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Overall approach
The overall approach is based on the following principles:


to make allocations through extensions to the Turvey settlement boundary for sites
adjacent to the current boundary, whilst retaining the option to make a site allocation
at Station End should any site there be considered suitable,



to base growth on development of multiple sites, rather than delivering development
on one site only. This is to ensure that negative impacts (traffic, environment,
amenity, etc.) are mitigated by being dispersed across different locations within the
Parish rather than focused on one location,



to rate the sites against the criteria by applying weighting to some criteria items as
follows;
o Items 1, 11 and 14 - any sites rated red against these criteria are precluded from
development
o Items 2 to 6 - identified as primary criteria and given more weight
o Items 7,8,9,10,12 and 13 - identified as secondary criteria and given less weight
than primary

Criteria
1. Does the site have scope for safe and adequate vehicular access ?
Existing
Potential
No (precludes development)
2. Is the site capable of development without compromising traffic flow/safety in the village ?
Good
Reasonable
Poor
3. Can the site can be absorbed sympathetically with the built areas of the Parish (e.g., adjacent
to existing built area or SPA) ?
Multiple sides to built area/SPA
Adjacent
Not adjacent
4. Would development of the site have significant negative impact on valued landscapes and
settings (see Landscape Sensitivity Study development guidelines) ?
Low
Medium
High
5. Would development of the site have significant negative impact on the character and/or
settings of historic buildings and other historic assets (where the open landscape setting is
fundamental to the historic building(s)) ?
Low
Medium
Landscape setting critical, including
historic park and garden designation
6. Is this a Brownfield site ?
Brownfield

Greenfield

High landscape value

7. Would development of the site have a negative impact on bio diversity and eco systems
Low
Medium
High
8. Does the site have high agricultural grade ?
4-6
3

1-2

9. Is the site close to the village core, so as to support local community facilities (within walking
distance ranges below) ?
Within 500m
500m-1,000m
More than 1,000m

10. Are there any constraints (Tree Protection Orders, etc.) ?
None
Some, but site developable (partially) Site constrained, development difficult
11. Is there risk of flooding ?
Low

Medium

High (precludes development)

12. Would development of the site lead to encroachment into open countryside ?
Low
Medium
High (isolated site)
13. Is the site in close proximity to public transport (within walking distance ranges below) ?
Within 500m
500m-1,000m
More than 1,000m
14. Is the site deliverable within the neighbourhood plan period ?
Yes
Yes, but not immediately
No (precludes development)

Notes
Heritage:
At this stage, the principle of development is being considered, not an actual development
proposal. So the fact that a site affects heritage assets is not a reason to preclude that site.
Impacts can be positive, so negative impact should not be assumed. But where the open landscape
setting is crucial to a heritage asset, then that would be likely to knock a site out of consideration.
Any site within the registered park and garden be unlikely to be suitable.
Agricultural Grade:
These are broad designations, so a finer judgment could be made on specific sites.
Sites close to the village core:
These sites are advantageous in terms of helping to make the village centre and its businesses and
community facilities more viable. This depends not just on sites being in close proximity, but also
have good pedestrian links.

