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1. Introduction  
 
1.1 The Plan for the Borough of Wellingborough (PBW) is being prepared to help guide 

future planning decisions in the area. Together with the North Northamptonshire Joint 
Core Strategy (JCS) which was adopted in July 2016 (Part 1of the Local Plan) it will form 
the ‘Local Plan’ for the borough.  

 
1.2  The Plan for the Borough of Wellingborough (PBW) has incorporated a number of stages 

of consultation. The Town and County Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations 
2012 (“the Local Plan Regulations”) require the Local Planning Authority to include 
amongst its proposed submission documents: 

 
a statement setting out: 

i. which bodies and persons were invited to make representations under regulation 
18 

ii. how those bodies and persons were invited to make such representations; 
iii. a summary of the main issues raised by those representations and 
iv. how those main issues have been addressed in the DPD (PBW).  

 
1.3 The Local Plan Planning Practice Guidance  sets out that there is considerable flexibility 

open to local planning authorities in how they carry out the initial stages of plan 
production, provided they comply with the specific requirements in Regulation 18 of the 
Local Plan Regulations on consultation, and with the commitments in their Statement of 
Community Involvement.  

 
1.4 This Statement sets out the consultation that has been undertaken in the development of 

the PBW, and how the issues identified have informed the development of the 
Publication PBW. It should be read alongside the Statement of Consultation (and 
addendums) for the JCS setting out the issues considered in the Part 1 Local Plan, and 
evidence base and other background documents which have also informed the 
Publication PBW and are available on www.wellingborough.gov.uk. The relevant stages 
of consultation in the development of the PBW are listed below: 

 
• Regulation 18 Consultation 
• Issues and options 
• Consultation on emerging draft plan 

 
1.5 Alongside these distinct stages of consultation, additional consultations through ongoing 

stakeholder engagement, workshops and seminars, postal surveys, focus groups, public 
meetings and the use of the council’s website were held as part of the evidence 
gathering process to inform the development of the Plan.  
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1.6 The key stages in the preparation of the PBW are set out below: 
   

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1.7 The outcome of each consultation stage of the PBW, both formal and informal, has 

been regularly reported to the council’s committee (Services and Development). A 
copy of the report, agendas and minutes of committee meetings can be found on the 
council’s website. These reports set out how issues arising from the consultation have 
informed the development of the Plan, and are referenced in this report.  

 
1.8 The council has undertaken consultation and engagement in accordance with the 

council’s Statement of Community Involvement (SCI). The SCI was produced by the 
North Northamptonshire Joint Planning Unit and was adopted by the council on the 
14 January 2014. The SCI outlines when, how and who should be consulted at each 
stage of the Plan’s production, it can be viewed at: 
http://www.wellingborough.gov.uk/info/200132/local_development_framework/1165/st
atement_of_community_involvement 

 
1.9 A consultation database was set up at the beginning of the plan making process 

which complied with the 2012 Regulations as set out below: 
 

• Specific Consultation Bodies - those we have to consult to meet the statutory 
requirements, including adjoining councils and agencies such as the Environment 
Agency, Heritage England, Highways England and utility providers. 

 
• General Consultation Bodies - those who have expressed a desire to be involved 

such as agents, developers and landowners, societies, charities and special interest 

Figure1. Plan making stages  
 

21 March - 2 May 2014  
Regulation 18 Consultation  

26 January - 9 March 2015 
Issues and Options 
Consultation 

15 April - 27 May 2016 
 Emerging Plan Consultation 

September 2017 - October 2017 
 Publication Plan Consultation 

December 2017  
Submission to Secretary of 
State 
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groups, national groups and local business groups, hard to reach groups and 
members of the public. 

 
1.10 The database has been kept up to date and has been added to as the plan progressed.  
 
Duty to Cooperate 
 
1.11 Strategic cross-boundary issues were fully considered in the development of the JCS. 

This extensive work is documented in the North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy 
2011-2031 Pre-Submission Plan Statement of Consultation.  

 
1.12 The main issue raised during the development of the JCS was in relation to the longer 

term growth of Northampton. Two strategic sites; land to the East of Northampton and 
Roundhill Park were specifically promoted to help to meet the needs of Northampton. 
Northampton Borough Council also sought recognition of the need to consider the post 
2029 growth of Northampton, and a specific change was made to para 1.14 of  the JCS 
to recognise this.  

 
1.13 The Inspector who examined the JCS considered compliance with the Duty to 

Cooperate, concluding: 
 

“6. In the Statement of Consultation (Jan 2015) (SUB 5), Addendum and updates 
(June/July 2015) (SUB 6-10), the JPU on behalf of the Councils has satisfactorily 
documented where and when co-operation has taken place, with whom and on what 
basis, as well as confirming that such positive engagement has and will continue. This 
includes previous co-operation on a wider regional and sub-regional basis in relation to 
implementing the former East Midlands Regional Strategy and the direct involvement of 
Northamptonshire County Council (NCC), who are part of the Joint Committee that 
prepared the plan, in accord with the Joint Committee Order (SI 2008 No. 1552) under 
which it operates.  
 
7. There is also clear evidence of continuous co-operation with the equivalent JPU for the 
rest of the county (West Northamptonshire), amongst others; the outcomes of which 
demonstrate constructive engagement by the JPU/Councils on an on-going basis, 
including in relation to the proposed main modifications. In addition, the plan is consistent 
with the relevant Corporate Plans of all four Councils, as well as the County Council.  
 
8. For the time being at least, none of the area’s neighbouring Councils has specifically 
sought help in meeting their local housing or other needs and the JPU has not asked any 
other authority to help it; nor does it intend to. Furthermore, no significant cross boundary 
strategic issues relating to co-operation with neighbouring Councils or Reg. 4 bodies 
remain unresolved. Any future requests that may come from neighbours for help in 
regard to their objectively assessed needs would be a matter for a plan review to 
consider at the appropriate stage(s). Therefore, given the absence of any clear evidence 
to the contrary, I am satisfied that the duty to co-operate has been met.”  

 
1.14 Specifically in relation to the sites promoted to meet the needs of Northampton, the 

Inspector concluded:   
 

“Further major development to the north of Northampton might well assist in bringing 
forward the delivery of the full A43 dualling sought by NCC through additional financial 
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contributions, but is neither required to meet objectively assessed needs at present, nor 
consistent with the Plan’s overall spatial strategy, which is sound. Such proposals may 
need to be considered in the long term to help meet the county’s needs, but are a matter 
for a review of this Plan and/or that of the West Northamptonshire JCS to address in due 
course. Similar conclusions apply in respect of land east of Northampton (and west of 
Ecton) in Wellingborough district, notwithstanding its relatively sustainable location on the 
edge of the existing built up area of the town.” 

 
1.15 It is clear that strategic cross-boundary issues have been fully considered during the 

development of Part 1 of the Local Plan. Alongside the work undertaken by the JPU, the 
Borough Council of Wellingborough has also undertaken ongoing engagement with Duty 
to Cooperate bodies. A detailed schedule of meetings and the outcomes of these is set 
out in Appendix 4 of this Statement. This illustrates the proactive work under by the 
Council in the preparation of the PBW.  

 
1.16 The longer term growth of Northampton has also been raised during the development of 

the PBW, most notably by Northampton Borough Council, Daventry District Council and 
South Northamptonshire Council in response to the Emerging Plan and through the re-
promotion of Roundhill Park. The issues raised are essentially the same as those 
considered during the development of the JCS. As demonstrated in Appendix 4, the 
Council has engaged proactively with the relevant LPAs, including most recently meeting 
in April 2017.  

 
1.17 The council will continue to cooperate with neighbouring authorities and the two JPUs 

regarding the future growth of Northampton as set out in para 1.14 of the JCS and para 
1.0.23 of the PBW. It has been agreed by all parties that this is largely an issue for the 
future reviews of the Core Strategies. Furthermore, it should be noted that the Inspector’s 
Report for the North Northamptonshire JCS concluded at para 8 that the duty to co-
operate has been met and “any future requests that may come from neighbours for help 
in regard to their objectively assessed needs would be a matter for a plan review to 
consider at the appropriate stage(s).  

 
1.18 Should there be a short term issue relating to the five year supply in the Northampton 

Related Development Area the council will continue dialogue and cooperation on this 
matter but believe that in the light of the above, should this be issue for Part 2 plans then 
this should in the first instance be addressed by the Part 2 plans in West 
Northamptonshire. 

 
1.19 Alongside the ongoing cooperation as part of the preparation of the PBW, the Council 

has also engaged proactively with partners in discussions regarding the work of the 
National Infrastructure Commission in relation to the Cambridge-Milton Keynes-Oxford 
Corridor and future opportunities in the corridor and mechanisms to deliver this. This has 
included participating at meetings of all the LEP’s and Local Authorities within the 
corridor. The Council is a signatory to the joint response to the second stage report 
Strategic Planning in the Cambridge-Milton Keynes-Oxford Corridor: A Discussion Paper. 
The Council will continue to participate in these discussions, further demonstrating its 
proactive involvement in the discussions relating to wider strategic/sub-regional issues.  
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2. Consultation on the scope (Regulation 18 Consultation): March-May 

2014 
 
2.1  A six week consultation on the scope of the PBW was undertaken from 21 March 2014 to 

2 May 2014, in accordance with Regulation 18 of the Town and Country Planning (Local 
Planning) (England) Regulations 2012. 

2.2  The Regulation 18 (Reg 18) consultation and scoping stage was to establish the extent 
of the plan. Regulation 18 of the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) 
Regulations 2012 requires that various bodies and stakeholders be notified that the 
council is preparing a plan and invites them to comment about what that plan ought to 
contain. 

2.3  All consultees listed in the PBW consultation database were informed directly of the 
consultation (largely using the Limehouse online consultation portal). Comments were 
submitted via Limehouse or were received in other formats and copied into Limehouse, in 
order that they could be widely viewed. For the purposes of the duty to cooperate the 
following are Specific or Statutory bodies who were consulted as part of the scoping 
stage and throughout PBW process: 

 
• Environment Agency 
• Historic England 
• Civil Aviation Authority 
• Homes and Communities Agency 
• National Health Service 
• NHS NCCG  
• Office of Rail Regulations 
• Transport Authority 
• Highways England 
• Northamptonshire Enterprise Partnership 
• Northamptonshire Local Nature Partnership 
• Northamptonshire County Council 
• Adjoining local authorities 
• Private Sector Utility providers 

 
2.4 Council members and Development Management Officers were also consulted internally. 

A two hour member workshop was held on Thursday 7 August 2014. This included a 
short presentation to members, followed by a question and answer session and finally an 
exercise designed to identify what priorities the members wanted addressing through the 
plan. 
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2.5 A questionnaire was developed for the council’s development management team who 
were asked to comment on which current planning policies they used most frequently 
and which they rarely used, as well as what future policy topics they thought should be 
included in the plan. This helped inform the scope of the new plan by giving an 
understanding of which policies may need updating. 

 
2.6 The consultation response was reported to the Services Committee at its 15th 

September 20141 meeting.       
 
Summary of Issues raised through consultation on the scope of the PBW 
 
2.7 The borough council received 129 representations from over 40 respondents. A report on 

the representations received from stakeholders including officer responses can be found 
on the council’s website through the link below: 
http://www.wellingborough.gov.uk/downloads/file/6386/regulation_18_representations_re
port 

 
2.8    The need to have continuous and detailed dialogue with key stakeholders on key issues 

was raised, for example Heritage England on the historic environment and Northampton 
Borough Council on the Duty to Co-operate for testing housing development options.  

 
2.9    Much of the evidence base was challenged due to the fact that it is was seen to be out of 

date. This was largely because the councils adopted plans and evidence pre-dates the 
NPPF which introduced new national policies and requirements for evidence. 

 
2.10  The five year housing supply attracted numerous objections with respondents, mainly 

from the development industry arguing that the council does not have a 5 year housing 
supply.   

 
2.11 Northampton Borough Council and the West Northants Joint Planning Unit requested 

that the Plan takes account of the potential to accommodate Northampton’s employment 
and housing needs beyond 2029, including through the sustainability appraisal process. 
The exact details of those needs, including sites or specific numbers have not been 
identified.  Additional growth will not be needed until after 2029.  

 
2.12 English Heritage raised a number of concerns that the plan would need to include 

policies on the historic environment.  
       
 How the main issues raised were addressed 
 
2.13  In relation to the Duty to Cooperate, the Council held a series of meetings and 

workshops with public and private bodies, infrastructure providers and planning officers 

1 http://www.wellingborough.gov.uk/meetings/meeting/801/services_committee (Report Item 7) 
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from neighbouring planning authorities (neighbouring planning authorities (Corby, East 
Northamptonshire District Council, Kettering Borough Council, Bedford, Northampton 
Borough Council, Daventry District Council, South Northamptonshire District Council) to 
discuss and resolve issues of strategic importance. The borough council has had various 
meetings with Northampton Borough Council and West Northants Joint Planning Unit to 
discuss cross-boundary issues and their relationship with the JCS.   

           
2.14 The council used the feedback from the consultation to inform the development of issues 

and options. Responses also set out the areas of the evidence base that needed to be 
updated or new evidence commissioned.   

 
2.15 In relation to 5 year supply, the council was in a position where it could demonstrate a 5 

year supply of housing, and published this evidence in May 2015.   
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3. Issues and Options Consultation – 26 January to 9 March 2015 

 
3.1 The Issues and Options was part of an initial engagement stage which involved asking 

the public and stakeholders about what the main issues and options are for taking the 
plan forward. This was a non-statutory stage but was considered helpful to allow the 
public and other stakeholders to engage in the early part of the plan and help to shape 
how it will evolve. 
 

3.2 Consultation on the Issues and Options for the plan took place for a period of six weeks 
from 26 January 2015 to 9 March 2015. Consultation was carried out in accordance with 
the adopted North Northamptonshire Statement of Community Involvement (2014). 

 
3.3 An Issues and options paper alongside the background papers listed below were made 

available on the council’s website and for inspection at libraries and council offices 
receptions. 
• Wellingborough Town Housing Methodology and Site Selection Background Paper 
• Wellingborough Rural Housing Methodology and Site Selection Background Paper 
• Employment Allocations Methodology and Site Selection Background Paper 
• Village Boundaries Background Paper 

 
3.4 Emails and letters were sent to all those listed on the consultation database, including 

statutory consultees. The Council used Limehouse, an online consultation portal to 
consult online. All consultees received an automatic email notification and a link to this 
portal was made available on the Council’s website where the documents could also be 
downloaded. Consultees were able to comment in writing by post or email, or via our 
consultation portal. 

 
3.5 As part of the process, the following consultation methods were also used to engage all 

stakeholders: 
 

• The public were made aware of the consultation using a variety of media including the 
council’s website, posters in an empty retail unit, a press release, an article in the Link 
magazine and tweets from the council’s Twitter account. Exhibitions were also held 
across the town centre with the aim of informing people that the consultation was 
taking place. website link: 
http://www.wellingborough.gov.uk/info/1004/planning_policy/1277/local_plan_engage
ment_stages/3 

 
• Press release – the council put out a press release which was available via the 

council website and intranet pages (for internal staff) and sent to local press. A copy 
of the press release can be found at the following link; 
http://www.wellingborough.gov.uk/news/article/1003/views_sought_on_plans_for_bor
ough_s_development 

 
• Local Press – A short article was written in the local newspaper the Northants 

Telegraph to highlight that the council was preparing a new local plan and that 
consultation had begun on the issues and options. 

9 
 

http://www.wellingborough.gov.uk/info/1004/planning_policy/1277/local_plan_engagement_stages/3
http://www.wellingborough.gov.uk/info/1004/planning_policy/1277/local_plan_engagement_stages/3
http://www.wellingborough.gov.uk/news/article/1003/views_sought_on_plans_for_borough_s_development
http://www.wellingborough.gov.uk/news/article/1003/views_sought_on_plans_for_borough_s_development


 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 2:  Copy of article in Local Press 
 

• Hard Copies – Hard copies of the issues and options paper and the supporting 
background papers were made available for viewing in the council’s receptions at 
Swanspool House and Tithe Barn Road. Hard copies were also available in the five 
local libraries at Finedon, Irchester, Wollaston, Earls Barton and the town centre. 
 

• Twitter – the council tweeted that the issues and options consultation had begun and 
provided a link to the website with further details. The council has 236 followers, 
however the council has an open twitter account and therefore tweets could be 
viewed publicly without being a ‘follower’ 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
   Figure 3: Tweet from BCW account notifying of consultation 
 

• Article in the ‘Link’ Magazine – The Link is a magazine written and published by the 
Borough Council which is circulated to all of the 35,000 dwellings in the borough and 
is also available to download via the council’s website. The winter edition which was 
published in December contained an article publicising the consultation regarding the 
issues and options. See link: 
http://www.wellingborough.gov.uk/downloads/file/6418/the_link_-_winter_2014-15 
 

• Leaflets – a total of 1000 leaflets were printed which contained information about the 
consultation and how people could get involved. Leaflets were handed out to the 
public during exhibitions, were available in the council receptions and were also 
available as a download from the council’s website. See link: 
http://www.wellingborough.gov.uk/downloads/file/6387/summary_leaflet_issues_and_
options 
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  Figure 4:  Inside and outside of Issue and Options Leaflet 
 
 

• Use of empty retail unit – Posters sized A0 were displayed in an empty retail unit in 
the Swansgate Centre (the main shopping mall in the town centre). The posters 
contained information about the consultation and how people could get involved. The 
posters were on display from the 26 of January to the 9 March 2015.   

 
• Exhibitions – Exhibitions were held across the town centre with the aim of informing 

people that the consultation was taking place. The exhibitions were an important 
opportunity to talk to the community about the plan and enable an opportunity for 
residents to ask questions. Copies of the issues and options paper and background 
papers were available for viewing as well as leaflets for people to take away.   
 

Issues and Options Exhibitions 
Date Time Location 
Wednesday 4th February 10.00am – 3.30pm Swansgate Centre 
Friday 6th February 10.00am – 3.30pm Morrison’s, Wellingborough 
Saturday 7th February 9.00am – 12.00pm Swansgate Centre 

 
Summary of Issues raised through consultation on the Issues and Options of the PBW 

 
3.6 A total of 79 consultees responded to the issues and options document making a total of 

663 comments. The main issues raised in the consultation are set out below.  
 

• BCW should continue to work with NBC on all aspects of the local plan, not just on 
housing matters but employment, infrastructure needs, retail and green infrastructure 

• Potential growth of Northampton needs to be addressed. 
• The PBW should include measures to protect and enhance the historic town centre of 

Wellingborough. 
• Development should be sensitive to the character and setting of the area. 
• The PBW should take account of the North Northants SPDs on Nature Improvement 

Area on Biodiversity, Upper Nene Valley Gravel Pits SPA and Northampton Borough 
Council Green Infrastructure and Open Space study. 
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• Healthcare services and any identified need should feed into infrastructure delivery 
plans and form site specific policies 

• Retain local shops in rural and urban areas 
• Lower impact threshold for new retail should be justified in order to depart from the 

threshold of 2500sqm as defined by the NPPF.  
• Urban Structures Study will help identify any locally specific connectivity policies 

within Wellingborough. 
• Appropriate and well planned cycle ways should be prepared and implemented. 
• Open spaces including school playing fields, allotments, recreation grounds and 

pocket parks should be given much protection. 
• Flexible approach is required in safeguarding or proposing industrial estate for 

alternative uses 
• The PBW should continue the use of EIOS and IAA designations. 
• There are fundamental errors of assumption about the availability and delivery of 

strategic and non-strategic development schemes in Wellingborough. This will 
continue to significantly affect the ability to meet its housing requirements.    

• Majority of sites identified in the TCAAP are not deliverable. 
• Evidence to support a policy requirement for new homes to meet Category 3 

standards.  
• The best role for the town centre would be a leisure, culture and evening role. 

However, other respondents suggested that mixed role would be most suitable. 
 

How the main issues raised were addressed: 
 

3.7 In order to address the issues raised by the consultees to further advance the 
preparation of the PBW a number of pieces of evidence were commissioned by the 
council and jointly with North Northamptonshire Joint Planning Unit. These included: 

 
• Open space, sports and recreation study; 
• Town centre and retail study; 
• Employment Land Review; 
• Village boundary background paper; 
• Five year supply of land background paper; 
• Local Open Space background paper; 
• Conservation Area Appraisal; 

 
3.8  The Services Committee of 19 October 20152 considered responses to the issues and 

options paper including officer responses, which including identifying further work 
required, and drafts of the rural housing background paper, village boundaries 
background paper and the employment land review. These papers, including the officer 
responses were approved as the basis for preparing the draft PBW. This illustrates how 
responses to the representations informed the development of the emerging draft PBW.  

 
3.9 A Local Plan Advisory Group (LPAG) was established to enable councillors and officers 

to discuss topics and issues that arose following consultation and evidence gathering. 
That group met on 24 August, 5 October, 2 November and 7 December 2015 and on 22 

2 http://www.wellingborough.gov.uk/meetings/meeting/880/services_committee (Report Item 4) 
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February 2016. The background papers and the emerging draft of the PBW were 
amended to reflect discussions had at those meetings.  

 
4. Consultation on Emerging Draft Plan – 15th April to 27th May 2016 
 
4.1 An emerging draft of the PBW was prepared for the 11 April 2016 Services Committee3 

taking into account the comments received at previous consultation stages, discussions 
with stakeholders, input from the Local Plan Advisory Group and the evidence that has 
been gathered to support the plan. An updated officer response to representations taking 
account of completed technical work was prepared for the 11 April 2016 Services 
Committee. This officer response clearly shows how the Emerging Plan was informed by 
consultation responses to the Issues and Options consultation.  

 
4.2 The Services Committee of 11 April 2016 agreed to consult on an emerging draft of the 

PBW together with a number of associated background papers. This consultation took 
place from 15 April until 27 May 2016.  

 
4.3 Various background papers were prepared to support the plan. These provided 

stakeholders with a greater level of detail than included in the plan itself and where 
relevant, had been amended to reflect previous consultation and stakeholder 
engagement (Village boundaries paper, Rural Housing paper, Town Housing paper).  

 
4.4 The Emerging Plan was not a formal stage of plan preparation and therefore was not 

governed by specific regulations. It was, however, decided to consult for six weeks, 
consistent with the regulations. Consultation included: 

 
• Publication of the plan and accompanying documents on the council’s website; 
• Placing the documents in the council’s reception and the libraries in the borough for 

viewing; 
• Consulting with all consultees on the local plan data base via email or letter (this 

included: parish councils; neighbouring authorities; national and local groups and 
organisations; agents and landowners; and individuals that had asked to be notified); 

• Contacting all landowners of sites suggested for designation as open space; 
• Production of a summary leaflet; 
• Posters advertising the consultation; 
• Publication of a press release; 
• A tweet from the Council’s twitter account; 
• An exhibition in the Swansgate Centre and Morrisons; and 
• An exhibition in Finedon.  

 
Summary of Issues raised through consultation on the Emerging Draft PBW 
 
4.5 As a result of the consultation 83 people or organisations responded making a total of 

267 comments. A list of respondents is set out at Appendix 3. These representations are 
all available to view online through the consultation portal at:  

 http://wellingborough-consult.limehouse.co.uk/portal/wellingboroughplan/emergingdraft  
 
 

3 http://www.wellingborough.gov.uk/meetings/meeting/903/services_committee (Report Item 4) 
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4.6 The main issues raised through consultation on the Emerging Draft Plan included: 
 
Duty to Cooperate:  

• The West Northamptonshire authorities (Northampton Borough Council, South 
Northamptonshire Council and Daventry District Council) all referenced the housing 
land supply shortfall in the Northampton Related Development Area, and the need for 
ongoing cooperation to address this shortfall, which may become an issue before 
2029. Northampton Borough Council stated that “The Part 2 Local Plan for 
Northampton will seek to ensure that sufficient sites are identified to contribute to the 
requirements set out in the West Northamptonshire JCS.   It will be important for both 
Northampton and Wellingborough to continue to cooperate as necessary to address 
any identified shortfall.” Davidsons Developments also raised this issue.  

 

Introduction/The Borough of Wellingborough 

• Natural England noted that at the time of publication of the Emerging Plan the SA 
does not appear to have been updated and there is currently no HRA. 

• Isham Parish Council raised concerns about the impact of development including 
Kettering South on the A509.  

 

Spatial Strategy 

• There was broad support for the settlement hierarchy, and the background evidence 
that informed it. Developers did criticise that villages should be limited to only 
accommodate local growth. 

• Northampton Roundhill Limited felt that the plan failed to identify the relationship that 
Wellingborough has with the major growth centre that is Northampton. 

• Responses from Parish Councils supported the proposed village boundaries.  
• A number of developers objected to the proposed village boundaries. They 

considered that village boundaries should be reviewed and refined. These 
representations largely related to the promotion of sites for development and that the 
village boundaries should be amended to include these. 

 

Green Infrastructure Framework 

• Natural England supported the importance placed upon the protection and 
enhancement of green infrastructure and areas of green and open space within 
section 5 - Green Infrastructure Framework. They advised that the NIA should be 
referenced in the PBW.   

• Northamptonshire County Council expressed concerns about the approach to Local 
Open Space and the policy conflict with statutory designations and approach in the 
JCS. The County Council also considered that green infrastructure should also 
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include consideration of the historic environment, and that the assessment of open 
space should also include heritage assets.  

• NCC also consider that the proposed local green infrastructure corridors are not the 
most appropriate, based on up to date evidence they have prepared.  

• Mr G Wilton raised a number of concerns about the approach to Local Open Space 
and the Open Space study that has informed it, particularly in relation to allotment 
provision.  

• Sport England supported the council’s vision around sports facilities and healthy 
communities. They also support the principle of policy GI4 but had concerns over the 
implementation. Sport England did not consider that the ‘standards’ approach used in 
the Study is appropriate for sport and recreation or compliant with Paragraph 73 and 
74 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF). 

• The Environment Agency wished to see blue infrastructure appropriately covered by 
the plan and identified the need for an up-to-date SFRA. 

• There were a number of requests for additional sites to be considered as Local Green 
Space and an objection from a developer to designation of one site as a Local Green 
Space. 

 

Delivering Economic Prosperity 

• Northampton Roundhill Limited has promoted Roundhill Park for inclusion in the 
PBW. The promoters consider that the plan should also positively promote 
employment development at North Northampton, within Wellingborough district to 
take advantage of this economic corridor. An additional Policy Site should be included 
within the Part 2 Plan to identify land at Roundhill Park, supporting transport 
infrastructure through the proposed Bus Rapid Transit/Park & Ride facility, supporting 
land uses and employment land. 

• Hampton Brook did not support the decision not to allocate any further land for 
employment uses. They criticised the ELR and its methodology and considered the 
PBW should allocate Prospect Park.  

• Wellingborough Chamber of Commerce questioned whether the existing industrial 
estates and the consented employment land within the Borough will provide the 
necessary focus for employment opportunities over the plan period for the jobs 
expansion and growth. 

 

Delivering Homes 

• A number of developers considered that the PBW is over-reliant on the SUEs and 
challenged the identified rates of delivery. Linked to this, Gladman and Davidsons 
considered that the PBW should therefore direct more growth to the larger villages, to 
ensure a 5 year supply is maintained if the SUEs under-deliver, and a number of 
potential alternative housing sites for inclusion have been promoted by developers 
including at Wellingborough town. 
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• Developers also raised concerns over the Plan’s reliance on windfall development to 
meet housing requirements outside the 4 named villages. A number of 
representations considered that additional sites should be allocated to ensure 
delivery.  

• Barwood Strategic Land II considered the identification of only 150 new dwellings for 
Irchester is insufficient and would be likely to stifle the delivery of otherwise 
sustainable forms of development which are needed in order that the Local Plan can 
positively plan to meet the borough’s objectively assessed development and 
infrastructure requirements, as required by the NPPF paragraphs 47, 157, 159 and 
173. 

• Gladman developments criticised the housing trajectory and remained sceptical that 
the council has a 5 year housing land supply.  

 

Delivering Retail 

• The policies are broadly supported by the Parish Councils who responded to them.  
• Wellingborough Chamber identified that what doesn’t seem to have been included in 

the Local Plan is a strong policy position for linking the Town Centre to the new 
transportation hub/interchange at the station through an enhanced public transport 
corridor along the Midland Road. 

• Sainsburys Supermarkets considered that the impact threshold for new retail 
development within local centres should be increased to bring it in line with the NPPF 
threshold, as stated at Paragraph 26 

 

The Town Centre 

• Isham Parish Council and Wellingborough Civic Society considered free car parking 
as being an asset to ensuring residents continue to use the town centre. 

• Wellingborough Chamber of Commerce considered that further policy guidance 
should be provided for the Castle Theatre, which might become available over the 
plan period and the plan should include guidance on how this could in future be better 
integrated into the town centre.  

• The Chamber of Commerce also considered that it would be beneficial to extend the 
town centre boundary to include the station island south, station area and a narrow 
corridor of Midland Road. 

 

Site Specific Policies 

• Developers re-stated criticisms of the over-reliance of the PBW on SUEs.  
• Bovis Homes and Stanton Cross Landowners Group considered that given the 

suitability of the further expansion of Stanton Cross to the east, which is supported 
within the JCS, greater emphasis should be made within the PBW (notably within 
paragraphs relating to 10.1.1 Wellingborough East) to the development of East of 
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Stanton Cross as the appropriate direction of growth in the longer term to further 
support the delivery of development to meet the needs of the Borough. 

• Some refinements were suggested to the site specific policies.  
• Isham Parish Council considered that the construction of 1,500 homes at 

Wellingborough North coupled with the other developments would have a devastating 
effect on the A509 without the construction of a bypass and the area would inevitably 
be brought to a standstill. 

• Local residents raised a number of concerns about the allocation of Site 4 (Windsor 
Road). 

• In regards to the allocation at Windsor Road (Policy Site 4), whilst Hampton Brook 
supported the council’s decision to allocate the land, together with the council owned 
portion, for development, they believe it is unrealistic to assume that the site is 
capable of accommodating 147 dwellings. 

 

Delivering Infrastructure 

• Isham Parish Council considered that Welingborough and Kettering Councils have 
not met the requirements of Para 162 of the NPPF regarding infrastructure capacity.  

• Northampton Roundhill Limited considered allocating Roundhill Park will address the 
need for transport infrastructure improvements on the A43 corridor, consistent with 
the planned upgrading of A43 as a strategic link between Wellingborough and 
Northampton. 

• Anglian Water set out that they have made an initial assessment of the water and 
water recycling infrastructure requirements for the allocation sites identified. However 
they would welcome further discussions with the Borough Council relating to the 
Local Plan and any additional evidence which is required to support the preparation of 
the Local Plan Part 2. 

 
Monitoring and Review 

• Hampton Brook suggested that a monitoring report that involves greater collaboration 
with developers and landowners to work with the local planning authority to overcome 
barriers to development would be preferable, taking a more proactive approach to 
delivering allocated sites. 

• Gladman Developments noted the requirements of Policy 28 of the JCS which 
requires the monitoring of the delivery of both the SUEs and the 5-year housing land 
supply, with various corrective actions required should it be necessary. This needs to 
be reflected in the Monitoring and Review section within the PBW with a clear 
explanation of how Policy 28 will be implemented in the absence of Market Towns.  
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How the main issues raised were addressed: 
 
4.7 Whilst the Emerging Plan consultation was taking place various studies were 

commissioned to test the plan to ensure that it would meet the tests of soundness when 
examined by the independent inspector. These studies related to viability testing; 
transport modelling, sustainability appraisal (SA) and habitats regulation assessment 
(HRA). 

 
4.8 The representations received to the emerging draft raised a number of issues which it 

was considered needed further work before a revised plan could be drafted. These 
related to the following areas: 

 
• Open space, sport and recreation  
• Green infrastructure corridors 
• Flood risk management 
• Site specific assessments 
• Town centre car parking 

 
4.9 The Environment Partnership (TEP) produced the Open Space, Sport and Recreation 

Audit and Assessment in November 2015. They were commissioned to provide an 
updated report to take account of a number of representations received including from 
Sport England. TEP have undertaken further work on open space. Further discussions 
have taken place with Sport England and additional work was undertaken on indoor 
sports provision. Sport England has also requested a full playing pitch strategy be 
undertaken to inform sports provision going forward, but agreed that this does not need 
to form part of the PBW. An alternative strategy to deal with sports provision has been 
included in the PBW instead of the standards approach proposed in the Emerging Plan.     

 
4.10 In response to representations about how the Local Open Space and Local Green Space 

designations were identified and assessed, officers revisited and amended this work. 
This included obtaining information on the heritage value of sites and assessing new 
sites that have been proposed.  

 
4.11  The county council has produced up-to-date evidence on various green infrastructure 

themes (access, biodiversity, historic environment, landscape and open space) and 
identified their distribution and concentration. This information was used to refine and 
update the green infrastructure corridors identified in the PBW and the policy framework.  

 
4.12  In its response to the Emerging Plan, the Environment Agency identified that the 

Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA) that was completed for the Borough in 2011 
was in need of updating. The county council as the Flood Risk Authority has produced an 
update to the 2011 SFRA to ensure that a robust evidence base is available for the plan. 
The sites selection background papers have also been amended to refer to the 
sequential approach to flood risk, which has resulted in amendments to the choice of 
sites suitable for allocation. 

 
4.13  Some respondents queried the amount of housing anticipated to come forward on some 

of the allocated sites. In order to ensure that the plan assumptions are realistic several of 
the sites were subject to an urban design review using the urban design expertise at the 
Joint Planning Unit. This process enabled site specific constraints and opportunities to be 
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considered before developing indicative layouts. It is considered that process allowed a 
more robust identification of the housing capacity to be undertaken and also provided an 
opportunity to review the relevant site specific policies. Where appropriate, key urban 
design principles were added to the plan.  

 
4.14 Town centre car parking was not referred to in the emerging draft PBW, however, it was 

felt that it would be more prudent to assess current provision in the town centre to ensure 
it will continue to meet projected demand over the plan period. A car parking study was 
prepared in partnership with the county council and a specific policy on town centre 
parking has been included in the Publication PBW. 

 
4.15 Alongside the technical documents referred to, updated background papers have been 

prepared in respect of housing, open space, village boundaries and employment, 
alongside an Infrastructure Delivery Plan setting out the infrastructure   Of particular 
significance given the responses to the Emerging Plan is the Housing Land Supply 
background paper which concludes that the Borough can demonstrate a 5 year land 
supply of 6.7 years depending on which 5 year period is chosen, and there are sufficient 
deliverable housing sites to meet and exceed the JCS requirements.  The Local Plan 
Advisory Group met on 11 July and 31 October 2016; and 27 February, 22 May, 31 July 
2017. The background papers and the PBW have been amended to reflect discussions 
at these meetings.  

 
4.16 As referred to above, the Publication PBW has been refined, where necessary to reflect 

the conclusions of the updated technical work and issues raised in representations.   An 
officer response to responses received to the Emerging Plan has been published 
alongside the Publication PBW, clearly showing how responses have informed its 
development and refinement.  
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5. Conclusion 

 
5.1  The development of the Publication PBW has been an extensive process, involving three 

stages of public consultation and ongoing dialogue with key agencies and adjoining 
authorities. The development of the Plan needs to be considered in the context of the 
North Northamptonshire JCS which forms the strategic Part 1 of the Local Plan. Whilst 
strategic issues in relation to the Duty to Cooperate were considered and satisfied during 
the preparation of the North Northamptonshire JCS, proactive, ongoing dialogue has 
been maintained with key agencies and adjoining authorities was maintained.  

 
5.2  Feedback on the 2016 Emerging Plan were particularly relevant in identifying the further 

issues that needed to be addressed through  technical work, as well as identifying policy 
areas that needed to be refined. The schedule of responses to the Emerging Plan 
consultation sets out in detail how consultation responses to the Emerging PBW and 
refinements to technical work have informed the Pre-Submission PBW, including 
refinements to policies to address relevant issues raised. Further information on the key 
changes to the PBW since the Emerging Plan consultation are set out in the 11 
September Committee report on the Local Plan publication.  

 
5.3  It is considered that the extensive work undertaken in the development of the PBW has 

addressed and responded to the key issues raised through the consultation, and 
facilitated the development of a robust, sound plan taking forward the JCS, as Part 1 of 
the Local Plan. The establishment of an extensive evidence base, which has recognised 
the work undertaken for the JCS and where additional local evidence was required, 
including consideration of relevant reasonable alternatives through Sustainability 
Appraisal has reflected the need to respond and test in more detail the issues that have 
been identified through consultation.  

 
5.4 This Statement of Consultation clearly demonstrates that the preparation of the PBW has 

exceeded the procedural requirements of plan preparation, and that the Duty to 
Cooperate has been satisfied.  
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Appendices 
 
Appendix 1: List of respondents to Regulation 18 consultation: 

 
Respondent 
Albany House Medical Centre 
Anglian Water 
Barratt Northampton 
Bedford Borough Council 
Mr Kenneth Bernthal 
Bletsoe Brown and Sywell Aerodrome Ltd 
Bovis Homes & Stanton Cross Land Owners Group 
Bozeat Parish Council 
Cyclists Touring Club 
Ecton Estate 
English Heritage 
Environment Agency 
The Garden Centre Group 
Geoff Taylor 
Gladman Developments 
Great Doddington Parish Council 
Hampton Brook Ltd 
Hardwick Parish Meeting 
Irchester Parish Council 
Mears Ashby Parish Council 
Mobile Operators Association 
National Farmers Union 
National Federation of Gypsy Liaison Groups 
Natural England 
Nene Valley Nature Improvement Area (NIA) 
Northampton Borough Council 
Northamptonshire County Council Highways 
Redrow Homes 
Sport England 
The Theatres Trust 
Sandra Stevens 
Ms Shelley Lawrence-Harris 
Mr Anthony Stevens 
Mr J G Smith 
Mrs Susan Suttle 
Wellingborough Civic Society 
Wellingborough Inter Faith Group 
Wellingborough RFC 
West Northamptonshire Joint Planning Unit 
Wilby Parish Council 
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Appendix 2: List of Respondents to Issues consultation 
 
Respondent 
Bedfordshire Railway & Transport Association 
English Heritage 
Trustees of Ecton Estate 
Landowner, Northampton Rd, Earls Barton 
Landowner, Walled Garden, Ecton 
Landowner, Station Rd, Earls Barton 
Hampton Brook 
British Steel Pension Fund 
Environment Agency 
Irchester Neighbourhood Plan Forum 
Mrs Susan Suttle 
Sarah Charles 
Anglian Water Services ltd 
Landowner Sywell Grange Farm 
Hallam Land Management limited 
National Federation of Gypsy Liaison Groups 
Mr J Hilsdon 
Persimmon Homes Midlands 
Northampton Roundhill Limited 
St Mowden 
Burton Latimer Settled Estates 
Gladmans 
Redrow Homes 
Oxford Uni Endowment Management 
The Theatres Trust 
Ecton Parish Council 
Landowner, Land at Little Irchester 
Landowner, Land North of Wollaston 
Landowner, Nene Milling, Bozeat 
Miller Homes 
Great Doddington Parish Council 
Francis Jackson Homes 
West Northamptonshire Joint Planning Unit 
Ashtenne Industrial Fund 
NHS Property Services 
Bovis Homes & Stanton Cross Landowners Group 
Wellingborough Chamber of Commerce 
Cycling Tourists Club Right to Ride Network 
Landowner, 145-153 Station Rd, EB  
Bozeat Parish Council  
Wollaston Parish Council 
Wellingborough Museum 
Mr Anthony Raymond Mallock 
Mr Geoff Taylor 
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Mr Richard Harvey  
Wellingborough Civic Society  
Dr Gregg Moore  
Richard Hewitt 
Ash Sandhu 
Stepnell Ltd 
Wm Morrison Supermarkets plc 
R W Beaty (Farms) Limited  
Whitworth Holdings Ltd 
Irchester, Lt Irchester and Knuston Neighbourhood Plan Steering 
Group 
Sport England 
Wyevale Garden Centres Ltd 
R H Thompson 
Bowbridge Land Limited 
Grendon and Prims Cricket Club 
Little Harrowden Parish Council 
Northamptonshire County Council Highways 
Barwood Strategic Land II LLP 
owner Hillside Close, Bozeat 
Natural England  
Nene Valley Nature Improvement Area (NIA)  
Mr Dave Cornhill 
Northampton Borough Council 
Mr Laurence Hickman  
Highways Agency 
Mark Norfolk 
Irchester Parish Council 
Claire Frogley 
Joan Gater 
J Lloyd  
Mrs Judith Tann 
National Farmers Union  
Revd Amanda Cuthbertson  
Northamptonshire County Council 
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Appendix 3: List of Respondents to Emerging PBW consultation 
 

Respondent 
Anglian Water Services Ltd 
B.S.Pension Fund Trustees Ltd 
Barwood Strategic Land II LLP 
Bovis Homes Ltd & Stanton Cross Land Owners Group 
Bowbridge Land Limited 
Caravan Company Ltd 
Cogenhoe and Whiston Parish Council 
Great Doddington Parish Council 
Daventry District Council 
Davidsons Developments Ltd 
Diane Symmonds 
Dr Gregg Moore 
Ecton Parish Council 
Environment Agency 
Finedon Parish Council Finedon Parish Council 
Francis Jackson Homes 
Gladman Developments 
Hampton Brook Ltd 
Highways England 
Hon. Secretary Redhill Grange Community Association 
Irchester Parish Council 
Irchester, Lt Irchester and Knuston Neighbourhood Plan 
Steering Group 
Isham Parish Council 
Landowner, Nene Milling, Bozeat 
Little Harrowden Parish Council Little Harrowden Parish 
Council 
Marrons Planning 
Mr & Mrs Cassidy 
Mr and Mrs Moore 
Mr Anthony Raymond Mallock 
Mr Dave Edwards 
Mr G Wilton 
Mr Geoff Taylor 
Mr Gregory York 
Mr Harvey 
Mr John Hilsdon 
Mr John Shenfield 
Mr Jonathan Inwood 
Mr Laurence Hickman 
MR Martin Lowe 
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Mr Matthew Flood 
Mr Philip Wallington 
Mr Richard Johns 
Mr Ryan Gosnold 
Mr Steven Cox 
Mr Thomas Woodward 
Mr Wayne Siggery 
Mrs Emily Woodward 
Mrs Judith Povey 
Mrs Linda Ross 
Mrs P McDowell 
Mrs Philippa Tickell 
Mrs Sharron Whitehouse 
Mrs. Pamela Clements 
National Farmers Union 
National Grid 
Natural England 
Nicki Clark 
Northampton Borough Council 
Northampton Roundhill Limited 
Northants LLP 
obo residents of Great Doddington 
owners of land rear of 36 Rectory Lane, Orlingbury 
Oxford Uni Endowment Management 
Persimmon Homes (Midlands) 
Principal Project Officer Northamptonshire County Council 
Principal Transport Planner Northamptonshire County Council 
Highways 
Project Manager (Flood and Water Management) 
Northamptonshire County Council 
R W Beaty (Farms) Limited 
Rentplus 
Royal Mail 
Rushden Town Council 
Sainsburys Supermarkets Limited 
Northamptonshire County Council, Public Health & Wellbeing 
Directorate 
South Northamptonshire Council 
Sport England 
Trustees of Jane Wright and Others 
W J Redden & Sons Ltd 
Wellingborough Chamber of Commerce 
Wellingborough Civic Society 
Whitworth Holdings Ltd 
Wollaston Parish Council 
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Appendix 4: Duty to Cooperate schedule of meetings 
 

Date  Venue  Event Name  Main Purpose of event  Actions (if any) 

22/11/2013   SEMLEP Planners 
Forum - Bedford 
Local Plan 2032 

Establish understanding of Bedford local Plan topics 
and any cross boundary issues. As well as 
establishing a Forum for communication  

Continual engagement and co-operation 
as the plans progress. 

21/03/2014 
to 
02/05/2014 

Limehouse Consultation - Reg 
18 Scoping  

This Consultation is the first stage in the preparation 
of a new plan to guide the future of the Borough of 
Wellingborough over the next 15 or so years. The 
reports sets out what the council think the plan 
should include. This is a statutory document. It’s an 
opportunity to gain views early on to make sure that 
the main issues that affect everyone living or working 
in our area are covered. 

To take account of all representations in 
the next stage of the plan making 
process, and to record representations 
and officer responses on this 
consultation in a report which will be 
taken to committee.  

04/07/2014 
to 
08/08/2014 

Limehouse Consultation -  SA 
Scoping  

Under section 19(5) of the Planning and Compulsory 
Purchase Act, the local plan must be subject to a 
sustainability appraisal (SA) throughout its 
production, ensuring that it is fully consistent with and 
helps to implement the principles of sustainable 
development. The scoping report is the first stage in 
the appraisal process and provides an opportunity for 
stakeholders to comment on whether the correct 
issues have been identified and whether the 
appraisal framework is appropriate. The scoping 
report will identify the scope and level of detail of the 
information which will be included in the sustainability 
appraisal report. It is part of the evidence gathering 
stage for the Local Plan. 

To take account of all representations in 
the next stage of the SA process, and to 
record representations and officer 
responses on this consultation in a 
report which will be taken to committee.  

04/05/2014 
to 
09/05/2014  

  Consultation  - 
Development 
Management  
Questionnaire 

Questionnaire to the Development Management 
team at WBC regarding current policies they find 
useful and un-useful and general opinions on scope.  

Analysis of results, write report on 
outcomes  

07/08/2014 Council 
Chamber  

Workshop - 
Members Workshop 
on the Plan 

To discuss with Members: - The Plan’s purpose in 
the context of the Core Strategy and the stages for 
production- the scope of the Plan and the Cllrs main 
priorities for inclusion- the next steps in the plan 
making process 

Write report of outcomes and results of 
workshop. Circulate report to all 
members 

?   Consultation - 
Business Survey 

    

26 
 



 
29/08/2014 38 Swanspool 

House  
Meeting – Historic 
Environment with 
English Heritage  

To provide a platform for early engagement and to 
discuss issues on historic environment in relation to 
the Plan for the Borough of Wellingborough. 

English Heritage to provide model 
policies they would like to see included. 
Continual engagement and co-operation 
as the PBW stages progresses.  

26/09/2014 38 Swanspool 
House 

Meeting - 
Northampton Growth 
– NBC, NNJPU, 
WNJPU 

Purpose of the meeting was to discuss duty to 
cooperate issues with particular regard to 
Northampton’s future growth and issues raised at the 
Reg. 18 consultation for the Plan for the Borough of 
Wellingborough. 

Many issues discussed, no action 
required at present apart from it was 
agreed that it would be useful to 
continue to meet to discuss issues as 
they arise. 

08/10/2014 Guildhall, 
Prentes Room, 
Northampton 

WBC Meeting -with 
Councils in West 
Northamptonshire 
Plan Area: 
Development of an 
Open Space, Sports 
and Recreation 
Study 

To take forward a joint commission for the production 
of an Open Space, Sports and Leisure Facilities 
Strategy. To agree study remit/inform the 
consultancy brief. To discuss cross boundary issues 
in relation to open space, sports and recreation 
facilities. 

Wellingborough have already 
commissioned own open space work. 
As part of duty to co-operate the team 
agreed to share information and also 
allow neighbouring councils the 
opportunity to comment on consultant 
briefs. 

21/10/2014 
to 
25/11/2014  

 N/A Consultation - Village 
Boundary early 
consultation with 
Parish Council  

Prior consultation to issues and options consultation 
with parish councils re. village boundaries. To give 
opportunity to comment and properly inform the 
issues and options paper.  

  

30/10/2014 Council 
Chamber  

Parish Forum      

31/10/2014 38 Swanspool 
House  

Meeting  -Natural 
Environment 
Organisations  

To provide a platform for early engagement and to 
discuss issues on the natural environment in relation 
to the Plan for the Borough of Wellingborough. 

Continual engagement and co-operation 
as the PBW stages progresses. 

03/11/2014 Committee 
Room  

Meeting - Finedon 
Councillors re village 
boundaries  

Meeting with Borough Cllrs for Finedon to discuss 
draft change to village boundaries and provide further 
clarity on the subject and issues.  

No actions for officers. Consultation 
responses being drawn up by Finedon 
PC for officer consideration 

10/11/2014 Council 
Chamber  

Getting your plan in 
place: PAS member 
training 

To equip Cllrs with a thorough understanding of key 
plan-making principles and the steps that need to be 
taken by Cllrs to help planning authority get a robust 
plan in place as soon as possible 

Continual training on the plan process 
for councillors  

11/11/2014 38 Swanspool 
House 

Meeting – NHS 
Clinical 
Commissioning 
Group on health 
infrastructure 
Delivery implications 
for the PBW 

To provide a platform for early engagement and to 
discuss issues surrounding health in relation to the 
Plan for the Borough of Wellingborough. Especially to 
discuss health infrastructure implications for 
Wellingborough area.  

Continual engagement and co-operation 
as the PBW stages progresses. 
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13/11/2014 Magnolia Room, 

County Council, 
Northampton  

Meeting – Northants 
Health and Wellbeing 
Board: between chair 
and local forum 

First meeting of the newly constituted forum, setting 
the priorities for the forum and agreeing its function 
through creation of terms of reference 

Continual engagement and co-operation 
as the PBW stages progresses. 

15/01/2015 Swanspool 
House, Borough 
Council of 
Wellingborough 

Health Delivery 
Organisations 
Meeting  

  Continual engagement and co-operation 
as the PBW stages progresses. 

26/01/2015 
- 
09/03/2015 

Limehouse Consultation - Issues 
and Options  

Consultation on the key issues and options identified 
for Wellingborough over the plan period, asking for 
feedback on how to address these and take forward.  

To take account of all representations in 
the next stage of the plan making 
process, and to record representations 
and officer responses on this 
consultation in a report which will be 
taken to committee.  

03/02/2015 Swanspool 
House, Borough 
Council of 
Wellingborough 

Health Delivery 
Organisations 
Meeting  

Discussion on Health and Infrastructure delivery 
implications  

Continual engagement and co-operation 
as the PBW stages progresses. 

31/03/2015   Health Delivery 
Organisations 
Meeting  

Further discussion and updates on Health and 
Infrastructure delivery implications  

Continual engagement and co-operation 
as the PBW stages progresses. 

21/04/2015 Swanspool 
House, Borough 
Council of 
Wellingborough 

Health and Wellbeing 
Forum  

Briefing to the Health and wellbeing forum outlining 
the PBW.  

Continual engagement and co-operation 
as the PBW stages progresses. 

19/05/2015 Swanspool 
House, Borough 
Council of 
Wellingborough 

Health Delivery 
Organisations 
Meeting  

Further discussion and updates on Health and 
Infrastructure delivery implications  

Continual engagement and co-operation 
as the PBW stages progresses. 

13/07/2015 
- 
24/07/2015 

  Consultation - Parish 
Questionnaire 

Questionnaire on services and facilities to inform 
settlement hierarchy  

  

08/09/2015 Swanspool 
House, Borough 
Council of 
Wellingborough 

Health Delivery 
Organisations 
Meeting  

Further discussion and updates on Health and 
Infrastructure delivery implications  

Continual engagement and co-operation 
as the PBW stages progresses. 

03/11/2015 Swanspool 
House, Borough 
Council of 
Wellingborough 

Health Delivery 
Organisations 
Meeting  

Further discussion and updates on Health and 
Infrastructure delivery implications  

Continual engagement and co-operation 
as the PBW stages progresses. 
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16/02/2016 Swanspool 

House, Borough 
Council of 
Wellingborough 

Health Delivery 
Organisations 
Meeting  

Further discussion and updates on Health and 
Infrastructure delivery implications  

Continual engagement and co-operation 
as the PBW stages progresses. 

19/03/2016 Swanspool 
House, Borough 
Council of 
Wellingborough 

Health Delivery 
Organisations 
Meeting  

Further discussion and updates on Health and 
Infrastructure delivery implications  

Continual engagement and co-operation 
as the PBW stages progresses. 

07/12/2015 Swanspool 
House, Borough 
Council of 
Wellingborough 

Bedford Borough 
Council DTC 

Update on progress of local plans in both boroughs. 
No DTC issues arose from either borough.  

Continual engagement and co-operation 
as the PBW stages progresses. 

14/01/2016 Swanspool 
House, Borough 
Council of 
Wellingborough 

Daventy District 
Council DTC 

Updated on progress of local plans by each authority, 
discussion over how to handling certain aspects of 
the plan. No cross boundary issues identified at 
present.  

Continual engagement and co-operation 
as the plans progress. 

15/04/2016 
- 
27/05/2016 

Limehouse Consultation - 
Emerging Draft Plan 

Consultation on the Emerging draft Plan - do policy 
address the issues and has anything be missed.  

To take account of all representations in 
the next stage of the plan making 
process, and to record representations 
and officer responses on this 
consultation in a report which will be 
taken to committee. 

25/04/2016 SNC Towcester Meeting with South 
Northants Council 

To discuss any DTC issues arising Continual engagement and co-operation 
as the plans progress 

04/08/2016 Nene House 
Kettering 

Meeting with EA, 
JPU and NCC 

To discuss Flood Risk Management Requirements Agreed that NCC to update the 2011 
SFRA 

20/04/2017 Swanspool 
House, Borough 
Council of 
Wellingborough 

Meeting with South 
Northants Council, 
Daventry District 
Council and 
Northampton 
Borough Council 

To discuss any DTC issues arising, specifically the 
longer term growth of Northampton.  

Need for NBC to provide more evidence 
on housing land supply.   
 
Continual engagement and co-operation 
as the plans progress. 

14/06/2017 BBC, Bedford Meeting with Bedford 
Borough Council, 
East Northants 
Council, NCC 
Highways  

To discuss any DTC issues arising. Continual engagement and co-operation 
as the plans progress. 

27/07/2017 Swanspool 
House, Borough 
Council of 
Wellingborough 

Health and Wellbeing 
Forum  

Briefing to the Health and wellbeing forum outlining 
the PBW.  

Continual engagement and co-operation 
as the PBW stages progresses. 
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