
 

 
 

September 2020 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
Gladman Hearing Statement 

Corby Local Plan Part 2 Examination 
 

Matter 5: Other Housing Policies 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Corby Local Plan Part 2 Examination  Gladman Matter 5 Hearing Statement 

1 

MATTER 5: DELIVERING HOUSING 

Policy 12: Custom and Self Build 

1. Has the Custom and Self Build Demand Assessment Framework been based on a 
robust methodology? Are the assumptions made appropriate having regard to 
the higher than average levels of deprivation in the borough? 

1.1 Whilst the Custom and Self Build Assessment Framework provides assumptions on the 
potential level of demand for custom and self-build housing, it is for the Council’s Self Build 
Register to demonstrate and provide primary evidence of the levels of demand across each of 
the individual settlements of the borough.   
 

2. There is a significant difference between the 5 persons on the Council’s Custom 
and Self-Build Register (December 2019) and the demand identified in the above 
assessment of 50 units per year.  How can this be explained? Is the inclusion of 
this policy in the plan proportionate to the identified local need? 

2.1 Gladman are of the view that the proposed approach has not been justified and that the 
requirement is not proportionate to the local need that has been identified.  The policy should 
seek to encourage this form of development rather than require it in the manner that is being 
proposed by Policy 12. Consideration should instead be given to the promotion of Custom and 
Self Build housing using innovative methods of publicity, encouraging those with a firm interest 
to confirm this through the Custom and Self Build Register, which includes criteria to determine 
whether there is a local connection, to identify the location that they are interested in and to 
confirm if finance is available.   
 

3. Is the requirement for 20 or more dwellings to provide a proportion of custom 
and self-build plots justified by the evidence?   

3.1 No, the evidence does not provide the justification for developments of 20 dwellings or more 
to provide a proportion of custom and self-build plots.  In the absence of clear evidence of 
need and demand, any such approach would create uncertainty as to whether any such plots 
would be taken up and developed. Furthermore, the proposed approach is inconsistent with 
Paragraph 16 of the NPPF (see Question 5 below). 
 

5. Is the policy clearly written and unambiguous so it is evident how a decision 
maker should react to development proposals (NPPF para 16)? 

3.2 Policy 12 sets an ambition to negotiate the provision of custom and self-build plots on 
developments of 20 dwellings or more on a case by case basis but does not provide clear 
guidance to inform how a decision maker should react to development proposals.  Such an 
approach appears to be reflective of the fact that the policy is not justified through the existing 
evidence of local need.  In the absence of the necessary data from the Custom and Self-Build 
Register at the plan making stage, the policy seeks to defer the determination of whether there 
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is a need for custom and self build plots for consideration at a later stage through the 
development management process.  Such an approach is problematic and results in a situation 
whereby it is not at all clear how Policy 12 would be applied. 

Specialist and Older Persons Accommodation Policy 15 

9.  Is the requirement for schemes of 50 or more dwellings or 1.4 hectares to include 
a proportion of housing designed to meet the needs of older households justified 
by the evidence? What are the viability implications?  

3.3 No, the proposed approach sets an arbitrary threshold and is not based on evidence of need.  
Housing for older households can have very particular requirements and encompasses a range 
of products with specific locational needs.  Local plans should be developed alongside evidence 
that considers such requirements before identifying opportunities for development 
accordingly. For example, there is scope to include an exceptions policy for specific forms of 
specialist housing, including older persons accommodation to ensure that these forms of 
development can be brought forward without delay in locations where specific evidence of 
need exists. 
 

3.4 Regarding viability, this is difficult to determine because it is unclear as to what specific type or 
quantum of housing for older households that the policy is seeking to require. 

 
10. Is it clear to decision makers, developers and the community how Policy 15 would 

be applied and what would be required from a proposed development? What 
delivery mechanisms would be employed?  

3.5 No, the approach here is similar to that of Policy 12 in respect of Custom and Self Build Housing.  
Policy 15 sets an ambition to negotiate the provision of older persons accommodation on 
developments of 50 dwellings or more or 1.4ha on a case by case basis but does not provide 
clear guidance to inform how a decision maker should react to development proposals. Such 
an approach appears to be reflective of the fact that the policy is not justified through the 
existing evidence of local need.  In the absence of the necessary evidence at the plan making 
stage, the policy seeks to defer the determination of whether there is a need for older persons 
accommodation for consideration at a later stage through the development management 
process.  Such an approach is problematic and results in a situation whereby it is not at all clear 
how Policy 15 would be applied. 


