
is an amalgamation of the public consultation responses and the requirements of the 
Joint Core Spatial Strategy a partnership set between Corby, Wellingborough, 
Kettering, East Northamptonshire and the County Council to coordinate planning for 
North Northamptonshire. The purpose of this Sustainability Appraisal (SA) is to better 
inform decision makers on the sustainability aspects of the plan and ensure that the 
implications of the plan on helping to achieve sustainable development are 
recognised.  The assessment of sustainability is necessary to ensure that the plans 
finally adopted will comply with the Government’s objective to “..enable all people 
throughout the world to satisfy their basic needs and enjoy a better quality of life, 
without compromising the quality of life for future generations.” To ensure that this is 
achieved all proposals for new plans must be assessed for their impact on society, 
the environment, natural resources and the economy.  

This assessment process has taken place by comparing the objectives for the plan 
area with those of the Joint Core Spatial Strategy, by comparing them against each 
other and by comparing them against sound sustainability objectives. The result of 
this assessment shows that the majority of the proposals will have a positive effect 
on the sustainability objectives. Where there are some negative effects these are not 
significant and can be mitigated. Alternatively it may be that some of the negative 
effects are the only option to ensure that the planning and growth objectives needed 
in the area, and by the RSS, are achieved. Having been satisfied that the plan 
objectives are compatible and sustainable all the options have been assessed to 
decide which is preferred. This assessment has been carried out by considering the 
potential sustainability impacts of the option over time and against each of the 
options. Where possible the selection of options has been guided by the need for 
sustainability and balanced against the need to have as few negative sustainability 
effects as possible.  

In summary, it can be seen that the preferred options proposed for the plan area are 
sustainable. 

1.2 Statement on the difference the process has made 
The SA provides the Council with an assessment of the likely sustainability impacts 
of the proposed objectives and options for the Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston 
Plan. The SA will be used, alongside consultation responses to the Preferred 
Options document, to help in formulating the final submission version of the Plan. 
The Council does not have to choose the most sustainable alternative, as identified 
in the appraisal, although the choices made will have to be justifiable. 

1.3 How to comment on the report 
This report will be presented for consultation in support of the preferred options 
report. If you wish to make any comments on the SA details of the procedure are set 
out on Page 59 of the Plan and forms are available from those contacts noted. 
Responses can be made by email or in writing to the Planning Policy Team.  Please 
show clearly the paragraph / section etc your comments refer to.   
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2.0 BACKGROUND 

2.1 Purpose of the SA and the SA Report 
The primary task of this document is to report the findings of a Sustainability 
Appraisal (SA) of the Preferred Options and Proposals consultation document of the 
Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston Plan being prepared by the East 
Northamptonshire Council, as part of the new development plan of the area, the joint 
Local Development Framework (LDF). 

The purpose of the SA is to inform the decision making process during preparation of 
the Plan. This is in order to ensure that potential sustainable development 
implications of the Plan are identified, and recognised in the choices made by the 
Council.  It is also the role of SA to test the performance of the plan under review in 
order to help to determine whether it appears to be appropriate for the task intended. 
The SA is to be carried out in line with good practice on sustainability appraisal and 
the European Community Directive on Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA). 

In order to undertake the SA and to assist in explaining its findings, it is necessary to 
establish what is meant by sustainable development.  The general understanding of 
the term and how this can be defined for use in the appraisal of an LDF is explained 
in this section. The essence of 'sustainable development' is development which 
meets peoples' needs now whilst ensuring this does not prevent people in the future 
from meeting their needs.   

However, this definition may be overly simplistic as inherent to the concept is the 
principle of ‘intergenerational equity'; that is, that the degree of access to the planet's 
resources should be no less in the future than it is for the present population.  Implicit 
too in the idea of sustainable development is a concern for equity (or 
‘intragenerational equity’); that is, that the consumption of resources by some should 
not deny the needs of others. Sustainable development is often perceived as a 
'human-centred' concept, but this is to neglect the overriding importance of the 
planet's continuing ability to support all forms of life.  

Sustainable development is undoubtedly a complex idea, embracing as it does 
economic, environmental and social concerns, and matters that vary from local to 
global in their extent.  A concern for sustainability means taking a very long term 
perspective and this applies for sustainability of the LDF as well and the need to think 
beyond the plan period. 

In defining sustainable development a good place to start is the UK Government’s, 
strategy for sustainable development, ‘A Better Quality of Life’ (May 1999), defined 
sustainable development in terms of four objectives.  These are: 

• 	 social progress which recognises the needs of everyone 
• 	 effective protection of the environment 
• 	 prudent use of natural resources 
• 	 maintenance of high and stable levels of economic growth and 

employment. 

This approach has now been updated following the publication of the new UK 
strategy for sustainable development ‘Securing the Future’.  This was produced in 
conjunction with the UK shared strategy framework ‘One future – different paths’ 
(March 2005) which gives the purpose of sustainable development as a goal that: 
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‘…will be pursued in an integrated way through a sustainable, innovative and 
productive economy that delivers high levels of employment, and a just 
society that promotes social inclusion, sustainable communities and personal 
well-being. This will be done in ways that protect and enhance the physical 
and natural environment, and use resources and energy as efficiently as 
possible’. 

‘Securing the Future’ the new Sustainable Development Strategy also sets out five 
guiding principles that will replace the four aims of the old strategy, as quoted above 
and that appear in recently published Planning Policy Statements.  The strategy 
defines sustainable development as: 

y living within environmental limits 

y ensuring a strong and healthy and just society 

y achieving a sustainable economy 

y promoting good governance 

y using sound science responsibly 


2.2 SA and the Development Plan 
East Northamptonshire District Council has commenced the preparation of three new 
Plans. The first of these, for the Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston area, has been 
produced for public consultation and preparation will soon begin for the plans for the 
Raunds Area and the Three Towns Area (Rushden, Higham Ferrers and 
Irthlingborough).  These Plans and the Joint Core Spatial Strategy will, when 
finalised, replace the current development plan for the District. 

Source: ODPM 

Figure 1: The Plan and SA Process 
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The table above sets out the process through which new plans must go. This plan is 
approximately half way through the ‘production’ phase with the production of 
preferred options. The SA process runs in parallel with the plan production. The SA 
of the Plan is being undertaken with the appraisal integral to the development of the 
Plan in terms of informing the process and the policy agenda.  Accordingly each 
further Plan and any Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) will be subject to SA 
as it emerges in line with the requirements of PPS12 and the Planning and 
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004. 

The Government has identified Northamptonshire as an area for major new 
development over the next 20 to 30 years.  This is as part of the Milton Keynes and 
South Midlands Growth Area identified in the Sustainable Communities Plan 
published in February 2003.  The broad proposals for development in this growth 
area are set out in the ‘Milton Keynes and South Midlands Sub-Regional Spatial 
Strategy (MKSM), published by the Secretary of State in March 2005 as part of the 
Regional Spatial Strategy for the East Midlands. 

The growth proposals have coincided with the introduction of a new planning system 
that replaces County Structure Plans with Regional and Sub-Regional Spatial 
Strategies and Local Plans with Local Development Frameworks (LDF).  In view of 
the scale of growth proposed, the councils have agreed that there should be a 
comprehensive set of planning documents for North Northamptonshire. This will be 
called the North Northamptonshire Local Development Framework. 

The Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston Plan will fit within the structure established 
by the Regional Spatial Strategy, Sub Regional Strategy and the Joint Core Spatial 
Strategy. All these area plans will comply with the objectives set at these wider 
levels. 

A programme for the preparation of the Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston Plan has 
been set out by the Council and the main stages of the plan-making process are 
identified in the following table. 

Table 1: Timetable for Preparation of Local Development Documents 

Publication of Preferred Options document 30th January 2006 

Public Consultation Period Closes 10th March 2006 

Submission of Draft LDD Summer 2006 

Independent Examination of LDD Spring 2007 

Adoption Autumn 2007 

Throughout the process of the LDD preparation successive stages will be subject to 
SA. This is in order to ensure that, where decisions have to be made on setting 
objectives, these are based on a good understanding of the implications for 
sustainability.  
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2.3 Plan objectives and outline of contents 
The following are the preferred objectives of the Plan 

1. 	To deliver growth based on sustainable principles focused on Oundle and 
Thrapston, and thereafter King’s Cliffe. 

2. 	 To enable villages, including smaller settlements, to have a sustainable future 
by ensuring that vital services are retained and appropriate opportunities are 
available to meet housing and employment need including those of the 
farming communities. 

3. 	 To ensure that new development is supported by necessary and appropriate 
infrastructure provision for its needs, including facilities and services and that 
this compensates for existing infrastructure deficiencies and brings benefits to 
the community as a whole. 

4. 	 To protect, enhance and not detract from the rural and historic character of 
the area; safeguard local distinctiveness; conserve the countryside and its 
special qualities; protect enhance and not detract from the setting of 
settlements; and to preserve the separation between settlements. 

5. 	To promote high quality design, materials, construction and layout that 
embody sustainability principles; protects, enhances and does not detract 
from the character of the area; and provides inclusive access for all. 

6. 	 To meet strategic housing needs for around 3200 dwellings by 2021 and to 
ensure efficient use is made of land in terms of density whilst respecting local 
character; to ensure that an appropriate mix of housing types, sizes and 
tenures are provided to meet market and affordable housing needs. 

7. 	 To diversify and strengthen the economy whilst at the same time protecting 
and enhancing the amenities and environment; to retain and attract high 
value added businesses; and to work in partnership with other bodies to 
improve workforce skills and match them with those required by local 
businesses.  

8. 	 To encourage sustainable tourism which contributes to the local economy and 
attractiveness of the District as a place to visit, whilst at the same time 
safeguarding the amenities and the environment. 

9. 	 To deliver attractive, vibrant and complementary town centres that meet the 
economic, social and cultural aspirations of the community, which are well 
designed and provide high quality public spaces. 

10. To encourage investment in Thrapston town centre through the expansion 
and revitalisation of the existing centre and enhancement of the town’s 
service role to create a prosperous focus for the town and rural hinterland. 

11. To encourage a range of sustainable shopping opportunities that improves 
the vitality of towns and also encourages the villages to provide essential 
services to rural areas. 

12. To promote a choice of ways to access new development; to enhance the 
existing transport network and improve public transport capacity to enable the 
use of sustainable modes of transport and the efficient and safe movement of 
traffic within and through the District; in particular the service spine which 
extends from Raunds generally along the Nene Valley and through Oundle to 
King’s Cliffe. 

13. To encourage healthy, fulfilled and balanced	 lifestyles by securing the 
provision of an appropriately located range of recreational and leisure 
facilities and areas of open space to meet the diverse needs of the 
community. 

14. To enhance community safety and reduce the fear of crime. 
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15. To secure the provision of appropriately located and designed community 
facilities and public services, including those provided by the voluntary sector; 
to improve access to health facilities; to enable increased support for older 
people and to ensure that facilities and services are accessible to everyone 
who needs them. 

The Plan will contain a suite of general development principles that are applicable 
across the Plan area: 

• Settlement Boundaries 
• Phasing 
• Housing – Density 
• Infilling 
• Affordable Housing 
• Transport and Accessibility 
• Car Parking 
• Air Transport 
• Town Centres and Retail Issues 
• Open Spaces, Sport and Recreational Facilities 
• Flood Prevention 
• Tourism 
• Parish Plans 
• Local Nature Reserves 

It will also contain development principles for: 

• Oundle 
• Thrapston 
• King’s Cliffe 
• Villages and Rural Areas 

2.4 Compliance with the SEA Directive/Regulations 

In summer 2001, the European Union legislated for Strategic Environmental 
Assessment with the adoption of Directive 2001/42/EC on the Assessment of the 
Effects of Certain Plans and Programmes on the Environment (the ‘SEA Directive’). 
Article 13 of the Directive states that SEA must be undertaken for a range of UK 
plans and programmes whose preparation began after 21st July 2004, or whose 
formal adoption is not complete by 21st July 2006. The Directive was transposed into 
UK law on 20th July 2004 in the UK SEA Regulations4. Regulations 5 and 6 of these 
Regulations define the range of plans to which SEA may apply, which include the 
principal spatial plans prepared by Local Planning Authorities. 

The Table of Components shows where the requirements of the SEA Directive as 
referred to in Article 5(1) are met in this Sustainability Appraisal Report. 
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-- 

3.0 APPRAISAL METHODOLOGY 

3.1 Approach adopted for the SA 
So far Plan preparation has reached a Preferred Options stage, following 
consultation on area based discussion papers and options.  An initial stage of the SA 
has also been undertaken, and that was the production of a Scoping Report, with the 
purpose of identifying the approach that the SA should take to the appraisal, and the 
matters that should be addressed in the SA. (Appendix 1) 

This stage in the SA process considers alternatives for the area plan.  The intended 
outcomes are an indication of what the relative sustainability implications of 
implementing alternative options to the identified preferred option would be.  The 
purpose of which is to inform decision makers on the suitability of proceeding with 
their preferred choice in light of the potential sustainability implications. 

The assessment of options and plan impacts was based on a standard proforma. 
This assessed the potential impact of options for each of the general and area 
specific development principles to achieving the objectives in the SA Framework that 
has been developed since the Scoping Report for the DPD.  These policy options are 
identified in the preferred options report, to be published alongside the SA report.   

The likely effect of the policy options against the SA objectives were assessed using 
a standard approach, which is shown in Table 2 below: 

Table 2 
Symbol Likely effect against the SA objective 

++ Major positive impact 

+ Minor positive or indirect positive impact 

? Uncertainty of impact or lack of information 

0 Neutral impact or no relationship 

- Minor negative or indirect negative impact 

Major negative impact 

Given the volume of options considered in the report, it was considered adequate to 
assess them against the broad SA topics (social, economic, resource, environment) 
rather than each specific SA objective. This approach was applied in the short, 
medium and long term and also commentary was added against those options where 
the policy is considered to have an impact.  

3.2 When the SA was carried out 
The Council completed a Scoping Report for the three Area Plans in summer 2005.  
The Council undertook the assessment of the Preferred Options shortly afterwards, 
with the documentation of this appraisal process in the SA Report (January 2006) for 
consultation alongside the preferred options report.  Revisions will be considered in 
response to any consultation representations, and the progress towards a SA for the 
Core Spatial Strategy. 
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3.3 Who carried out the SA? 
The SA has been carried out by officers in the East Northamptonshire Planning 
Policy Team in liaison with the North Northamptonshire Joint Planning Unit (JPU). 

3.4 Who was consulted, when and how? 
In accordance with Government guidance the Scoping Report was sent, on 26th 

August 2005, to the East Midlands Regional Assembly, Government Office for the 
East Midlands, English Heritage, English Nature, Environment Agency and the 
Countryside Agency. The responses have been summarised in Appendix 1. 

The SA Report will be presented in support of the preferred options report for 
extensive consultation in accordance with the North Northamptonshire Statement of 
Community Involvement. Details of the SCI can be obtained from 
www.nntogether.co.uk 
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4.0 SUSTAINABILITY OBJECTIVES, BASELINE AND CONTEXT 

4.1 Links to other strategies, plans and programmes and sustainable 
objectives 
It is in the nature of a Local Authority’s activity, and their legislative and procedural 
requirements, that a large number of plans and strategies are produced in response 
to the various functions of the authority.  It addition to local level plans and strategies 
a large amount of guidance on development planning comes from Regional and 
National levels, especially in the form of Regional Spatial Strategies (RSS) and 
Planning Policy Guidance Notes (and Statements).   

It is important during the preparation of a Plan, and the SA alike, to incorporate the 
expectations and objectives of these other plans and strategies in order to ensure 
that a unified approach is taken to the development in the area.  For the SA the way 
that other plans can be best taken into account in the assessment process is by 
ensuring that their relevant objectives are incorporated into the sustainability 
framework. 

A review has been undertaken of all the plans and programmes and a record has 
been made of any targets or specific requirements included within them.  Given that 
this Plan must be in conformity with North Northamptonshire’s Joint Core Spatial 
Strategy and that higher tier documents will have been reviewed with in the SA of the 
Core Spatial Strategy, it has been decided not to detail them again here.  A scoping 
assessment of the relevant plans and documents can be found in Appendix 2. 

Of particular relevance to the process is the North Northamptonshire Joint Core 
Spatial Strategy which must be incorporated into planning for Rural North, Oundle 
and Thrapston Plan. The Core Strategy sets out an overall town planning strategy 
for North Northamptonshire. 

Specific priorities relevant to the Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston Preferred 
Options and SA are: 

•	 Meet locally identified needs primarily through development and 
infrastructure improvements at the rural service centres (Thrapston, 
Oundle) and local service centre (King’s Cliffe) with improved 
connections to the wider hinterland 

•	 Create a rural service corridor using public transport to link the rural 
and local service centres and their network villages 

•	 Focus new homes, jobs and infrastructure at the Growth Towns, Smaller 
Towns and the Rural Service Centres. 

•	 Set out in site specific plans what constitutes “within” settlements. 
•	 Include policies seeking to retain employment land; support business 

expansion; support rural diversification; provide land for existing and 
new businesses; and increase access to training and skills. 

•	 Include policies on the retention of community facilities, shopping uses 
in town centres and accessibility for new services and facilities 

•	 Include policies on design and density; the type, mix and affordability of 
new housing; and the provision of leisure and cultural opportunities, 
sport facilities, open space and walking routes. 

•	 Include proposals to phase new development.  Ensure that greenfield 
development contributes to renewal of existing communities and 
supports new services. 
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•	 Include policies to protect water resources; prevent flooding; best use 
of renewable energy resources; protection and enhancement of the 
landscape; protection of biodiversity and heritage; and provision of 
open space, cultural, sports and leisure facilities. 

•	 The priority will be to ensure the provision of the infrastructure; jobs 
and services needed to support North Northamptonshire’s growth and 
associated with building sustainable communities. The Plan will include 
policies on the use of developer contributions and the phasing of major 
infrastructure improvements. 

In addition there are also specific housing targets for development set regionally. 
The Core Strategy aims to achieve the most sustainable distribution of new housing, 
working within the constraints of the Regional Strategy set out in Table 3 as follows: 

Table 3 

Area Housing Units 
Thrapston 1140 
Oundle 610 
Rural East Northamptonshire (including 1460 (maximum) 
areas outside the Plan area) 

Therefore, in setting out the strategy for the alternative options for growth that are 
available, consideration was also given to decisions made at a higher level through 
the Core Strategy. This in turn was governed to a large degree by the Regional 
Spatial Strategy, in particular the detail of housing growth requirements.  This may 
also have an effect on the ability to choose the most sustainable approach.   

4.2 Description of the social, environmental and economic baseline 
characteristics and the predicted future baseline 
The SA of the Core Spatial Strategy preferred options outlines a description of the 
social, environmental and economic baseline characteristics across North 
Northamptonshire.  During the data collection process it was apparent that 
information was only available for the whole district rather than just for the Plan area. 
Some comparisons with other areas in East Northamptonshire have been made even 
though they are outside the Plan area. Further information relating to the district is 
included below. 

4.2.1 Social 
4.2.1.1 Population
According to the 2001 Census, East Northamptonshire had a total population of 
76,550, with 31,244 occupied households.  Of the total population, some 75% reside 
in the towns of Rushden, Oundle, Thrapston, Higham Ferrers, Raunds and 
Irthlingborough. 

In terms of population density, East Northamptonshire has 1.5 people per hectare 
which is significantly lower than the national average of 3.5 people per hectare. 
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Table 4 

Local Authority Area Area (hectares) Density (persons 
per hectare) 

East Northamptonshire 50,979 1.50 
Corby 8,028 6.62 
Daventry 66,259 1.08 
Kettering 23,349 3.51 
Northampton 8,076 24.08 
South 
Northamptonshire 

63,402 1.25 

Wellingborough 16,304 4.45 
Northamptonshire 236,397 2.66 
East Midlands 1,560,650 2.67 

Source: ONS 2001 Census 
Demographically, the main features of the population within the Plan area:  

• 	 The population in the Plan area increased by 18% between 1991 and 
2001 

• 	 51% of the population is female, 49% male 
• 	 20% of the population are under 15 years of age, 64% are of working age 

and 16% are of retirement age 
• 	 the majority are ‘White’ (98.6%) and the largest ethnic group is ‘Mixed’ 

making up 0.54% of the population across the Plan area. The next most 
significant group is ‘Chinese or other’ who make up nearly 0.5% of the 
population across the whole area and nearly 2% of the Oundle population 

• 	 the majority of the population who state a religion describe themselves as 
Christian. The greatest non Christian group in the Plan Area describe their 
religion as Buddhist with 0.3%. 

Figure 2: Population pyramid showing the male/female split in East Northamptonshire, 
Census 2001, ONS. 
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Further detail of these population characteristics is set out below. Table 5 below 
provides details of population distribution in the Plan Area.  

Table 5: Population Distribution 
Area Population 

1991 
Population 

2001 
Gender % Age Structure % 

Males Females 0-15 16 – 64 65+ 

Great Britain 55,831,400 58,124,600 49 51 20 62 19 
East Midlands 4,011,400 4,279,700 49 51 20 62 19 
East Northants 68,300 80,700 49 51 22 61 17 
Plan Area 21,448 26,544 49.6 50.4 20 64 16 
Oundle 3,996 5,345 51 49 20 61 19 
Thrapston 4,033 4,855 50 50 19 65 16 

Source: ONS mid pop est 

4.2.1.2 Ethnicity
A comparison of the change of ethnicity from 1991 to 2001 is set out in Table 6 
below. 

Table 6: Ethnicity 1991 and 2001 
 Ethnic Group % 
Area White Mixed Asian/Asian 

British 
Black/Black 
British 

Chinese or other 

2001 1991 2001 1991 2001 1991 2001 1991 2001 1991 

Eng. & Wales 91.3 94.1 1.3 - 4.4 3.2 2.1 1 0.9 0.6 
East Midlands 93.5 95.2 1.0 - 4.0 3.3 1.0 1.6 0.5 0.9 
East Northants 98.3 99.0 0.7 - 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.3 
Plan Area 98.6 99.4 0.54 - 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.46 0.2 
Oundle 97 99.2 0.9 - 0.3 0.4 0.2 0.1 1.6 0.2 
Thrapston 98.8 99.3 0.6 - 0.2 0.4 0.06 0.1 0.34 0.2 

Source: 1991 and 2001 Censuses ONS 
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4.2.1.3 Religion
The distribution of stated religious affiliation as at 2001 is set out in Table 7 below. 

Table 7: Religion 2001 
 Religion % 
Area 
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Thrapston 74.6 0.1 0.2 0 0.1 0 0.3 17.2 7.6 
Plan Area 77.2 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 15.2 6.7 
East Northants 73.3 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 17.8 8.0 
East Midlands 72.0 0.2 1.6 0.1 1.7 0.8 0.2 16.0 7.5 

72.0 0.3 1.0 0.5 3.0 0.6 0.3 14.8Eng. & Wales 
Source:  2001 Census ONS 

4.2.1.4 Health 
People living out of, or on the edge of towns generally describe their health as ‘good’. 
Of the total population (based on Census 2001), 92.8% considered their health to be 
‘good’ or ‘fairly good’. Only 7.2% of East Northamptonshire’s population described 
their health as ‘not good’. This compares favourably to the Northamptonshire figure 
of 7.5% and the national average of 9.0%. 

Figure 3 
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Figure 4 

4.2.1.5 Crime
The number of crimes per 1000 population for the Plan area is nearly 25% less than 
that for the District and less than half of the level for the whole of the County. 

Table 8: ALL CRIME IN EAST NORTHAMPTONSHIRE BY VOLUME 
April 2003 – March 2004 

WARD NAME 

NO. OF 
CRIMES 

Population 
(2001 
Census) 

Crimes per 
1000 
Population 

District/ 
Borough 
Rank 

County 
Rank 

OUNDLE 303 5345 56.69 8 67 
THRAPSTON 428 4855 88.16 6 54 
PLAN AREA 1624 26544 61.18 
EAST NORTHANTS 6151 76550 80.35 
NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 78571 629676 124.78 

Source: ComPaSS Unit 

The rates of incidence of crime per 1000 population in the district are significantly 
lees than comparable rates for England and Wales. There is evidence to suggest that 
these rates should be slightly lower in the plan area. 
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Table 9: RATES OF INCIDENCE OF CRIME IN EAST NORTHAMPTONSHIRE  
April 2003 – March 2004 

EAST 
NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 
(PER 1000 
POPULATION) 

ENGLAND AND WALES 
(PER 1000 POPULATION) 

ALL REPORTED INCIDENTS 80.35 112.40 
DOMESTIC BURGLARIES 3.50 15.50 
THEFT FROM MOTOR 
VEHICLES 

9.12 11.30 

THEFT OF MOTOR 
VEHICLES 

3.53 5.50 

VIOLENT CRIMES 12.30 22.60 

Source: ComPaSS Unit and Home Office Crime Statistics 

4.2.1.6 Education

The current position (2001 Census) shows that the district has a similar proportion of 
people with no qualifications or whose qualifications are unknown, a higher 
proportion of people with Level 1 and 2 qualifications and a lesser proportion of 
people with Level 3 and higher. There are clear differences between Oundle and 
Thrapston as the key Rural Service Centres for the plan area, the most obvious 
being Oundle’s high level of highly qualified people and lower level with no 
qualifications or whose qualifications are unknown. 

Table10: Education by Qualification level NVQ  
Area Qualification % people aged 16 - 74 

No/Unknown 1 2 3 4 or 5 

Eng. and Wales 35.99% 16.63% 19.36% 8.26% 19.75% 

East Midlands  39.08% 17.69% 18.79% 7.81% 16.63% 

Northamptonshire 36.32% 18.78% 20.93% 7.38% 16.60% 

East Northants. 35.49% 19.16% 22.09% 6.82% 16.44% 

Oundle 24.06% 13.70% 26.51% 7.27% 28.46% 

Thrapston 32.12% 19.40% 22.55% 7.75% 18.18% 

Source: National Neighbourhood Statistics (2001 Census) 

4.2.1.7 Housing

Of the 31,244 occupied households in East Northamptonshire, significant proportions 
are owner occupied.  At 76.22%, this figure is well above that for the East Midlands 
and England at 72.18% and 68.72% respectively. 
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Figure 5 
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Source: ENDC and ONS 2001 Census Data 

In terms of socially rented accommodation, i.e. rented from a Housing Association or 
Registered Social Landlord, with a high percentage of owner occupied households 
throughout East Northamptonshire, the figure is expectedly low at 14.3%.  In 
comparison, the figures for the East Midlands and England and Wales stand at 
17.51% and19.27% respectively. 

Figure 6 
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Figure 7 
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Source: ENDC and ONS 2001 Census Data 
Within the East Northamptonshire district since April 2000 Thrapston has also shown 
substantial growth. Oundle has experienced housing growth, although at a slightly 
slower rate. Both areas have increased their housing stock since April 2000. Of the 
villages King’s Cliffe has experienced an element of growth since 2000. Whilst the 
vast majority of villages within East Northamptonshire have experienced at least 
some form of housing growth, Warmington has witnessed significant growth with 37 
completions since 2000. 

The following Table 11 shows the size distribution of the dwelling stock in the Plan 
area, as well as the type and tenure of the accommodation provided. It can be seen 
that the Plan area has a dwelling stock of 10,431. Oundle and Thrapston are the 
major centres of housing development although collectively the rural area beyond 
accounts for a larger proportion of the dwelling stock (primarily accommodated within 
villages). Most of the dwelling stock comprises detached and semi-detached houses 
followed by terraced properties. In common with most rural areas the number of flats 
and apartments is relatively insignificant. Three bed dwellings predominate, although 
the number of properties with more bedrooms is significant and increasing. Owner 
occupation is the predominant form of tenure by some margin, with public and private 
rented now relatively insignificant. 

Table 11: Dwelling and Housing Tenure  
Dwelling Type % 
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13.4 
Thrapston 2,001 43.9 32.4 17.2 6.45 81.1 5.5 3.8 9.6 
Plan Area 10,431 48.4 28.1 17.6 5.8 73.1 10.1 4.2 12.6 
E Midlands 1.8 m 32.2 36.3 21.3 9.8 72.2 8.3 13.8 5.7 
England 21.26m 22.5 31.6 25.8 19.7 68.7 9.9 13.2 8.2 

Notes: No. of dwellings equates to household spaces Housing tenure relates to households 
Source: National Neighbourhood Statistics (2001 Census) 
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In 2004 the Council commissioned a Housing Needs Survey which confirmed that the 
need for affordable housing was an important issue in Oundle, Thrapston and the 
villages. This need has arisen as a consequence of the substantial increase in house 
prices arising to a large extent from in-migration to an attractive rural area, disparities 
in relative affluence and an inability of certain members of the community to 
effectively compete in the local housing market. These housing demand factors have 
been compounded by limitations on housing supply arising from the rural character of 
the area, with its relatively dispersed population and shortage of facilities, services 
and opportunities, as well as the environmental constraints that prevail. 

The character of the buildings in rural areas often makes it difficult to satisfy 
affordable housing needs. Settlements are generally attractive in appearance and 
layout, with buildings often constructed from local stone. Extensive new development 
would generally detract from their contribution to visual amenity, while few facilities, 
services and employment opportunities exist to meet the community’s needs. Any 
potential that does exist is often limited to infill developments and small groups of 
dwellings often below the threshold at which affordable housing contributions can be 
sought. While rural exception sites may provide some opportunities, this is often 
limited by environmental considerations. As a consequence of the lack of affordable 
housing many people are unable to continue residing in rural areas and move to 
urban areas to seek improved housing opportunity, better access to facilities and 
services and a wider range of employment opportunities. This can impinge upon the 
vitality, viability and sustainability of rural communities, which exhibit less diversity as 
a consequence and suffer further decline in the level of services, facilities and 
employment opportunities that are available.  

4.2.2 Environment and Natural Resources 

4.2.2.1 Cultural Heritage
There are 1422 Listed Buildings of all grades within the district and they are an 
essential component of the cultural heritage. The four Grade I, II and II* Listed 
Buildings within the Plan Area have been considered as the preferred options have 
been developed. Similarly there are 56 Scheduled Ancient Monuments, 26 
Conservation Areas, 6 Historic Parks and Gardens, 19 Sites of Special Scientific 
Interest and 4 Local Nature Reserves. 

4.2.2.2 Water Quality 
Further assessment is to be carried out upon receipt of further baseline data relating 
to water quality within the Plan Area. 

4.2.2.3 Air Quality
The latest Local Air Quality Management Progress Report (June 2005) concludes as 
follows: 
“The district remains relatively good in terms of air quality and no major breaches of 
air quality guidelines is predicted.” 

4.2.2.4 Contaminated Land
At the end of 2005 there were 559 “sites of potential concern” with the whole district. 
For 5% of these sites sufficient detailed information was available to decide whether 
remediation of the land is necessary. An Inspection Strategy has been implemented 
and this is expected to be completed by the end of 2008, at which time a robust 
baseline will be available for ongoing monitoring. 
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4.2.3 Economy 

4.2.3.1 Employment 
Of the total population of East Northamptonshire, 40,000 (82.8%) is considered to be 
‘economically active’. Of this figure, 39,000 (79.7%) are in employment.  This is 
higher than the East Midlands and the England and Wales figure for the same status. 

Table 12 : Economic Activity 
Status East East East Midlands (% England and 

Northamptonshire Northamptonshire  (% 
of pop) 

of pop) Wales (% 
of pop) 

Economically 
Active 

40,000 82.8 79 78.2 

In employment  39,000 79.7 75.3 74.3 

Employees 34,000 69.9 66.3 64.8 

Self employed 4,000 8.4 8.6 9 

Unemployed 2,000 3.8 4.7 5 

Source: local area labour force survey (Mar 2003-Feb 20004) 

In terms of occupations, a considerable proportion of employees are involved in 
primarily ‘office’ based employment, ranging from managerial and professional 
occupations to administrative and secretarial positions. Of the total workforce, 
22,000 (55%) fall into categories 1-4 in the table below. 

Comparing this to the East Midlands, there is a higher proportion in these sectors 
than the East Midlands (49.3%) and England and Wales (53.5%). 

Looking at the other employment types, there is a lower percentage of skilled trades, 
personal service, and sales and customer service occupations than the East 
Midlands and England and Wales. 

The proportion of people employed in the process plant and machine operatives 
sector is higher than for the East Midlands and England and Wales. This could be 
linked to the high volume of distribution industries located in the district. 

Table 13 : Employment Sectors  
Employment Type East 

Northamptonshire 
East 
Northamptonshire 

East 
Midlands 

England & 
Wales (%) 

1 Managers and senior officials 4,000 10.8 
(%) 

13.9 
(%) 

14.6 

2 Professional occupations 6,000 15.4 10.7 12.1 

3 Associate professional & 
technical 

5,000 11.8 12.3 13.8 

4 Administrative &secretarial 7,000 17 12.4 13 

5 Skilled trades occupations 4,000 10.4 12.1 11.4 

6 Personal service occupations 2,000 5.9 7.4 7.5 

7 Sales and customer service 
occupations 

2,000 4.7 8.2 8 

8 Process plant & machine 
operatives 

5,000 12 10 7.7 

9 Elementary occupations 4,000 11.1 12.6 11.8 

Source: local area labour force survey (Mar 2003-Feb 2004) 
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Table 14: Structure of Employment % 
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Great Britain 14.9 11.2 13.9 13.2 11.8 6.9 7.7 8.7 11.8 
East Midlands 15.3 11.0 12.5 11.3 12.2 7.9 7.7 9.3 12.7 
East Northants. 17.7 9.8 11.6 11.6 13.8 6.7 5.8 10.5 12.6 
Plan Area 22.4 14.0 11.2 10.0 13.7 5.8 3.9 6.5 10.6 
Oundle 19.2 20.7 13.1 9.3 10.8 6.6 5.0 4.5 10.6 
Thrapston 21.2 9.8 11.9 11.3 11.9 6.3 5.8 10.1 11.6 

Source: 2001 Census of Population (Table CAS033 - Sex and Occupation by Age) 

4.2.3.2 Travel to Work
Data on the mode of travel to work, as recorded in the table below, is an important 
indicator of transport sustainability.  It can be seen that travel by car/van is by far the 
highest mode of transport for work trips, although below the England average. 

Table 15: Travel to work by mode % 
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Oundle 3688 5.91% 1.03% 0.89% 0.46% 38.34% 3.52% 3.34% 9.73% 0.27% 0.08% 36.42% 

Thrapston 3457 6.51% 0.75% 0.38% 0.46% 52.27% 3.79% 1.42% 8.85% 0.29% 0.00% 25.28% 

Plan Area 19038 9.13% 1.24% 0.77% 0.58% 45.77% 3.75% 1.53% 6.04% 0.39% 0.14% 30.67% 

East Northants 54804 6.91% 0.92% 1.35% 0.59% 47.10% 4.76% 1.33% 6.67% 0.22% 0.20% 29.94% 

East Midlands 3020752 5.74% 0.67% 4.43% 0.66% 38.33% 4.41% 2.07% 6.66% 0.24% 0.26% 36.51% 

Eng. and Wales 37607438 5.77% 4.45% 4.65% 0.69% 34.70% 3.93% 1.73% 6.29% 0.29% 0.33% 37.17% 

Source: Census 2001 and DfT 2001. 
- *Not recorded by DfT in this dataset 
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Table 16: Distance Travelled to work % 
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England and 
Wales 

9.20 20.02 20.00 18.22 15.24 5.37 2.35 2.15 2.73 4.40 0.26 0.06 

East Midlands 9.04 21.35 20.38 17.60 14.58 5.67 2.25 1.85 3.19 3.84 0.21 0.04 
Northampton
shire 

8.98 20.30 20.60 15.40 14.70 6.60 2.63 2.18 4.38 4.00 0.18 0.03 

East Northants 9.87 19.63 9.07 15.19 19.66 11.24 3.22 2.50 4.73 4.62 0.24 0.03 
Plan Area 14.43 13.21 9.01 12.03 24.8 8.64 3.21 3.06 6.05 5.19 0.28 0.09 
Oundle 9.31 35.75 2.73 2.56 25.98 8.63 3.03 2.48 5.34 3.93 0.26 0.00 
Thrapston 8.71 23.41 3.87 5.22 29.37 10.26 4.02 4.00 6.23 4.64 0.27 0.00 

Source: Census 2001 and DfT 2001. 
- *Not recorded by DfT in this dataset 

4.2.3.3 Car Ownership

Car ownership figures are marked by a clear rural/urban divide. The ownership of a 
car is often seen as a necessity in parts of the Rural North where few alternative 
means of transport exist, or are able to meet the requirements of the local 
community. 

Within most rural wards, between 5% and 15% of households have no car. In 
contrast, in many of the lower income, urban areas this figure is over 30%, well 
above the Northamptonshire average of 20.8%. 

The highest levels of car ownership are in the suburbs of towns. For example, in the 
south of Barnwell only 6.91% of households are without a car. This correlates with 
the longer journey to work distances from such areas. 

Table 17: Car Ownership per Household % 
No car 
or van 

1 car or 
van 

2 cars or 
vans 

3 cars or 
vans 

4 or 
more 
cars or 
vans 

England and Wales 26.79% 43.80% 23.53% 4.51% 1.38% 
East Midlands 24.25% 44.45% 25.24% 4.67% 1.39% 
Northamptonshire 20.84% 42.50% 29.19% 5.71% 1.76% 
East Northants. 16.07% 42.06% 33.23% 6.42% 2.22% 
Plan Area 12.14% 37.97% 38.96% 8.09% 2.83% 
Oundle 15.46% 43.04% 33.76% 5.57% 2.16% 
Thrapston 11.75% 39.45% 40.49% 6.13% 2.18% 

Source: Census 2001 
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Figure 8 

4.3 Difficulties in collecting data and limitations of the data 

The collection, presentation and monitoring of baseline data is a relatively new 
requirement. Some useful and relevant information has been difficult to obtain, 
however it is envisaged that future reports and studies (plus those that are underway) 
will help to redress this problem. Furthermore, it is anticipated that the range of 
baseline data held will improve over time, particularly as local authorities prepare 
annual monitoring reports as required under the Planning and Compulsory Purchase 
Act 2004. 
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4.4 The SA Framework, including objectives, targets and indicators  

The purpose of establishing a sustainability framework is to clarify the definition of 
sustainable development in terms of spatial planning, and this is therefore 
appropriate for consideration through the LDF.  These objectives can then be used 
as a robust and consistent basis for assessment in the SA process. 

The assessment uses the SA Framework developed for the appraisal of the North 
Northamptonshire Joint Core Spatial Strategy. 

The JPU work purposely limited the number of sustainability objectives to ensure a 
manageable level at the assessment stage.  This was to ensure that comparisons do 
not become unwieldy and that information can be more easily organised.  It is 
considered that these sustainability objectives are equally relevant for all types of 
DPD and SPD to be produced across North Northamptonshire.  The sustainability 
objectives are set out in the table below. Each of these has been assessed against 
each other to identify conflicts and the summary matrix can be seen in Appendix 7. 
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Figure 9: Sustainability framework for the SA of NN LDF 
SA Topic SA Objective 

Social progress which recognises the needs of everyone 
Accessibility Enable all people to have similar and sufficient levels of access to 

services, facilities and opportunities 
Housing Provide the opportunity for people to meet their housing needs 
Health Improve overall levels of physical, mental and social well-being, and 

reduce disparities between different groups and different areas 
Crime Reduce the incidences of crime and the fear of crime 
Community Value and nurture a sense of belonging in a cohesive community 

whilst respecting diversity 
Skills Assist people in gaining the skills to fulfil their potential and increase 

their contribution to society and the economy 
Liveability To create healthy, clean and pleasant environments for people to 

enjoy living, working and for recreation and to protect and enhance 
residential amenity 

Effective protection of the environment 
Biodiversity To protect, maintain and enhance the diversity and abundance of 

species and their habitats to implement a net gain and to avoid 
habitat fragmentation. 

Landscape Maintain and enhance the quality, character and local 
distinctiveness of the landscape, including its contribution to the 
setting and character of settlements 

Cultural Heritage Protect and enhance sites, features and areas of historical, 
archaeological, geological and cultural value and their settings 

Built Environment Maintain and enhance the quality and distinctiveness of the built 
environment 

Climate Change Reduce the emissions of greenhouse gases and protect people 
from the effects of climate change 

Prudent Use of natural resources 
Air Reduce all forms of air pollution in the interests of local air quality 

and the integrity of the atmosphere 
Water Quality Maintain and improve the quality of ground and river waters 
Water Conservation 
and Management 

Ensure adequate water supply, maximise water efficiency and 
reduce the risk of flooding 

Soil and Land Ensure the efficient use of land and maintain the resource of 
productive soil 

Minerals Ensure the efficient use of minerals and primary resources 
Energy Use Minimise energy consumption, increase energy efficiency and 

maintain the stock of non renewable energy sources  
Renewable Energy Increase the opportunities for energy generation from renewable 

sources 
Waste Reduce the consumption of finite materials and increase reuse and 

recycling 
Maintenance of high and stable levels of economic growth and employment 
Employment Maintain and enhance employment opportunities and to reduce the 

disparities arising from unequal access to jobs 
Wealth Creation Retain and enhance the factors which are conducive to wealth 

creation, including infrastructure and the local strengths and 
qualities that are attractive to visitors and investors 

Town Centres Protect and enhance the vitality and viability of town centres and 
market towns 
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The central purpose of the sustainability framework is to define what is meant by 
sustainable development for the SA process.  Therefore it can be used to assess the 
component parts of the LDF.  In some instances it may be suitable to only use the 
framework as the basis for general comment on the performance of the plan, for 
example in the appraisal of alternatives.  In other situations where there are defined 
policies it will be suitable to use the framework in a detailed appraisal of each policy 
and its performance against each objective, as a matrix based appraisal. 

In order to assist in the appraisal process a series of ‘appraisal questions’ has been 
identified for each SA Objective.  This will allow a fuller explanation and better 
interpretation of each objective; so that those completing the appraisal and those 
reading the appraisal have a common understanding.  These questions are included 
in Appendix 13. 

4.5 Main social, environmental and economic issues and problems

Full details of the current social, environmental and economic baseline are 
documented in Appendix 3.  This section briefly summaries the main points to be 
raised. 

The key issues include: 

•	 Limited employment in some rural areas 
•	 Diversification of the economy 
•	 Role of large rural hinterland and its villages 
•	 Access to facilities from rural areas 
•	 Need for affordable housing 
•	 Inequalities in health, linked to social exclusion 
•	 Use planning and design to reduce opportunities for crime and fear of crime 
•	 Capacity of schools 
•	 Skills and qualification levels 
•	 Limited biodiversity resource 
•	 Protection of key wildlife sites remains a priority 
•	 Quality and distinctiveness of landscape to be maintained as part of  


development 

•	 Some pollutants may increase to unacceptable levels as a result of road 

traffic growth 
•	 Planned growth poses serious challenges for the management and limitation 

of run-off and flood risk 
•	 Managing waste generated by growth 
•	 Expanding population through in migration 
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5.0 VISION AND OBJECTIVES

The Vision is as follows: 

want to live, work, visit and invest. 

st century. 

The Plan area will be a better place.  It will be an area where, through sustainable 
growth, its component parts have worked together to build a place where people 

Through creating strong rural and local service centres, encouraging a vibrant mix 
of rural communities, and protecting and enhancing its valuable build and natural 
resources, a distinctive and successful area will have been developed that meets 
the challenges of the 21

There are fifteen objectives to achieve this vision, as set out in 2.3, and each of these 
has been assessed against other related objectives from the North Northamptonshire 
Core Spatial Strategy and Sustainability Objectives. 

5.1 Assessing the objectives of the North Northamptonshire Core Spatial 
Strategy against the objectives of the Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston Plan 
(proposed in the respective Preferred Options Documents) 

Given that the Area Plan must be in conformity with the Joint Core Spatial Strategy it 
is important to ensure that the objectives are compatible and, where there may be a 
conflict, that this is identified early in the production of the Plan. 

As such, each objective of the Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston Plan proposed in 
the preferred options report has been subjected to rigorous assessment against each 
of the objectives of the North Northamptonshire Core Spatial Strategy. 

The results (appendix 5) clearly show that the majority of objectives are compatible 
with a few showing a possible incompatibility. To a large extent this is to be expected 
as the objectives for the Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston Plan must be seen to 
fulfil the wider objectives of the North Northamptonshire Core Strategy.   

5.2 RNOT objectives vs. RNOT objectives (appendix 6) 

In developing the objectives of the Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston Plan it was 
considered relevant to test the objectives against each other in terms of compatibility. 
No areas of negative impact were identified.   

5.3 RNOT objectives vs. SA objectives (appendix 8) 
The Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston Plan objectives were also assessed against 
the sustainability appraisal objectives.  A summary of the findings can be seen in 
Appendix 8. This is discussed in further detail for each Plan objective in the following 
section. 

As demonstrated by the matrix in Appendix 8, the majority of the objectives produced 
a positive sustainability impact, particularly in relation to social and economic criteria. 
Moreover, there are no negative impacts.  This is to be expected as clearly the Plan 
objectives alone will have very little direct impact on sustainable development.  Their 
purpose is to set out the overall ambition for the strategy of the LDD, and therefore it 
is important to ensure they are generally in line with what would be expected from 
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sustainable development, and that they cover the issues that would be expected from 

sustainable planning.   


There are areas where it is unclear what the sustainability impact will be. The 
greatest degree of uncertainty was when assessing the Plan objectives against 
environmental criteria, particularly reducing the emissions of greenhouses gases and 
protecting people from the effects of climate change.  This is to be expected of a 
development plan document which proposes significant land use implications. 
However in general it is felt that this will not necessarily have a negative impact on 
the environment assuming that a sustainable approach to development is adopted. 
Similar uncertainties arise when considering the Plan objectives against natural 
resources criteria, particularly reducing the consumption of finite materials. 
Development will inevitably involve some use of finite materials, but it is felt that the 
level of use can be reduced and the impact minimised through sustainable design 
and recycling.  The biggest area of uncertainty in terms of social criteria relate to the 
impact of some of the Plan objectives may have in terms of the transport 
infrastructure. There will be a need for road improvements together with the 
increases in the availability of public transport. 

Where uncertainties exist, they will need to be addressed as Plan preparation 

progresses and further statutory milestones are achieved. 


5.4 SA of RNOT (appendix 10) 

To deliver growth based on sustainable principles focussed on Oundle and 
Thrapston, and thereafter King’s Cliffe.   

Comment – The assessment of this objective provided mostly positive sustainability 
impacts, particularly over the longer term.  Should this objective be fulfilled then the 
main uncertainty in sustainability terms is in the effects on greenhouse gases, air 
pollution and the consumption on finite materials.  Whilst growth puts pressure on the 
environment, a sustainable approach to development, with a balanced provision of 
jobs, services and facilities with housing, should result in a reduction in pollution in 
comparative and possibly absolute terms (for example by reducing the need to travel 
and car dependency).  Furthermore, whilst development will inevitably involve energy 
consumption and depletion of non-renewable energy sources, the impact can be 
minimised through the principles of sustainable design.   

To enable villages, including smaller settlements, to have a sustainable future. 
Ensure vital services are retained and appropriate opportunities are included to 
meet housing and employment need including those of the farming communities.  

Comment – The main uncertainty with this objective in sustainability terms is in the 
effects on greenhouse gases, air pollution and the consumption of finite materials. 
Whilst growth puts pressure on the environment, a sustainable approach to 
development should result in a reduction in pollution in comparative and possibly 
absolute terms (for example by reducing the need to travel and car dependency). 
Furthermore, whilst development will inevitably involve energy consumption and 
depletion of non-renewable energy sources, the impact can be minimised through the 
principles of sustainable design.  There is further uncertainty with regard to the 
protection and enhancement of the vitality and viability of town centres and market 
towns should the objective be realised. Improved sustainability of rural settlements 
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may reduce reliance on local service centres and may have a small negative impact 

on town centre vitality and viability. 


To ensure that new development is supported by necessary and appropriate 
infrastructure provision for its needs, including facilities and services and that this 
compensates for existing infrastructure deficiencies and brings benefits to the 
community as a whole. 

Comment – Should this objective of the Plan be achieved then the major

uncertainties relate to effective protection of the environment and prudent use of 

natural resources.  For example, provision of infrastructure (particularly roads etc)

may have a harmful impact of existing habitats.  However, carefully planned growth 

will protect the landscape and allow maintenance and enhancement of habitats and 

species. Furthermore, improved infrastructure could reduce emissions and pollution

by reducing the need to travel by car and by the provision of renewable energy 

infrastructure.    


To protect, enhance and not detract from the rural and historic character of the 
area; safeguard local distinctiveness; conserve the countryside and its special 
qualities; protect, enhance and not detract from the setting of settlements; and to 
preserve the separation between settlements.   

Comment – Assuming the objective is satisfied through the implementation of the 
policies of the Plan, the main uncertainty in sustainability terms is ensuring adequate 
water supply, maximising water efficiency and reducing the risks of flooding.  This is 
because the control of flooding may not always be consistent with environmental 
protection. 

To promote high quality design, materials, construction and layout that embody 
sustainability principles; protects, enhances and does not detract from the 
character of the area; and provides inclusive access for all. 

Comment – Should this objective be fulfilled, then the main uncertainty in 
sustainability terms is effects on greenhouse gases, air pollution and the 
consumption of finite materials.  Whilst development inevitably leads to some 
emissions and use of finite materials, high quality development should promote 
energy efficiency and renewable energy technology, which can contribute to reducing 
emissions (in comparative and possibly absolute terms). 

To meet strategic housing needs for around 3200 dwellings by 2021 and to ensure 
efficient use is made of land in terms of density whilst respecting local character; 
to ensure that an appropriate mix of house types, sizes and tenures are provided 
to meet market and affordable housing needs. 

Comment – There is a danger that meeting the strategic housing requirement could 

conflict with mitigating the additional impact of new developments on the transport

infrastructure where development needs to ensure that accessibility and safety are

maintained. Development could also (dependant upon its location)   


• lead to a decrease in biodiversity, 
• have a negative impact on the landscape, 
• have a negative impact on the cultural heritage and local geology and, 
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• have a negative impact on the built environment. 

In each instance, mitigation can alleviate and negate negative impacts.  

Whilst some increase in pollution and emissions would be an unavoidable

consequence of housing growth, mitigation can help to offset this through sustainable 

development, design and building techniques and ensure that the houses required 

over the plan period (as determined in the Regional Spatial Strategy / Joint Core 

Strategy) can be provided without significant environmental damage. 


To diversify and strengthen the economy whilst at the same time protecting and 
enhancing the amenities and environment; to retain and attract high value added 
businesses; and to work in partnership with other bodies to improve workforce 
skills and match them with those required by local businesses.   

Comment – Development needs to ensure accessibility and safety is maintained. 
Strong economic growth and associated wealth creation can contribute to enhanced 
lifestyles and welfare, subject to the demands of employment.  More affluent 
communities could reduce criminality in local population but could be attractive to 
criminals.   The majority of uncertainty lies in predicting the impact on the 
environment and the use of natural resources should the objective be fulfilled.  In 
most instances, there could be a negative impact dependent on the location of 
development and the implementation of sustainable design and building techniques. 

To encourage sustainable tourism which contributes to the local economy and 
attractiveness of the District as a place to visit, whilst at the same time 
safeguarding the amenities and the environment. 

Comment – Should the objective be achieved through the Plan the impact, in terms 
of valuing and nurturing a sense of belonging in a cohesive community whilst 
respecting diversity, is unclear. Tourism may contribute to a respect for diversity but 
lead to some localised damage to cohesion. Furthermore, should this objective be 
fulfilled then other uncertainties in sustainability terms relate to the effects on 
greenhouse gases, air pollution and the consumption of finite materials.  Whilst 
growth puts pressure on the environment, a sustainable approach to development 
should result in a reduction in pollution in comparative and possibly absolute terms 
(for example by reducing the need to travel and car dependency).  Furthermore, 
whilst development will inevitably involve energy consumption and depletion of non- 
renewable energy sources, the impact can be minimised through the principles of 
sustainable design.   

To deliver attractive, vibrant and complementary town centres that meet the 
economic, social and cultural aspirations of the community, which are well 
designed and provide high quality public spaces. 

Comment – Only two major areas of uncertainty exist in fulfilling this Plan objective 
when looking at the sustainability appraisal framework.  The first of these is in terms 
of ensuring measures are taken to mitigate the additional impact of new 
developments on transport infrastructure as it will be important to ensure that 
accessibility and safety are maintained as the town centres are developed. 
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Secondly, it is unclear whether the consumption of finite materials would be reduced 

although the potential for re-use and recycling may well be comparatively greater in 

such centres.    


To encourage investment in Thrapston town centre through the expansion and 
revitalisation of the existing centre and enhancement of the town’s service role to 
create a prosperous focus for the town and rural hinterland. 

Comment - In terms of ensuring measures are taken to mitigate the additional impact 
of new developments on transport infrastructure it will be important to ensure that 
accessibility and safety are maintained as Thrapston town centre develops. 
Furthermore, the risk of flooding will need to be adequately addressed in the creation 
of such a centre.  It is unclear whether consumption of finite materials would be 
reduced although the potential for reuse and recycling may well be comparatively 
greater in such a focus. 

To encourage a range of sustainable shopping opportunities that improves the 
vitality of towns and also encourages the villages to provide essential services to 
rural areas. 

Comment – As above, in terms of ensuring measures are taken to mitigate the 
additional impact of new development on transport infrastructure it is important to 
ensure that accessibility and safety are maintained.  Uncertainty exists over the 
impact on areas of historical, archaeological, geological and cultural value and also 
on the quality and distinctiveness of the built environment.  As a consequence new 
development will need to be designed in a sympathetic manner.  Finally, in terms of 
prudent use of natural resources, the impacts will, to a certain degree, be dependent 
on whether re-cycling of land within settlements is pursued. 

To promote a choice of ways to access new development; to enhance the existing 
transport network and improve public transport capacity to enable the use of 
sustainable modes of transport and the efficient and safe movement of traffic 
within and through the District; in particular the service spine which extends from 
Raunds generally along the Nene Valley and through Oundle to King’s Cliffe. 

Comment – Similar to many of the objectives proposed in the preferred options 
report, the majority of the impacts on the sustainability appraisal framework, when 
assessed, were either positive or no impact could be ascertained.  Only one area of 
uncertainty existed in terms of social progress which recognises the needs of 
everyone, but this was an area where a positive impact is more likely than a negative 
one, as promoting accessibility in the way outlined in the Plan objective may broaden 
experience and acceptance of diversity.  All other areas of uncertainty for this 
objective related to the effective protection of the environment.  Typically the concern 
is that the transport infrastructure could have an adverse impact on the environment, 
although reduction in car dependency could be a benefit.  Clearly addressing the 
implications will be of paramount importance in the production of the Plan. 
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To encourage healthy, fulfilled and balanced lifestyles by securing the provision of 
an appropriately located range of recreational and leisure facilities and areas of 
open space to meet the diverse needs of the community. 

Comment – Encouraging healthy, fulfilled and balanced lifestyles in accordance with 
the Plan objective would produce numerous positive impacts in terms of social 
progress which recognises the needs of everyone. The main area of uncertainty in 
this regard is the impact on the transport infrastructure with convenient and safe 
accessibility needing to be maintained.  There are also two areas relating to prudent 
use of natural resources which produced an uncertain impact.    

To enhance community safety and reduce the fear of crime. 

Comment – Assuming the Plan enhances community safety and reduces the fear of 
crime, no negative impacts or areas of uncertainty were produced when looking at 
the sustainability appraisal objectives.  This is consistent with the objective which has 
a primarily social and economic focus and no major land use implications which 
could be associated with use of resources and environmental impacts. 

To secure the provision of appropriately located and designed community facilities 
and public services, including those provided by the voluntary sector; to improve 
access to health facilities; to enable increased support for older people and to 
ensure that facilities and services are accessible to everyone who needs them.   

Comment – This objective is another example of one with relatively few areas where 
the effects are uncertain. In most instance it is clear that a positive sustainability 
impact should be achieved be realising the objective through the Plan.  Those areas 
that are unclear generally relate to the effective protection of the environment, which 
suggests that positive impacts could be achieved but this cannot be assumed to be 
the case. For example, community facilities can make use of redundant buildings 
and help to maintain the cultural heritage and landscape of an area and also 
enhance the quality of the build environment, thereby achieving some of the 
sustainability criterion.   
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6.0 PLAN ISSUES AND OPTIONS 

6.1 “Settlement Boundaries” 

6.1.1 Main strategic options considered and how they were identified 
Three strategic options were considered: 

1 Settlement boundaries delineated based on the extent of the main built up 
area and defined using a criteria based approach 

2 Settlement boundaries based on strong and distinct physical barriers 
3 Continue with the written definition instead of indicating boundaries on a plan 

6.1.2 Comparison of the social, environmental and economic effects of the options 
Defining settlement boundaries in accordance with Option 1 provides the most 
positive outcome when judged against the sustainability appraisal objectives in terms 
of improving accessibility, guarding against widespread development in the open 
countryside and applying the sequential test. Pursuing Options 2 or 3 would result in 
a greater degree of uncertainty in terms of sustainability. 

6.1.3 How social, environmental and economic issues were considered in choosing 
the preferred options 
The preferred option therefore is to proceed with delineating settlement boundaries 
based on the extent of the main built up area and defined using a criterion based 
approach. The results of the appraisal of this option in Appendix 11 shows that is 
would have positive effects. 

6.2 “Phasing” 

6.2.1 Main strategic options considered and how they were identified 
Two main strategic options were considered as follows: 

1 	 The plan will propose a mechanism to control the rate and location of 
development in accordance with the sequential approach and the delivery of 
jobs and infrastructure 

2 	 Criteria based approach setting out factors that will be used by the Council to 
judge whether a proposal is acceptable for development at the time the 
application is made 

6.2.2 Comparison of the social, environmental and economic effects of the options 
It is considered that both options will have a positive impact on the sustainability 
appraisal objectives and prevent the early development of greenfield sites which 
could prejudice the protection of the environment.  However, Option 2 provides more 
scope for the early release of such sites.     

6.2.3 How social, environmental and economic issues were considered in choosing 
the preferred options 
The preferred option is to proceed with Option 1 which will better equip the Council to 
plan, monitor and manage the release of housing land.   

6.3 “Housing Density” 

6.3.1 Main strategic options considered and how they were identified 
Options included: 

1. 	 An overall target of 35 dwellings per hectare, varying from villages to towns 
2. 	 Setting a minimum density for all developments regardless of location 
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Strategic options have been identified with regard to extant national planning 
guidance on housing (PPG3) which states that local planning authorities should avoid 
development which makes inefficient use of land; encourage housing development 
which makes more efficient use of land and seek greater intensity of development at 
places with good public transport accessibility.  

6.3.2 Comparison of the social, environmental and economic effects of the options 
Both options produced positive sustainability impacts as they focus on the efficient 
use of land.  Whilst the prudent use of natural resources is better achieved through 
Option 2 by demanding a minimum density in all cases, all other elements of 
sustainability are better catered for in Option 1.  This is because without the policy 
having a degree of flexibility, there would not be scope to lower densities where this 
is required to fit in with the existing character of the area and could lead to a 
dominance of smaller housing units at the expense of providing a mixture of housing 
types. Furthermore, there would be less emphasis on higher densities in town 
centres through Option 2 and therefore it is considered there would be less 
revitalisation and regeneration of these areas as a consequence.    

6.3.3 How social, environmental and economic issues were considered in choosing 
the preferred options 
Whilst Option 2 would have a more significant impact in terms of ensuring the 
prudent use of natural resources by guaranteeing a minimum density, in all other 
respects Option 1 would be considered more sustainable.  This is the preferred 
approach. 

6.4 “Infilling” 

6.4.1 Main strategic options considered and how they were identified 
1. Criteria based approach 
2. Presumption in favour of residential infilling 
3. Maintain approach as set out in the Interim Policy 

Policies have been identified based on previous policy approaches to infilling, their 
effects and the strategic housing requirement to be delivered over the plan period.   

6.4.2 Comparison of the social, environmental and economic effects of the options 
All the options produce positive sustainability impacts.  Option 1 produced the most 
significant positive benefits, as a criterion based approach to infilling should ensure 
that dwellings built will meet the needs of the community in terms of their size and 
design and that the delivery of such sites is stable rather than a large influx of 
housing prior to jobs and infrastructure.  It also acknowledges that allowing these to 
come forward will assist in delaying the release of greenfield sites.  This is 
considered a more sustainable approach than a general presumption in favour of 
residential infilling which could put pressure on services and infrastructure and lead 
to traffic congestion away from strategic routes.  The third approach is the most 
restrictive in terms of infilling but by placing this level of restraint on infill plots there 
would be greater requirements for greenfield allocations.  

6.4.3 How social, environmental and economic issues were considered in choosing 
the preferred options 
The preferred approach in the document is Option 1 and this is also the option that 
performed best against the sustainability appraisal framework.   
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6.5 “Affordable Housing” 

6.5.1 Main strategic options considered and how they were identified 
Options have been considered for a range of affordable housing policies, including its 
definition, targets, thresholds, share of affordable housing, types and sizes, 
allocations and rural exception sites.  Many of these strategic options have been 
developed with regard to the effectiveness of similar policies in the existing Local 
Plan in terms of delivering affordable housing and also emerging national guidance 
on the subject. Strategic options have been developed in liaison with the Council’s 
Housing Team, the emerging evidence base (such as the 2004 Housing Needs 
Survey) and relevant extant national and regional guidance.  

6.5.2 Comparison of the social, environmental and economic effects of the options 
The sustainability appraisal assessments of affordable housing options made it clear 
that in terms of maximising benefits it is necessary to get the correct policy balance 
that will help to meet the need in the district whilst not acting as a disincentive to 
development viability which would result in less affordable housing actually being 
delivered. 

6.5.3 How social, environmental and economic issues were considered in choosing 
the preferred options 
The sustainability assessments included with the Appendix 11 demonstrate that in all 
instances the preferred option should have the most benefits in sustainability terms, 
and this underpinned their selection.  Some options were dismissed in the selection 
process as they would have negative impacts.  For example, removing the current 
rural exception policy would limit the ability of the local planning authority to meet 
identified rural housing needs and to create mixed and balanced communities. 
Therefore the preferred approach is to support a criteria based approach to rural 
exception schemes, despite the fact that this often leads to less certainty of 
environmental protection.   

6.6 “Transport and Accessibilty” 

6.6.1 Main strategic options considered and how they were identified 
1 Promote key developments in locations either served by (or offering the 

potential for) public transport, pedestrian and cycle links 
2 The “do nothing” approach 

6.6.2 Comparison of the social, environmental and economic effects of the options 
Option 1 should mitigate the impact of additional development on the transport 
infrastructure and help to make efficient use of the transport network. This option 
supports and encourages efficient patterns of movement and reduces the need to 
travel. In contrast, the “do nothing approach” may not safeguard the transport 
network and could lead to sporadic and isolated patterns of development. 

6.6.3 How social, environmental and economic issues were considered in choosing 
the preferred options 
Consideration of the sustainability appraisal of these options shows that Option 1 
should have positive impacts in terms of social, environmental, resource and 
economic considerations whereas the “do nothing” approach creates a high level of 
uncertainty. As such, the preferred approach is Option 1. 

6.7 “Car Parking” 

6.7.1 Main strategic options considered and how they were identified 
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1. 2 spaces per dwelling (criteria based policy) 
2. 1.5 spaces per dwelling 

6.7.2 Comparison of the social, environmental and economic effects of the options 
Both approaches had uncertain impacts in terms of effective protection of the 
environment and prudent use of natural resources.  Clearly, car parking spaces 
(irrespective of level of provision) could increase emissions by encouraging car use 
however it must be noted that the provision of spaces does not in itself create more 
cars on the roads.  However, the provision of 2 spaces does allow for proper 
management of on and off street car parking and will aid the street scene. 

6.7.3 How social, environmental and economic issues were considered in choosing 
the preferred options 
The preferred approach is to allow 2 spaces per dwelling (criteria based policy), due 
primarily to highways and safety implications.  This option performs better when 
assessed against social and economic criteria than providing 1.5 spaces per 
dwelling. 

6.8 “Air Transport” 

6.8.1 Main strategic options considered and how they were identified 
1. Ensure Deenethorpe airfield remains a small scale operation 
2. Not prevent expansion 

6.8.2 Comparison of the social, environmental and economic effects of the options 
The effect of both options on economic growth is uncertain, as allowing expansion 
could have a positive impact by allowing a more diverse range of employment 
opportunities but limiting expansion of the airfield is unlikely to have a large impact on 
the levels of economic growth possible in the district.  However, the assessment of 
the other strands of sustainable development show a clear preference for limiting 
development as this will protect the environment from air transport related pollution.   

6.8.3 How social, environmental and economic issues were considered in choosing 
the preferred options 
In this instance the economic development potential of expanding the site is 
considered to be far outweighed by the environmental benefits of strictly controlling 
any further expansion and also the need to protect the quality of life in the area.  For 
these reasons, Option 1 is the preferred approach.   

6.9 “Town Centres and Retail Issues” 

6.9.1 Main strategic options considered and how they were identified 
1. Define town centres / defined shopping areas for Oundle and Thrapston 
2. The Plan could define a centre for King’s Cliffe 
3. Creating high density, mixed use developments 
4. Allow market forces to determine uses in the town centres 

6.9.2 Comparison of the social, environmental and economic effects of the options 
Defining a centre for King’s Cliffe was seen to have uncertain effects in terms of 
social progress and effective protection of the environment.  In accordance with the 
proposed settlement hierarchy it is not anticipated that this will see the same level of 
growth as Oundle and Thrapston and the sequential approach will still be applied to 
new proposals. Allowing market forces to determine uses in the town centres and 
taking no action does not enable or promote the needs of the community, may 
increase pressure for ad hoc proposals in rural areas and does not promote 
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economic growth. In comparison, actively promoting high density mixed use 
developments should add to the vibrancy of the town centres, ease development 
pressures on the countryside and reduce the number of car journeys required.     

6.9.3 How social, environmental and economic issues were considered in choosing 
the preferred options 
The preferred option is to follow strategic Options 1 and 3 – these being the most 
sustainable. 

6.10 “Open Spaces, Sport and Recreational Facilities” 

6.10.1 Main strategic options considered and how they were identified 
1. 	 Retain important open land designations.  Identify new proposals based on 

PPG17 audit.   
2. 	 De-allocate important open space designations. 

6.10.2 Comparison of the social, environmental and economic effects of the options 
In terms of the sustainability criteria, de-allocating important open space designations 
is typified by uncertainty.  For example, less open space (de-allocation would make it 
easier to develop these areas) could be seen as unattractive and less likely to attract 
employers and residents who contribute to economic growth.  In contrast, providing 
protection for these open spaces (and further areas as appropriate) will contribute to 
the character of a place, providing opportunities for leisure, sustain wildlife habitats 
and filter air pollution.   

6.10.3 How social, environmental and economic issues were considered in choosing 
the preferred options 
Retaining and developing open space designations clearly outperforms the other 
option in sustainability terms and will therefore be pursued as the preferred option.   

6.11 “Flood Prevention” 

6.11.1 Main strategic options considered and how they were identified 
1. 	 The Plan will adopt a 200 year standard of flood protection 
2. None in terms of establishing a standard of flood defence 

Options have been developed and identified with close regard to the findings of the 
Strategic Flood Risk Assessment which has been undertaken across the district as 
part of the evidence base for the Plan.   

6.11.2 Comparison of the social, environmental and economic effects of the options 
As seen from the sustainability framework assessment of a 200 year standard, 
adoption of the recommended standard should improve quality of life, protect 
environments, allow the required management of water courses and, to a lesser 
extent, help wealth creation. As such, the various elements of sustainable 
development are all addressed in a positive fashion.  Clearly an appropriate flood 
standard is required to ensure that the environment is protected and that natural 
resources are not wasted or harmed. 
6.11.3 How social, environmental and economic issues were considered in choosing 
the preferred options 
For the above stated reasons, the preferred option is to pursue a 200 year standard 
of flood protection. Plan preparation will also take into account the overall 
recommendation of the Strategic Flood Risk Assessment.  
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6.12 “Tourism” 

6.12.1 Main strategic options considered and how they were identified 
1. 	The Rural Service Centres and thereafter Local Service Centres are the 

preferred location for tourism development 
2. 	 Do not encourage tourism development 

6.12.2 Comparison of the social, environmental and economic effects of the options 
A focused approach to tourism, in accordance with Option 1, will have benefits for the 
local community, tourists and further protect and enhance the vitality and viability of 
service centres.  Furthermore it will encourage management of the environment and 
will ensure its effective protection to make it appealing to tourists.  A “do nothing” 
approach would lead to uncertainty in sustainability terms and would therefore be a 
less pro-active solution. 

6.12.3 How social, environmental and economic issues were considered in choosing 
the preferred options 
There are clear sustainability benefits from a focused approach to tourism and for 
this reason it has been identified as the preferred option.   

6.13 “Parish Plans” 

6.13.1 Main strategic options considered and how they were identified 
1. 	Have regard to Parish Plans / Village Design Statements in formulation of 

policy 
2. Adopted as SPD 

6.13.2 Comparison of the social, environmental and economic effects of the options 
The proposed options produce similar sustainability effects when judged against the 
sustainability criteria.  Parish Plans and Village Design Statements can assist in 
awareness of local social, environment and resource issues and also identify local 
strengthens and qualities that are attractive to visitors.    

6.13.3 How social, environmental and economic issues were considered in choosing 
the preferred options 
Despite producing similar sustainability effects, integrating Parish Plans and Village 
Design Statements into Development Plan Documents such as the Rural North, 
Oundle and Thrapston Plan is preferred to adopting them as SPD. This is because 
they will carry more weight in determining submitted planning application if integrated 
into a DPD.  For these reasons it should have a more positive sustainable impact and 
is therefore the preferred approach.  

6.14 “Local Nature Reserves” 

6.14.1 Main strategic options considered and how they were identified 
1. 	 The Plan will designate sites as shown in the report 
2. “No change” 

6.14.2 Comparison of the social, environmental and economic effects of the options 
Allocating Local Nature Reserves will increase awareness of these areas and 
promote them for people to enjoy, thereby having a positive social impact.  In 
contrast, under the “do nothing” approach their areas may not be maximised and 
their social sustainability effects are uncertain.  Allocating LNRs is anticipated to have 
a significant positive impact on the environment and, in terms of prudent use of 
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natural resources, help to ensure areas are protected and enhanced through 
appropriate management and buffering and through the creation of habitats with links 
between them. Should the Plan “do nothing”, these areas will have less protection. 
For both options, when looking at economic factors, there is a degree of uncertainty. 
Without a designation visitors are less likely to be aware of these areas but even with 
a designation it is unclear how attractive they will be visitors and investors.   

6.14.3 How social, environmental and economic issues were considered in choosing 
the preferred options 
The social and environmental benefits of designating Local Nature Reserves over 
and above the “do nothing” approach have underpinned its selection as the preferred 
option. 

6.15 “Oundle” 

6.15.1 Main strategic options considered and how they were identified 
Options have been considered for a range of policies relating to Oundle, including 
allocating land for phased residential development, land or employment 
development, expansion of Prince William School and relocation of the primary 
school, if necessary. The main strategic options relating to necessary housing growth 
have been informed by the findings of the ‘East Northamptonshire Urban Extension 
Study – Oundle, Thrapston and King’s Cliffe’ which looked at the sustainability 
impacts of different directions of growth. This process involves the inclusion of land 
for development which is currently outside the defined or perceived urban boundary. 
Combined with the preferred distribution of Housing Development advocated in the 
Core Strategy preferred options, this has driven the process of selecting appropriate 
sites for housing.   

6.15.2 Comparison of the social, environmental and economic effects of the options 
The option of residential development at Ashton Road and Herne Road rather than 
other land around Oundle is considered to have significant social and economic 
benefits.  It will help to ensure access to services due to its central location and re
development would assist in the renaissance of the town.  Furthermore, failure to re
develop the proposed site will put pressure on alternative sites that are more 
environmentally sensitive.   

Given that further housing allocations will be required over the Plan period Creed 
Road (when compared to other sites) performs well against sustainability objectives.  

When comparing the options for the East Road site, solely employment uses of the 
site should have a more positive economic effect than developing a mixed use 
scheme. The provision of further employment land is essential to assist in the 
economic growth of Oundle.  

The main benefits of Prince William School expanding their playing fields eastward is 
that it ensures that adequate facilities can be provided to satisfy the demand 
generated by new development.   

Relocating the primary school to a site adjacent the middle school would have a 
positive impact on the environment, helping to decrease the number of separate car 
journeys made to school locations and therefore contributing to reducing emission 
and air pollution.      

6.15.3 How social, environmental and economic issues were considered in choosing 
the preferred options 
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The provision of employment rather than a mixed use scheme produces similar 
effects when judged against the sustainability framework. The primary reason for 
preferring employment uses at East Road is that there is a need for employment land 
in the northern part of the Plan Area to balance the recent and planned housing 
growth. Housing sites are also proposed elsewhere in the town. In all instances, 
regard was paid to the sustainability appraisal assessments in determining the 
preferred options. Where there remain areas of uncertainty with these approaches 
the emphasis will be on addressing this as plan preparation continues.   

6.16 “Thrapston” 

6.16.1 Main strategic options considered and how they were identified 
Options have been considered for a range of policies relating to Thrapston, including 
land allocations, regeneration sites, and school expansion.   

6.16.2 Comparison of the social, environmental and economic effects of the options 
When assessing the environmental impacts of policies which relate to housing 
growth, it is clear that there will be a requirement for some greenfield extensions 
(noted in the Core Strategy Preferred Options Report) and therefore this will involve 
the loss of agricultural land. The ‘East Northamptonshire Urban Extension Study – 
Oundle, Thrapston and King’s Cliffe’ shows that the site at Huntingdon Road is in a 
central location with benefits such as reducing the need to travel and associated 
pollution. Furthermore it will have benefits in terms of access to associated services, 
facilities and opportunities and will reduce the need for substantial new infrastructure. 
Other directions of growth considered could not provide such significant positive 
effects. The proposed regeneration sites should have social, environmental and 
economic benefits when compared to a “do nothing” approach.  The regeneration of 
central sites is preferable to expansion of the town in terms of the impact on natural 
resources. When considering possible school expansion, it is crucial to note that the 
Core Spatial Strategy sets out the preferred distribution of housing. The allocation of 
extra housing land to bring forward another school site in the town would not conform 
to this. 

6.16.3 How social, environmental and economic issues were considered in choosing 
the preferred options 
In all instances, regard was paid to the sustainability appraisal assessments in 
determining the preferred options.  Where there remain areas of uncertainty with 
these approaches the emphasis will be on addressing this as the plan preparation 
continues. 

6.17 “King’s Cliffe” 

6.17.1 Main strategic options considered and how they were identified 
1. Allocate land (building on KC1 allocation in Local Plan) 
2. Re-allocate land away from KC1 

6.17.2 Comparison of the social, environmental and economic effects of the options 
When comparing these two options, the main strength of allocating land relating to 
the KC1 site is that it is anticipated to have more social and economic benefits than 
the alterative. 

6.17.3 How social, environmental and economic issues were considered in choosing 
the preferred options 
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Social, environmental and economic issues were considered in detail as part of the 
Sustainable Urban Extensions work.  This work highlighted allocating land in the 
direction of the KC1 site as the more sustainable location for growth and therefore 
this has been chosen as the preferred approach. 

6.18 “Village and Rural Areas” 

6.18.1 Main strategic options considered and how they were identified 
1. 	 Allocating land at Nassington and Warmington and the use of criteria based 

approach to assess development proposals within and adjoining the 
remaining network of villages 

2. 	 Allocate other sites in Nassington and Warmington, find other sites in villages, 
retain existing rural settlement hierarchy, or a more relaxed approach to 
development in the rural areas.  

3. 	 Criteria based approach to re-use of rural buildings 
4. 	 A moratorium on conversions 
5. 	 Delete policy BR3 in the extant Local Plan (relates to Brigstock Camp) 
6. Retain policy approach in BR3 

Options relating to the villages and rural areas have been informed by evidence 
based work on “Integrated Approach to Rural Sustainability”.   

6.18.2 Comparison of the social, environmental and economic effects of the options 
Allocating land at Nassington and Warmington is anticipated to have significant 
positive effects on social progress which recognises the needs of everyone and 
maintaintence of high and stable levels of economic growth and employment, whilst 
the other option does not.  Given the need for some additional development in the 
network villages, allocating sites in Nassington and Warmington will maintain or 
increase the sustainability of the rural communities and allow for a focused provision 
of services and facilities. This approach is supported by the findings of the 
‘Integrated Approach to Sustainable Rural Planning in East Northamptonshire’ study 
completed by Baker Associates in January 2006.  

The re-use of rural buildings should have significantly beneficial social, environmental 
and economic effects which would not be achieved by having a moratorium on 
development.  The re-use of rural buildings can make a valuable contribution to 
communities in terms of access to employment, housing, services and facilities.  It 
can help mitigate the need for new build development and can support rural 
diversification and development of the rural economy.   

Retaining the policy approach set in the Local Plan for Brigstock Camp could lead to 
significant development with uses that are not suitable in the countryside as 
highlighted in the sustainability appraisal assessment.  In contrast, regarding the site 
as open countryside would provide a flexible framework for developing the site in a 
sympathetic manner for agriculture, recreation or tourism. 

6.18.3 How social, environmental and economic issues were considered in choosing 
the preferred options 
Regard was paid to the sustainability appraisal assessments in determining the 
preferred options. 
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7.0 PREFERRED OPTIONS 

7.1 “Settlement Boundaries” 6.10 
7.1.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
This option does not present significant effects that are likely to harm the 
sustainability objectives. The positive effects will be to direct development to the main 
body of the settlements, thereby improving accessibility for all. This approach will 
also provide some protection to the environmentally sensitive areas outside 
settlements. This will also enhance employment opportunities in the settlements and 
improve access to them. 

7.1.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.1.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.2 “Phasing” 7.3 
7.2.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The controlled release of land sought through this option will allow infrastructure to 
be provided, will delay the release of green field sites, will aid the efficient use of land 
will give some economic certainty to the sequence of development. 

7.2.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.2.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.3 “Density” 8.2 
7.3.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The preferred option density of 35dwl/ha will ensure that maximisation of housing on 
development sites provides access to services and facilities for more people. It will 
also reduce pressure on green field sites, contribute to the efficient use of land and 
can assist economic growth. 

7.3.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.3.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.4 “Infilling” 9.2 
7.4.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
As infilling can contribute to overall housing provision the preferred option was to 
allow it to happen but with clear criteria. New housing in existing residential areas 
can add to the vitality of settlements, can delay the release of green field sites and 
reduce overall housing site allocations. Due to their location such developments are 
generally sustainable due to their reliance on existing infrastructure. However, 
compliance with strict criteria will be necessary to ensure that they do not have a 
negative impact on settlement character and the retention of amenity open space. 

7.4.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 
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7.4.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.5 “Affordable Housing” 10.3 
7.5.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The option to define affordable housing will ensure that the scope of provision 
required to meet the needs of the community will be sufficient. The definition will also 
crystallise the nature of provision which, in turn, will enable the delivery of a range of 
tenures to meet need, thereby enhancing residence options for the workforce. 

7.5.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.5.3 Uncertainties and risks 
Once defined, the need may be identified for housing in areas where there are few 
sustainable opportunities for its provision. This may lead to housing in, for example, 
rural areas on sites that may have adverse impacts on the environment. 

7.6 “Affordable Housing” 11.2 
7.6.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The option to provide 500 affordable homes represents a proportion of the overall 
housing requirement. By meeting the housing need the social sustainable objectives 
will be satisfied and there will be a benefit to wealth creation. 

7.6.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.6.3 Uncertainties and risks 
The final location of the provision will determine any eventual effects on the 
environment and natural resources. 

7.7 “Affordable Housing” 12.4 
7.7.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The preferred option threshold has been selected to fulfil the housing requirements of 
the community and thereby meet the social sustainability objectives. There will be 
consequential economic benefits. 

7.7.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.7.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.8 “Affordable Housing” 13.4 
7.8.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The proportion of units required to be affordable has been assessed to ensure 
adequate provision to meet the sustainability objectives. The resultant mix of tenures 
will contribute to town centre vitality.  

7.8.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 
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7.8.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.9“Affordable Housing” 14.6 
7.9.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
Setting an optimum tenure mix will have a significant effect on the suitability of 
provision of affordable homes and will satisfy the social sustainability objectives. This 
will again contribute to the vitality of towns. 

7.9.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.9.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.10“Affordable Housing” 15.8 
7.10.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The most significant effect of this option is the social effect. To adequately satisfy 
housing need, where robust evidence can be demonstrated, will influence all social 
objectives. 

7.10.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.10.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.11 “Rural Exceptions” 16.3 
7.11.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The provision for rural exception sites with clear criteria meets social sustainability 
objectives by providing affordable housing where it is most needed. This will 
contribute to the rural economy by allowing access to jobs and retaining local 
facilities. 

7.11.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.11.3 Uncertainties and risks 
The effect of such exception sites on the environment and natural resources remains 
uncertain until specific sites are proposed and the effects can be quantified. 

7.12 “Transport and Accessibility” 18.4 
7.12.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
This option will have significant positive effects on all areas of sustainability 
objectives. Development in locations already well served, and those planned to be 
served, by public transport will create efficiencies and will relieve pressure on 
alternative sites which would produce negative environmental effects. 

7.12.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.12.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 
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7.13 “Parking” 19.2 
7.13.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The preferred option of two spaces per dwelling will assist with access requirements 
by requiring sufficient parking. This will have most benefit in rural areas, which 
historically have poor public transport links, and will enable residents to have access 
to jobs. 

7.13.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.13.3 Uncertainties and risks 
Uncertainty remains over the impact this approach will have on environmental 
objectives which seek to minimise car journeys, the resultant emissions and air 
quality. 

7.14 “Air Transport” 20.2 
7.14.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
This option is not expected to have any significant effects on sustainability objectives. 
There will be some positive effects for the surrounding environment and natural 
resources by restricting the growth of the airfield. 

7.14.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.14.3 Uncertainties and risks 
The economic impact of this option is uncertain as further research would be needed 
to determine whether or not any sustainable positive effects could come from 
intensification of the site. 

7.15 “Town Centre Boundaries” 21.8 and 21.9 
7.15.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The most significant effects will be on social and economic sustainability objectives. 
Directing growth to defined town centres and retail frontages will aid access and 
availability of a range of services and facilities and will improve the viability and 
vitality of those centres. The efficient use of town centre land will also have 
environmental and natural resource benefits.  

7.15.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.15.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.16 “Mixed Use Developments” 22.2 
7.16.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The most significant effects of this option are positive on social and economic 
objectives. Mixed use development on town centre sites will provide housing, 
infrastructure, services and facilities which will all contribute to enhancement of those 
centres. There will be positive benefits for the environment and natural resources. 
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7.16.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.16.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.17 “Open Space” 23.3 
7.17.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The single most significant effect will be a positive one on social objectives through 
improvements to liveability. There will be other positive effects for all other 
sustainability objectives. 

7.17.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.17.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.18 “Flooding” 24.3 
7.18.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
Establishing a set standard for flood defence will have significant positive effects for 
social, environmental and natural resource objectives and this will also lead to a 
positive benefit for the economy. 

7.18.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.18.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.19 “Tourism” 25.4 
7.19.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The most significant positive effect will be the economic benefits of tourism. There 
will also be positive benefits for natural resources, environment and social objectives. 
These are achieved through better management of tourist attractions within natural 
habitats and the improvement of services and facilities that are used by the local 
community. 

7.19.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.19.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.20 “Parish Plans” 26.2 
7.20.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The contribution made by Parish Plans will have a significant positive effect on social 
objectives. All other sustainability objectives will be satisfied to a lesser degree. 

7.20.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.20.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 
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7.21 “Local Nature Reserves” 27.5 
7.21.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The designation of Local Nature Reserves will have significant effects on natural 
resource and environmental objectives through the protection and enhancement of 
the sites. There will also be social benefits through the improvement of living 
environments. 

7.21.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.21.3 Uncertainties and risks 
The economic effects of the designation are uncertain. There may be some benefit to 
wealth creation and the local economy if the Reserves are attractive to visitors. 

7.22 “Housing” 30.3 
7.22.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The proposed allocation of this site will have significant positive effects on social and 
economic sustainability objectives through the provision of housing, the associated 
infrastructure and subsequent economic benefits. There will be negative effects on 
the environment and natural resources objectives as the site is currently greenfield 
and its development will result in a loss of agricultural land, habitats and landscape 
benefits. 

7.22.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.22.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.23 “Housing” 31.6 
7.23.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The proposed allocation of this site will have positive effects on social and economic 
sustainability objectives through the provision of market and affordable housing, the 
associated infrastructure and subsequent economic benefits. There will be negative 
effects on the environment and natural resources objectives as the site will be an 
urban extension into the countryside and its development will result in a loss of 
agricultural land, habitats and landscape benefits. 

7.23.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.23.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.24 “Growth and Jobs” 32.4 
7.24.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The proposal to develop this site for employment purposes will have significant 
benefits for the local social and economic sustainability objectives through the 
provision of employment opportunities. As this is a brownfield site with no identified 
conservation restraints its development is sustainable and there will be consequential 
lesser benefits for the environmental and natural resource objectives. 
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7.24.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.24.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.25 “Schools” 33.2 
7.25.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The proposal to expand the Upper School will bring significant social and economic 
positive effects as part of the infrastructure provision. However, the expansion 
direction that is most sustainable involves taking up agricultural land and this will 
result in some negative effects for the environment and natural resources.  

7.25.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.25.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.26“Schools” 33.5 
7.26.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The relocation of the Primary School, if the need is established, will have significant 
social benefits by improving accessibility and releasing the site for redevelopment for 
community uses. The proposed new location, adjacent to the middle school, will also 
allow efficiencies for car journeys thereby reducing emissions and improving air 
quality. 

7.26.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.26.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.27 “Housing” 35.4 
7.27.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The site is an urban extension however it is the most sustainable of the available 
options. The provision of 500 new homes will have a significant positive effect on 
both the economy and social objectives. It is large enough to enable a mixed 
development of housing and other uses. The fact that some of the site is currently 
countryside means that there will be negative effects through the loss of habitats, 
landscape and productive soil.  

7.27.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
Part of the site is considered to be of National Archaeological Importance as survey 
results have identified a circular ditched enclosure, interpreted as the rare survival of 
a late Bronze Age/early Iron Age “ringfort”, unique in Northamptonshire. An 
archaeological evaluation will be required to determine appropriate mitigation. 

7.27.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.28 “Development Sites” 36.3, 36.4, 36.5, 36.6, 36.7 and 36.8 
7.28.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The identification of seven sites for regeneration development in these six options will 
have significant social and economic sustainability benefits. Their environmental and 
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natural resource effects vary from site to site dependant on the proposed final use. 
Those proposed for mixed use development have positive effects through the 
efficient use of land and improvements to the built environment. Those with the 
intended use of car parking will contribute to car use and subsequent emissions of 
greenhouse gases and air pollution. 

7.28.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
A simultaneous improvement in public transport together with residential 
development within walking distance of the town centre may mitigate some of the 
additional car journeys that may be made. While there will be additional car journeys 
to the town centres as part of the overall growth these will be catered for by the 
increased ability to park. Town centre redevelopment which includes residential uses 
will contribute to a smaller increase in car journeys due to the residents ability to walk 
to services and facilities. 

7.28.3 Uncertainties and risks 
The intended use for the redevelopment of Site 4 is not yet known therefore the 
environmental and natural resource effects remain uncertain. 

7.29 “School Sites” 37.2 
7.29.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
There are no significant effects for any sustainability objectives arising out of this 
preferred option. If capacity can be contained within the existing facility then there will 
be no significant pressure for the provision of an additional site which might be 
outside the existing settlement area. 

7.29.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.29.3 Uncertainties and risks 
Some uncertainty exists if the anticipated growth is exceeded or the school capacity 
has been underestimated and the need arises for an additional school. 

7.30 “Housing” 38.4 
7.30.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
This option will provide significant positive effects for the social and economic 
sustainability objectives as they relate to King’s Cliffe. The provision on this site of 
market and affordable housing and a community centre together with economic 
benefits will achieve this. As the site will take up countryside there will be some 
adverse effects on environmental and natural resource objectives. 

7.30.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
These adverse effects will be mitigated through the provision of affordable housing, a 
community and an area of important open space adjacent to the settlement 
boundary. The site is also adjacent to a previous allocation that has been 
successfully developed and the preferred site will create some efficiency for the need 
to provide additional infrastructure and services. 

7.30.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.31 “Housing” 40.13 
7.31.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The preferred option to identify four sites for development, two in each of Nassington 
and Warmington, produces significant positive effects for the social and economic 
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sustainability objectives. Three of the sites will contribute to local housing need with 
both market and affordable provision. The fourth provides for employment and has 
similar significant positive effects for the economy. All four sites are currently rural in 
nature and there will be negative impacts for environmental and natural resource 
objectives. 

7.31.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.31.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.32 “Re-use of Existing Rural Buildings” 41.5 
7.32.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The preferred option will have significant positive effects for all sustainability 
objectives. These will be achieved through the provision of community facilities, 
retention of the character of the rural built environment, efficient use of land and 
creation of employment opportunities which will assist the rural economy. 

7.32.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.32.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.33 “Brigstock Camp” 42.4 
7.33.1 Significant social, environmental and economic effects of the preferred option 
The effects of this option will all be positive but not significant. Regarding the land as 
open countryside will allow its development for agriculture, recreation or tourism. This 
will protect its landscape value and natural resources. Any redevelopment will also 
contribute to the local rural economy. 

7.33.2 Proposed mitigation measures 
No mitigation measures are proposed. 

7.33.3 Uncertainties and risks 
No areas of uncertainty have been identified. 

7.34 Summary
It is apparent that the preferred options will produce many significant positive effects 
when assessed against the sustainability objectives, the most frequent being the 
social and economic objectives. The plan is a plan for growth with the vision of 
making the area a better place to live. This will be at the expense of some 
environmental objectives however, in every case, to satisfy the drivers of growth the 
most sustainable option has been selected and the consequences acknowledged 
and mitigated wherever possible. Having noted this, there are only significant 
negative effects from the provision for new housing, town centre redevelopment and 
a school expansion, all of which are paramount to the achievement of the vision. 
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8.0 IMPLEMENTATION 

8.1 Links to other tiers of plans and programmes and the project level  

The Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston Plan forms the first of a new suite of 
documents to be prepared by East Northamptonshire Council under the new system. 
Two further area plans are being produced, the Three Towns Plan (Irthlingborough, 
Higham and Rushden) and the Raunds Area Plan.   

The Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston Plan will set out the vision and detailed 
policies for the development, regeneration and planned growth of Thrapston and 
Oundle Rural Service Centres, the development of King’s Cliffe as a Local Service 
Centre and will put in place proposals for the sustainable development of rural 
communities. It will include the identification of sites for housing, employment, 
recreation and other land uses and will contain policies relating to specific areas 
where individual development, conservation or design considerations apply.   

Guidance contained within PPS12 (Local Development Frameworks) states that all 
development plan documents produced such, as the emerging “Rural North, Oundle 
and Thrapston Plan”, must be in conformity with the Core Strategy.  This 
development plan document is being prepared in parallel with the Core Strategy and 
given that this document is also at the preferred options consultation stage, it is 
unclear exactly what policies it will contain.      

The ”Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston Plan” must be in “general conformity” with 
the regional spatial strategy. This means that it is only where an inconsistency or 
omission in a development plan document would cause significant harm to the 
implementation of the regional spatial strategy / the spatial development strategy, 
that it should be considered not to be in general conformity. The fact that a 
development plan document is inconsistent with one or more policies in the regional 
spatial strategy/the spatial development strategy, either directly or through the 
omission of a policy or proposal, does not, by itself, mean that the document is not in 
general conformity.  Rather, the test is how significant the inconsistency is from the 
point of view of delivery of the regional spatial strategy / the spatial development 
strategy. 

A more comprehensive list of the documents that have driven the development of the 
Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston Preferred Options report is contained within 
Appendix 2. 

8.2 Proposals for monitoring 

This document sets out the results of the appraisal of the preferred options for the 
Rural North, Thrapston and Oundle Plan for consultation.  Comments received on 
both the SA and the Preferred Options will be taken into account prior to publishing 
the submission document. Where necessary further appraisals of policies will be 
carried out and the baseline data, the plans and programmes will be updated where 
necessary. 

It is important to monitor the Plan in order to identify any significant effects on 
sustainability that result which have not been predicted through the appraisal process 
and to enable appropriate action to be taken. Given that the SA is based on the Core 
Strategy framework, which will be monitored through regular collection and review of 
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indicator data to assess how well the plan is performing, it would be expected that 
the Area Plan would benefit from the same monitoring programme. However, it will 
also be necessary, given the area based nature of the plan, to collect and review 
specific indicator data that relates to this geographical coverage of the Plan.   

It is anticipated that the sustainability monitoring of the Plan will be included in the 
Annual Monitoring Report that the Council is required to produce in respect of its 
Local Development Framework. 
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