
Borough Council of Wellingborough  
Site Specific Proposals Development Plan Document (SSP DPD) 
Meeting between the SSP DPD Working Party and Wollaston Parish Council 
9th June 2010, 11.00am at 3 London Road Wollaston 
 
Present: 
Mike Haybyrne, Planning Policy Manager, BCW 
Sue Bateman, Senior Planning Officer, BCW 
Mark McEvoy, Planning Officer, BCW 
James Wilson, Corporate Director, BCW 
Cllr Graham Lawman, Chair of Development Committee and Chair of SSP DPD Working Party 
 
Dr Mike Goldsmith Chairman, WPC 
Angela Young, Clerk, WPC 
Allan Bailey, WPC,  
Pam Bailey, WPC 
Eileen Higgins, WPC 
Mike Hollowell, WPC 
Sue Fowler, WPC 
 
Notes of Meeting 
A presentation was given by Mark McEvoy and Mike Haybyrne which explained the planning 
process, the work undertaken to date and the housing sites selection process. Copies of the 
presentation were distributed to those present.  
 
A copy of the draft Proposals Map was also given to the PC in order to mark up any alterations 
that it considers appropriate before returning to BCW. 
 
A general and wide ranging discussion took place during which the following issues were 
raised: 
 

• There is currently a great deal of uncertainty surrounding the planning process. The new 
Government is introducing significant changes. These include abolishing housing targets 
in the RSS, changing the status of garden land, abolishing the minimum density and 
providing greater opportunities for local communities to shape the place in which they 
live. The implications of these changes are not yet understood and therefore BCW is 
progressing on the basis of the existing system whilst acknowledging that changes may 
be necessary later in the process. The Open Source Planning Green Paper suggests 
that ‘if new local plans have not been completed within a prescribed period, then a 
presumption in favour of sustainable development will automatically apply’. BCW 
therefore needs to continue to make progress with preparing the Plan. 

 

• The PC is interested in planning and wants to be involved in the future planning of the 
village. 

 

• The PC feels that Wollaston has already taken its fair share of development and it is time 
for other villages (e.g Irchester) to take some development. Ideally they would like no 
further development in the village. 

 



• The PC recognises that there may be a need for affordable homes in the village and is 
happy to participate with a village needs survey. If a need is identified it would prefer 
affordable homes to be mixed with general market housing rather than be provided on an 
‘exceptions site’ as they feel this would integrate into the village more. MH explained that 
there was a threshold of 15 dwellings before an element of affordable housing could be 
negotiated as part of a housing development, though the draft Plan includes a proposal 
to reduce this. 

 

• WO1 – The PC is concerned that this suggested preferred site is not suitable for housing, 
it provides valuable parking for surrounding properties. It may not provide the amount of 
housing suggested (55) and may not provide a suitable environment for additional 
housing. BCW should contact Griggs to ascertain whether the site is surplus and 
available. 

 

• WO3 – The PC is strongly opposed to development here. 
 

• WO4 & WO10 – The PC advised that these may be affected by the Sand and Gravel 
Local Plan, BCW to check. 

 

• Scott Bader – there may be opportunities for additional employment development on or 
in connection with the site. In particular it may be well placed to encourage high tech 
businesses or those associated with the chemical industry. BCW to investigate this 
further. 

 

• Williams Way – The PC considers  this site to be poorly located. It has poor access, is 
underused and causes significant problems for local residents. It was suggested that this 
site could be redeveloped for housing and would be preferred to WO1. It could possibly 
be redeveloped for a mix of housing with some new small modern employment units 
which would better meet the needs of local businesses and cause less disturbance. The 
site is owned by Griggs. BCW to investigate further. 

 
The officers and the Working Party will consider all the issues raised before a revised Plan is 
considered by the Development Committee. Following this there will be a consultation period of 
at least 6 weeks when the Parish Council can formally respond. 
 
All felt that the meeting had been useful and constructive. Thanks were given to Mr & Mrs 
Bailey for the use of their home for the meeting. 
 
 
 


