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Local Plan Committee 1st July 2009
 

Local Development Framework: Rural Strategy 
 

Synopsis 
To report to Members the results of the Rural Strategy, and request that Members endorse the 
strategy to contribute to the Local Development Framework evidence base. 

1. Relevant Background Details 
1.1 The Site Specific Allocations Development Plan Document (DPD) will contain a chapter 
outlining policies in relation to the villages and rural areas of the Borough. Work is currently 
ongoing to prepare a spatial options paper for public consultation which is anticipated for 
August/September 2009.  

1.2 The Rural Strategy provides information on additional work undertaken since the Preferred 
Options consultation of the Site Specific Allocations DPD in May 2006. The strategy outlines the 
process undertaken towards the creation of an updated ‘village confines’ policy which is to be 
contained within the spatial options consultation paper. The Rural Strategy will further add to the 
evidence base associated with this DPD.  

2. Methodology 
2.1 It is a statutory requirement of the Site Specific Allocations DPD to be in conformity and 
consistent with the adopted Core Strategy. There was a significant delay in the adoption of the 
Core Strategy (adopted June 2008) and this resulted in a large gap from the 2006 preferred 
options consultation, to the current spatial options preparation in 2009. It became apparent that a 
review of the preferred options was needed to ensure that the document progressed in conformity 
with the adopted Core Strategy, and to ensure that the most up to date information was included.  

2.2 The Rural Strategy paper provides an update to the 2006 preferred option for ‘village 
confines’. This preferred option contained two components; firstly to retain the existing Local Plan 
village confine boundaries in order to preserve the village’s character, secondly to designate 
village boundaries at Great Oakley, Rockingham and East Carlton.  The consultation exercise 
received overall support for this option, in particular retaining the existing village confines as set 
out in the 1997 Corby Local Plan. 

2.3 In updating the preferred option, the Rural Strategy makes reference to relevant studies or 
background information towards village boundaries, and updates the rural development figures 
required in the Borough. This information is shown in detail within sections 2 to 8 of the Rural 
Strategy.  

2.4 The now adopted Core Strategy advocates a ‘rural restraint’ approach and supports the 
allocation of restraint villages where conservation and restraint over development are a priority. It 
is important that this approach is clearly reflected within the emerging spatial options. Taking this 
into consideration, the background information outlined in the Rural Strategy made it clear that 
there was no requirement to identify additional sites for development outside the existing village 
boundaries. This is consistent with the Core Strategy.  

3.       Existing Village Confines 
3.1 As there was no requirement to expand the existing village confines, the spatial option can 
take forward the existing Local Plan boundaries for Gretton, Weldon, Stanion, Cottingham and 
Middleton. However, these confines were adopted in 1997 and it was important to evaluate the 
existing Local Plan boundaries in comparison to what is actually on the ground to see if any 
updates were required.  
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3.2 A desk based assessment was conducted on each village in order to ensure that the village 
confines are relevant and up to date. A set of guiding principles was applied to each of the 
villages in order to gain a consistent and robust approach to rural boundary definition. This work 
highlighted if any boundary revisions were required.  

3.3 The criteria principles were: 

1. Boundaries are drawn on the side of the road furthest from development; 
2. Village boundaries need not be contiguous. It may be appropriate given the nature 

and form of a settlement to define two or more separate elements; 
3. Existing employment uses, caravan sites or leisure uses on the edge of villages which 

are obviously detached from, or peripheral to, the main built up area are excluded; 
4. Free standing, individual or groups of less than 10 dwellings, nearby farm buildings or 

other structures which are obviously detached from, or peripheral to the main built up 
area are excluded; 

5. Public open spaces and undeveloped land on the edge of villages are excluded; 
6. The curtilages of dwellings are included unless the land has the capacity to extend 

the built form of the village; 
7. Areas of land currently with planning permission at 1st April 2009 which adjoin the built 

up area are included; and 
8. Proposed allocations are included. 

3.4 As a starting point, ordnance survey base maps were utilised. Where this approach was 
inconclusive, site visits were undertaken to ensure that the correct boundary was taken forward. 
Extant planning permissions have been checked by reference to development control records. In 
addition, in line with paragraph 3.15 of the Core Strategy, a review was undertaken of local 
surveys and other community initiatives such as the Conservation Area Appraisals and 
Management Plans which helped to identify settlements where conservation and restraint over 
development are priorities.  

3.5 The results of this exercise can be found in section 10 of the background paper showing the 
revised boundaries that are proposed to be contained within the Spatial Options, and schedule of 
changes from the original Local Plan boundary.  

4.       Rockingham, East Carlton and Great Oakley 
4.1 As outlined in the Local Plan, Rockingham, East Carlton and Great Oakley do not have 
designated village boundaries. The 2006 consultation document presented an option for the 
designation of village boundaries at Great Oakley, Rockingham and East Carlton based on 
the consideration of site specific characteristics, the existence of facilities, and community 
preferences. To reflect the now adopted Core Strategy’s support for Restraint Villages as a tool 
for conserving character, the Rural Strategy examines these three villages to see if designation is 
appropriate.  

4.2 Rockingham and East Carlton are the only villages in the Borough that are entirely covered by 
a Conservation Area. This confirms that conservation is a high priority in these villages in 
comparison to others in the Borough. Therefore they are both suitable for inclusion in the 
Development Plan Document as Restraint Villages in line with the Core Strategy requirements. 
Rockingham is already defined as a Restraint Village in the Local Plan. The Restraint Village 
approach does not require boundaries for Rockingham and East Carlton to be drawn. This is due 
to the acceptance that further development would be severely limited in these areas, and 
therefore the village boundary would not be a determining factor for development.   

4.3 Unlike Rockingham and East Carlton, Great Oakley has gradually seen the town encroach 
upon its built and natural environment. The Great Oakley Conservation Area remains enforced, 
preserving and enhancing the historical character of the area but does not cover the entire 
village. This suggests the designation of Great Oakley as a Restraint Village would be less 
suitable than the proposed designation of Rockingham and East Carlton.   

4.4 The protection offered by the conservation area and the relationship to the town warranted 
the inclusion of Great Oakley within the ‘Urban Boundary’ (reported to Local Plan Committee on 
15th April 2009).  

5.       Land West Of Stanion 
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5.1 In response to the 2006 preferred options consultation, it was deemed justified to consider 
drawing a village confines boundary for the new development at land west of Stanion (off 
Longcroft Road). This approach is consistent with the Core Strategy which treats this 
development as a rural settlement. Furthermore, this site is excluded from the urban boundary 
which denotes its rural designation in policy terms. Due to the form of the development, the 
planning application boundary line lends itself to a suitable village boundary for Little Stanion (see 
Para.10.14 of Rural Strategy) This is because it encompasses the entire approved site, and will 
prevent and future development spreading into the surrounding area. This again is inline with the 
rural restraint approach advocated in the Core Strategy. 

6. Issues to be taken into account:- 
Policy Priorities 
The adoption of the Corby LDF and constituent Local Development Documents is and will remain 
a Corby Borough Council priority. This background paper is essential baseline work for that 
purpose. 
 
Financial 
None directly from this report 

Legal 
The Rural Strategy has been produced to contribute to a robust evidence base for the LDF that 
must undergo public examination in the future. 
 
Performance Information/ Best Value/ Human Rights/ Equalities/ Sustainability/ 
Community Safety 
None directly related to this report but all are key considerations during the LDF preparation 
process. 

7. Conclusion 
Since the adoption of the North Northamptonshire Core Spatial Strategy in June 2008, the Rural 
Strategy has demonstrated that aspects of the original approach outlined in 2006 towards village 
confines is outdated. Therefore it is recommended that within the Spatial Options consultation, 
the preferred option for village confines should be reassessed and a revised option taken forward 
based on the results of the Rural Strategy. 

6. Recommendation 
That Members endorse the proposed boundaries and rural designations outlined in sections 3 to 
5 of this report to form the basis of a revised Spatial Option for village confines, and to allow the 
Rural Strategy to contribute to the Local Development Framework evidence base.  

 Appendices 
Rural Strategy 

Background Information 
Urban Boundary Committee Report- 15th April 2009 

http://www.corby.gov.uk/Committee%20Meetings/Urban%20Boundary%20Designation.pdf 

 Officer to Contact 
Lisa Clements, Planning Officer, lisa.clements@corby.gov.uk 

 


