
Part 2 Local Plan for Corby Scoping Consultation incorporating Issues and Options 

Title: 

First name: 

Surname: 

Position: County Archaeological Advisor

Organisation: Planning Services, Northamptonshire County Council

Email address: 

Are you a Corby Borough resident?: No

Flat number: 

House number: 

Street: 

Town: 

County: 

Postcode: 

Do you have an agent: No



Would you like to be updated on future stages of the Local Plan Process?: Yes

Q1 More evidence will need to be prepared as the Plan progresses. What other evidence do you think 
needs to be prepared, or taken into account, to ensure the Plan is sound?: 

Q2 Are you aware of any strategic issues that are not covered by the Joint Core Strategy and should 
be addressed in the Part 2 Local Plan for Corby?: 

Q3a Do you have any comments on the options suggested? : 

Q3b Are there any other options we should consider? : 

Q4a Do you have any comments on the options suggested? : 

Q4b. Are there any other options we should consider? : 

Q5 Are there any additional areas of land that you think should be identified as a locally designated 
site for protection? If yes, please provide details of the site(s) and your reasons for inclusion: 

Q6 Is there a need to include a locally specific policy within the Part 2 Local Plan for Corby to prevent 
coalescence in addition to the policies in the National Planning Policy Framework and Joint Core 
Strategy? If you answered yes, please give your reasons and identify the specific areas to be 
designated: 

Q7a. Do you have any comments on the options suggested?: 

Q7b Are there any other options we should consider?: 

Q8 Should the Council introduce a new policy for ‘local green spaces’? If so, are there any areas 
within the Borough that are suitable for designation as a Local Green Space in line with the criteria 
set out in the National Framework? : 



Q9a. Do you have any comments on the options suggested?: 

Q9b. Are there any other options we should consider? : 

Q10a. Do you have any thoughts on tranquillity areas?: 

Q10b Do you have any evidence that the Council need to address this through the Part 2 Local Plan 
for Corby? : 

Q11a Do you think that the National Planning Policy Framework and Joint Core Strategy sufficiently 
cover water resources and water quality?: 

Q11b. Do you think we need another local policy for this? If yes, what should these additional local 
policies look like and what evidence should be used?: 

Q.12 Are there any other local issues that you think we should cover in relation to environmental 
assets – if so what are they? : 

Q13a. Do you have any comments on the options suggested?: Yes

Q13a Comments : Non designated assets can not only include buildings and structures but also buried 
archaeological remains, parks and gardens and areas of open space. The creation of a local list should be a 
collaboration between a number of parties but as a starting point it is usually initiated by the conservation 
team in consultation with other interested parties. 

Q13b What criteria could we use to assess whether buildings and structures are suitable for inclusion 
on the local list of heritage assets? : I understand that Northampton Borough Council have started this 
process and it might be helpful to look at their selection criteria. This includes the possibility of including 
archaeological interest.

Q14. Do you have any comments or suggestions on how the Council can support the implementation 
of the Joint Core Strategy in protecting, preserving and, where appropriate, enhancing the historic 
environment? : Yes



Q14 Comments : The council should be robust and proactive in requiring prospective developers to submit 
archaeological assessment containing information with regard to the archaeological potential of a proposed 
development area in advance of determination. It should be made clear at the pre application stage that 
applications which are submitted without sufficient assessment will not be progressed until the assessment 
has been undertaken. This is especially relevant to Sustainable Urban Extensions and larger scale 
developments which by their very nature have the potential to impact on a larger number of unknown 
archaeological assets. The understanding of the archaeological resource in advance leads to an informed 
mitigation strategy and allows the opportunity for preservation in situ if potentially national significant 
remains are identified.

Q15. Are there any other local issues relating to the historic environment that you think should be 
addressed through the Part 2 Local Plan for Corby or Supplementary Planning Document, if so, what 
are they? : Yes

Q15 Comments : The approach to protecting and enhancing the Historic Environment should not be 
considered in isolation or just as archaeology. It includes historic landscapes such as ridge and furrow and 
historic parklands which are not always designated and therefore vulnerable to development. The provision 
of green infrastructure and natural environment policies can have a detrimental impact on the historic 
environment if undertaken in isolation. It is important that any document includes a consideration of the 
potential interrelationships between landscape ,GI and the historic environment.

Q16. Do you think further detailed local policy on design is required to support the Joint Core 
Strategy? If yes, please specify what should be included and in what format: 

Q17. Is there a need for the Part 2 Local Plan for Corby to include a locally specific policy to support 
transport infrastructure in addition to policies in the Joint Core Strategy and Northamptonshire 
Transportation Plan? : 

Q18. Is there a need for the Part 2 Local Plan for Corby to include locally specific policy to support 
education and training infrastructure in addition to policies in the Joint Core Strategy? : 

Q19. Do you have any comments on the approach to planning for social and cultural infrastructure: 

Q20. Is there a need for the Part 2 Local Plan for Corby to include locally specific policy to support 
emergency services infrastructure? : 

Q21. Is there a need for the Part 2 Local Plan for Corby to include locally specific policy to support 
health and wellbeing infrastructure? : 



Q22. Is there a need for the Part 2 Local Plan for Corby to include locally specific policy to support 
utility services infrastructure? : 

Q23. Do you agree that the saved Local Plan policies identified in paragraph 6.31 of the consultation 
document can be deleted, if not, why? : 

Q24. Are there any other local issues relating to the provision of infrastructure that you think should 
be addressed through the Part 2 Local Plan for Corby, if so, what are they? : 

Q25. Do you consider that any of the identified supply listed in Table 3 is unlikely to come forward for 
development and will not help meet the needs of the Borough? Please indicate which sites, and explain 
your reasons? : 

Q26. If you feel that any of the identified supply listed in Table 3 is not likely to come forward and 
should not be protected and retained, can you suggest a suitable alternative use? : 

Q27. Are you aware of any non-strategic sites we could be considering for future potential 
development over the plan period?: 

Q28. It is not considered necessary for the Part 2 Local Plan for Corby to include additional local 
policy on Rockingham Motor Racing Circuit Enterprise Area in addition to Policy 27 of the Joint 
Core Strategy and the existing consents. Do you agree? If not, please specify what should be included. 
: 

Q29. Are there any other local issues relating to economic prosperity that you think should be 
addressed through the Part 2 Local Plan for Corby, if so, what are they? : 

Q30. Should additional housing sites be identified and if so how much? : 

Q31. Are you aware of any non-strategic sites within the Borough we could be considering for future 
potential development over the plan period? : 

Q32a. Which of the options do you think provides the best approach to supporting sustainable rural 
development? : 



Q32b Are there any other options we should consider? : 

Q33a. Do you have any comments on the suggested options? : 

Q33b. Are there any other options we should consider? : 

Q34a. Which of the options do you think provides the best approach to supporting self build and 
custom house building? : 

Q34b. Are there any other options we should consider?: 

Q35. Do we need to identify sites or develop further local guidance?: 

Q36a. Do you have any comments on the suggested options? : 

Q36b. Are there any other options we should consider? : 

Q37a. Do you have any comments on the options suggested? : 

Q37b Can you identify any sites that would be suitable for provision of gypsies and travellers?: 

Q38. Are there any other local issues relating to housing that you think should be addressed through 
the Part 2 Local Plan for Corby, if so, what are they?: 

Q39. Do you have any comments on the options suggested? : 

Q40. Which of the options do you think provides the best approach to distinguish between where open 
countryside and settlement policies apply? : 

Q41. Are the criteria listed above appropriate for assessing settlement boundaries or do you think we 
need to change the criteria, and if so what changes should we make?: 



Q42. Are there any other local issues relating to villages and the rural area that you think should be 
addressed, if so, what are they? : 

Q43. Do you agree with the proposed changes to the retail hierarchy and hierarchy set out in 
Assessment of Retail Network and Hierarchy? If not, what changes do you suggest?: 

Q44a. Do you have any comments on the options suggested?: 

Q44b Have all the key development principles been identified that should continue to be supported 
and carried through into policy designations? : 

Q45. Are the updated draft retail boundaries correct? If not, please indicate how the boundaries 
should be changed.: 

Q46. Do you have any comments on the options suggested?: 

Q47a. Do you have any comments on the proposed approach to the key town centre development 
opportunities? : 

Q47b Are there any particular issues the Council should know about these sites? : 

Q48. Are you aware of any other potential development sites within or adjacent to the town centre 
that are available and which are not identified? If so, please supply further details.: 

Q49. Which of the options do you think provides the best approach to protect the vitality and viability 
of existing centres? If you preferred the first option, please state what they should be and/or how 
should they be calculated? : 

Q50. Are there any other local issues that you think we should cover in relation to the town centre and 
town centre uses – if so what are they?: 

Q51. Do you agree with the approach to saved Local Plan policies, if not, why? : 



Any Other Information: 

Add Documents: 

Name:

Position/Organisation:
  County Archaeological Advisor/ Planning Services, 
Northamptonshire County Council

Email:  

Address:

Agent: No

Agent details

Agent details:  

Position/Organisation: /

agent Email:

Agent address: 

Agent email

Would you like to be updated on future 
stages of the Local Plan Process?

Yes

Introduction 

Q1 More evidence will need to be prepared as the Plan progresses. What other evidence do you think 
needs to be prepared, or taken into account, to ensure the Plan is sound?

Q2 Are you aware of any strategic issues that are not covered by the Joint Core Strategy and should be 
addressed in the Part 2 Local Plan for Corby?

Q2 comment

Part 2 Local Plan for Corby

Q3a Do you have any comments on the options suggested

Q3a Comments

Q3b Are there any other options we should consider?

Q3b Comments

Protecting and Enhancing Environmental Assets

Q4a Do you have any comments on the options suggested? 

Q4a Comments

Q4b. Are there any other options we should consider? 

Q4b comments
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Q5 Are there any additional areas of land that you think should be identified as a locally designated site 
for protection?

Q5 Comments

Q6 Is there a need to include a locally specific policy within the Part 2 Local Plan for Corby to prevent 
coalescence in addition to the policies in the National Planning Policy Framework and Joint Core 
Strategy?

Q6 Comments

Q7a. Do you have any comments on the options suggested?

Q7a Comments

Q7b Are there any other options we should consider?

Q7b Comments

Q8 Should the Council introduce a new policy for ‘local green spaces’? If so, are there any areas within 
the Borough that are suitable for designation as a Local Green Space in line with the criteria set out in 
the National Framework? 

Q8 Comments

Q9a. Do you have any comments on the options suggested?

Q9a Comments

Q9b. Are there any other options we should consider?

q9b Comments

Q10a. Do you have any thoughts on tranquillity areas?

Q10a Comments

Q10b Do you have any evidence that the Council need to address this through the Part 2 Local Plan for 
Corby? 

Q10b comments

Q11a Do you think that the National Planning Policy Framework and Joint Core Strategy sufficiently 
cover water resources and water quality?

Q11a Comments

Q11b. Do you think we need another local policy for this?

Q11b Comments

Q.12 Are there any other local issues that you think we should cover in relation to environmental assets 
– if so what are they?

Q12 Comments

Protecting and Enhancing the Historic Environment

Q13a. Do you have any 
comments on the options 
suggested?

Yes

Q13a comments

Non designated assets can not only include buildings and structures but 
also buried archaeological remains, parks and gardens and areas of open 
space. The creation of a local list should be a collaboration between a 
number of parties but as a starting point it is usually initiated by the 
conservation team in consultation with other interested parties.
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Q13b What criteria could we 
use to assess whether 
buildings and structures are 
suitable for inclusion on the 
local list of heritage assets? 

I understand that Northampton Borough Council have started this process 
and it might be helpful to look at their selection criteria. This includes the 
possibility of including archaeological interest.

Q14. Do you have any 
comments or suggestions on 
how the Council can support 
the implementation of the 
Joint Core Strategy in 
protecting, preserving and, 
where appropriate, enhancing 
the historic environment? 

Yes

Q14 Comments

The council should be robust and proactive in requiring prospective 
developers to submit archaeological assessment containing information 
with regard to the archaeological potential of a proposed development area 
in advance of determination. It should be made clear at the pre application 
stage that applications which are submitted without sufficient assessment 
will not be progressed until the assessment has been undertaken. This is 
especially relevant to Sustainable Urban Extensions and larger scale 
developments which by their very nature have the potential to impact on a 
larger number of unknown archaeological assets. The understanding of the 
archaeological resource in advance leads to an informed mitigation 
strategy and allows the opportunity for preservation in situ if potentially 
national significant remains are identified.

Q15. Are there any other 
local issues relating to the 
historic environment that you 
think should be addressed 
through the Part 2 Local Plan 
for Corby or Supplementary 
Planning Document, if so, 
what are they? 

Yes

Q15 comments

The approach to protecting and enhancing the Historic Environment 
should not be considered in isolation or just as archaeology. It includes 
historic landscapes such as ridge and furrow and historic parklands which 
are not always designated and therefore vulnerable to development. The 
provision of green infrastructure and natural environment policies can 
have a detrimental impact on the historic environment if undertaken in 
isolation. It is important that any document includes a consideration of the 
potential interrelationships between landscape ,GI and the historic 
environment.

Ensuring High Quality Development
?

Q16. Do you think further detailed local policy on design is required to support the Joint Core 
Strategy? 

Q16 comments

Provision of Infrastructure

Q17. Is there a need for the Part 2 Local Plan for Corby to include a locally specific policy to support 
transport infrastructure in addition to policies in the Joint Core Strategy and Northamptonshire 
Transportation Plan? 
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Q17 Comments

Q18. Is there a need for the Part 2 Local Plan for Corby to include locally specific policy to support 
education and training infrastructure in addition to policies in the Joint Core Strategy?

Q18 Comments

Q19. Do you have any comments on the approach to planning for social and cultural infrastructure

Q19 comments

Q20. Is there a need for the Part 2 Local Plan for Corby to include locally specific policy to support 
emergency services infrastructure?

Q20 comments

Q21. Is there a need for the Part 2 Local Plan for Corby to include locally specific policy to support 
health and wellbeing infrastructure?

Q21 comments

Q22. Is there a need for the Part 2 Local Plan for Corby to include locally specific policy to support 
utility services infrastructure?

Q22 Comments

Q23. Do you agree that the saved Local Plan policies identified in paragraph 6.31 of the consultation 
document can be deleted, if not, why?

Q23 Comments

Q24. Are there any other local issues relating to the provision of infrastructure that you think should be 
addressed through the Part 2 Local Plan for Corby, if so, what are they? 

Q24 Comments

Delivering Economic Prosperity

Q25. Do you consider that any of the identified supply listed in Table 3 is unlikely to come forward for 
development and will not help meet the needs of the Borough? Please indicate which sites, and explain 
your reasons?

Q25 Comments

Q26. If you feel that any of the identified supply listed in Table 3 is not likely to come forward and 
should not be protected and retained, can you suggest a suitable alternative use?

Q26 Comments

Q27. Are you aware of any non-strategic sites we could be considering for future potential development 
over the plan period?

Q27 Comments

Q28. It is not considered necessary for the Part 2 Local Plan for Corby to include additional local policy 
on Rockingham Motor Racing Circuit Enterprise Area in addition to Policy 27 of the Joint Core Strategy 
and the existing consents. Do you agree? If not, please specify what should be included.

Q28 comments

Q29. Are there any other local issues relating to economic prosperity that you think should be addressed 
through the Part 2 Local Plan for Corby, if so, what are they?

Q29 Comments

Delivering Housing

Q30. Should additional housing sites be identified and if so how much?  
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Q30 Comments

Q31. Are you aware of any non-strategic sites within the Borough we could be considering for future 
potential development over the plan period?

Q31 comments

Q32a. Which of the options do you think provides the best approach to supporting sustainable rural 
development?

Q32b Are there any other options we should consider

Q32b comments

Q33a. Do you have any comments on the suggested options?

Q33a Comments

Q33b. Are there any other options we should consider? 

q33b Comments

Q34a. Which of the options do you think provides the best approach to supporting self build and 
custom house building?

Q34b. Are there any other options we should consider

Q34b Comments

Q35. Do we need to identify sites or develop further local guidance?

Q35 comments

Q36a. Do you have any comments on the suggested options?

Q36a Comments

Q36b. Are there any other options we should consider?

Q36b comments

Q37a. Do you have any comments on the options suggested?

Q37a Comments

Q37b Can you identify any sites that would be suitable for provision of gypsies and travellers?

Q37b Comments

Q38. Are there any other local issues relating to housing that you think should be addressed through the 
Part 2 Local Plan for Corby, if so, what are they?

Q38 Comments

Villages and Rural Areas

Q39. Do you have any comments on the options suggested?

Q39 Comments

Q40. Which of the options do you think provides the best approach to distinguish between where open 
countryside and settlement policies apply? 

Q40 Comments

Q41. Are the criteria listed above appropriate for assessing settlement boundaries or do you think we 
need to change the criteria, and if so what changes should we make?

Q41 comments
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Q42. Are there any other local issues relating to villages and the rural area that you think should be 
addressed, if so, what are they? 

Q42 Comments

Town Centre and Town Centre Uses

Q43. Do you agree with the proposed changes to the retail hierarchy and hierarchy set out in 
Assessment of Retail Network and Hierarchy? If not, what changes do you suggest?

Q43 Comments

Q44a. Do you have any comments on the options suggested?

Q44a Comments

Q44b Have all the key development principles been identified that should continue to be supported and 
carried through into policy designations?

Q44b Comments

Q45. Are the updated draft retail boundaries correct? If not, please indicate how the boundaries should 
be changed.

Q45 Comments

Q46. Do you have any comments on the options suggested?

Q46 Comments

Q47a. Do you have any comments on the proposed approach to the key town centre development 
opportunities?

Q47a Comments

Q47b Are there any particular issues the Council should know about these sites?

Q47b Comments

Q48. Are you aware of any other potential development sites within or adjacent to the town centre that 
are available and which are not identified? If so, please supply further details. 

Q48 Comments

Q49. Which of the options do you think provides the best approach to protect the vitality and viability 
of existing centres? If you preferred the first option, please state what they should be and/or how should 
they be calculated?

Q49 Comments

Q50. Are there any other local issues that you think we should cover in relation to the town centre and 
town centre uses – if so what are they? 

Q50 Comments

Saved 1997 Corby Borough Local Plan Policies

Q51. Do you agree with the approach to saved Local Plan policies, if not, why?  

q51 comments

Any Other Information

Any Other Information
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