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Table D.1: Summary of Comments Made by Consultees on Scoping Report (February – March 2006) and how they have been
incorporated into the SA Process

Issue Considered Comment Response

Comments from English Heritage received 16th March 2006

General The overall aim of the appraisal process should be to seek to
avoid or minimise any adverse effects and to maximise potential
benefits for the historic environment and to ensure that appropriate
mitigation and enhancement is identified for delivery at the
implementation stage. As a general comment, Strategic
Environmental Assessment should be a more rigorous process
than previous Sustainability Appraisals.

Comment is noted.

General While the report recognises the importance of historic character,
particularly outside the town of Corby itself, the data on the historic
environment is not consistently presented and there are also some
inaccuracies. We also consider that the SA Framework could be
improved by the addition of Decision-making Criteria.

Efforts will be made to present historic environment data more
consistently and to amend inaccuracies.

Table 2.2 Economic
Sustainability Themes,
page 2-9

It should not be forgotten that culture and creative industries (see
‘Living Spaces – Culture and Sustainable Communities in Milton
Keynes and the South Midlands: Guidance for Local Delivery
Vehicles) together with the environmental economy (see ‘The
Environmental Economy of the East Midlands’) provide economic
opportunities that bring together environmental, social and
economic objectives. The East Midlands Heritage Forum has just
commissioned a study of the contribution that the historic
environment makes to the economy of the region

The relevant objectives and commentary will be reconsidered
in light of these comments.

Details of the documents mentioned have been added to
Table 4.1
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Issue Considered Comment Response

Landscapes,
paragraph 3.39, page
3-7

We welcome recognition of the historic component of the
landscape characterisation work.

Noted.

Cultural Heritage,
page 3-7

To avoid confusion, it should be made clear whether reference is
being made to the town of Corby or the wider Borough (e.g.
paragraph 3.41 and page 4-4).  We would not agree that there are
only a few listed buildings; there are significant numbers in villages
such as Rockingham, Gretton and Cottingham, as well as other
historic buildings of local interest. The history of iron working is an
important theme, as reflected in the Lloyds conservation area,
undesignated remains such as mineral railways and
archaeological evidence of an industry dating from Roman times
onwards. Another important aspect of both the historic and natural
environment of the area is the survival of remnants of Ancient
Woodland, both within and outside the town, that were part of
Rockingham Forest.

References will be accurately qualified.

Reference to listed buildings to be revised and the theme of
iron working, mineral railways and archaeological evidence to
be incorporated into relevant commentary on objectives.

The importance of historic and natural environment will be
emphasised.

Historic assets There is no reference to the registered historic parks and gardens
here: Rockingham Castle II* and Kirby Hall II* (English Heritage).
Both sites are open to the public.

The historic assets mentioned are already listed in the
baseline tables A.2. Reference will be made in the relevant
section of the SA Report.

Historic assets It should be made clear what that source of the list of ‘other
archaeological sites’ is. There are 14 referred to here and on page
4-4, while only 13 are listed in Appendix A.

Appropriate changes will be made to the Table 4.1, section 5
and Appendix A
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Issue Considered Comment Response

Table 5.1, page 5-4
and Table 5.3 page 5-
17 Objective 18

I am not sure that I would agree with the view that landscape and
built character can be assessed together. A proposal could affect
each in different ways and impacts would require separate
monitoring. Also, there are so many different aspects reflected in
landscape and townscape character, the summary of the
environmental baseline, page 5-17, may not apply equally to both.
However, I do note that in the draft SA Appraisal Framework
(Table 5.2) a number of indicators are proposed.

indicators in Table 5.2 do ensure that the impact of
development is assessed in terms of landscape and built
character separately. Relevant commentaries have been
amended to clearly indicate which aspect of the objective is
being referred to. The

Table 5.2 Draft SA
Framework, page 5-14
Objective 18

I have some concerns about how feasible the potential detailed
indicators are e.g. how will the condition of the landscape be
assessed/ measured? What are the ‘local landscape, townscape
character/ quality designations’? Any indicator of buildings at risk
would need to include Grade II listed buildings; are these being
monitored by Corby Borough? We do hold data for 2001 on the
condition of scheduled monuments in the East Midlands.

We suggest that the SA Framework should include decision-
making criteria, such as:

- Will it help to maintain or enhance local distinctiveness within
the built environment?

- Will it help to protect and enhance historic built assets?
- Will it help to protect from loss or damage known

archaeological assets?
- Will it help to protect and enhance landscape quality and

character?
- Will it help to improve the quality of the design of new

development?

Reassess feasibility of detailed indicators. Comments passed
onto CBC for consideration about collecting necessary
indicator data.

The approach used in the SA is to examine magnitude and
direction and of change for the identified indicators, which
effectively encapsulates the criteria approach as suggested,
but also introduces an additional focus on evidence as data is
sought for indicators wherever possible
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Issue Considered Comment Response

Appendix A, page xii It would be preferable to group the natural and historic assets
together under separate headings. Conservation areas are
designated sites. It is not clear how the presentation in this table
relates to the indicators listed in Table 5.2.

The presentation of these aspects will be revised and, if
considered necessary, amendments made to reflect the
suggested changes.

Appendix A There are no comparators for the scheduled monuments. There
are currently 174 SAMs in Northamptonshire and 1521 in the
whole Region (see www.heritagecounts.org.uk ).

The data provided will be incorporated into baseline Table A2.

Appendix A There is no data on the numbers of listed buildings in the Borough
(Northants 6448; Region around 29,580).

The data provided will be incorporated into baseline Table A2.

Appendix A, page xxix
and page xii

The data on designated sites shown on page xxix should be
amalgamated with that on page xii. The correct figures for parks
and gardens on the national register are:

Corby -2
East Northants – 6
Kettering – 4
Wellingborough – 1
Northamptonshire - 30
Region – 138

Appropriate amendments to Appendix A will be made.
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Issue Considered Comment Response

Comments from East Midlands Regional Assembly received 3rd March 2006

The Scoping Report for the above seems to be in general
accordance with the Regional Core Objectives as set out in Policy
1 of the Regional Spatial Strategy (RSS8).  The considerable
efforts made to define quantifiable indicators and targets are
particularly welcome.

Comments appreciated.

Comments from English Nature received 1st March 2006

Green infrastructure English Nature is pleased to note that Green Infrastructure will be
delivered through the core strategy of the local development
framework for North Northamptonshire, as the delivery of green
infrastructure will require an integrated cross-district approach.  We
are concerned, however, that delivery of it is not included as an
identified issue across the environmental element of the LDD
indicators. The MKSM plan is identified as an issue in baseline data
and indicators relating to population and age structure, housing and
flood defence, however the importance of the Green Infrastructure
is that it cuts across these elements.  You will need to consider
which indicators will be necessary to demonstrate delivery of green
infrastructure – identifying this will be core to the success of the
Sustainability Appraisal.

Consideration of Green Infrastructure issues will be given in
the ensuing stages of the SA, using the appropriate indicators
identified.
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Issue Considered Comment Response

Green infrastructure With regard to the other key indicators, English Nature is pleased
to note the presence of indicators relating to designated sites and
BAP species and habitats. We are disappointed however, that
there are no indicators relating to publicly accessible green space.
A number of other SEA/SA’s for LDDs and other documents in the
East Midlands region contain indicators that seek to identify the
availability and amount of publicly accessible green space.  This is
core to the green infrastructure strategy, so its omission is
particularly disappointing, and English Nature strongly
recommends that an indicator of this type is included in the final
SEA/SA.

Two Indicators are included under Objective 5 which apply to
this area: access to countryside and access to green space.

Reference to these indicators will be made as appropriate in
the ensuing stages of the SA.

Green infrastructure We recognise that this is a relatively early stage in the process,
however there are significant and important omissions (the Green
Infrastructure being the primary concern) from the present scope
of the SEA that will need to be rectified before the full scope of the
SEA/SA has been finalised.

Noted. See comments above.


