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APPENDIX E: SITE ASSESSMENTS
Site Assessments - 2015 Update

The following tables provide the specific mitigation and/or enhancement measures for the proposed
future development sites this was completed in 2011 as part of the addendum to the 2010

Environmental Report. The information has been presented firstly under housing market area and

then by settlement. The sites can be identified using the reference within the Adopted LDP.

PERTH HOUSING MARKET AREA

This assessment been updated to reflect any changes in Baseline Data and potential changes as a
result t of a change in national policy. The 2015 update is highlighted in the purple columns. As this
stage this assessment is a work in progress. An updated table site assessment appendix will cover all

sites and be published as an Addendum to the Environmental Report alongside the proposed plan.

Tablel: Perth Strategic Sites and City — Proposed Mitigation and Enhancement Measures

Site Name

Adopted
Plan Use

Adopted
Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

Negative
Red Squirrel (UK BAP priority
species) recorded at site

0.20ha of site covered by
Cairnton Cottage Scheduled
Monument

Historic record of flooding at
Almondbank from the Pow Burn,
and significant issues of
scouring of river banks on the
Almond both historically and
currently (2010)

Potential to increase probability

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl

implemented

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and

Planning application shows that
employment land and park and ride can be
accommodated within H7 Bertha park. If
this proposal was supported then it allows
them to relocate park and ride and some

0.83ha of site covered by non- boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways Policy in employment land requirements from H7
500 houses designated archaeology and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and Proposed Plan which would increase the housing land
; River Almond (River East Powto | cycleways, to encourage the movement of species. FRA undertaken rovision and there is no requirement for
ﬁ)snp::ttg”i River Tay Confluences) Where significant adverse effects on biodiversity are likely, site Lands_cape P . . q
magor classified as less than good specific Biodiversity Action Plans will be produced, highlighting capacity study additional housing land.
ex gansion of Site directly intersects an Pollvv b_iodiversity Wi_II be protected and promoted during and Preparatlion of
i i ollowing construction e . .
up to 3000 intercatchment at risk area wing Het masterplan This site lies on a north facing slope whilst
Bertha- units as part (surface water quality) Pull development back from the A9 and woodland edge, HRA undertaken t of Berth ki th faci
park of a mixed H7 7.20ha of the site is within 1:200 | establish a buffer zone for woodland surrounding the site Conditions in most of Berthapark lies on south tacing
use new year fluvial flood risk area Extend new areas of ancient, semi-natural or native planting to planning consent slopes. There are potential landscape and
community Watercourse catchment of less reinforce any particularly sensitive areas and or S75 visual impacts from extending further
including than 3km2'at site - Bertha Loch ﬁi?ﬁg;cnon northwards. The CTLR and proposed park
20ha and associated with inflows and | Mitigation P and ride adjacent to it will provide a logical
employment outflows watercourses. Gelly Prepare a masterplan tatement
Ll Burn also within the Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows etc Habitat extent to development /greenbelt
development boundary. , P : P 9. hedg Management boundary here.
Construction method statement to be developed and Plan




Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

of flooding elsewhere as a result
of development

0.30ha of site covered by
ancient woodland

3.70ha of site covered by semi-
natural woodland

0.04ha of the site intersects the
Almondbank SSSI and 57ha is
within 500m or less of it

The site borders the River Tay
SAC

Drainage issues — Perth WWTW
may be at capacity and is
currently causing a WFD
downgrade to the River Tay
(River Isla to River Earn
confluence)

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

contain low embodied carbon.

Good quality soils should be removed for use in other parts of
Perth and Kinross

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Design Brief must include a landscape character assessment
which should identify trees and woodland that require to be
retained within development site.

Where activities could directly, indirectly or in combination with
other proposals affect the interests of a Natura 2000 site, the
Council will carry out an Habitat Regulations Appraisal to identify
appropriate mitigation and to determine if proposals would have
an adverse effect on the integrity of the site

Potential impacts on protected species will be avoided in the first
instance by locating construction activities likely to cause
disturbance away from sites associated with protected species.
In other cases impacts will be avoided by complying with
protected species legislation and by licensing proposed
disturbance through the relevant licensing authority (Scottish
Government Environment or Scottish National Heritage (SNH))

Where important and distinctive landscape features must be
removed / modified or landscape character will be temporarily
altered, Landscape Management Plans will be produced
highlighting how the affected areas will be restored, reinstated
and enhanced. All landscape schemes will incorporate
biodiversity enhancements where appropriate e.g. use of native
species, creation of greenways and green networks
Construction and maintenance methods will be designed to
prevent or reduce impacts on biodiversity. Where appropriate,
construction and maintenance activities will be timed such that
they reduce disturbance on species during sensitive periods e.g.
breeding season

Landscape designs will retain existing habitats or create new
habitats, to compensate for lost habitat elsewhere in Perth and
Kinross. Where possible, other measures to offset biodiversity
effects will be implemented. Such measures may include
planting species of local provenance and the creation or
retention of wildlife corridors along road networks to maintain
and encourage the movement of species

Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
possible through appropriate scheme location and design

Surveys will be undertaken prior to the implementation of
schemes to determine whether they will affect sites of
archaeological importance and the setting of archaeological
features

Construction activities will be timed in order to reduce noise
impacts

Noise impacts will be reduced with the use of low noise road
surfacing, landscaping and acoustic screening, if this is
appropriate to the surrounding area

Detailed FRA required at planning application stage to define

2015 SEA Updates

mechanism




Site Name

Adopted
Plan Use

Adopted
Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

area at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Setting of scheduled monument to be taken into account in any
development proposal; evaluation of archaeological potential and
mitigation may be required as part of any planning application
process

Survey required to identify any remnant veteran trees of ancient
wood pasture within conifer plantation — if so possibility to restore
to woodland pasture/parkland

Need to survey mature woodland areas bounding site;
ornithological survey; mammal survey (squirrel, badger and bat);
otters and woodland survey. Include Bertha Loch in the survey
wood

Recreation and access plan required to direct access to least
sensitive areas

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Almond
Valley
Village

1500 houses
H5 is
proposed as
a mixed-use
site

H73& E38

Negative

UK BAP priority species
Hedgehog recorded at the site
Ruthvenfield Bleachworks, 1-20
Grey Row C listed buildings
within the site

0.62ha of site covered by non-
designated archaeology

East Pow River (d/s of Methven
to River Almond Confluence)
classified as being less than
good — point source pollution
(sewage), diffuse source
pollution (farming) and
morphology pressures noted
Almondbank WWTW may be at
capacity

Site directly intersects an
intercatchment at risk area
(surface water quality)

11ha of site within 1:200 year
fluvial flood risk area

The Town Lade (watercourse
catchment <3km®) runs through
the site

Potential risk of overland flow
from the East Pow affecting the
proposed development area
before re-entering the River
Almond downstream

Historic record of flooding at
Almondbank from the East Pow

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Where significant adverse effects on biodiversity are likely, site
specific Biodiversity Action Plans will be produced, highlighting
how biodiversity will be protected and promoted during and
following construction

Pull development back from the A9 and woodland edge,
establish a buffer zone for woodland surrounding the site
Extend new areas of semi-natural, or ancient or native planting
to reinforce any particularly sensitive areas

Mitigation

Prepare a masterplan

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows etc
Construction method statement to be developed and
implemented

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and
contain low embodied carbon.

Good quality soils should be removed for use in other parts of
Perth and Kinross

Policy in
Proposed Plan
FRA undertaken

Landscape
capacity study
Preparation of
masterplan

HRA undertaken
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75
Construction
Method
Statement
Habitat
Management
Plan

H73 - SEPA medium surface water flood
risk: medium sized areas affected by this
SEPA medium risk river flood: large areas
potentially affected by it (but this does not
take account of flood prevention scheme
which will remove this constraint)

Already FRA requirement possibly add DIA
requirement

E38 - SEPA medium risk river flood: areas to
the north and south now potentially
affected by it (but does not take account of
flood prevention scheme which will remove
the medium risk)

SEPA medium surface water flood risk:
medium sized areas to the east affected —
add DIA requirement




Adopted Adopted Issue/lmpact identified

S s Plan Use Plan Ref through the SEA & Notes

Burn, and significant issues of
scouring of river banks on the
Almond both historically and
currently (2010)

Potential development of site
could increase the probability of
flooding elsewhere

1.14ha of site covered by
ancient woodland

0.09ha of site covered by semi-
natural woodland

0.95ha of the site intersects with
the River Tay SAC

11.0ha of the site is within 500m
or less of the Almondbank SSSI

Delivery 2015 SEA Updates

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures mechanism

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Design Brief must include a landscape character assessment
which should identify trees and woodland that require to be
retained within development site.

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Where activities could directly, indirectly or in combination with
other proposals affect the interests of a Natura 2000 site, the
Council will carry out an Habitat Regulations Appraisal to identify
appropriate mitigation and to determine if proposals would have
an adverse effect on the integrity of the site

Potential impacts on protected species will be avoided in the first
instance by locating construction activities likely to cause
disturbance away from sites associated with protected species.
In other cases impacts will be avoided by complying with
protected species legislation and by licensing proposed
disturbance through the relevant licensing authority (Scottish
Government Environment or Scottish National Heritage (SNH))

Where important and distinctive landscape features must be
removed / modified or landscape character will be temporarily
altered, Landscape Management Plans will be produced
highlighting how the affected areas will be restored, reinstated
and enhanced. All landscape schemes will incorporate
biodiversity enhancements where appropriate e.g. use of native
species, creation of greenways and green networks
Construction and maintenance methods will be designed to
prevent or reduce impacts on biodiversity. Where appropriate,
construction and maintenance activities will be timed such that
they reduce disturbance on species during sensitive periods e.g.
breeding season

Landscape designs will retain existing habitats or create new
habitats, to compensate for lost habitat elsewhere in Perth and
Kinross. Where possible, other measures to offset biodiversity
effects will be implemented. Such measures may include
planting species of local provenance and the creation or
retention of wildlife corridors along road networks to maintain
and encourage the movement of species

Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
possible through appropriate scheme location and design

Surveys will be undertaken prior to the implementation of
schemes to determine whether they will affect sites of
archaeological importance and the setting of archaeological
features

Construction activities will be timed in order to reduce noise
impacts

Noise impacts will be reduced with the use of low noise road
surfacing, landscaping and acoustic screening, if this is
appropriate to the surrounding area




Site Name

Adopted

Plan Use

Adopted

Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

Detailed FRA required at planning application stage to define
area at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

All engineering, building or other works in inland surface waters
will require authorisation under the Water Environment
(Controlled Activities) (Scotland) Regulations 2005 and may
require licensing by SEPA (other than those covered by the
General Binding Rules)

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

Perth West

Housing 550
units

H70

Negative

The tributaries of the Pow Burn
run through the site
(watercourse catchment of
<3km?) — potential for
development of the site to
increase the probability of
flooding elsewhere

May be significant increase risk
of flooding if the area is
expanded to the north or west
where the Pow Burn 1:200 year
flood outline and a small
watercourse are located

Site directly intersects an
intercatchment at risk area
(surface water quality)

East Pow River (d/s of Methven
to River Almond Confluence)
classified as being less than
good — point source pollution
(sewage), diffuse source
pollution (farming) and
morphology pressures noted
Entire site is prime agricultural
land (category 3.1)

UK BAP priority species
Hedgehog recorded at the site
Non-designated archaeology
present on site

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Where significant adverse effects on biodiversity are likely, site
specific Biodiversity Action Plans will be produced, highlighting
how biodiversity will be protected and promoted during and
following construction

Mitigation

A basic FRA (topographic information and site layout) would be
required in the first instance at planning application stage to
assess the risk of flooding

Not all of the site is available for development and open space
should be dedicated next to the watercourses

Must connect to Perth WWTW drainage system

Retain and protect mature trees and woodland, hedgerows and
shelterbelt framework; introduce framework of new native
planting and hedgerows where appropriate to create green
networks and woodland/wildlife corridors

Potential impacts on protected species will be avoided in the first
instance by locating construction activities likely to cause
disturbance away from sites associated with protected species.
In other cases impacts will be avoided by complying with
protected species legislation and by licensing proposed
disturbance through the relevant licensing authority (Scottish
Government Environment or Scottish National Heritage (SNH))
Construction method statement to be developed and
implemented

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and

Policy in
Proposed Plan
FRA undertaken
Landscape
capacity study
Preparation of
masterplan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75
Construction
Method
Statement
Habitat
Management
Plan

SEPA medium surface water flood risk:
medium sized areas along the northern
edge affected by this.

Already FRA requirement add DIA
requirement




Adopted 2015 SEA Updates

Plan Use

Adopted
Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Delivery

Site Name mechanism

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

contain low embodied carbon.

Good quality soils should be removed for use in other parts of
Perth and Kinross

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Design Brief must include a landscape character assessment
which should identify trees and woodland that require to be
retained within development site.

Surveys will be undertaken prior to the implementation of
schemes to determine whether they will affect sites of
archaeological importance and the setting of archaeological
features

All engineering, building or other works in inland surface waters
will require authorisation under the Water Environment
(Controlled Activities) (Scotland) Regulations 2005 and may
require licensing by SEPA (other than those covered by the
General Binding Rules)

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Marshall-
ing Yards,
Tulloch

300 houses

H4

Positive

Re-using brownfield land and
reducing need for use of
greenfield land.

Negative

Relatively undisturbed
brownfield site

Protected species Mallard
recorded at site

Potential to impact on an
industrial archaeological site
Potential to increase probability
of flooding elsewhere as a result
of development

Enhancement

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.
Green wedge at site - opportunity to improve the water
environment around the Lade e.g. soft engineering to remove the
channelized nature of this watercourse, riparian planting, green
banking

Creation of habitat network including a ‘wet meadow’ at the
southern edge of the site between the Lade and marshalling yard

Mitigation

Construction method statement

Carry out an assessment of the existing biodiversity, ensuring
minimal disruption to the existing flora and fauna, creation of
enhanced habitats within new developments and the promotion
of wildlife corridors between developments.

Detailed FRA required at planning application stage to define
area at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels
Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Improvements to the Perth WWTW before the development is
started

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all appropriate
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site

Policy in
Proposed Plan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

SEPA medium risk surface water: small
areas affected

Add possible DIA requirement (already FRA
requirement)




Adopted 2015 SEA Updates

Plan Use

Adopted
Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Delivery

Site Name mechanism

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

Negative

Hedgehog (UK BAP priority
species) recorded at site

4ha of site covered by non-
designated archaeology

1.24ha of site within 1:200 year
fluvial flood risk area - small area

Enhancement

Measures to enhance biodiversity to be implemented. Such
measures may include seeding locally native species on
roadside verges and other schemes, the use of locally native
tree species in landscape schemes, habitat creation, habitat
creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl boxes) and the
creation of greenways and wildlife corridors along transport
corridors, footpaths and cycleways, to encourage the movement
of species.

Mitigation

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.
A detailed FRA required at planning application stage to define
the area at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels
Opportunity to open and restore any culverts in the locality which
could be identified through the FRA

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable

Policy in
Proposed Plan

SEPA medium surface water flood risk:
small areas to the south affected by this
Already FRA requirement possibly add DIA
requirement

gg%gﬁu;e: to the NE _of the site, associated drainage system required. Elz:s::iﬁg: ken
Broxden, o) g with Craigie Burn Construction method statement to be developed and Method
Glasgow development MU1 Northern and Western Boundary  implemented Statement
Road with 4.5ha of Site is the upper tributaries Construction and maintenance methods will be designed to developed at
employment (Scouring Burn) of the Craigie prevent or reduce impacts on biodiversity. Where appropriate, application stage
VEES Burn. Also 3 small watercourses | construction and maintenance activities will be timed such that Conditions in
within the site boundary and they reduce disturbance on species during sensitive periods e.g. lannina consent
storage ponds which form part of | breeding season an or 375
Perth Flood Prevention Scheme | syrveys will be undertaken prior to the implementation of
within the site boundary schemes to determine whether they will affect sites of
Potential to increase probability archaeological importance and the setting of archaeological
of flooding elsewhere as a result features
of development Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all appropriate
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site
Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature
Noise impacts will be reduced with the use of low noise road
surfacing, landscaping and acoustic screening
Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.
Negative Enhancement Policy in SEPA medium surface water flood risk:
Site directly intersects an Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be P y 4Pl very small areas on eastern and southern
The intercatchment at risk area implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native roposed Fian dee affected
Triangle, Employment E1 (surface water quality) species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of HRA undertaken | €dge aftecte
Dunkeld land site N locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat Conditions in
Road 4.40ha of the site is within the creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl planning consent
1:200 year fluvial flood risk area b e . oy SEPA medium risk river flood: whole site
oxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways and or S75

Perth WWTW may be at

and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and

was affected now no area within but




Site Name

Adopted

Plan Use

Adopted
Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

capacity, additional development
linked to this works could
exacerbate sewage pressure on
the River Tay waterbody

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Where activities could directly, indirectly or in combination with
other proposals affect the interests of a Natura 2000 site, the
Council will carry out an Habitat Regulations Appraisal to identify
appropriate mitigation and to determine if proposals would have
an adverse effect on the integrity of the site

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

directly adjacent.

Negative

UK BAP priority species,
Hedgehog recorded at the site
Site directly intersects an
intercatchment at risk area
(surface water quality)

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation
Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows etc

SEPA medium surface water flood risk:
medium sized areas affected within the
site

SEPA medium risk river flood: whole site
was affected now no area within but it is
directly adjacent

Policy in
Arran 18.0ha of the site is within the Where activities could directly, indirectly or in combination with p?osgsed Plan
Road, 5ha for 1:200 year fluvial flood risk area other proposals affect the interests of a Natura 2000 site, the HRA undertaken
North employment E3 Records show extension Council _W|II carry qut an Habitat Reg_ulat_lons Appraisal to identify Conditions in
Muirton flooding in North Muirton in 1993 appropriate mitigation and to determine if proposals would have lanning consent
The site borders with the River an adverse effect on the integrity of the site gn dor 375
Tay SAC Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
Perth WWTW may be at development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
capacity, additional development | Systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
linked to this works could drainage system required.
exacerbate sewage pressure on Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
the River Tay waterbody incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature
Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and
contain low embodied carbon.
Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations
Enhancement
Include sustainable design and construction techniques
Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all appropriate Policy in
Scott Positive development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and Proposed Plan
Street/ 50 houses H1 Re-using brownfield land and development site o
. Conditions in
Charles reducing need for use of planning consent
Street greenfield land Mitigation and or S75

Any future redevelopment proposals will be considered against
the LDP policy framework

Include sustainable design and construction technigues and




Site Name

Adopted

Plan Use

Adopted

Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

St. John'’s
School,
Stormont
Street

50 houses

H2

Positive

Re-using brownfield land and
reducing need for use of
greenfield land

Negative
Loss of community facility

Enhancement

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all appropriate
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site

Mitigation
Any future redevelopment proposals will be considered against
the LDP policy framework

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Policy in
Proposed Plan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

SEPA medium river flood risk: No longer
affects this site

(No FRA requirement in current LDP so
continue with this approach)

Gannochy
Road

50 houses

H3

Negative
Hedgehog (UK BAP priority
species) recorded at site

Enhancement

Measures to enhance biodiversity to be implemented. Such
measures may include seeding locally native species on
roadside verges and other schemes, the use of locally native
tree species in landscape schemes, habitat creation, habitat
creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl boxes) and the
creation of greenways and wildlife corridors along transport
corridors, footpaths and cycleways, to encourage the movement
of species.

Mitigation

Construction and maintenance methods will be designed to
prevent or reduce impacts on biodiversity. Where appropriate,
construction and maintenance activities will be timed such that
they reduce disturbance on species during sensitive periods e.g.
breeding season

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all appropriate
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site

Policy in
Proposed Plan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

SEPA medium risk surface water: small
areas affected

Add possible DIA requirement (already
FRA requirement)

Lies next to the Sidlaw Hills Special
Landscape Area

Newton
Farm,
North West
Perth

100 houses

H71

Negative

UK BAP priority species, Water
Vole recorded at site

0.70ha of site covered by non-
designated archaeology

Small watercourse (catchment
<3km2) may exist within a culvert
beneath the site

Perth WWTW may be at
capacity, additional development
linked to this works could
exacerbate sewage pressure on

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation
Need to survey mature woodland areas bounding site;

Policy in
Proposed Plan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

No implications from reassessment




Site Name

Adopted

Plan Use

Adopted
Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

the River Tay waterbody

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

ornithological survey; mammal survey (squirrel, badger and bat);
otters and woodland survey.

Construction method statement to be developed and
implemented

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and
contain low embodied carbon.

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Noise impacts will be reduced with the use of low noise road
surfacing, landscaping and acoustic screening, if this is
appropriate to the surrounding area

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

Negative
5.80ha of site within the 1:200

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways

SEPA medium risk surface water flood:
small areas affected by this

Already FRA requirement add DIA
requirement

Potential for impact on setting
listed buildings.

incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

year coastal flood risk area and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and Policy in
Perth 0.10ha of site within the 1:200 cycleways, to encourage the movement of species. Proposed Plan
Harbour, Opportunity Op8 year fluvial flood risk area FRA undertaken
Friarton site P Perth WWTW may be at Mitigation Conditions in
Road capacity, additional development | Where activities could directly, indirectly or in combination with planning consent
linked to this works could other proposals affect the interests of a Natura 2000 site, the and or S75
exacerbate sewage pressure on Council will carry out an Habitat Regulations Appraisal to identify
the River Tay waterbody appropriate mitigation and to determine if proposals would have
an adverse effect on the integrity of the site
Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature
Enhancement SEPA mec.liur.n river flood risk: No longer
Positive Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc. affects this site
Re-using brownfield land and L Policy in
Thimble : reducing need for use of Mitigation Proposed Plan SEPA medium risk surface water flood:
Row Car ;)itp)eportunlty Op2 greenfield land. Any future rgdevelopment proposals will be considered against Conditions in small areas affected by this at south
Park the LDP policy framework planning consent | western end
Negative Include sustainable design and construction techniques and and or S75

Remove FRA requirement but potentially
add DIA requirement




Site Name

Adopted
Plan Use

Adopted
Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

Positive

Enhancement
Include sustainable design and construction techniques

SEPA medium river flood risk: No longer
affects this site

Waverley Re-using brownfield land and Mitigation E?g;gslgd Plan
Hotel, Opportunity Op6 reducing need for use of Any future redevelopment proposals will be considered against Conditions in
County site greenf'|eld land the LDP policy framework planning consent
Place Negative Include sustainable design and construction techniques and and or S75
Potential loss of listed building incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature
Enhancement No implications from reassessment
Include sustainable design and construction techniques, SUDS
Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all appropriate
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
. development site Policy in
Bus _ Positive _ Propgsed Plan
Station, Opportunity Op9 Re-using brownfield land and Mitiaati Conditi ;
Leonard site reducing need for use of itigation _ . . IO” itions in
Street greenfield land Any future redevelopment proposals will be considered against planning consent
the LDP policy framework and or S75
Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature
Enhancement
Include sustainable design and construction techniques, SUDS SEPA medium river flood risk: No longer
Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all appropriate affects this site
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
- development site Policy in
Mill Street . P05|t|ye . Proposed Plan
(south Opportunity Op4 Re-usmg brownfield land and Mitigation Conditions in
side) site reducing need for use of ] ) ) lanning consent
greenfield land Any future redevelopment proposals will be considered against gnd o 375

the LDP policy framework

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature




Table 2: Perth HMA — Proposed Mitigation and Enhancement Measures

Abernethy

Site Name

Adopted
Plan Use

Adopted
Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

Delivery
mechanism

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and

2015 SEA Updates

Ochil Hills SLA to the south

Very small area of SEPA surface water flood
risk to the west

Culverted watercourse beneath
the site

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and
contain low embodied carbon.

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology

cycleways, to encourage the movement of species. Policy in
. . . Proposed Plan
Station 16 houses HY No strategic environmental o Conditi .
Road sensitivities noted Mitigation Ion ftions in
Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows etc. gr? dnr(;lrng7c50 nsent
Include sustainable design and construction techniques to
increase energy efficiency and significantly reduce emissions,
buildings should be constructed to make them resilient to the
projected climatic changes in precipitation and temperature
Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and
contain low embodied carbon.
Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations
Enhancement Ochil Hills SLA to the south
Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be Some SEPA surface water flood risk to the
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of north
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat Add DIA requirement
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
Positi boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
ositive L . .
. ) and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
Re-use of brownfield land in part | ¢ycleways, to encourage the movement of species. Policy in
_ Recommend any culverted watercourse is opened and restored Proposed Plan
Negatlvg . as part of any new development FRA undertaken
Newburgh Housing and Non-designated locally important Conditions in
Road employment MUS8 archaeology on a small portion of | itigation planning consent
(North) Land the site A basic FRA (Topographic information and details of culvert in and or S75
Small watercourse (catchment the first instance) with site layout plan will be required at planning | Construction
<3km°) within the site and one on  ynjication stage to assess risk of flooding Method
the SW boundary Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows etc Statement




Balbeggie

St. Martin’s
Road

Negative

Hedgehog (UK BAP priority
species) recorded at the site

Site directly intersects an
intercatchment at risk area
(surface water quality)

Small watercourse (catchment of
<3km2) within the northern part of
the site

St. Martin’s Burn/Balgray Burn
classified as less than good
status — abstraction pressures
noted

Limited dilution in the receiving
watercourse

100 houses H13

Bridge of Earn/Oudenarde

Oudenarde

1600 houses H15 Positive

systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Surveys will be undertaken prior to the implementation of
schemes to determine whether they will affect sites of
archaeological importance and the setting of archaeological
features

Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
possible through appropriate scheme location and design

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and
contain low embodied carbon.

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Design Briefs must include a landscape character assessment
which should identify trees and woodland that require to be
retained within development site.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Enhancement

Policy in
Proposed Plan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75
Construction
Method

Policy in

Very small area in the north west corner at
medium probability of surface water
flooding. Southern boundary adjacent to
the Sidlaw Hills SLA.

Very small areas of SEPA medium surface




Increased density minimises the
loss of greenfield land elsewhere

Negative

A planning application for
residential, commercial and
industrial development with
associated school provision,
open space and landscaping was
approved but the issuing of the
decision is delayed due to an
outstanding Section 75
Agreement.

22.60ha of site covered by non-
designated archaeology

River Earn classified as less than
good — multiple morphological
pressures including
embankment/flood wall without
bank reinforcement at the site
noted

9.85ha of site within 1:200 year
coastal flood risk area

Perth WWTW may be at capacity

May be capacity issues relating
to the waste water pumping
station at Bridge of Earn

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Where significant adverse effects on biodiversity are likely, site
specific Biodiversity Action Plans will be produced, highlighting
how biodiversity will be protected and promoted during and
following construction

Pull development back from the M90 and woodland edge,
establish a buffer zone for woodland surrounding the site

Extend new areas of semi-natural, or ancient or native planting
to reinforce any particularly sensitive areas

Mitigation
Prepare a masterplan
Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows etc

Construction method statement to be developed and
implemented

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and
contain low embodied carbon.

Good quality soils should be removed for use in other parts of
Perth and Kinross

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Design Brief must include a landscape character assessment
which should identify trees and woodland that require to be
retained within development site.

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Where activities could directly, indirectly or in combination with
other proposals affect the interests of a Natura 2000 site, the
Council will carry out an Habitat Regulations Appraisal to identify
appropriate mitigation and to determine if proposals would have
an adverse effect on the integrity of the site

Where important and distinctive landscape features must be
removed / modified or landscape character will be temporarily
altered, Landscape Management Plans will be produced
highlighting how the affected areas will be restored, reinstated
and enhanced. All landscape schemes will incorporate
biodiversity enhancements where appropriate e.g. use of native

Proposed Plan
FRA undertaken
Landscape
capacity study
Preparation of
masterplan

HRA undertaken
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75
Construction
Method
Statement
Habitat
Management
Plan

water flood risk to north of site




old
Edinburgh
Road/
Dunbarney
Avenue

100 houses

H14

Positive
Low biodiversity value

Negative

Hedgehog (UK BAP priority
species) noted on the site

May be capacity issues relating
to the waste water pumping
station at Bridge of Earn

Perth WWTW may be at capacity
Loss of agricultural land

species, creation of greenways and green networks

Construction and maintenance methods will be designed to
prevent or reduce impacts on biodiversity. Where appropriate,
construction and maintenance activities will be timed such that
they reduce disturbance on species during sensitive periods e.g.
breeding season

Landscape designs will retain existing habitats or create new
habitats, to compensate for lost habitat elsewhere in Perth and
Kinross. Where possible, other measures to offset biodiversity
effects will be implemented. Such measures may include
planting species of local provenance and the creation or
retention of wildlife corridors along road networks to maintain
and encourage the movement of species

All engineering, building or other works in inland surface waters
will require authorisation under the Water Environment
(Controlled Activities) (Scotland) Regulations 2005 and may
require licensing by SEPA (other than those covered by the
General Binding Rules)

Noise impacts will be reduced with the use of low noise road
surfacing, landscaping and acoustic screening, if this is
appropriate to the surrounding area

Detailed FRA required at planning application stage to define
area at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels
Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Enhancement

Where appropriate, good quality soils should be removed for use
in other parts of Perth and Kinross Where appropriate; measures
to enhance biodiversity will be implemented. Such measures
may include seeding locally native species on roadside verges
and other schemes, the use of locally native tree species in
landscape schemes, habitat creation, habitat creation for
protected species (e.g. barn owl boxes, log pile holts for otters)
and the creation of greenways and wildlife corridors along
transport corridors, footpaths and cycleways, to encourage the
movement of species.

Mitigation

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.
Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all appropriate
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate locations

Policy in
Proposed Plan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75
Construction
Method
Statement

Very small areas of SEPA medium surface
water flood risk to north of site.




Burrelton/Woodside

Church
Road

Dunning

Auchterar-
der Road

20 houses

50 houses

H17

H20

Negative

0.14ha of the site is within the
1:200 year fluvial flood risk area
Site directly intersects an
intercatchment at risk area
(surface water quality)

No strategic environmental
sensitivities noted

Negative

Small watercourse (catchment
<3km?) on the southern boundary
of the site (Latch Burn)

Dunning Burn classified as being
moderate status — diffuse source
pollution (farming) and point
source pollution (sewage)
pressures noted

May be capacity issues at
Dunning WWTW to accommodate
development

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation
Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows etc
A basic FRA (Topographic information and details of culvert in

the first instance) with site layout plan will be required at planning
application stage to assess risk of flooding

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required. Sustainable drainage system
required.

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and
contain low embodied carbon.

Surveys will be undertaken prior to the implementation of
schemes to determine whether they will affect sites of
archaeological importance and the setting of archaeological
features

Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
possible through appropriate scheme location and design
Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation
Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows etc

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient

Policy in
Proposed Plan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

Policy in
Proposed Plan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

Medium probability of river flooding
affecting the southernmost part of the site.
FRA already required. No new issues which
would mean site should be removed from
Plan

Lies within Ochil Hills SLA.




Station Opportunity
Road Site

Errol Airfield/Grange

West of
Old Village Housing
Hall

Op23

H21

No strategic environmental
sensitivities noted

Negative

0.60ha of the site is covered by
non-designated archaeology
Site directly intersects an
intercatchment at risk area
(surface water quality) - Grange
Pow classified as less than good
status — diffuse source pollution
(sewage and farming) and
morphology (farming) pressures
noted

to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required. Sustainable drainage required for
most forms of development.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations.

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows etc
Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Surveys will be undertaken prior to the implementation of
schemes to determine whether they will affect sites of
archaeological importance and the setting of archaeological
features

Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
possible through appropriate scheme location and design
Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Policy in
Proposed Plan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

Policy in
Proposed Plan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75
Construction

Very similar river flood extent to previous
SEPA mapping which is adjacent to the site.

Lies within Ochil Hills SLA.

Medium probability of river flooding along
northern, eastern and western boundaries
with additional areas of low probability in
northern half of the site. Areas of high
probability surface water flooding adjacent
to the north western corner and outwith
the site to the south east. FRA already
required. No new issues which would mean
site should be removed from the Plan.




Inchture

Moncur

Farm Road 16 houses
Kinfauns

West Park + Ride
Kinfauns facility

Luncarty

H24

RT1

No strategic environmental
sensitivities noted

Negative

Knapp Burn/Huntly Burn classified
as moderate status — diffuse and
point source pollution (sewage)
pressures noted

Longforgan pumping station listed
as a key pressure on the
waterbody

Existing CSO discharges to a
small watercourse (unnamed
tributary of Huntly Burn) is
problematic

Negative
Site is within 500m or less of
the River Tay SAC

2.0ha of the site is within 500m or
less of the Kinnoull Hill SSSI

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows etc
Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation

New roads and public transport schemes should be constructed
to make them resilient to the projected climatic changes in
precipitation and temperature, including operational strategies for
managing these systems during extreme weather events
Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows etc
Construction method statement to be developed and
implemented

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Noise impacts will be reduced with the use of low noise road
surfacing, landscaping and acoustic screening

Policy in
Proposed Plan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

Policy in
Proposed Plan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75
Construction
Method
Statement

Medium probability of surface water
flooding throughout minor parts of site.

Wholly within the Sidlaw Hills Special
Landscape Area. Small areas of high
probability surface water flooding and
slightly larger areas of medium and low
probability flooding on the eastern and
western boundaries. Large area of medium
probability river flooding outwith the site to
the south. Developer requirements already
include requirement for an enhanced
landscape framework to be created. No
new issues which would mean site should
be removed from the Plan.




Luncarty
South

200 houses

H27

Negative
Red Squirrel (UK BAP priority
species) recorded at site

6.12ha of site covered by non-
designated archaeology
4.43ha of site within the 1:200
year fluvial flood risk area

Site is adjacent to small
watercourses (<3km2) at the SW
and NE (Mill Lade from Shochie
Burn)

Aerial photographs (2006) show
the northern part of the site
flooding and some standing water
within the site

Potential for development of the
site to increase the probability of
flooding elsewhere

0.60ha of site covered by
ancient/semi-natural woodland

0.80ha of the site intersects with
the River Tay SAC

River Tay (River Isla to River Earn
confluence) classified as being of
moderate status — morphology
and point source (sewage)
pressures noted

May be capacity issues with WW
pumping station at Luncarty

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Extend new areas of semi-natural, or ancient or native planting
to reinforce any particularly sensitive areas

Mitigation
Prepare a masterplan
Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows etc

Pull development back from the A9 and woodland edge,
establish a buffer zone for woodland surrounding the site

Construction method statement to be developed and
implemented

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and
contain low embodied carbon.

Good quality soils should be removed for use in other parts of
Perth and Kinross

Detailed FRA required at planning application stage to define
area at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels
Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Design Brief must include a landscape character assessment
which should identify trees and woodland that require to be
retained within development site.

Where activities could directly, indirectly or in combination with
other proposals affect the interests of a Natura 2000 site, the
Council will carry out an Habitat Regulations Appraisal to identify
appropriate mitigation and to determine if proposals would have
an adverse effect on the integrity of the site

Potential impacts on protected species will be avoided in the first
instance by locating construction activities likely to cause
disturbance away from sites associated with protected species.
In other cases impacts will be avoided by complying with
protected species legislation and by licensing proposed
disturbance through the relevant licensing authority (Scottish

Policy in
Proposed Plan
FRA undertaken
Landscape
capacity study
Preparation of
masterplan

HRA undertaken

Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75
Construction
Method
Statement

South eastern corner medium probability of
river flooding from the Tay (slightly larger
area affected than previously). Very small
areas across western part of the site at
medium probability of surface water
flooding.




Perth Airport

Perth
Airport

50 houses as

part of a

mixed use

development MU3
with 50%

employment

land

Positive

Re-use of previously developed
land

Negative

0.10ha of site covered by non-
designated archaeology

Site directly intersects an
intercatchment at risk area
(surface water quality)

Concerns about the capacity of
the Annaty Burn to accommodate
further discharge from the existing
private system for the airport prior
to a downgrade in WFD status
(classified as less than good
status — diffuse pollution (farming)
and morphology pressures noted)

Government Environment or Scottish National Heritage (SNH))

Construction and maintenance methods will be designed to
prevent or reduce impacts on biodiversity. Where appropriate,
construction and maintenance activities will be timed such that
they reduce disturbance on species during sensitive periods e.g.
breeding season

Landscape designs will retain existing habitats or create new
habitats, to compensate for lost habitat elsewhere in Perth and
Kinross. Where possible, other measures to offset biodiversity
effects will be implemented. Such measures may include
planting species of local provenance and the creation or
retention of wildlife corridors along road networks to maintain
and encourage the movement of species

Surveys will be undertaken prior to the implementation of
schemes to determine whether they will affect sites of
archaeological importance and the setting of archaeological
features

Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
possible through appropriate scheme location and design

Construction activities will be timed in order to reduce noise
impacts

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows etc
Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and
contain low embodied carbon.

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Surveys will be undertaken prior to the implementation of
schemes to determine whether they will affect sites of
archaeological importance and the setting of archaeological
features

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where

Policy in
Proposed Plan
Archaeology
study
Preparation of
masterplan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75
Construction
Method
Statement

Area of medium probability river flooding
outwith the site to the south. Small area of
medium probability surface water flooding
outwith the site on the north western
corner. Adjacent to the Sidlaw Hills SLA to
the south




Scone

Scone
North

700 houses

H29

Negative

UK BAP priority species, Red
Squirrel recorded at site

26ha of site within the Scone
Palace Garden and Designed
Landscape

Site directly intersects an
intercatchment at risk area
(surface water quality) — Annaty
Burn classified as less than good
status — diffuse pollution (farming)
and morphology pressures noted
Concerns regarding capacity at
Scone WWTW in relation to size
of proposed development

Small watercourse (catchment
<3km?) within the site boundary
and adjacent to northern boundary
spring and dry valley present
within the site boundary
Development has the potential to
increase the risk of flooding
downgradient

0.60ha of site is covered by
ancient woodland

High landscape and visual
sensitivities

development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Extend new areas of semi-natural, or ancient or native planting
to reinforce any particularly sensitive areas

Mitigation
Prepare a masterplan
Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows etc

Construction method statement to be developed and
implemented

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and
contain low embodied carbon.

Good quality soils should be removed for use in other parts of
Perth and Kinross

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Potential impacts on protected species will be avoided in the first
instance by locating construction activities likely to cause
disturbance away from sites associated with protected species.
In other cases impacts will be avoided by complying with
protected species legislation and by licensing proposed
disturbance through the relevant licensing authority (Scottish
Government Environment or Scottish National Heritage (SNH))

Where important and distinctive landscape features must be
removed / modified or landscape character will be temporarily
altered, Landscape Management Plans will be produced
highlighting how the affected areas will be restored, reinstated
and enhanced. All landscape schemes will incorporate
biodiversity enhancements where appropriate e.g. use of native
species, creation of greenways and green networks
Construction and maintenance methods will be designed to
prevent or reduce impacts on biodiversity. Where appropriate,

Policy in
Proposed Plan
FRA undertaken
Landscape
capacity study
Preparation of
masterplan

HRA undertaken
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75
Construction
Method
Statement
Habitat
Management
Plan

Small area of medium probability surface
water flooding towards the eastern
boundary. The Sidlaw Hills SLA is close to
the south eastern boundary.




Glebe
School

Opportunity
Site

Op22

Positive

Redevelopment of brownfield land
(in part)

Negative
UK BAP priority species,
Hedgehog recorded at site

Small portion of site covered by
non-designated archaeology

0.01ha of site within the Scone
Palace Garden and Designed
Landscape

Site directly intersects an
intercatchment at risk area
(surface water quality) — Annaty
Burn classified as less than good
status — diffuse pollution (farming)
and morphology pressures noted

Southern boundary is adjacent to
the fluvial flood outline (Annaty
Burn) — historic record of flooding
at Scone from the Burn

Small watercourse (catchment
<3km2) may be culverted in the
field to the west of the site
boundary

0.01ha of site covered by ancient
woodland

construction and maintenance activities will be timed such that
they reduce disturbance on species during sensitive periods e.g.
breeding season

Surveys will be undertaken prior to the implementation of
schemes to determine whether they will affect sites of
archaeological importance and the setting of archaeological
features

Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
possible through appropriate scheme location and design
Construction activities will be timed in order to reduce noise
impacts

Detailed FRA required at planning application stage to define
area at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Need to survey mature woodland areas bounding site;
ornithological survey; mammal survey (squirrel, badger and bat);
otters and woodland survey

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Extend new areas of semi-natural, or ancient or native planting
to reinforce any particularly sensitive areas

Mitigation

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows etc
Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and
contain low embodied carbon.

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources.

Detailed FRA required at planning application stage to define
area at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels
Design Brief must include a landscape character assessment
which should identify trees and woodland that require to be
retained within development site.

Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
possible through appropriate scheme location and design
Surveys will be undertaken prior to the implementation of
schemes to determine whether they will affect sites of
archaeological importance and the setting of archaeological

Policy in
Proposed Plan
FRA undertaken
Landscape
capacity study
Preparation of
masterplan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75
Construction
Method
Statement
Habitat
Management
Plan

Large area of medium probability surface
water and river flooding outwith the site to
the south and east. Area of river flooding
further from site than previous flood data
indicated. Listed building (Scone Old Parish
Church) adjoins southern boundary.




Stanley

Duchess
Street

Burnside/
Manse
Crescent

Housing

Housing

H30

H32

Negative

Small portion of site covered by
ancient and semi-natural
woodland

0.45ha of the site is 500m or less
from Thistle Brig SSSI

May be a risk of flooding to the
area if expanded to the south
where the 1:200 year fluvial flood
outline and a small watercourse
are located

River Tay (River Isla to River Earn
confluence) classified as being of
moderate status — morphology
and point source (sewage)
pressures noted

Stanley works at capacity

No strategic environmental
sensitivities noted

Negative

Historic record of flooding at
Stanley (1876, Stanley Mills and
1993, Murray Crescent., Shieldhill
Place and Manse Crescent.) — no
apparent risk of flooding at site

River Tay (River Isla to River Earn
confluence) classified as being of
moderate status — morphology
and point source (sewage)
pressures noted

Stanley WWTW at capacity

features

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Extend new areas of semi-natural, or ancient or native planting
to reinforce any particularly sensitive areas

Mitigation

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Basic FRA required at planning application stage to define area
at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels
Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation
Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows etc

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and

Policy in
Proposed Plan
FRA undertaken

Landscape
capacity study
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

Policy in
Proposed Plan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

Wider allocation a short distance from
medium probability river flooding to the
east. Linear area of medium probability
surface water flooding towards the
southern boundary. Similar area outwith
the site to the north west along railway line.
Listed building adjoining eastern boundary.

Medium probability flooding along railway
line to the south east of the site. Medium
probability of river flooding outwith site to
the south west.




Linn Road/
Station
Road
(north)

Mill Street
(north)

Housing

Housing

H33

H34

Negative

UK BAP priority species,
Hedgehog recorded at site

River Tay (River Isla to River Earn
confluence) classified as being of
moderate status — morphology
and point source (sewage)
pressures noted

Stanley WWTW at capacity

No strategic environmental
sensitivities noted

Negative

May be a risk of flooding if the
area is expanded to the north

where a small watercourse is

located

River Tay (River Isla to River Earn
confluence) classified as being of

contain low embodied carbon.

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and
contain low embodied carbon.

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Design Brief must include a landscape character assessment
which should identify trees and woodland that require to be
retained within development site.

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Policy in
Proposed Plan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

Policy in
Proposed Plan
Landscape
capacity study
Preparation of
masterplan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

Medium probability surface water flooding
along railway line to the north and a small
area on the south western boundary.

Very small areas of medium probability
surface water flooding near south eastern
boundary and outwith site along the railway
line.




moderate status — morphology
and point source (sewage)
pressures noted

Stanley WWTW at capacity

Mitigation

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and
contain low embodied carbon.

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Design Brief must include a landscape character assessment
which should identify trees and woodland that require to be
retained within development site.

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

HIGHLAND HOUSING MARKET AREA

Table 3: Highland HMA Housing and Employment Sites — Proposed Mitigation and Enhancement Measures

2015 SEA Updates

: Adopted Adopted Issue/lmpact identified D Delivery
Site Name Plan Use Plan Ref through the SEA & Notes Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures -
Aberfeldy
Negative Enhancement Medium probability of river flooding
Red Squirrel recorded at site Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be outwith site to the north. Strath Tay Special
(UK BAP priority species) implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native Landscape Area adiacent to north. east and
0.01ha of site within the 1:200 species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of p ' ] , 82
year flood risk area locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat part of south site boundary. No new issues
Historic record of flooding in the creation, hat_)itat creation for protected specigs (e.g. barn owl Policy in which would mean site should be removed
area and at the Aberfeldy boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways Proposed Plan from Plan — FRA already required; existing
Caravan Park and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and FRA undertaken .
. . . I to encourage the movement of species L developer requirement to respond
Sha 0.60ha of site is ancient/semi- cycleways, 9 ) i P " ] Conditions in iatel he | houl
Borlick employment E10 natural woodland Extend new areas of semi-natural, or ancient or native planting planning consent appropriately to the andscape should
land Urlar Burn classified as to reinforce any particularly sensitive areas and or S75 include reference to the SLA.
moderate status — abstraction o Construction
pressures noted Mitigation Method
Statement

River Tay (River Lyon to River

Tummel confluence) - classified

as good status

Lack of capacity at Aberfeldy
WWTW

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.
Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change and mitigate effects of climate
change.




Site Name

Adopted
Plan Use

Adopted
Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

Need to survey mature woodland areas bounding site;
ornithological survey; mammal survey (squirrel, badger and bat);
otters and woodland survey

FRA (topographic information in the first instance) with site
layout plan will be required at planning application stage to
assess the risk of flooding, and also the location of any culverts
e.g. under the road

Construction method statement to be developed and
implemented

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and
contain low embodied carbon.

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Borlick

200 houses

H36

Negative
Northern part of the site is

adjacent to the 1:200 year fluvial
flood outline (River Tay)

Small watercourse (catchment
<3km?) flows through the site

Historic record of flooding in the
area and also south (upgradient)
of this site around Braeside
Park, Farrogon Drive and Old
Crieff Road

Potential for development of the
site to increase the probability of
flooding elsewhere

Urlar Burn classified as
moderate status — abstraction
pressures noted

River Tay (River Lyon to River
Tummel confluence) - classified
as good status

Lack of capacity at Aberfeldy
WWTW

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation

FRA (topographic information in the first instance) with site
layout plan will be required at planning application stage to
assess the risk of flooding, and also the location of any culverts
e.g. under the road.

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Need to survey mature woodland areas bounding site;
ornithological survey; mammal survey (squirrel, badger and bat);
otters and woodland survey.

Construction method statement to be developed and
implemented

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and

Policy in
Proposed Plan
FRA undertaken

Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75
Construction
Method
Statement

Small areas in the north and west of the site
medium probability of surface water
flooding. Medium probability of river
flooding outwith site to the north. Listed
building (Aberfeldy Cottage Hospital)
outwith site on the south western corner.
Strath Tay Special Landscape Area adjacent
to east and south site boundary. No new
issues which would mean site should be
removed from Plan — FRA already required;
existing developer requirement to respond
appropriately to the landscape should
include reference to the SLA and possibly
listed building.




Adopted 2015 SEA Updates

Plan Use

Adopted
Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Delivery

Site Name mechanism

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

contain low embodied carbon.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Negative

Non-designated archaeology
1.10ha of site is within 500m or
less of Birks of Aberfeldy SSSI
Northern part of the site is
adjacent to the 1:200 year fluvial
flood outline (River Tay)

Small watercourse (catchment
<3km?) flows through the site

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation
Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows etc

A basic FRA (topographic information in the first instance) with
site layout plan will be required at planning application stage to
assess the risk of flooding, and also the location of any culverts

Policy in
Proposed Plan
FRA undertaken

Medium probability of river flooding to the
north of encroaching on a small part of the
site. Medium probability of surface water
flooding from burn running through the
middle of the site south to north. Listed
building (Dun Aluinn Hotel) outwith site on
the eastern boundary. Strath Tay Special
Landscape Area adjacent to north, west and
south site boundary. No new issues which
would mean site should be removed from
Plan — FRA already required; may need to
add developer requirement to respond

izztn?oor]:a 0B (S H37 Potential for development of the e.g. under' the road Landscape apfproprlattely;;o tslfll-ilandscape including
Road site to increase the probability of | Construction method statement to be developed and capacity study rererence to the SLA.
flooding elsewhere implemented Conditions in
Urlar Burn classified as Include sustainable design and construction techniques and planning consent
moderate status — abstraction incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient and or S75
pressures noted to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
River Tay (River Lyon to River temperature
Tummel confluence) - classified Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and
as good status contain low embodied carbon.
Lack of capacity at Aberfeldy Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
WWTW development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.
Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
possible through appropriate scheme location and design
Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations
Birnam and Dunkeld
Enhancement Small areas of medium probability flooding
_ Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be across site. Dunkeld battlefield to the south
Negative implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native fthe si h of th d
Small portion of site within species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of 9 the S'te_ (south of the roa. ). No new
Dunkeld House Garden & locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat Policy in issues which would mean site should be
Designed Landscape creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl Proposed Plan removed from Plan — FRA already required;
Tullvmill Employment = 0.01ha covered by ancient boxes', Io'g pile holts for otters) and the cr_eation of greenways Conditions in unlikely to be an adverse impact on the
ullymiily land site woodland and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and planning consent k ]
1 20ha of the site is within the cycleways, to encourage the movement of species. and or S75 battlefield site.

River Tay NSA

Capacity issues at Birnam and
Dunkeld WWTW

Extend new areas of semi-natural, or ancient or native planting
to reinforce any particularly sensitive areas

Mitigation
Include sustainable design and construction technigues and

Construction




Site Name

Adopted

Plan Use

Adopted

Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
possible through appropriate scheme location and design
Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.
Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Extend new areas of semi-natural, or ancient or native planting

Small areas of medium probability flooding
across site. Dunkeld battlefield to the south
of the site (south of the road). No new
issues which would mean site should be
removed from Plan — FRA already required;
unlikely to be an adverse impact on the
battlefield site.

to reinforce any particularly sensitive areas

Negative to reinforce any particularly sensitive areas
0.01ha covered by ancient Policy in
B woodland Mitigation Proposed Plan
Tullymilly Ianc? 4 E13 2.10ha of the site is within the . . . . Conditions in
site Ri Include sustainable design and construction techniques and )
iver Tay NSA : . . planning consent
e . incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient and or S75
Capacity issues at Birnam and to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
Dunkeld WWTW temperature
Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
possible through appropriate scheme location and design
Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.
Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.
Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations
Pitlochry
, Enhancement Large area of medium probability river
Negative Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be Policy in flooding outwith site to the north and east
0.10ha of site covered by implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native | Proposed Plan . .. '
ancient woodland species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of FRA undertaken Areast of medium PrOb?b'“ty surfac.e water
Middl 0.20ha of site covered by semi- locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat Conditions in flooding surrounding site. No new issues
eton h . . - . . .
of Fonab 70 houses H38 natural woodland creation, hat_)ltat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl planning consent | which would mean site should be removed
Historic record of flooding (1993) boxes_, Io_g pile holts for otters) and the cr_eatlon of greenways and or S75 from Plan — FRA already required.
in Fonab Crescent adjacent to and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and Construction
the site and again gardens in cycleways, to encourage the movement of species. Method
Fonab Crescent flooded in 2004 Extend new areas of semi-natural, or ancient or native planting Statement




Adopted 2015 SEA Updates

Plan Use

Adopted
Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Delivery

Site Name mechanism

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

Mitigation

Basic FRA (topographic information in the first instance) with site
layout plan will be required at planning application stage to
assess the risk of flooding

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Construction method statement to be developed and
implemented

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change and mitigate effects of climate
change.

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and
contain low embodied carbon.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Robertson
Crescent

90 houses

H39

Negative

Hedgehog recorded at site (UK
BAP priority species)

0.02ha of the site is within the
1:200 year fluvial flood risk area
Small watercourse (catchment
<3km?) on the northern
boundary of the site

Moulin River runs down the
eastern fringe of the site
Historic record of flooding in the
area on the Moulin Burn (July
2002) affecting parts of Pitlochry

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation

Basic FRA (topographic information in the first instance) with site
layout plan will be required at planning application stage to
assess the risk of flooding

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.
Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change and mitigate effects of climate
change.

Construction method statement to be developed and
implemented

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient

Policy in
Proposed Plan
FRA undertaken
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

Medium probability of river flooding
outwith site to the east. Small area of
medium probability surface water flooding
on the eastern boundary; areas of medium
probability surface water flooding outwith
the site to the east and west. Ben Vrackie
Special Landscape Area adjacent to
northern boundary. No new issues which
would mean site should be removed from
Plan — FRA already required; may need to
add developer requirement to respond
appropriately to the landscape




Site Name

Adopted

Plan Use

Adopted

Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and
contain low embodied carbon.

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Development should ensure appropriate buffer strips are
maintained and presumption against culverting of watercourses
Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

River Tummel (Loch Faskally to
River Tay) classified as
moderate ecological potential —
flow regulation and
morphological alterations
pressures noted

Currently only served by a septic
tank which is adequate for
current size — potential for
deterioration of the watercourse
as a result of additional
proposed development

implemented

Need to survey mature woodland areas bounding site;
ornithological survey; mammal survey (squirrel, badger and bat);
otters and woodland survey

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and

Ballinluig
Enhancement No new issues affecting site which would
Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be mean it should be removed from Plan.
. implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native

Negative species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of

Red Squirrel recorded at site locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat

(UK BAP priority species) creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl

4.40ha of site covered by boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways

ancient woodland and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and

6.80ha of the site is within 500m cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

or less of the Shingle Islands Extend new areas of semi-natural, or ancient or native planting

SSSi to reinforce any particularly sensitive areas

A small watercourse (catchment

<3km?®) within the site boundary

and two on the site boundary Mitigation Policy i

(northgrn and souther) Basic FRA (topographic information in the first instance) with site P?olsgsfgd Plan

Potential for the development o 4y6ut plan will be required at planning application stage to

the site to increase the assess the risk of flooding FRA L'mdert'aken
Ballinluig 45 houses H40 probability of flooding elsewhere Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where Cilond!tlons n
North Risk of flooding may increase if development has the potential to affect natural hydrology planning consent

the area is expanded where systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable and or S75

other small watercourses are drainage system required. Construction

located c i hod be developed and Method

onstruction method statement to be developed an Statement
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Plan Use

Adopted
Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Delivery

Site Name mechanism

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

contain low embodied carbon.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Inver
Enhancement Entire site within medium probability of
Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be river flooding (same as previously). Area of
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native medium orobability surface water floodin
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of ) P y i g
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat in the eastern part of the site and small
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl areas outwith the site to the south and
boxes_, Io_g pile holts for otters) and the cr_eation of greenways west. Group of listed buildings outwith the
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and ) h dal he listed
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species. site to the west and also the listed Inver
Bridge adjoining the site to the south. No
Mitigation new issues which would mean site should
FRA (topographic information in the first instance) with site be removed from Plan — site was previously
Negative layout plan will be required at planning application stage to Policy in in a flood risk area and FRA already
i i i i P Pl . .. .
Red Squirrel recorded at site assess the risk of flooding _ roposed Plan required; existing developer requirement to
New (UK BAP priority species) Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc. FRA undertaken respond anpronriately to the sensitive
Inver employment El4 1.60ha of site within 1:200 year Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all Landscape P . PP p. Y
land site fluvial flood risk area development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and Conditions in location should include reference to the
1.70ha of the site within the development site and mitigate effects of climate change and planning consent | SLA.
River Tay NSA mitigate effects of climate change. and or S75
Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature
Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and
contain low embodied carbon.
Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.
Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations
Kenmore
Area of medium probability river flooding
outwith the site to the north. Small area of
Negative Enhancement S medium probability surface flooding on the
Red Squirrel recorded at site Where appropriate, measures to en'hance blod|v§r5|ty will be ' Policy in western boundary. Entire site within the
(UK BAP priority species) implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native | proposed Plan Loch Tav Special Land A N
East of s species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of och lay >pecial Landscape Area. NO new
; 0.80ha within Taymouth Castle . I ) FRA undertaken . . .
Primary 30 Houses H42 Garden and Desianed locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat Conditions i issues which would mean site should be
School 9 creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl onditions In df Plan — FRA alread ired:
Landscape : ; planning consent | rémoved from Plan already required;
. boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways . L. .
Loch Tay classified as good and or S75 existing developer requirement to respond

status — no pressures noted

and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation

appropriately to the landscape should
include reference to the SLA.




Site Name

Adopted

Plan Use

Adopted

Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

Basic FRA (topographic information in the first instance) with site
layout plan will be required at planning application stage to
assess the risk of flooding

Where important and distinctive landscape features must be
removed / modified or landscape character will be temporarily
altered, Landscape Management Plans will be produced
highlighting how the affected areas will be restored, reinstated
and enhanced. All landscape schemes will incorporate
biodiversity enhancements where appropriate e.g. use of native
species, creation of greenways and green networks

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and
contain low embodied carbon.

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

River Isla confluence) classified
as moderate status —
morphology and point source
pollution (sewage)

Served by an existing public
septic tank which does not have
capacity for scale of
development proposed at
settlement

assess the risk of flooding

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.
Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient

Murthly
Positive Enhancement Small areas of high probability surface water
Size of site much reduced from Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be flooding to the north and south. No new
MIR site | implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native issues which would mean site should be
Negative species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
0.50ha of site covered by non- Iocall_y native_tree spepies in landscape schgmes, habitat removed from Plan.
designated archaeology creation, hat_)ltat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
May be a risk of flooding if the boxes', Io'g pile holts for otters) and the cr_eatlon of greenways
site is expanded to the east and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, fpotpaths and Policy in
where a watercourse with cycleways, to encourage the movement of species. Proposed Plan
West of associated flood outline is FRA undertaken
Bridge 10 houses H45 located Mitigation Conditions in
Road River Tay (River Tummel to Basic FRA (topographic information in the first instance) with site planning consent
layout plan will be required at planning application stage to and or S75

Construction




Site Name

Adopted

Plan Use

Adopted
Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and
contain low embodied carbon.

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
possible through appropriate scheme location and design
Surveys will be undertaken prior to the implementation of
schemes to determine whether they will affect sites of
archaeological importance and the setting of archaeological
features

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

KINROSS HOUSING MARKET AREA

Table 4: Kinross HMA Housing and Employment Sites — Proposed Mitigation and Enhancement Measures

Site Name

Adopted
Plan Use

Adopted
Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

Kinross/Milnathort

South
Kinross

1.2 ha
employment
land

E16

Negative
1.14ha of site within Loch Leven
Catchment Management area

1.20ha of the site is within 500m
or less of the Loch Leven SSSI,
SPA, Ramsar and NNR sites

Site directly intersects an
intercatchment at risk area
(surface water quality)

Adjacent on the eastern
boundary to the 1:200 year
fluvial flood outline (Loch Leven
and South Queich)

Historic records of flooding in the
Kinross area

Potential for the development of
the site to increase the
probability of flooding elsewhere

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation
Detailed FRA required at planning application stage to define
area at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Construction method statement to be developed and
implemented

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where

Policy in
Proposed Plan
FRA undertaken
HRA undertaken
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

Pockets of SEPA medium risk for surface
water flooding affecting central areas within
the site.

Add possible requirement for DIA (already
FRA requirement).




Site Name

Adopted

Plan Use

Adopted
Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Where activities could directly, indirectly or in combination with
other proposals affect the interests of a Natura 2000 site, the
Council will carry out an Habitat Regulations Appraisal to identify
appropriate mitigation and to determine if proposals would have
an adverse effect on the integrity of the site

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation
Detailed FRA required at planning application stage to define

Reduced areas affected by SEPA medium
flood risk

cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Negative area at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels Policy in
4.50ha of site within the 1:200 Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where Proposed Plan
Station 3.2 ha year fluvial flooq r|§k area development has the potential to affect natural hydrology. FRA undertaken
0.04ha of site within Loch Leven systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
Road employment E18 . ; HRA undertaken
Catchment Management area drainage system required. " )
South land. o ) . . . . Conditions in
Site directly intersects an Include sustainable design and construction techniques and .
; . . . . planning consent
intercatchment at risk area incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
) . y = ) S and or S75
(surface water quality) to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature
Where activities could directly, indirectly or in combination with
other proposals affect the interests of a Natura 2000 site, the
Council will carry out an Habitat Regulations Appraisal to identify
appropriate mitigation and to determine if proposals would have
an adverse effect on the integrity of the site
Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.
Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations
Negative Enhancement Policy in No areas are now affected by SEPA medium
North Quelch Rivercassfed as | /¥0Te SpPYOPate, measres o enhance biodersty wibe | Proposed Plan | river lood is
less than good — previous i adsi FRA undertaken | gomove FRA requirement
Stirling g'rﬁhﬁ) ment E19 pollution incidents in this area ;spetilles on roadside Verges almddother schﬁmes, thﬁ g_se of Landscape g
Road ployi from existing industrial area ocally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat HRA undertaken
land Site directly int : creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl . )
; Ite |re(r:1 yin erse_cks an boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways Conditions in
Intercatchment at risk area and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and planning consent
(surface water quality) and or S75




Site Name

Adopted
Plan Use

Adopted
Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

2.10ha of the site is within the
1:200 year fluvial flood risk area
(North Queich)

Historic records of flooding in the
Kinross area

Potential for the development of
the site to increase the
probability of flooding elsewhere

May be an increased risk of
flooding if site is extended to the
south where the North Quiech
and associated flood outline is
located

Mitigation

Detailed FRA required at planning application stage to define
area at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels
Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Where activities could directly, indirectly or in combination with
other proposals affect the interests of a Natura 2000 site, the
Council will carry out an Habitat Regulations Appraisal to identify
appropriate mitigation and to determine if proposals would have
an adverse effect on the integrity of the site

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Positive
Redevelopment of brownfield

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and

Pockets of SEPA medium risk for surface
water flooding affecting large areas within
the east and southern parts of the site.
Add requirement for DIA (already FRA
requirement).

Site cycleways, to encourage the movement of species. Policy in
Health e Proposed Plan
Centre Cpppariunlsy Opid Negati Mitigation Conditions in
site 'ega'|ve . Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where planning consent
Site directly intersects an development has the potential to affect natural hydrology and or S75
intercatchment at risk area systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
(surface water quality) drainage system required.
Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.
Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations
) Enhancement No longer any SEPA medium flood risk for
New _ Negative _ Where appropriate, measures to en_hance biodiv_ersity will be _ o river flooding within the site but there are
Opportunity 0.06ha of site covered by non- implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native | Policy in kets of surf ter floodi ithin th
site — designated archaeology species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of Proposed Plan POCKELs of surface water tiooding within the
- safeguarded 0.12ha within the 1:200 year locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat FRA undertaken | southern part of the site.
Lethangie . Op15 . . ; ; ; : . .
for possible fluvial flood risk area creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl Conditions in
future Site directly intersects an boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways planning consent )
educational intercatchment at risk area and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and and or S75 Remove FRA requirement and add a DIA
uses cycleways, to encourage the movement of species. requirement.

(surface water quality)
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Plan Use

Adopted
Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Delivery

Site Name mechanism

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

Mitigation

Basic FRA required at planning application stage to define area
at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels
Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
possible through appropriate scheme location and design.

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Stirling
Road

Opportunity
site

Op16

Positive
Re-use of brownfield land

Negative

3.30ha of overall site is within
1:200 year fluvial flood risk area
Site directly intersects an
intercatchment at risk area
(surface water quality)

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation

Basic FRA required at planning application stage to define area
at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels
Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.
Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Where activities could directly, indirectly or in combination with
other proposals affect the interests of a Natura 2000 site, the
Council will carry out an Habitat Regulations Appraisal to identify
appropriate mitigation and to determine if proposals would have
an adverse effect on the integrity of the site

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Policy in
Proposed Plan
FRA undertaken
HRA undertaken
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

No areas are now affected by SEPA medium
river flood risk but there is a pocket of
surface water flood risk within the eastern
part of the site and modelling work has
shown that the eastern area (triangular
part) here is within the functional flood
plain (SEPA have objected to this corner
being developed so it should be removed
from the LDP reducing the site area by
roughly 1 hectare)

Add possible requirement for DIA (already
FRA requirement) and adjust site to remove
area within the functional flood plain.
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Plan Use

Adopted
Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Delivery

Site Name mechanism

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

Positive
Re-use of brownfield land

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

No implications from reassessment

Re-use of listed building Mitigation
Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where Policy in
_ New Negative development has the potential to affect natural hydrology Proposed Plan
Kinross Opportunity Op24 Loss of a community facility in a systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable HRA undertaken
Town Hall Site sustainable location drainage system required. Conditions in
Potential loss/ detrimental Any future redevelopment proposals will be considered against planning consent
impact on listed buildings the LDP policy framework and or S75
Within 500m or less of Loch Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
Leven SSSI, SPA, Ramsar and incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
NNR sites to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature
Where activities could directly, indirectly or in combination with
other proposals affect the interests of a Natura 2000 site, the
Council will carry out an Habitat Regulations Appraisal to identify
appropriate mitigation and to determine if proposals would have
an adverse effect on the integrity of the site
Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations
Enhancement No implications from reassessment.
Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be Although the existing buildings on the site
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native t listed. th is 3 Listed buildi
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of are notlisted, there Is a LIsted bullding
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat (former British Linen Bank house) to north
Positive creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl east of site. The site is near to but not
Reusing brownfield land and boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways within the Loch Leven and Lomond Hills SLA
reducing the need for use of and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and . . L
greenfield land. Potential cycleways, to encourage the movement of species. o but its development will have minimal
conversion of existing listed Policy in impact on the SLA because it is already
Former o building. Mitigation Proposed Plan developed land within the settlement
High Housing Site H75 , . . Conditions in
School _ Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where planning consent boundary.
Negative development has the potential to affect natural hydrology and or S75

Site directly intersects an
intercatchment at risk area
(surface water quality)

Potential loss of a listed building.

systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Any future redevelopment proposals will be considered against
the LDP policy framework.

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measures and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature.

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
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Plan Ref
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Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

Delivery
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development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.
Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations.
Balado
Enhancement Pockets of SEPA medium risk for surface
Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be water flooding affecting northern areas
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native ithin the sit
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of within the site.
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat Add possible requirement for DIA (already
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl FRA requirement).
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.
Mitigation
Basic FRA required at planning application stage to define area
Negative at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels
0.01ha of site covered by non- Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
designated archaeology development has the potential to affect natural hydrology Policy in
0.38ha of site within the 1:200 systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable Proposed Plan
Balado 35 houses H51 year fluvial flood risk area drainage system required. FRA undertaken
0.40ha of site within the Loch Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever Conditions in
Leven Catchment area possible through appropriate scheme location and design planning consent
Site directly intersects an Include sustainable design and construction techniques and and or S75
intercatchment at risk area incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient
(surface water quality) to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature
Noise impacts will be reduced with the use of low noise road
surfacing, landscaping and acoustic screening, if this is
appropriate to the surrounding area
Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.
Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.
Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations
Blairingone
Negative ' Enhancement No implications from the reassessment
8élsgigr?a?<fa§§ccr$;’:c§?odgs y non- Where appropriate, measures to en_hance biodiv_ersity will be _
Foulbutts Burn is classified a |mplgmented. Suph measures may include seeding locally native Policy in
Vicars mOLii u ts ':Jt S agst S species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of Proposed Plan
Bridge Employment E2o ?I t:ra e status — poclin ?0““3‘?{ locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat Conditions in
Road land site pollution (sewage and minewater | ¢eation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl anni )
discharges) pressures noted boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways planning consen
Blairingone WWTW is already at | and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and and or S75
full or over capacity — only minor | cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.
capital works planned to slightly
increase capacity but likely to be




Site Name

Adopted

Plan Use

Adopted
Plan Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

taken up by existing properties
not currently connected to the
network

Ground capacity is unsuitable for
traditional soakaways

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

Mitigation
Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Presumption against culverting watercourse

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

Potential capacity issues at
Scotlandwell Pumping Station,
may not be able to
accommodate proposed
development

drainage system required.

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Scotlandwell
Enhancement
Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be SEPA river flooding medium risk is now much
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native closer and is directly adjacent to the site but
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of Iread .
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat aiready F_RA rec!uw'ement. _
, creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl Lies within Ochil Hills Special Landscape Area.
N_egat_lve - boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
Site directly intersects an and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
intercatchment at risk area cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.
(surface water quality)
Small watercourse (catchment Mitigation o
<3km?) drains within the area . . . o . Policy in
) ) . Basic FRA required at planning application stage to define area Proposed Plan
May be increased risk of flooding | 4 risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels
Scotland- 30h H54 if the site were extended to the . . . FRA undertaken
I ouses ) Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where . .
we south where the River Leven X Conditions in
. S development has the potential to affect natural hydrology .
and associated flood outline is . planning consent
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
located and or S75

STRATHEARN HOUSING MARKET AREA

Table 5: Strathearn HMA Housing, Employment and Retail Sites — Proposed Mitigation and Enhancement Measures



2015 SEA Updates

: Adopted Adopted Issue/lmpact identified L Delivery
Site Name Plan Use Plan Ref through the SEA & Notes Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures mechanism
Comrie
Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be No implications from reassessment: this site
mple:mented. Sug:h measures may include seeding locally native will be adjacent to the Upper Strathearn SLA
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of o . o
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat and the existing site specific developer
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl requirements, particularly in respect of
boxes_, Io_g pile hplts for otters) and the cr_eation of greenways landscaping and FRA, remain appropriate.
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
. cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.
Negative Extend new areas of semi-natural, or ancient or native planting
Eastern site boundary is adjacent | to reinforce any particularly sensitive areas
to an area of ancient and semi-
natural woodland Mitigation
i i ; : . o ) Policy in
River Earm (Water of Ruchill to Basic FRA required at planning application stage to define area y d Pl
Ruthven Water confluences) : : - - Proposed Plan
o at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels
Cowden classified as good status — no . . ) FRA undertaken
30 houses H58 Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where . .
Road pressures noted ; Conditions in
A I db development has the potential to affect natural hydrology lanni i
small unhamed burn systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable planning consen
(catchment <3km"®) flows along drainage system required and or S75
the southern boundary of the site - ) j .
L ) Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.
Many historic records of flooding Includ inable desi d . hni d
in this area on the Ruchill Water Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
and River Earn incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature
Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.
Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations
Auchterarder
Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be No implications from reassessment: this site
Negative mple:mented. Sug:h measures may include seeding locally native will be visible from Ochil Hills SLA but will be
o species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of ) o .
0.40ha of site is covered by non- locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat seen in the context of existing built
designated archaeolpgy 3 creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl development in and around Auchterarder.
The Ruthven Water is classified boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways Existing site specific developer requirements
as being less than good and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and o for landscaning framework: ERA and DIA
0.20ha of site is within the 1:200 cycleways, to encourage the movement of species. Policy in ) ping ) ’
. year fluvial flood risk area Proposed Plan remain appropriate.
:ruchterard Employment E25 (Ruthven Water) Mitigation FRA l'J'ndert'aken
Land Small unnamed burn (catchment | gagic FRA required at planning application stage to define area Ctlond!tlons n )
<3km") flows through the middle at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels planning consen
of the site and or S75

Record of flooding on Abbey
Road from the Ruthven Water
(2006) and also a record of
Abbey Road and Glenruthven
Mill area flooding (1993)

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
possible through appropriate scheme location and design

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and




Crieff

Bridgend

Broich
Road

5.9 ha
employment
land

1.6 ha
employment
land

E26

E27

Negative

Swifts are recorded at the site
2.30ha of the site is within
Drummond Castle Garden and
Designed Landscape

A small portion of the site is
covered by ancient woodland
Turret Burn (Turret Loch to River
Earn confluence) classified as
less than good ecological
potential — flow regulations

River Earn (Water of Ruchill to
Ruthven Water confluences)
classified as good status
Potential drainage constraint
depending on the combination of
sites brought forward in the LDP

Positive
Re-use of brownfield land

Negative

Duchlage Farmhouse (B listed)
Small portion of site covered by
non-designated archaeology
Turret Burn (Turret Loch to River
Earn confluence) classified as
less than good ecological
potential — flow regulations

River Earn (Water of Ruchill to
Ruthven Water confluences)

incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Extend new areas of semi-natural, or ancient or native planting
to reinforce any particularly sensitive areas

Mitigation

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
possible through appropriate scheme location and design
Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.
Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Extend new areas of semi-natural, or ancient or native planting
to reinforce any particularly sensitive areas

Mitigation

Policy in
Proposed Plan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

Policy in
Proposed Plan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

No implications from reassessment: this site
will be adjacent to the Upper Strathearn SLA
and the existing site specific developer
requirements, particularly in respect of
landscaping framework, remain
appropriate.

No implications from reassessment. Existing
site specific developer requirements remain
appropriate.




Broich
Road

300 houses
and 5ha
employment

MuU7

classified as good status

Potential drainage constraint
depending on the combination of
sites brought forward in the LDP

Negative

5.0ha of the site is covered by a
Broich Scheduled Monument
(cursus, ring-ditch, barrow &
palisade) If developed in
combination with MIR housing
site A potential undesirable effect
of surrounding the scheduled
monument in townscape

0.02ha of the site is covered by
non-designated archaeology

Turret Burn (Turret Loch to River
Earn confluence) classified as
less than good ecological
potential flow regulations

River Earn (Water of Ruchill to
Ruthven Water confluences)
classified as good status
Potential drainage constraint
depending on the combination of
sites brought forward in LDP

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Surveys will be undertaken prior to the implementation of
schemes to determine whether they will affect sites of
archaeological importance and the setting of archaeological
features

Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
possible through appropriate scheme location and design
Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation
Basic FRA required at planning application stage to define area
at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Surveys will be undertaken prior to the implementation of
schemes to determine whether they will affect sites of
archaeological importance and the setting of archaeological
features

Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
possible through appropriate scheme location and design

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and

Policy in
Proposed Plan
FRA undertaken

Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

No implications from reassessment: this site
will be adjacent to the Upper Strathearn SLA
and the existing site specific developer
requirements, particularly in respect of
landscaping, remain appropriate.




Wester
Tomaknoc
k

Broich
Road

100-120
houses

Employment
Land and
Opportunity
Site

H57

E27
& Op21

Negative
Swifts recorded at site

Two small watercourses
(catchment <3km2) run through
the area

The risk of flooding may be
greater if the site is extended to
the south

Turret Burn (Turret Loch to River
Earn confluence) classified as
less than good ecological
potential — flow regulations

River Earn (Water of Ruchill to
Ruthven Water confluences)
classified as good status

Potential drainage constraint
depending on the combination of
sites brought forward in the LDP

Negative

A small portion of the site is
covered by non-designated
archaeology

Turret Burn (Turret Loch to River
Earn confluence) classified as
less than good ecological
potential — flow regulations

River Earn (Water of Ruchill to
Ruthven Water confluences)
classified as good status
Potential drainage constraint
depending on the combination of
sites brought forward in the LDP

locations

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation

FRA required at planning application stage to define area at risk
and appropriate detailed design layout and levels

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.
Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Policy in
Proposed Plan
FRA undertaken
HRA undertaken
Conditions in

planning consent
and or S75

Policy in
Proposed Plan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

No implications from reassessment: this site
will be adjacent to the Upper Strathearn SLA
and the existing site specific developer
requirements, particularly in respect of
landscaping and FRA, remain appropriate.

OP21 - Existing site, development of primary
school is complete and therefore the site’s
allocation as Op21 will not need to continue
to LDP2

Existing site. Allocation will continue in LDP2
so is not consulted on in the MIR. No
implications from reassessment. Existing
site specific developer requirements remain
appropriate.




Surveys will be undertaken prior to the implementation of
schemes to determine whether they will affect sites of
archaeological importance and the setting of archaeological
features

Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
possible through appropriate scheme location and design
Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

site is extended to the north as
some of this land is likely to be
within the functional floodplain
and not available for
development

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.
Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Aberuthven
Enhancement No implications from reassessment: this site
Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be will be near to and visible from the Ochil
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native Hills SLA h its i t on th ial
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of s Owever its impact on the specia
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat characteristics of the area will be minimal as
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl the site’s development will be seen in the
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways ot e
Negative and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and c9ntext of the existing built-up area of the
Ruthven Water classified as cycleways, to encourage the movement of species. village.
good status — no pressures
nc')ted' ' Mitigation
Site directly intersects an Basic FRA required at planning application stage to define area Policy in
o intercatchment at risk area at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels Proposed Plan
Aberuthve a (surface water quality) Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where FRA undertaken
n employment E29 Possibly adjacent to 1:200 year develo - L
land : X pment has the potential to affect natural hydrology Conditions in
fluvial flood outline (Ruthven systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable planning consent
Water) — maybe risk of flooding if drainage system required. and or S75

STRATHMORE & THE GLENS HOUSING MARKET AREA

Table C.6: Strathmore & the Glens HMA Housing, Employment and Retail Sites — Proposed Mitigation and Enhancement Measures

Site Name

MIR
Proposed

PP Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

Use

Alyth and New Alyth

Mornity

New
employment
land

E30

Negative

Site directly intersects an
intercatchment at risk area
(surface water quality)

Alyth Burn is classified as less

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat

Policy in
Proposed Plan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

High (and medium) probability for surface
water flooding. Part of site is existing
employment. Site may risk removal from
LDP due to flooding concerns.




Site Name

MIR
Proposed
Use

PP Ref

Issue/lmpact identified

through the SEA & Notes

than good status — point source
pollution (sewage) from Alyth
WWTW and barrier to fish
passage

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature
Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.
Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Delivery
mechanism

Construction

2015 SEA Updates

Glenree

35 houses

H59

Negative
0.03ha of site is covered by
ancient woodland

2.80ha of the site is within 500m
or less of the Den of Alyth SSSI
Site directly intersects an
intercatchment at risk area
(surface water quality)

Alyth Burn is classified as less
than good status — point source
pollution (sewage) from Alyth
WWTW and barrier to fish
passage

Unnamed small watercourse
(catchment of <3km?) to the
north

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Extend new areas of semi-natural, or ancient or native planting
to reinforce any particularly sensitive areas

Mitigation

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Potential impacts on protected species will be avoided in the first
instance by locating construction activities likely to cause
disturbance away from sites associated with protected species.
In other cases impacts will be avoided by complying with
protected species legislation and by licensing proposed
disturbance through the relevant licensing authority (Scottish
Government Environment or Scottish National Heritage (SNH))
Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.

Policy in
Proposed Plan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

Existing site adjoining a site with consent (to
south). Minimal risk flooding but FRA
already required and should remain a site
specific requirement.




Site Name

MIR
Proposed
Use

PP Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

Negative

Site directly intersects an
intercatchment at risk area
(surface water quality)

Enhancement

Open watercourse/ditch to the north of the site should be
retained and enhanced

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

No apparent constraints identified with
updated data.

Historic records of flooding in
small parts of Blairgowrie on the
Ericht

Mitigation

FRA required at planning application stage to define area at risk
and appropriate detailed design layout and levels and remove
area at risk of flooding or keep as open space

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where

Construction

Alyth Burn classified as poor Mitigation Policy in
status — point source pollution Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where Proposed Plan
New Alyth 20 etz gL (sevx_/age fr_om Alyth WWTW) and development has the potential to affect natural hydrology Condi_tions in
bgmer to fish passage. . systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable planning consent
Historic record of flooding in the drainage system required. and or S75
g;iﬁoifkgsvgu?\lgrrt] ;f?ﬁ\%‘gG |§'rs]ue !nclude sustainable dgs@gn and construction techniques an_d_
two occasions threatening incorporate energy efﬂqency measure apd_ make them resilient
property to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature
Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.
Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.
Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations
Blairgowrie/Rattray
Enhancement Historic river flooding data in close
. Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be proximity and risk of surface water flooding
Negative implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native di babili h h d
0.05ha of the site is covered by species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of (m'e Ium probabi |'ty) throughout an
non-designated archaeology locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat Policy in adjacent to both sites. (E31&H62)
Risk of deterioration in status of creation, hak_)itat creation for protected specigs (e.g. barn owl Proposed Plan
Welton 17ha the River Ericht boxes_, Io_g pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways FRA undertaken
Road employment E31 6.50ha of the site is within the and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, f_ootpaths and Conditions in
land 1:200 year fluvial flood risk area | Cycleways, to encourage the movement of species. planning consent
(medium — high risk) and or S75




Site Name

MIR
Proposed
Use

PP Ref

Issue/lmpact identified

through the SEA & Notes

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
possible through appropriate scheme location and design
Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

Welton
Road

150 houses

H62

Negative

UK BAP priority species, Red
Squirrel recorded at the site
0.70ha of the site is covered by
the Scheduled Monuments —
The Welton, palisaded enclosure
and pit circle, The Welton, ring-
ditch & soutterains, The Welton,
palisaded enclosure &
unenclosed settlement and The
Welton, fort, barrows &
settlement — development likely
to significantly affect the
understanding and appreciation
of monuments within their setting
0.30ha of the site is covered by
non-designated archaeology

0.02ha of the site is covered by
ancient woodland

Risk of deterioration in status of
the River Ericht

Adjacent to the 1:200 year fluvial
flood outline (River Ericht)

Historic records of flooding in
small parts of Blairgowrie on the
Ericht

Risk of flooding may be
significantly greater if site is
extended to the north — the
majority of this land is likely to be
within the functional floodplain
and not available for
development

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation

Basic FRA required at planning application stage to define area
at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels
Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Potential impacts on protected species will be avoided in the first
instance by locating construction activities likely to cause
disturbance away from sites associated with protected species.
In other cases impacts will be avoided by complying with
protected species legislation and by licensing proposed
disturbance through the relevant licensing authority (Scottish
Government Environment or Scottish National Heritage (SNH))

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever

Policy in
Proposed Plan
FRA undertaken
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

Historic river flooding data in close
proximity and risk of surface water flooding
(medium probability) throughout and
adjacent to both sites. (E31&H62)




Site Name

MIR
Proposed
Use

PP Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

possible through appropriate scheme location and design

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

No strategic environmental
sensitivities noted

Rattray Burn (small watercourse
with a catchment of <3km?) is to
the east of the site and is

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation
Basic FRA required at planning application stage to define area
at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels

Policy in
Proposed Plan

Sections within the site are have a medium
probability for surface water flooding.
Listed Building to the south west corner of
site. LDP currently requires FRA and
archaeological investigation therefore no
significant change required.

the River Ericht

at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels
Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.
Include sustainable design and construction techniques and

Glenalmond | ;o0 HE3 culverted adjacent to the site Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where FRA undertaken
Road Historic record of flooding (2004) development has the potential to affect natural hydrology Conditions in
adjacent to the site (Back Wynd) systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable planning consent
when the culvert became drainage system required. and or S75
blocked Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.
Risk of deterioration in status of Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
the River Ericht incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature
Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.
Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations
Enhancement Medium probability for surface water
Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be flooding in northern corner and adjacent
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native .
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of sections on' the easterlfl edge. FRA already
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat requested in LDP requirements.
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
Negative boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways L
UK BAP priority species, and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and EO“CV '”d -
_ _ Hedgehog recorded at site cycleways, to encourage the movement of species. roposed Flan
Blairgowrie FRA undertaken
South 85 houses H64 Small watercourse (catchment of o Conditions i
<3km?) running through the site Mitigation Ion tions In ¢
Risk of deterioration in status of Basic FRA required at planning application stage to define area g:‘ dnr(;lrng7c5o nsen




Site Name

MIR
Proposed
Use

PP Ref

Issue/lmpact identified

through the SEA & Notes

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

Western
Blairgowrie

200 houses
as part of a
mixed use
development
including
employment
land uses

MU5

Negative

UK BAP priority species, Red
Squirrel recorded at the site
A small portion of the site is
covered by non-designated
archaeology

Site directly intersects an
intercatchment at risk area
(surface water quality)

13.0ha of the site is within the
Lunan Catchment Management
area

A small portion of the site is
covered by ancient and semi-
natural woodland

15.0ha of the site is within 500m
or less of the Ardblair and
Myreside Fens SSSI

Small unnamed watercourse
(catchment of <3km?) and pond
to the SW of the site — there may
be a culvert under the site

Some incidences of flooding in
this part of Blairgowrie
associated with drainage and
sewer problems (2004)

Risk of deterioration in status of
the River Ericht

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Extend new areas of semi-natural, or ancient or native planting
to reinforce any particularly sensitive areas

Mitigation

Basic FRA required at planning application stage to define area
at risk and appropriate detailed design layout and levels
Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Where activities could directly, indirectly or in combination with
other proposals affect the interests of potential impacts on
protected species will be avoided in the first instance by locating
construction activities likely to cause disturbance away from sites
associated with protected species. In other cases impacts will be
avoided by complying with protected species legislation and by
licensing proposed disturbance through the relevant licensing
authority (Scottish Government Environment or Scottish National
Heritage (SNH))

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
possible through appropriate scheme location and design
Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Policy in
Proposed Plan
Conditions in
planning consent
and or S75

Various sections within and adjacent to site
at medium probability risk for surface water
flooding. Various listed buildings adjacent
to site on north and eastern boundaries.
LDP site requirements have approached
these issues therefore no significant
changes.




Site Name

MIR
Proposed
Use

PP Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

Coupar Angus

Note: Site B wasn’t shown on

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Site at medium risk for river flooding, and
parts of site within and adjacent have a
medium probability for surface water
flooding. Large section to the south of site
has history of river flooding (1 in 200).

LDP requirements should be modified to
include a FRA before any further

MIR map 48 s
Negative Mitigation Policy in development commences here.
Site directlv int ¢ Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where Proposed Plan
Coupar Employment E32 ; Ite |rtec|f] y mtertse_cks an development has the potential to affect natural hydrology Conditi .
Angus West land intercatchment at risk area systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable onaitions in
(surface water quality) drainage system required planning consent
i i ' i . - . . and or S75
_Flflver ISI:I‘ (River Er:cht .tf(.) Z{lver Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
a;ijcont uetnct:es) classilied as incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient
moderate status to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature
Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.
Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.
Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations
Site adjacent to area at medium probability
Enhancement S risk for river flooding. Northern section of
Where appropriate, measures to en_hance b|od|v_er3|ty will be _ site has medium risk for surface water
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native floodi
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of ooding.
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
. creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl . .
Negative ) o boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways !‘DP requirements should be modified to
A small portion of the site is and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and include a FRA before any further
covered by non-designated cycleways, to encourage the movement of species. Policy in development commences here.
archaeology
East of Emolovment ite directly i Proposed Plan
Scotland | ploy E33 .S'te directly mterse_cts an Mitigation Conditions in
= and intercatchment at risk area | . . :
armers : Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where planning consent
(surface water quality) .
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology and or S75

River Isla (River Ericht to River
Tay confluences) classified as
moderate status

systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
possible through appropriate scheme location and design
Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.




Site Name

MIR
Proposed
Use

PP Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

Negative

UK BAP priority species,
Hedgehog recorded at the site
A small portion of the site is
covered by non-designated
archaeology

Adjacent to scheduled
monument Wester Denhead,
square barrow — located on
higher ground adjacent to a
watercourse with a relatively
open setting

Site directly intersects an
intercatchment at risk area

Enhancement

Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be
implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat
creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl
boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways
and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and
cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.

Mitigation

Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable

Small part of site at medium risk for surface
water flooding. Outwith medium
probability risk for river flooding although
large sections are to the north and south of
site.

LDP requirements should be modified to
include a FRA before any further
development commences here.

(surface water quality) drainage system required. E?(I)'Cgslg d Plan
River Isla (River Ericht to River Potential impacts on protected species will be avoided in the first Conpditions in
Tay confluences) classified as instance by locating construction activities likely to cause lanni
Larghan 120 houses H65 moderate status disturbance away from sites associated with protected species. planning consent
Northern area of the site is within | /N other cases impacts will be avoided by complying with ?:rcl)?lg'tl;ljchi?)n
the 1:200 year fluvial flood protected species legislation and by licensing proposed Method
outline associated with the River disturbance through the relevant licensing authority (Scottish Statement
Isla Government Environment or Scottish National Heritage (SNH))
Historic records of flooding on Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
the Isla (of fields around and to incorpora’Fe energy efficiency measure anq mgke them resilient
the west of Coupar Angus). to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
Other flood events flooding temperature
properties and roads from the Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.
Coupar Burn within Coupar Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
Angus development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
Risk of flooding may be development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
significantly greater if the site is mitigate effects of climate change.
extended to the north — the Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
majority of this land is within the possible through appropriate scheme location and design
functional floodplain and not Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
available for development locations
Meigle
Negative Enhancement Policy in North west boundary of site identified as
Ardler Road | 20 houses g UK BAP priority species, Red Opportunity to deliver enhancements to the riparian zone at Proposed Plan being at medium risk for river flooding. Site
Squirrel recorded at site Meigle Burn where possible; provide sufficiently wide buffer FRA undertaken | specific developer requirements already
Meigle Burn is classified as less strips to allow the watercourse to meander and erode in a natural | Conditions in

require Flood Risk Assessment.




Site Name

MIR
Proposed
Use

PP Ref

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

than good way planning consent
Site directly intersects an Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be and or 57_5
intercatchment at risk area implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native Construction
(surface water quality) species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of Method
Meigle Burn classified as poor locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat Statement
ecological potential — multiple creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl Habitat
point source sewage pressures; boxes, log pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways Management
diffuse source pollution from and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and Plan
sewage; morphology and cycleways, to encourage the movement of species.
abstraction (farming)
Meigle WWTW is listed as a Mitigation
pressure on the Meigle Burn Basic FRA (topographic information in the first instance) with site
0.30ha of the site is within the layout plan will be required at planning application stage to
1:200 year fluvial flood risk area assess the risk of flooding, and also the location of any culverts
(Meigle Burn) e.g. under the road
Historic record of flooding on the Ensure sufficient capacity in Meigle WWTW to accommodate
Meigle Burn in 2004 (Alyth Road proposed development and upgrade to works to remove
flooded) pressure on Meigle Burn
The risk of flooding may be Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
greater if the site is extended to development has the potential to affect natural hydrology
the SW — much of this land is systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
likely to be within the functional drainage system required.
floodplain and not available for Construction method statement to be developed and
development implemented

Materials should be locally sourced, recycled, reused and

contain low embodied carbon.

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and

incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient

to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and

temperature

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.

Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all

development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and

development site and mitigate effects of climate change and

mitigate effects of climate change.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and

locations
Negative Enhancement No apparent constraints identified with
UK BAP priority species, Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be updated data.
Hedgehog recorded at the site implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native
Site directly intersects an species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of
intercatchment at risk area locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat Policy in
(surface water quality) creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl Proposed Plan

Forfar Road 50 houses H69 Meigle Burn classified as poor boxes_, Io_g pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways Conditions in

ecological potential — multiple and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, f_ootpaths and planning consent
point source sewage pressures: cycleways, to encourage the movement of species. and or S75

diffuse source pollution from
sewage; morphology and
abstraction (farming)

Meigle WWTW is listed as a

Mitigation
Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where
development has the potential to affect natural hydrology




Site Name

MIR
Proposed
Use

PP Ref

Issue/lmpact identified

through the SEA & Notes

pressure on the Meigle Burn
Historic record of flooding on the
Meigle Burn in 2004 (Alyth Road
flooded)

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.

Ensure sufficient capacity in Meigle WWTW to accommodate
proposed development and upgrade to works to remove
pressure on Meigle Burn

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.
Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Delivery
mechanism

2015 SEA Updates

0.80ha of the site is covered by
ancient woodland

Adjacent to the 1:200 year fluvial
flood outline associated with the
River Tay

Small watercourses (catchment
of <3km?) to the south of the site
Historic records of flooding on
the Tay in this area, as recent as
2006

Area bifurcated by 18" century
military road

instance by locating construction Include sustainable design and
construction techniques and incorporate energy efficiency
measure and make them resilient to the projected climatic
changes in precipitation and temperature

Include sustainable design and construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency measure and make them resilient
to the projected climatic changes in precipitation and
temperature

Retention of important trees, structural planting, hedgerows, etc.
Landscaping/tree planting to be an integral part of all
development schemes, designed to enhance the setting and
development site and mitigate effects of climate change and
mitigate effects of climate change.

Impacts on the historic environment will be avoided wherever
possible through appropriate scheme location and design

Spittalfield
Enhancement Low probability of river flooding bordering
Where appropriate, measures to enhance biodiversity will be north east of site with small section of high

o implemented. Such measures may include seeding locally native robability surface water flooding to the
Positive species on roadside verges and other schemes, the use of P v ) ) &
Re-use of brownfield site locally native tree species in landscape schemes, habitat north west of site. Flood Risk Assessment
Negative creation, habitat creation for protected species (e.g. barn owl may be required to be included within
Site directly intersects an boxes_, Io_g pile holts for otters) and the creation of greenways developer requirements. Archaeology
intercatchment at risk area and wildlife corridors along transport corridors, footpaths and . i d)i . .
(surface water quality) cycleways, to encourage the movement of species. interest (Military Boa ) I'nte'rsectmg site
River Tay (River Tummel to Extend new areas of semi-natural, or ancient or native planting although already identified in developer
River Isla confluence) classified to reinforce any particularly sensitive areas requirements.
as moderate status —
morphology and point source Mitigation
pollution (sewage) pressures Drainage impact assessment/hydrology study required where Policy i

d . y in

b note development has the potential to affect natural hydrology p
ouses as L . . roposed Plan
artof a Existing primary treatment works | systems and or adversely affects water resources. Sustainable Conditi .
Spittalfield Pnixed use MU6 may be insufficient to support 20 drainage system required. Ig?\nlirzon;lr?sent
development houses Potential impacts on protected species will be avoided in the first gnd or 275

Construction




MIR 2015 SEA Updates

Issue/lmpact identified
through the SEA & Notes

Delivery

Site Name Proposed PP Ref mechanism

Use

Proposed Mitigation and/or Enhancement Measures

Provision of waste recycling in appropriate developments and
locations

Sites H72 and H74 were both added by the Reporter during examination of the adopted Plan. A full site assessment (using the site assessment table in Appendix C) has been completed for both these sites as
well as H47 from the adopted plan, which does not appear in this site assessment table. As well as this assessment have been undertaken for sites E20, H49 and E35 as the planning permission for these sites
has not lapsed.



SITES WITH PLANNING PERMISSION

Sites within the Adopted LDP with Planning Permission have not been assessed as part of this SEA. Sites with planning permission cannot be changed through the LDP process and so it as deemed reasonable to
exclude these from the assessment.

Table 7: Sites with Planning Permission

Adopted

Issue/Impact identified through the SEA & Notes

Site Name MIR Proposed Use

Plan Ref
Broxden North Employment land site £ PIa_nning application approved (12/01692/IPM) and further application submitted to discharge some conditions submitted. Site currently
being marketed — assessment not required
| ianR
g:h(::i(;man oad Opportunity site OP1 Currently has planning permission for residential units— assessment not required
Canal Street Opportunity site OP5 Development Complete — operating as a fitness suite — assessment not required
Horsecross Opportunity site OP3 Development Complete — operating as a Hotel- assessment not required
Linn Road/ 35 houses — site
Station Road currently has planning H33 Currently has planning permission — assessment not required
(south) permission
0.13ha of site covered by non-designated archaeology
50 houses — site Historic record of flooding at Stanley (1876, Stanley Mills and 1993, Murray Crescent., Shieldhill Place and Manse Crescent.)
Mill Street . Noted that a reservoir and small watercourse is present at the site — building adjacent to a reservoir will increase the flooding risk to the site
currently has planning H31 . .
(south) ermission due to risk of failure
P River Tay (River Isla to River Earn confluence) classified as being of moderate status — morphology and point source (sewage) pressures noted
Stanley WWTW at capacity
Scone Park + , , The majority of the site has a planning application approved for retail food store (09/01311/IPM/ 12/02018/FLM/ 14/00874/AMM) and the
. Mixed Use site Mu4 . . .
Ride Park and Ride is operational— assessment not required
Abernethy Employment land E4 A small extension to an existing employment site with existing planning permission for storage uses — assessment not required
Pl i lication including FRA Drai A t 13/01057/FLL, 13/01 FLL, 13/01 FLL
Glenfarg Housing site W23 anning application including and Drainage Assessment approved (13/01057/FLL, 13/01058/FLL, 13/01059/FLL)
Pl i licati forR t H t of site (12/00431/FLM). Construction h ite.
Auchterarder Opportunity site 0P20 anning application approved F)r obertson omes part of site (12/00431/ ) qns ruction has commenced on site
Work on S.75 for the Stewart Milne part of the site underway — assessment not required
Milnathort Housing site H48 Currently has planning permission for residential units — assessment not required
Milnathort Housing site H50 Currently has planning permission for residential units — assessment not required
. . Part of the existing Auld Mart Business Park, future development proposals in this location are likely to be compatible uses. It is considered
Milnathort Employment land site E21 . . . S .
that any potential issues would be best dealt with at the planning application stage — assessment not required
. . o Site currently has planning permission for the demolition of existing motorway services and petrol station and erection of new services and
Kinross Services Opportunity site Op1l1 . .
petrol station —assessment not required
Ki T Pl i licati 1 462/FLL tructi
Hl:l:oss own Opportunity site Op 24 anning application approved (13/00462/FLL) and construction underway
Hattonburn Housing site H52 Currently has planning permission for 22 houses — assessment not required
hil Hill
Ic-l)gs;)itz;l > Opportunity site Op19 Currently has planning permission — assessment not required
Currently has planning permission for a nursery and chalets; future development proposals on the wedge of land without any planning history
Rumbling Bridge Employment site E24 are likely to be compatible uses. It is considered that any potential issues would be best dealt with at the planning application stage —
assessment not required




Alyth Housing site H60 Currently has planning permission — assessment not required
Part of an existing employment land site; considered that any future proposals are likely to be compatible uses. It is considered that an
Cromwell Park Employment land E5 o g emp oy ) ) y_ . prop y . P y
potential issues would be best dealt with at the planning application stage — assessment not required
Part of an existing employment land site; considered that any future proposals are likely to be compatible uses. It is considered that an
Cromwell Park Employment land E6 o g emp oy . . y. . prop Y . P y
potential issues would be best dealt with at the planning application stage — assessment not required
Part of an existing employment land site; considered that any future proposals are likely to be compatible uses. It is considered that an
Dalcrue Employment land E9 L g emp oy . . y. . prop Y . P y
potential issues would be best dealt with at the planning application stage — assessment not required
Meigle Employment land E34 Currently in Active employment use — assessment not required
Powmill Employment land E23 Existing employment site — assessment not required
Powmill Housing H53 Currently has planning permission for residential units (13/00130/FLL) — assessment not required
Burrelton/
. Employment Land ES Existing employment site — assessment not required
Woodside ploy & employ g
James Hutton . - . . . . . . . . .
Institute Class 4 Food/ £37 Existing research facility; considered that any future proposals at this location are likely to be compatible with existing uses. It is considered

Invergowrie

Agricultural Research

that any potential issues would be best dealt with at the planning application stage — assessment not required




SITE ASSESSMENTS FOR PRE-MIR SUBMISSIONS

All sites submitted as part of the call for sites process have been considered as part of the SEA. The following list provides a quick overview of

which sites have been assessed; where sites have not been assessed the reasoning behind this is shown.
It should be noted that site assessments are a work in progress at December 2015.

Information may be updated, added or changed as we work towards the production of a Proposed Plan. These site assessments will also be

informed by responses received to the Main Issues Report Consultation.

Site Name Has the Site been assessed? ‘
Aberargie 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Aberargie 2 Full Site Assessment Completed
Aberargie 3 Full Site Assessment Completed
Abernethy 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Abernethy 2 Full Site Assessment Completed
Abernethy 3 Full Site Assessment Completed
Abernethy 4 Full Site Assessment Completed
Almondbank 1 Existing SEA Site. (E6) Update Complete
Pitcairngreen 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Balbeggie 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Balbeggie 2 Full Site Assessment Completed
Bankfoot 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Bankfoot 2 Full Site Assessment Completed




SITE ASSESSMENTS FOR PRE-MIR SUBMISSIONS

Bankfoot 3

Full Site Assessment Completed

Binn 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Bridge of Earn 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Burrelton 1

Site proposed is too small (0.5ha or less)

Burrelton 2 (phase 1)

Full Site Assessment Completed

Burrelton 2 south (phase 2)

Full Site Assessment Completed

Burrelton 3

Full Site Assessment Completed

Clathymore 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Cottown 1 Site proposed is too small (0.5ha or less)
Cottown 2 Full Site Assessment Completed
Dunning 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Dunning 2 Full Site Assessment Completed
Errol 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Errol 2 Full Site Assessment Completed
Errol 3 Full Site Assessment Completed
Grange 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Grange 2 Full Site Assessment Completed
Grange 3 Full Site Assessment Completed
Grange 4 Full Site Assessment Completed

Errol Airfield 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Forgandenny 1

Full Site Assessment Completed




SITE ASSESSMENTS FOR PRE-MIR SUBMISSIONS

Forgandenny 2 Full Site Assessment Completed
Guildtown 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Inchture 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Inchture 2 Full Site Assessment Completed

Longforgan 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Longforgan 2

Full Site Assessment Completed

Longforgan 3

Full Site Assessment Completed

Luncarty 1 Full Site Assessment Completed

Luncarty 2 Existing SEA Site (H27) Update Complete
Methven 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Methven 2 Full Site Assessment Completed

Perth 1 Existing SEA Site (E38) Update Complete
Perth 2 Existing SEA Site (H70) Update Complete
Perth 3 Full Site Assessment Completed

Perth 4 Full Site Assessment Completed

Perth 5 This was considered as an issue rather than a site.
Perth 6 Full Site Assessment Completed

Perth 7 Full Site Assessment Completed

Perth 8 Full Site Assessment Completed

Perth 9 Full Site Assessment Completed

Perth 10 Existing SEA Site (E2) Update Complete




SITE ASSESSMENTS FOR PRE-MIR SUBMISSIONS

Perth 11 Full Site Assessment Completed

Perth 12 Existing SEA Site (H73) Update Complete

Perth 13 Existing SEA Site (existing employment uses not allocation) Update Complete
Perth 14 Existing SEA Site (lies within commercial centre) Update Complete

Perth 15 Existing SEA Site (MU1) Update Complete

Perth 16 Full Site Assessment Completed

Perth 17 Full Site Assessment Completed

Perth 18 Full Site Assessment Completed

Perth 19 Existing SEA Site (existing employment uses not allocation) Update Complete
Scone 1 Existing SEA Site (H29) Update Complete

Scone 2 Full Site Assessment Completed

St Madoes 1 Full Site Assessment Completed

Stanley 1 Existing SEA Site (H31) Update Complete

Abernyte 1 Full Site Assessment Completed

Airntully 1 Site proposed is too small (0.5ha or less)

Airntully 2 Site proposed is too small (0.5ha or less)

Balboughty 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Ballindean 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Clathy 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Easter Nether Blelock 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Kinfauns 1

Full Site Assessment Completed




SITE ASSESSMENTS FOR PRE-MIR SUBMISSIONS

Newbigging 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Pickstonhill 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Rait 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Rait 2 Site proposed is too small (0.5ha or less)

Redgorton 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Redgorton 2

Full Site Assessment Completed

Westown 1 This was considered as an issue rather than a site.
Westown 2 This was considered as an issue rather than a site.
Aberfeldy 1 SEA site (H36) Update Complete

Aberfeldy 2 Full Site Assessment Completed

Acharn 1 Site proposed is too small (0.5ha or less)
Ballinluig 1 Existing SEA Site (H40) Update Complete
Dunkeld 1 Full Site Assessment Completed

Dunkeld 2 Full Site Assessment Completed

Camserney 1

Site proposed is too small (0.5ha or less)

Donavourd 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Donavourd 2

Full Site Assessment Completed

Croftinloan 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Dull 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Fearnan 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Fearnan 2 Full Site Assessment Completed




SITE ASSESSMENTS FOR PRE-MIR SUBMISSIONS

Fearnan 3 Full Site Assessment Completed
Inver 1 Existing SEA Site (H14) Update Complete
Little Ballinluig 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Logierait 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Murthly 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Murthly 2 Full Site Assessment Completed
Murthly 3 Full Site Assessment Completed
Murthly 4 Full Site Assessment Completed
Pitlochry 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Pitlochry 2 Full Site Assessment Completed
Pitlochry 3 Full Site Assessment Completed
Pitlochry 4 Full Site Assessment Completed
Pitlochry 5 Full Site Assessment Completed
Pitlochry 6 Full Site Assessment Completed
Pitlochry 7 Full Site Assessment Completed
Pitlochry 8 Full Site Assessment Completed
Keltneyburn 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Tombreck 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Edradynate 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Balado 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Balado 2 Full Site Assessment Completed




SITE ASSESSMENTS FOR PRE-MIR SUBMISSIONS

Balado 3

Full Site Assessment Completed

Blairingone 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Crook of Devon 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Crook of Devon 2

Full Site Assessment Completed

Crook of Devon 3

Full Site Assessment Completed

Crook of Devon 4

Full Site Assessment Completed

Crook of Devon MIR Site

Full Site Assessment Completed (site submitted by PKC)

Blairforge 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Maryburgh 1

Site proposed is too small (0.5ha or less)

Keltybridge 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Keltybridge 2

Site proposed is too small (0.5ha or less)

Kinneswood 1

Site proposed is too small (0.5ha or less)

Kinneswood 2

This was considered as an issue rather than a site.

Kinross 1 Full Site Assessment Completed

Kinross 2 Full Site Assessment Completed

Kinross 3 Existing SEA Site (OP15) Update Complete
Kinross 4 Existing SEA Site (H47) Update Complete
Kinross 5 Full Site Assessment Completed

Milnathort 1 (Perth Road)

Full Site Assessment Completed

Milnathort 1 (Bur leigh Road)

Full Site Assessment Completed

Milnathort 2

Full Site Assessment Completed




SITE ASSESSMENTS FOR PRE-MIR SUBMISSIONS

Milnathort 3

Full Site Assessment Completed

Powmill 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Rumbling Bridge 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Scotlandwell 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Scotlandwell 2

Full Site Assessment Completed

Scotlandwell 3

Full Site Assessment Completed

Scotlandwell 4

Full Site Assessment Completed

Cleish 1

This was considered as an issue rather than a site.

Aberuthven 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Auchterarder 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Auchterarder 2

Full Site Assessment Completed

Auchterarder 3 Full Site Assessment Completed
Auchterarder 4 Full Site Assessment Completed
Auchterarder 5 Full Site Assessment Completed
Auchterarder 6 Full Site Assessment Completed
Blackford 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Comrie 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Comrie 2 Full Site Assessment Completed
Comrie 3 Existing SEA Site (H58) Update Complete
Crieff 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Crieff 2 Full Site Assessment Completed




SITE ASSESSMENTS FOR PRE-MIR SUBMISSIONS

Crieff 3 Full Site Assessment Completed
Crieff 4 Full Site Assessment Completed
Crieff 5 Full Site Assessment Completed
Crieff 6 Full Site Assessment Completed
Crieff 7 Full Site Assessment Completed

Fowlis Wester 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Gilmerton 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Gilmerton 2

Full Site Assessment Completed

Gleneagles 1

Site proposed is too small (0.5ha or less)

Gleneagles 2

Full Site Assessment Completed

Muthill 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Muthill 2 Full Site Assessment Completed
Muthill 3 Full Site Assessment Completed
St Davids 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Alyth 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Alyth 2 Full Site Assessment Completed
Alyth 3 Full Site Assessment Completed
Alyth 4 Full Site Assessment Completed
New Alyth 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Ardler 1 Full Site Assessment Completed

Blairgowrie 1

This was considered as an issue rather than a site.




SITE ASSESSMENTS FOR PRE-MIR SUBMISSIONS

Blairgowrie 2

Full Site Assessment Completed

Blairgowrie 3

This was considered as an issue rather than a site, although this site has been included in the
Blairgowrie Eastern Expansion site assessment

Blairgowrie 4

Full Site Assessment Completed

Blairgowrie 5

This was considered as an issue rather than a site.

Blairgowrie 6

Full Site Assessment Completed

Blairgowrie 7

This was considered as an issue rather than a site.

Blairgowrie 8

Full site assessment completed (extension to H64)

Blairgowrie 9

This was considered as an issue rather than a site.

Blairgowrie 10

This was considered as an issue rather than a site.

Blairgowrie 11

This was considered as an issue rather than a site.

Rattray 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Rattray 2 Full Site Assessment Completed
Rattray 3 Full Site Assessment Completed
Rattray 4 Full Site Assessment Completed

Bridge of Cally 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Coupar Angus 1

Full Site Assessment Completed

Kirkmichael 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Meigle 1 Full Site Assessment Completed
Meikeour 1 Full Site Assessment Completed

Campmuir 1

Full Site Assessment Completed




SITE ASSESSMENTS FOR PRE-MIR SUBMISSIONS

Enochdhu 1 Full Site Assessment Completed

Heather Drive Cemetery Full Site Assessment Completed (site submitted by PKC)

Blairgowrie Eastern Expansion | Full Site Assessment Completed (site submitted by PKC)
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ABERARGIE



Site Name: Source of site suggestion: pre- Site History/Previous planning applications,
MIR call for sites consultation. existing local plan policies and proposals:
Aberargiel
Site includes part of the site which has
Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Aberargiel Outside or adjacent to a settlement planning permission (ref: 14/00176/FLL) for the
MIR Site Ref: boundary? Adjacent to settlement erection of a distiller and liqueur production
Aberargie Pre-MIR Site Ref: Aberargiel boundary facility with associated bottling plant, grain and
cask stores.
OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): 12ha Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,

Settlement, if so which settlement
tier? Non-tiered.

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc): agricultural

Proposed Use: Mixed use —
residential, retail, commercial,
community, recreational.

Initial Officer Comments

Site would be a significant expansion
to the settlement of Aberargie, which is
a small rural village. There is no
natural feature to define the east/north
boundaries of the site. Contrary to
TAYplan spatial strategy to focus
growth on tiered settlements.

features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Greenfield site on north edge of settlement.
Adjacent to River Farg and there is a track
running through the centre of the site which
connects to A913. Various trees and
vegetation on the field boundaries and lining
the track.

Insert Location Plan

Insert Photographs if available




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation
Water
Could the option resultin a Water Yes. Proximity to River Farg and GIS - Drainage Impact Assessment 0
negative impact on the water potential impact during construction and Flood Risk Assessment
environment? (see notes) and operation of development. required. Policies EP3 and EP2
would apply.
It would have to be
demonstrated that there would
be no negative impact on the
environment of the River Farg.
Can the option connect to the Water GIS Policy EP3B
public foul sewer?
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, Small part of the site identified as GIS - Policy EP2 would apply. Flood 0
of flooding or could its Climatic being at low and medium risk from Risk Assessment would be
development result in additional | Factors and river flooding. required, including identifying
flood risk elsewhere? Human and implementing measures to
Health mitigate flood risk.
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and No designations identified. GIS - Policy NE3 Biodiversity would 0
affect biodiversity, flora and fauna apply.

fauna interests?

Loss of agricultural land.

Potential impact on existing
trees/vegetation, as well as the
riparian environment associated with

Ensure sensitive design and
layout (including landscaping)
to mitigate against any negative
impacts on biodiversity. Retain




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

the River Farg. existing hedgerows/trees.

Are there any local geodiversity No Geo-diversity sites within the GIS 0 0

sites or wider geodiversity vicinity.

interests that could be affected

by the proposal?

How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and Potential impact on existing GIS - Ensure sensitive design and 0

wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna trees/vegetation, as well as the layout (including landscaping)

the proposal — will it result in riparian environment associated with to mitigate against any negative

habitat fragmentation or the River Farg. impacts on biodiversity,

greater connectivity? including on River Farg
environment. Retain existing
hedgerows/trees and set-back
development from existing
biodiversity assets.

Air Quality

Could the option lead to Local Air Site on agricultural land adjacent to - Air Quality Impact Assessment 0

Air Quality Management settlement boundary. May be required where potentially

thresholds being breached negative air quality impacts arising polluting uses are proposed.

within the Perth and Crieff Air from non-residential uses. .

. Sustainable transport and
Quality Management Areas or . .
. . construction methods required

lead to the designation of a new to help mitigate any impact.

Air Quality Management Area

(AQMA)? (see notes)

What will be the impact on The settlement is served by GIS 0 Developer contribution +

local/community facilities and Abernethy Primary School which is required to contribute towards

infrastructure (see notes) currently running at 53% capacity. school extension.




Site assessment question (click = Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and Limited amenity space within the GIS 0 Enhancement of local open +
affect the quality and quantity human health | settlement. space and core paths could
of open space and connectivity or material provide a positive impact.
and accessibility to open space assets . .
. oIt P P Application of Policy CF1B
or result in a loss of open space? . .
ensures appropriate provision
of informal and formal open
space alongside any
development proposals.
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population Proposal would create employment CFS form + +
employment opportunities.
land/opportunities?
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield site. Field crops, mineral GIS - Re-use soils in local area. -
brownfield land? Assets and soil no peat present.
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material Class 2 prime agricultural land. GIS - Re-use soils in local area. -
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and
(see notes) Soils
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes. Indicated on CFS form that the Check CFS 0 0
the LDP timeframe? assets site would be delivered within 5 form
years of the adoption of the LDP (up
to 2023) and there are no technical
constraints forecasted.
. . . . . Design layout to ensure solar
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic Site on generally flat land. Check CFS 0 . 'gn layou . . +
. gain and shelterbelt planting to
best use of solar gain? Is the factors form .
. I west and south of the site to
site protected from prevailing




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

winds?

limit effects of prevailing SW
winds. Include sustainable
design and construction
techniques and incorporate
energy efficiency measures and
make them resilient to the
projected climatic changes in
precipitation and temperature

Vehicular Access constraints or Material The existing track from the A913 GIS - Application of Policy TA1B. 0
opportunities - assets and serving Netherton Farm will be used.
PP climatic & Transport Statement would be
Road network capable of factors? required to assess potential
accommodating traffic ) impact on road network.
?
generated: Access road would need to be
delivered to the satisfaction of
the Council as Roads Authority.
Is the site close to a range of Climatic Site within 400m of bus stops, with GIS - Proposal for mixed use 0
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and good links to Perth and Newburgh. development would provide
b blic t t? h health - L i ices to Ab ie.
y public transpor uman hea There are very limited services in various services to Aberargie
Aberargie therefore residents are
required to travel to
Perth/Abernethy.
Is the site within a Health and Material No constraints identified. GIS/0S Map 0 0
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and
other site servicing constraints, Population
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human
underground gas pipelines etc. Health




Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information

available —

GIS/site visit?

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Does the proposal support a Material Contrary to TAYplan strategy to focus
designated National Planning Assets new development in tiered
Framework national priority or a settlements.
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material No buildings within the site. GIS/0S map 0
existing buildings? Assets
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape Site not within any designated GIS 0
designated sites be affected — landscape sites.
including NSAs, Regional Scenic
Areas, and local landscape
designations?
Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests
Does the proposal ensure that Landscape Proposal is significant size for GIS Sensitive design and layout of -
development does not exceed location adjacent to edge of small development to minimise
the capacity of the landscape to rural settlement. Broadly flat site landscape impact, including
accommodate it? (see notes) therefore landscape setting to north taking cognisance of existing
and east of Aberargie would likely be topography which would
compromised. Prominent views reduce visual impact on
particularly from east entering the surrounding area. However,
village from Abernethy. Aberargie difficult to envisage how the
defined by numerous ribbons of rural landscape setting of
single/double rows of houses. Aberargie would be retained by
the development.
Will the proposal have an Popl and Site not within greenbelt GIS 0
adverse impact on the integrity | human health | designation.
or material




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment Information Scoring —
available — pre

GIS/site visit?  mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

cultural heritage asset or their
setting?

heritage, incl
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage (and
links with
landscape)

within the site, however various local
archaeological sites close to the site
boundaries.

environment will be avoided
wherever possible through
appropriate scheme location
and design.

of the greenbelt? assets
Material assets
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material No. GIS N/A N/A
waste management site and Assets and
could therefore compromise the | Human
waste handling operation? Health
For potential waste Material No current recycling facilities in - Incorporate recycling facilities 0
management activity sites Assets Aberargie. as part of the development in
(includes allocation for line with Zero Waste Plan.
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?
Cultural Heritage
Will the option affect an . . s
P y Cultural No cultural heritages contained - Impacts on the historic 0




Site assessment question (click = Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —

on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation

To what extent will the proposal e .
. . prop Cultural No opportunities identified. 0 0
result in the opportunity to . .
. heritage, incl
enhance or improve access to .
. . . architectural
the historic environment? (see and
notes) .
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape
Constraints
Is the site impacted . . . .
. P . Could relate Proposed mixed use developmentin | OS map 0 Further studies required to 0
by/compatible with . I . . .
. . to all SEA principle would be compatible in identify and assess impact of
neighbouring uses? . . . .
topics land use terms however the impact non-residential land uses
depending on | from any non-residential uses would proposed.
neighboring require to be assessed.
uses
Are there any known constraints . s e g
Y . Material No constraints identified in form. CFS form 0 0
to development e.g. ownership,
- Assets
marketability etc.

Scoring — two columns have been added in the event that is it useful for planning authorities to quickly identify environmental effects from a proposal on a site.
Where adverse effects have been identified, it may then also be useful to consider any obvious mitigation measures that might reduce these adverse effects. The
second scoring column then allows at a quick glance to see what residual effects might remain following mitigation. There are many scoring techniques currently in
use and an example of one option could be:

— + 0 = —
Significantly positive positive neutral adverse Significantly adverse



http://www.historic-scotland.gov.uk/index/heritage/valuingourheritage.htm
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Site Name: Source of site suggestion: pre- Site History/Previous planning applications,
MIR call for sites consultation. existing local plan policies and proposals:
Aberargie2
Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Aberargie2 Outside or adjacent to a settlement
MIR Site Ref: boundary? Adjacent to settlement
Aberargie Pre-MIR Site Ref: Aberargie2 boundary
OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): 1lha Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,

Settlement, if so which settlement
tier? Non-tiered.

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc): agricultural

Proposed Use: residential

Initial Officer Comments

Development of greenfield site outwith
settlement boundary in a settlement
which has very limited services. Site
falls within the Ochil Hills Special
Landscape Area. Access track may
need upgrading to serve the site for
residential purposes. Majority of the
site at medium risk of river flooding.
Contrary to TAYplan spatial strategy to
focus growth on tiered settlements.

features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Largely flat site located to the south of Aytoun
Farm and to the east of the River Farg. Access
would be taken from an existing track which
joins the A913. Mature trees located to the
west of the site. Majority of the site at medium
risk of river flooding.

Insert Location Plan

Insert Photographs if available




Site assessment question (click = Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available - pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation
Water
Could the option result in a Water Yes. Proximity to River Farg and GIS - Drainage Impact Assessment
negative impact on the water potential impact during construction and Flood Risk Assessment
environment? (see notes) and operation of development. required. Policies EP3 and EP2
would apply.
It would have to be
demonstrated that there would
be no negative impact on the
environment of the River Farg.
Can the option connect to the Water GIS Policy EP3B would apply.
public foul sewer?
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, More than half of the site identified GIS Policy EP2 would apply.
of flooding or could its Climatic as being at medium risk from river .
. - . . Flood Risk Assessment would
development result in additional | Factors and flooding. There is also a small part of . . .
. o e . be required, including
flood risk elsewhere? Human the site identified as being at . e . .
. . identifying and implementing
Health medium risk of surface water measures to mitieate flood risk
flooding. (source: SEPA flood risk & '
maps 2015).
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and No designations identified. GIS - Policy NE3 Biodiversity would

affect biodiversity, flora and




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

fauna interests? fauna Loss of agricultural land. apply.
Potential impact on existing Ensure sensitive design and
trees/vegetation, as well as the layout (including landscaping)
riparian environment associated with to mitigate against any negative
the River Farg. impacts on biodiversity. Retain
existing trees and other
vegetation of biodiversity value.
Are there any local geodiversity No Geo-diversity sites within the GIS 0 0
sites or wider geodiversity vicinity.
interests that could be affected
by the proposal?
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and Potential impact on existing GIS - Ensure sensitive design and 0
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna trees/vegetation, as well as the layout (including landscaping)
the proposal — will it result in riparian environment associated with to mitigate against any negative
habitat fragmentation or the River Farg. impacts on biodiversity,
greater connectivity? including on River Farg
environment. Retain existing
hedgerows/trees and set-back
development from existing
biodiversity assets.
Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air Site on agricultural land adjacent to - Sustainable transport and 0

Air Quality Management
thresholds being breached
within the Perth and Crieff Air
Quality Management Areas or
lead to the designation of a new
Air Quality Management Area

settlement boundary. No
significantly negative air quality
impacts identified.

construction methods required
to help mitigate any impact.




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information Scoring —
available — pre
GIS/site visit?  mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

(AQMA)? (see notes)
What will be the impact on The settlement is served by GIS 0 Developer contribution +
local/community facilities and Abernethy Primary School which is required to contribute towards
infrastructure (see notes) currently running at 53% capacity. school extension.
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and Limited amenity space within the GIS 0 Enhancement of local open +
affect the quality and quantity human health | settlement. space and core paths could
of open space and connectivity or material provide a positive impact.
and accessibility to open space assets N .
. y P P Application of Policy CF1B
or result in a loss of open space? . ..
ensures appropriate provision
of informal and formal open
space alongside any
development proposals.
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population No loss of employment land. CFS form 0 0
employment
land/opportunities?
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield site. Improved pasture, GIS - Re-use soils in local area. -
brownfield land? Assets and mineral soil no peat present.
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material Class 2 prime agricultural land. GIS - Re-use soils in local area. -
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and
(see notes) Soils
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes. Indicated on CFS form that the Check CFS 0 0




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

the LDP timeframe? assets site would be delivered within 5 form
years of the adoption of the LDP (up
to 2023) and there are no technical
constraints forecasted.
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic Site on generally flat land, with a Check CFS 0 De_5|gn layout to er?sure solar_ +
best use of solar gain? Is the factors considerable part of the site facing form gain. Include s.ustalnablle design
. s and construction techniques
site protected from prevailing SW. Trees screen the western edge .
winds? of the site. anq !ncorporate energy
efficiency measures and make
them resilient to the projected
climatic changes in
precipitation and temperature.
Vehicular Access constraints or Material The existing track from the A913 GIS - Application of Policy TA1B. 0
opportunities - ilsisn?;;ind serving Aytoun Farm will be used. Transport Statement would be
Road network capable of factors? required to assess potential
accommodating traffic ) impact on road network.
generated? Access road would need to be
delivered to the satisfaction of
the Council as Roads Authority.
Is the site close to a range of Climatic Site within 400m of bus stops, with GIS - -
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and good links to Perth and Newburgh.
by public transport? human health There are very limited services in
Aberargie therefore residents are
required to travel to
Perth/Abernethy.
Is the site within a Health and Material No constraints identified. GIS/0S Map 0 0
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and
other site servicing constraints, Population
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human
underground gas pipelines etc. Health




Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information

available —

GIS/site visit?

Scoring —

pre

mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Does the proposal support a Material Contrary to TAYplan strategy to focus
designated National Planning Assets new development in tiered
Framework national priority or a settlements.
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material No buildings within the site. GIS/0S map 0 0
existing buildings? Assets
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape Site contained within Ochil Hills GIS - Policy ER6 would apply. 0
designated sites be affected — Special Landscape Area designation. e .
. . . . . Sensitive site layout and design.
including NSAs, Regional Scenic The eastern edge of the site also falls .
. Use of trees and landscaping to
Areas, and local landscape within a woodland group under the . .
. . . . reduce visual impact of
designations? SNWI designation. .
proposed housing.
Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests
Does the proposal ensure that Landscape Proposal is located outwith the GIS - Sensitive design and layout of 0
development does not exceed settlement boundary, with defined development to minimise
the capacity of the landscape to boundaries on all sides. landscape impact.
accommodate it? (see notes)
Will the proposal have an Popl and Site not within greenbelt GIS 0 0
adverse impact on the integrity | human health | designation.
of the greenbelt? or material
assets
Material assets
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material No. GIS N/A N/A
waste management site and Assets and




Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

could therefore compromise the
waste handling operation?

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Human
Health

Comment

Information

GIS/site visit?

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

For potential waste
management activity sites
(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?

Material
Assets

Site is not for waste management
activities.

Cultural Heritage

Will the option affect any
cultural heritage asset or their
setting?

Cultural
heritage, incl
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage (and
links with
landscape)

The boundary of the Farg Mill
archaeological site is located within
the northern section of the site.

Impacts on the historic
environment will be avoided
wherever possible through
appropriate scheme location
and design.

To what extent will the proposal
result in the opportunity to
enhance or improve access to
the historic environment? (see
notes)

Cultural
heritage, incl
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape

No opportunities identified.

Constraints
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Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Is the site impacted

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

marketability etc.

. . Could relate Residential use considered OS map - Further studies required to 0
by/compatible with S . . .
. . to all SEA acceptable in principle, however, the identify and assess impact of
neighbouring uses? . o ) . .
topics proximity to a working farm may working farm on the amenity of
depending on | need to assessed in greater detail. the residential site.
neighboring
uses
Are there any known constral.nts Material No constraints identified in form. CFS form 0 0
to development e.g. ownership, Assets

Scoring — two columns have been added in the event that is it useful for planning authorities to quickly identify environmental effects from a proposal on a site.
Where adverse effects have been identified, it may then also be useful to consider any obvious mitigation measures that might reduce these adverse effects. The
second scoring column then allows at a quick glance to see what residual effects might remain following mitigation. There are many scoring techniques currently in
use and an example of one option could be:

0

+
Significantly positive positive

neutral

adverse

Significantly adverse




Site Name: Source of site suggestion: pre- Site History/Previous planning applications,
MIR call for sites consultation. existing local plan policies and proposals:
Aberargie3
Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Aberargie3 Outside or adjacent to a settlement
MIR Site Ref: boundary? Adjacent to settlement
Aberargie Pre-MIR Site Ref: Aberargie3 boundary
OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): 2.3ha Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,

Settlement, if so which settlement
tier? Non-tiered.

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc): agricultural

Proposed Use: residential

Initial Officer Comments

Site to south of settlement boundary,
very open when viewed from A913 to
the north. Screened from the south by
the topography and tree screening.
Site would likely change the open

setting and character of the settlement.

Contrary to TAYplan spatial strategy to
focus growth on tiered settlements.

features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Site is on generally flat land to south of
settlement boundary. Currently agricultural
land which is bound on three sides with access
proposed to be established via A913.
Generally residential in nature with surrounding
agricultural land.

Insert Location Plan

Insert Photographs if available




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation
Water

Could the option resultin a Water No negative impacts identified GIS 0 Policy EP3 would apply. 0
negative impact on the water however sustainable drainage
environment? (see notes) system would require to be

implemented.

At the time of publication the

updated River Basin Management

Plans are not available so this

assessment will be provided at a

later date.
Can the option connect to the Water GIS Policy EP3B would apply.
public foul sewer?
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, No flood risk identified however GIS 0 Policy EP2 would apply. 0
of flooding or could its Climatic sustainable drainage system would
development result in additional | Factors and require to be implemented.
flood risk elsewhere? Human

Health
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and No designations identified. GIS - Policy NE3 Biodiversity would 0
affect biodiversity, flora and fauna apply.

fauna interests?

Loss of agricultural land.

Potential impact on existing
trees/vegetation.

Ensure sensitive design and
layout (including landscaping)
to mitigate against any negative




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

impacts on biodiversity. Retain
existing trees and other
vegetation of biodiversity value,
and include new planting along
the north side of the site.

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Are there any local geodiversity No Geo-diversity sites within the GIS 0 0
sites or wider geodiversity vicinity.
interests that could be affected
by the proposal?
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and Potential impact on existing GIS - Ensure sensitive design and 0
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna trees/vegetation. layout (including landscaping)
the proposal — will it result in to mitigate against any negative
habitat fragmentation or impacts on biodiversity. Retain
greater connectivity? existing trees and other
vegetation of biodiversity value
(particularly hedgerow to east
of site), and include new
planting along the north side of
the site.
Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air Site on agricultural land adjacent to - Sustainable transport and 0

Air Quality Management
thresholds being breached
within the Perth and Crieff Air
Quality Management Areas or
lead to the designation of a new
Air Quality Management Area
(AQMA)? (see notes)

settlement boundary. No
significantly negative air quality
impacts identified.

construction methods required
to help mitigate any impact.




Site assessment question (click = Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —

on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation

What will be the impact on The settlement is served by GIS 0 Developer contribution +
local/community facilities and Abernethy Primary School which is required to contribute towards
infrastructure (see notes) currently running at 53% capacity. school extension.

To what extent will the proposal | Popl and Limited amenity space within the GIS 0 Enhancement of local open +
affect the quality and quantity human health | settlement. space and core paths could

of open space and connectivity or material provide a positive impact.

and accessibility to open space assets

Applicati f Policy CF1B
or result in a loss of open space? pplication of Foficy

ensures appropriate provision
of informal and formal open
space alongside any
development proposals.

Will the proposal create/reduce | Population No loss of employment land. CFS form 0 0
employment
land/opportunities?

Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield site. Improved pasture, GIS - Re-use soils in local area. -
brownfield land? Assets and mineral soil no peat present.
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material Class 2 prime agricultural land. GIS - Re-use soils in local area. -
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and
(see notes) Soils

Deliverability/sustainability constraints

Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes. Indicated on CFS form that the Check CFS 0 0
the LDP timeframe? assets site would be delivered within 5 form
years of the adoption of the LDP (up




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

to 2023) and there are no technical
constraints forecasted.
. . . . . Design layout to ensure solar
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic Site on generally flat land. Check CFS 0 . & y +
. gain and include shelter belt
best use of solar gain? Is the factors form .
. s planting to west and south
site protected from prevailing .
. boundaries to reduce effects of
winds? I .
prevailing SW winds. Include
sustainable design and
construction techniques and
incorporate energy efficiency
measures and make them
resilient to the projected
climatic changes in
precipitation and temperature.
Vehicular Access constraints or Material Access from A913 would be GIS - Application of Policy TA1B. 0
opportunities - assets and established with no issues of road
PP . . . . . Transport Statement would be
climatic visibility envisaged. Potential impact . .
Road network capable of required to assess potential
. ) factors? on road network. .
accommodating traffic impact on road network.
enerated?
& Access road would need to be
delivered to the satisfaction of
the Council as Roads Authority.
Is the site close to a range of Climatic Site within 400m of bus stops, with GIS - -
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and good links to Perth and Newburgh.
by public transport? human health _— L
yp P There are very limited services in
Aberargie therefore residents are
required to travel to
Perth/Abernethy.
Is the site within a Health and Material No constraints identified. GIS/0S Map 0 0
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and
other site servicing constraints, Population




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

e.g. electricity pylons,

Related SEA

topic if
applicable

and Human

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —

pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —

post
mitigation

underground gas pipelines etc. Health

Does the proposal support a Material Contrary to TAYplan strategy to focus

designated National Planning Assets new development in tiered

Framework national priority or a settlements.

site identified in the Strategic

Development Plan?

Will the site make use of Material No buildings within the site. GIS/OS map 0 0

existing buildings? Assets

Landscape Designated sites

To what extent will any Landscape Site contained within Ochil Hills GIS - Policy ER6 would apply. 0

designated sites be affected — Special Landscape Area designation. e .

. . . . . Sensitive site layout and design.

including NSAs, Regional Scenic Small section of the southern edge of .

. s Use of trees and landscaping to
Areas, and local landscape the site also falls within a woodland . .
designations? group under the SNWI designation reduce visual impact of
) ' proposed housing. Landscape
appraisal would be required to
demonstrate that the landscape
impact would be minimal.
Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests
Does the proposal ensure that Landscape Proposal is located outwith the GIS - Sensitive design and layout of -

development does not exceed
the capacity of the landscape to
accommodate it? (see notes)

settlement boundary, within an open
landscape setting with little
screening to the north, east or west.
Majority of settlement located to the
north of A913 with southwards views
and vistas on to the Ochil Hills area
so may be negative impact on open
setting of the village.

development to minimise
landscape impact. Landscape
appraisal required to assess the
impact on the setting of the
settlement’s southern edge.




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Will the proposal have an Popl and Site not within greenbelt GIS 0 0
adverse impact on the integrity | human health | designation.
of the greenbelt? or material
assets
Material assets
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material No. GIS N/A N/A
waste management site and Assets and
could therefore compromise the | Human
waste handling operation? Health
For potential waste Material Site is not for waste management 0 0
management activity sites Assets activities.
(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?
Cultural Heritage

Will the option affect an . .

I P y Cultural Site contains two local - An assessment would be 0

cultural heritage asset or their
setting?

heritage, incl
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage (and
links with
landscape)

archaeological points of interest —
Aberargie Village and Aberargie
Findspot.

required identifying what
impact, if any, the development
would have on the qualifying
features of the archaeological
assets. Mitigation measures
may be required.




Site assessment question (click = Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —

on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation
To what extent will the proposal s .
. . prop Cultural No opportunities identified. 0 0
result in the opportunity to . .
. heritage, incl
enhance or improve access to .
. . . architectural
the historic environment? (see and
notes) .
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape
Constraints
Is the site impacted . . . . .
. P . Could relate Residential use is compatible with 0OS map 0 0
by/compatible with .
. . to all SEA the surrounding land uses.
neighbouring uses? .
topics
depending on
neighboring
uses
Are th k traint . . . P
e there any known cons ral.n > | Material No constraints identified in form. CFS form 0 0
to development e.g. ownership,
- Assets
marketability etc.

Scoring — two columns have been added in the event that is it useful for planning authorities to quickly identify environmental effects from a proposal on a site.
Where adverse effects have been identified, it may then also be useful to consider any obvious mitigation measures that might reduce these adverse effects. The
second scoring column then allows at a quick glance to see what residual effects might remain following mitigation. There are many scoring techniques currently in
use and an example of one option could be:

— + 0 = —
Significantly positive positive neutral adverse Significantly adverse
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ABERNETHY



Site Name:

Source of site suggestion: pre-
MIR consultation site. Lochead

Site History/Previous planning applications,
existing local plan policies and proposals:

Abernethyl Consultancy on behalf of Muir
Homes. Previous submission for LDP but removed by
Reporter as part of Examination.
Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Abernethyl Outside or adjacent to a settlement
MIR Site Ref: boundary? Adjacent to settlement
Abernethy Pre-MIR Site Ref: Abernethyl boundary
OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,

2.8ha

Settlement, if so which settlement
tier? Non-tiered

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc): agriculture

Proposed Use: Residential

Initial Officer Comments:

Site on agricultural land adjacent to
settlement boundary with access to
north. Landscape impact likely to
change eastern setting of settlement
but could be sensitively designed.
Contrary to TAYplan spatial strategy to
focus growth on tiered settlements.

features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Land slopes from south-east. North-facing site.
Access from Newburgh Road to north of site.
Adjacent to other pre-MIR site (Abernethy?2) to
east which is currently agricultural land. Access
road and residential to west of site. Pond to the
north-west of the site. Residential buildings
(Rosebank) enclosed on 3 sides by the site.
South east corner of site approximately 85m
from the nearest mobile phone mast. Core
paths ABNY/111/1 and ABNY/120/2 are
situated to the western and northern
boundaries of the site.

Insert Location Plan




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —

on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post

for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation
Water

Could the option result in a Water No negative impacts identified GIS 0 Policy EP3 would apply. 0

negative impact on the water however sustainable drainage




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

environment? (see notes)

system would require to be
implemented.

At the time of publication the
updated River Basin Management
Plans are not available so this
assessment will be provided at a
later date.

the proposal — will it result in
habitat fragmentation or

Can the option connect to the Water GIS
public foul sewer?
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, No flood risk identified however GIS 0 Policy EP2 would apply. 0
of flooding or could its Climatic sustainable drainage system would
development result in additional | Factors and require to be implemented.
flood risk elsewhere? Human
Health
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and Loss of agricultural land. Non-native GIS - Ensure design incorporates 0
affect biodiversity, flora and fauna trees to the north-east of site. landscaping (including planting
fauna interests? of native species) and any
mature trees/vegetation on
boundaries are retained.
Are there any local geodiversity No geo-diversity interests identified. | GIS 0 0
sites or wider geodiversity
interests that could be affected
by the proposal?
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and No loss of habitat connectivity or GIS 0 Ensure design and layout 0
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna wildlife corridor. incorporates landscaping

(including planting of native
species) and any mature




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

greater connectivity? trees/vegetation on boundaries
are retained.
Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air Site on agricultural land adjacent to GIS, Aerial 0 Sustainable transport and 0
Air Quality Management Newburgh Road. No significant construction methods required
thresholds being breached negative air quality impact identified. to help mitigate any impact.
within the Perth and Crieff Air
Quality Management Areas or
lead to the designation of a new
Air Quality Management Area
(AQMA)?
Service Infrastructure
What will be the impact on The settlement is served by GIS 0 Developer contribution +
local/community facilities and Abernethy Primary School which is required to contribute towards
infrastructure (see notes) currently running at 53% capacity. school extension.
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and Amenity space within the GIS 0 Enhancement of local open +
affect the quality and quantity human health | settlement. Core path to the north space and core paths could
of open space and connectivity or material and west of the site. provide a positive impact.
and accessibility to open space assets Application of Policy CF1B
or result in a loss of open space? ensures appropriate provision
of informal and formal open
space alongside any
development proposals.
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population Close proximity to allocated/existing | CFS, GIS 0 0
employment employment sites. No loss of




Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
appropriate? post

mitigation

Site assessment question (click

Information Scoring —
available — pre
GIS/site visit? = mitigation

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

land/opportunities?

employment land.

Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield site. Field crops, mineral GIS Re-use of soil in local area -
brownfield land? Assets and soil no peat present.
Soils

Are there any contaminated Material Site partially contains Class 2 prime GIS Reuse of soil in local area -

land/soils issues on the site? Assets and agricultural land.

(see notes) Soils

Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes. Indicated on CFS form that the CFS form 0
the LDP timeframe? assets site would be delivered within 5
years of the adoption of the LDP (up
to 2023).

Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic Predominantly north-facing site but GIS, CFS form De.5|gn layout to ensur_e solar +

best use of solar gain? Is the factors could take advantage of aspect and gain. Shelterbelt plantm_g to

site protected from prevailing topography for solar gain. west and south of the site to

. limit effects of prevailing SW

winds? . .
winds. Include sustainable
design and construction
techniques and incorporate
energy efficiency measures and
make them resilient to the
projected climatic changes in
precipitation and temperature.

Vehicular Access constraints or Material Access from Newburgh Road (A913) GIS Application of Policy TA1B, 0

opportunities - assets and to north of site. including submission of

climatic Transport Statement to assess

Road network capable of




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

accommodating traffic factors? impact on road network.
ted?
generate Access road would need to be
delivered to the satisfaction of
the Council as Roads Authority.

Is the site close to a range of Climatic Bus stops for local bus routes GIS - -
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and immediately to north of site, with
by public transport? human health | good links to Perth and Newburgh.

However, there are limited services

in Abernethy therefore there is a

requirement to travel elsewhere for

various other services.
Is the site within a Health and Material No constraints identified. GIS/0S Map 0 0
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and
other site servicing constraints, Population
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human
underground gas pipelines etc. Health
Does the proposal support a Material Contrary to TAYplan strategy to focus
designated National Planning Assets new development in tiered
Framework national priority or a settlements.
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material No existing buildings on site. GIS/0S Map 0 0
existing buildings? Assets

Landscape Designated sites

To what extent will any Landscape Site is contained within Ochil Hills GIS - Policy ER6 would apply. 0

designated sites be affected —
including NSAs, Regional Scenic
Areas, and local landscape

Special Landscape Area (SLA).

Sensitive site layout and design.
This site is considered a




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

designations?

potential gateway entrance at
the eastern edge of the
settlement, although this would
require sensitive layout to
ensure that the site fits within
the landscape setting and sits
harmoniously with the existing
settlement.

Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests

Does the proposal ensure that Landscape Adjacent to the settlement boundary | GIS - Ensure sensitive design and 0
development does not exceed and on north-facing sloping land. layout of development
the capacity of the landscape to Council previously considered the including measures to improve
accommodate it? (see notes) site as a logical extension to the gateway entrance at the

settlement. The site would round off northern edge of the site.

the settlement edge as well as

contribute to improving the gateway

entrance to the settlement from the

east. There are features to define the

extent of the development.
Will the proposal have an Popl and Site not within green belt GIS N/A N/A
adverse impact on the integrity human health | designation.
of the greenbelt? or material

assets
Material assets

Is the option in the vicinity of a Material No. GIS N/A N/A
waste management site and Assets and
could therefore compromise the | Human
waste handling operation? Health




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
For potential waste Material Site is not for waste management N/A N/A
management activity sites Assets activities.
(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?
Cultural Heritage
Will'the opt.lon affect any . Cultural Adjacent to the site boundary for GIS - Archaeological survey may be 0
cultural heritage asset or their . . . . .
setting? herlt.age, incl Back Dykes archaeological asset. -requwed- to determine what
architectural impact, if any, on the Back
and Dykes asset and if there is
archaeological potential for further
heritage (and archaeological heritage within
links with the site.
landscape)
To Wh?t extent will thg proposal Cultural No opportunities identified. GIS 0 0
result in the opportunity to . .
enhance or improve access to herlt.age, incl
. . . architectural
the historic environment? (see
notes) and .
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape
Constraints
Ey;:i;i:;f:j:;ﬁ Could relate Proposed residential use considered | GIS/OS Map 0 0
to all SEA to be broadly compatible with

neighbouring uses?

topics

surrounding land uses.
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Site assessment question (click  Related SEA

on links embedded in the text topic if

for further guidance) applicable

Comment

Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
appropriate? post
mitigation

Information Scoring —
available — pre
GIS/site visit? = mitigation

depending on
neighboring
uses

Are there any known constraints . L e

y . Material No constraints identified in CFS form 0 0
to development e.g. ownership, .
. Assets submission.
marketability etc.

Scoring — two columns have been added in the event that is it useful for planning authorities to quickly identify environmental effects from a proposal on a site.
Where adverse effects have been identified, it may then also be useful to consider any obvious mitigation measures that might reduce these adverse effects. The
second scoring column then allows at a quick glance to see what residual effects might remain following mitigation. There are many scoring techniques currently in

use and an example of one option could be:

0

+
Significantly positive positive

neutral

adverse Significantly adverse




Site Name:

Source of site suggestion: pre-
MIR consultation site.

Site History/Previous planning applications,
existing local plan policies and proposals:

Abernethy?2
Application for erection of new dwellinghouse
Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Abernethy2 Outside or adjacent to a settlement | (ref: 06/00487/FUL)
MIR Site Ref: boundary? Partially contained within,
Abernethy Pre-MIR Site Ref: Abernethy2 and adjacent to, settlement boundary
OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,

0.7ha

Settlement, if so which settlement
tier? Non-tiered

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc):
agriculture/residential development

Proposed Use: Residential

Initial Officer Comments:

Site on agricultural land adjacent to,
and partially within, settlement
boundary with access to north.
Contrary to TAYplan spatial strategy to
focus growth on tiered settlements.

features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Land slopes from south-east. North-facing site.
Access from Newburgh Road to north of site.
Adjacent to other pre-MIR site (Abernethyl) to
west which is currently agricultural land.
Newburgh Road to north of site. Residential
buildings (Thornbank & Glendale) within and
adjacent to the north of the site.

Insert Location Plan




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available - pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation

Water




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Could the option result in a Water No negative impacts identified GIS 0 Policy EP3 would apply. 0
negative impact on the water however sustainable drainage
environment? (see notes) system would require to be

implemented.

At the time of publication the

updated River Basin Management

Plans are not available so this

assessment will be provided at a

later date.
Can the option connect to the Water GIS Policy EP3B would apply.
public foul sewer?
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, No flood risk identified however GIS 0 Policy EP3 would apply. 0
of flooding or could its Climatic sustainable drainage system would
development result in additional | Factors and require to be implemented.
flood risk elsewhere? Human

Health
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and Agricultural land with some mature GIS - Ensure design incorporates 0
affect biodiversity, flora and fauna vegetation interspersed on the landscaping (including native
fauna interests? fringes of the site, particularly along species) and any mature

eastern side. vegetation/trees on boundaries

that add to the biodiversity
value of the area are retained.

Are there any local geodiversity No geo-diversity interests identified GIS 0 0
sites or wider geodiversity that could be impacted.
interests that could be affected
by the proposal?




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and No loss of habitat connectivity or GIS 0 Ensure design and layout 0
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna wildlife corridor. incorporates landscaping
the proposal — will it result in (including planting of native
habitat fragmentation or species) and any mature
greater connectivity? trees/vegetation on boundaries
are retained.
Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air Site on agricultural land adjacent to GIS, Aerial 0 Sustainable transport and 0
Air Quality Management Newburgh Road. No significant construction methods required
thresholds being breached negative air quality impact identified to help mitigate any impact.
within the Perth and Crieff Air
Quality Management Areas or
lead to the designation of a new
Air Quality Management Area
(AQMA)?
Service Infrastructure
What will be the impact on The settlement is served by GIS 0 Developer contribution +
local/community facilities and Abernethy Primary School which is required to contribute towards
infrastructure (see notes) currently running at 53% capacity. school extension.
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and Amenity space within the GIS 0 Enhancement of local open +
affect the quality and quantity human health | settlement. Core path to the north of space and core paths could
of open space and connectivity or material the site will be retained. provide a positive impact.
and accessibility to open space assets Application of Policy CF1B
or result in a loss of open space? ensures appropriate provision
of informal and formal open
space alongside any
development proposals.




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population Close proximity to allocated CFS, GIS 0
employment employment and mixed use sites. No
land/opportunities? loss of employment land.
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield site as well as residential GIS Re-use of soil in local area -
brownfield land? Assets and dwelling to north of site. Field crops,
Soils mineral soil no peat present.
Are there any contaminated Material Site partially contains Class 2 prime GIS 0
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and agricultural land however this area of
(see notes) Soils land has recently been developed for
a single residential dwelling.
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes. Indicated on CFS form that the CFS form 0
the LDP timeframe? assets site would be delivered within 5
years of the adoption of the LDP (up
to 2023).
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic Predominantly north-facing site but GIS, CFS form nggn layout to ensure sc'>Iar +
. gain and shelterbelt planting to
best use of solar gain? Is the factors could take advantage of aspect and .
. I . west and south of the site
site protected from prevailing topography for solar gain. - -
winds? would limit effects of prevailing
SW winds. Include sustainable
design and construction
techniques and incorporate
energy efficiency measures and
make them resilient to the
projected climatic changes in
precipitation and temperature.




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Vehicular Access constraints or Material Existing access from Newburgh Road | GIS - Application of Policy TA1B. 0
gl Kokt O
Road network capable of factors? dwellin y g delivered to the satisfaction of
accommodating traffic ’ & the Council as Roads Authority.
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic Bus stops for local bus routes GIS - -
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and immediately to north of site, with
by public transport? human health | good links to Perth and Newburgh.

However, there are limited services

in Abernethy therefore there is a

requirement to travel elsewhere for

various other services.
Is the site within a Health and Material No constraints identified. GIS/0S Map 0 0
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and
other site servicing constraints, Population
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human
underground gas pipelines etc. Health
Does the proposal support a Material Contrary to TAYplan strategy to focus
designated National Planning Assets new development in tiered
Framework national priority or a settlements.
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material An existing residential dwelling GIS/0S Map 0 0

located to the north of the site. The




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

existing buildings? Assets applicant has not defined is this is to

be retained. The building is of no

significant architectural merit.

Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape Site is contained within Ochil Hills GIS - Sensitive site layout and design, | 0
designated sites be affected — Special Landscape Area (SLA). and the site would likely be
including NSAs, Regional Scenic screened by the existing
Areas, and local landscape topography and
designations? buildings/vegetation fronting
on to Newburgh Road.
Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests

Does the proposal ensure that Landscape Adjacent to, and partially within, the | GIS - Ensure sensitive layout of 0
development does not exceed settlement boundary and on north- development including
the capacity of the landscape to facing sloping land. It would create a measures to improve gateway
accommodate it? (see notes) linear strip of development entrance at the northern edge

southeast of the existing settlement of the site fronting on to

boundary, which would not round off Newburgh Road. Landscape

any existing settlement edge. Views appraisal would assist in

of the site are partially obscured identifying impact from

from the north as a result of potential development.

topography and existing

vegetation/buildings.
Will the proposal have an Popl and Site not within greenbelt GIS N/A N/A
adverse impact on the integrity human health | designation.
of the greenbelt? or material

assets

Material assets




result in the opportunity to
enhance or improve access to
the historic environment? (see
notes)

heritage, incl
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape

Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material No. GIS N/A N/A
waste management site and Assets and
could therefore compromise the | Human
waste handling operation? Health
For potential waste Material Site is not for waste management N/A N/A
management activity sites Assets activities.
(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?
Cultural Heritage
Willthe option affectany | ¢,y No cultural heritage identified within | GIS 0 0
cultural heritage asset or their . . .
setting? herlt.age, incl the site.
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage (and
links with
landscape)
To what extent will the proposal Cultural No opportunities identified. GIS 0 0
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Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Constraints

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Is the site |mpact?d Could relate Proposed residential use considered | GIS/OS Map 0 0
by/compatible with . .
. . to all SEA to be broadly compatible with
neighbouring uses? . .
topics surrounding land uses.
depending on
neighboring
uses
Are there any known constral'nts Material No constraints identified in Check CFS 0 0
to development e.g. ownership, .
1 Assets submission. form
marketability etc.

Scoring — two columns have been added in the event that is it useful for planning authorities to quickly identify environmental effects from a proposal on a site.
Where adverse effects have been identified, it may then also be useful to consider any obvious mitigation measures that might reduce these adverse effects. The
second scoring column then allows at a quick glance to see what residual effects might remain following mitigation. There are many scoring techniques currently in
use and an example of one option could be:

0

+
Significantly positive positive

neutral

adverse

Significantly adverse




Site Name: Source of site suggestion: pre- Site History/Previous planning applications,

MIR consultation site. existing local plan policies and proposals:
Abernethy3

Previously supported small section of the site

Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Abernethy3 Outside or adjacent to a settlement | as part of the Proposed Plan but this was

MIR Site Ref: boundary? Adjacent to settlement removed by the Reporter following
Abernethy Pre-MIR Site Ref: Abernethy3 boundary Examination.
OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,

18.4ha

Settlement, if so which settlement
tier? Non-tiered

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc): Agriculture

Proposed Use: Residential

Initial Officer Comments:

Large greenfield site to the west of
Abernethy which attempts to ‘round off’
the settlement edge. Lack of feature(s)
to define western edge of proposed
site. Site is very open and has open
views to the North and from Perth
Road. Contrary to TAYplan spatial
strategy to focus growth on tiered
settlements.

features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Large site at the edge of the western side of
Abernethy. Comprises agricultural land with
residential to the east and south. Proposed
accessed from Ballo Braes development and
potentially from Perth Road (A913) to the
south. Site moderately sloping from south to
north. Track (including core path ABNY/122/1)
runs through centre of the site connecting
Hatton Road to Hatton Farmhouse.

Insert Location Plan
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Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —

on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post

for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation
Water

Could the option result in a Water Yes, potential impact on the Ballo GIS - Flood Risk Assessment & 0

negative impact on the water burn due to proximity of site. There Drainage Impact Assessment

environment? (see notes) are also various drainage ditches required to assess potential risk

of flooding/drainage




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

throughout the site and on its edges.

At the time of publication the
updated River Basin Management
Plans are not available so this
assessment will be provided at a
later date.

requirements and to identify
potential mitigation measures.

Policies EP2 & EP3 would apply.

Requirement for approved
SUDS to be implemented.

Can the option connect to the Water GIS
public foul sewer?
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, Yes. Site at low and medium risk of GIS - Flood Risk Assessment required | O
of flooding or could its Climatic river flooding. to assess potential risk of
development result in additional | Factors and flooding and to identify any
flood risk elsewhere? Human necessary mitigation measures.
Health .
ea Policy EP2 would apply.
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and Loss of agricultural land. GIS - Ensure site design and layout 0
affect biodiversity, flora and fauna incorporates landscaping
fauna interests? (including native species) and
any mature vegetation/trees on
boundaries that add to the
biodiversity value of the area
are retained.
Are there any local geodiversity No geo-diversity interests identified. | GIS 0 0
sites or wider geodiversity
interests that could be affected
by the proposal?
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and No loss of habitat connectivity or GIS 0 0
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna wildlife corridor.




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

the proposal — will it result in
habitat fragmentation or
greater connectivity?

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air Site on agricultural land adjacent to GIS, Aerial 0 Sustainable transport and 0
Air Quality Management settlement boundary. No significant construction methods required
thresholds being breached negative air quality impact identified. to help mitigate any impact.
within the Perth and Crieff Air
Quality Management Areas or
lead to the designation of a new
Air Quality Management Area
(AQMA)?

Service Infrastructure
What will be the impact on The settlement is served by GIS 0 Developer contribution +
local/community facilities and Abernethy Primary School which is required to contribute towards
infrastructure (see notes) currently running at 53% capacity. school extension.
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and Amenity space within the GIS 0 Enhancement of local open +
affect the quality and quantity human health | settlement. Core path (along Hatton space and core paths could
of open space and connectivity or material Road) dissects the site. provide a positive impact,
and accessibility to open space assets including retaining existing core

or result in a loss of open space?

path running through site.
Opportunity to link in with open
space at the north-most corner
adjacent to the railway track.

Application of Policy CF1B
ensures appropriate provision
of informal and formal open
space alongside any
development proposals.




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population No loss of employment land. CFS, GIS 0
employment
land/opportunities?
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield site. Field crops and GIS Re-use of soil in local area -
brownfield land? Assets and improved pasture, mineral soil no
Soils peat present.
Are there any contaminated Material Majority of site contains Class 2 GIS Reuse of soil in local area -
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and prime agricultural land.
(see notes) Soils
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes. Indicated on CFS form that the CFS form 0
the LDP timeframe? assets site would be delivered within 5
years of the adoption of the LDP (up
to 2023) and there are no technical
constraints forecasted.
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic Site moderately sloping to the north | GIS, CFS form nggn layout to ensure sc'>Iar +
. gain and shelterbelt planting to
best use of solar gain? Is the factors and could take advantage of aspect .
. I . west and south of the site to
site protected from prevailing for solar gain. . s
winds? I|rT1|t effects of preva-lllng SW
winds. Include sustainable
design and construction
techniques and incorporate
energy efficiency measures and
make them resilient to the
projected climatic changes in
precipitation and temperature.




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Vehicular Access constraints or Material Proposed to join up with existing GIS - Application of Policy TA1B. 0
opportunities - assets and road infrastructure at Ballo Braes,
PP . . . Transport Statement would be
climatic and potentially new access to south . .
Road network capable of . .. required to assess potential
. ) factors? of site to join Perth Road (A913). .
accommodating traffic impact on road network.
enerated?
g Access road(s) would need to
be delivered to the satisfaction
of the Council as Roads
Authority.
Is the site close to a range of Climatic The majority of the site within 400 GIS - -
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and metres of various bus stops, with
by public transport? human health | good links to Perth and Newburgh.
However there are limited services in
Abernethy therefore there is a
requirement to travel elsewhere for
various other services.
Is the site within a Health and Material No constraints identified. GIS/0S Map 0 0
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and
other site servicing constraints, Population
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human
underground gas pipelines etc. Health
Does the proposal support a Material Contrary to TAYplan strategy to focus
designated National Planning Assets new development in tiered

Framework national priority or a




Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

settlements.

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Will the site make use of Material No existing buildings on site. GIS/0S Map 0 0
existing buildings? Assets
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape Two small sections of the site are GIS - Ensure that these sections of 0
designated sites be affected — contained within woodland classified woodland are retained, and
including NSAs, Regional Scenic as SNWI. opportunities to expand with
Areas, and local landscape the use of native species
designations? explored.
Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests
Does the proposal ensure that Landscape Landscape appraisal required for GIS - Sensitive design and layout of 0
development does not exceed large site on greenfield land on edge development to minimise
the capacity of the landscape to of settlement. Topography gently landscape impact, including
accommodate it? (see notes) sloping to the north however no taking cognisance of existing
features to the west which would topography which would
define the edge of the site. Site very reduce visual impact on
open with extensive views within surrounding area. Landscape
and over the site. appraisal would be required as
site would change the character
and setting of the western edge
of Abernethy.
Will the proposal have an Popl and Site not within greenbelt GIS 0 0
adverse impact on the integrity human health | designation.
of the greenbelt? or material
assets

Material assets




cultural heritage asset or their
setting?

heritage, incl
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage (and
links with
landscape)

within the boundary of the
Drumhead archaeological asset. Site
also adjoins the Backdykes
archaeological asset.

to determine extent of further
archaeological assets within
site. Archaeological Impact
Assessment required to
demonstrate the impact on the
Drumhead and Backdykes
assets, and what mitigation
measures, if any, are required.
Sensitive site design and layout
to avoid any significant impact
on existing archaeological
assets.

Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material No. GIS N/A N/A
waste management site and Assets and
could therefore compromise the | Human
waste handling operation? Health
For potential waste Material Site is not for waste management N/A N/A
management activity sites Assets activities.
(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?
Cultural Heritage
Will the option affect an . . . .
P y Cultural Large part of the site contained GIS - Archaeological survey required | O




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —

on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation

To Wh?t extent will th(.e proposal Cultural No opportunities identified. GIS 0 0
result in the opportunity to . .
. heritage, incl
enhance or improve access to .
. . . architectural
the historic environment? (see and
notes) .
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape
Constraints
Is the site |mpactgd Could relate Proposed residential use considered | GIS/OS Map 0 0
by/compatible with . .
. . to all SEA to be broadly compatible with
neighbouring uses? . .
topics surrounding land uses.
depending on
neighboring
uses
Are there any known constral'nts Material No constraints identified in Check CFS 0 0
to development e.g. ownership, .
1 Assets submission. form
marketability etc.

Scoring — two columns have been added in the event that is it useful for planning authorities to quickly identify environmental effects from a proposal on a site.
Where adverse effects have been identified, it may then also be useful to consider any obvious mitigation measures that might reduce these adverse effects. The
second scoring column then allows at a quick glance to see what residual effects might remain following mitigation. There are many scoring techniques currently in
use and an example of one option could be:

— + 0 = —
Significantly positive positive neutral adverse Significantly adverse
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Site Name: Source of site suggestion: pre- Site History/Previous planning applications,
MIR consultation site. existing local plan policies and proposals:
Abernethy4
Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Abernethy4 Outside or adjacent to a settlement
MIR Site Ref: boundary? Adjacent to settlement
Abernethy Pre-MIR Site Ref: Abernethy4 boundary
OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,

1l4ha

Settlement, if so which settlement
tier? Non-tiered

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc): agriculture

Proposed Use: residential

Initial Officer Comments:

Development of the site would result in
the coalescence of Abernethy and
Glenfoot. The landscape is steeply
sloped from Perth Road up to Glenfoot
and the site would be very visible from
public viewpoints. Contrary to TAYplan
spatial strategy to focus growth on
tiered settlements.

features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

North-facing sloped site bound to the north and
south by Perth Road (A913) and Glenfoot
respectively. The eastern boundary is defined
by existing properties at the western edge of
Abernethy, and the western edge of the site
tapers in to the junction of A913 and Glenfoot.
The site is currently in agricultural use. There is
a track (core path) running through the centre
of the site, from south to north.

Insert Location Plan




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —

on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation
Water

Could the option result in a Water No negative impacts identified GIS 0 Drainage Impact Assessment 0
negative impact on the water however sustainable drainage required to assess potential risk
environment? (see notes) system would require to be of flooding/drainage

implemented. A drainage ditch and requirements and to identify

stream runs through and borders the potential mitigation measures.




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

site. Policies EP2 & EP3 would apply.
At the time of publication the Requirement for approved
updated River Basin Management SUDS to be implemented.
Plans are not available so this
assessment will be provided at a
later date.
Can the option connect to the Water GIS Policy EP3B would apply.
public foul sewer?
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, No flood risk identified however GIS Policy EP2 would apply. 0
of flooding or could its Climatic sustainable drainage system would
development result in additional | Factors and require to be implemented.
flood risk elsewhere? Human
Health
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and Loss of agricultural land. GIS Ensure site design and layout 0
affect biodiversity, flora and fauna incorporates landscaping
fauna interests? (including native species) and
any mature vegetation/trees on
boundaries that add to the
biodiversity value of the area
are retained.
Are there any local geodiversity Close proximity to Castle Law geo- GIS 0
sites or wider geodiversity diversity site but not likely to have
interests that could be affected any impact.
by the proposal?
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and No loss of habitat connectivity or GIS Ensure design and layout 0
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna wildlife corridors. incorporates landscaping
the proposal — will it result in (including planning of native




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

habitat fragmentation or
greater connectivity?

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

species) and any mature
trees/vegetation on boundaries
are retained.

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air Site on agricultural land adjacent to GIS, Aerial 0 Sustainable transport and 0
Air Quality Management settlement boundary. No significant construction methods required
thresholds being breached negative air quality impact identified. to help mitigate any impact.
within the Perth and Crieff Air
Quality Management Areas or
lead to the designation of a new
Air Quality Management Area
(AQMA)?

Service Infrastructure
What will be the impact on The settlement is served by GIS 0 Developer contribution +
local/community facilities and Abernethy Primary School which is required to contribute towards
infrastructure (see notes) currently running at 53% capacity. school extension.
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and Amenity space within the GIS 0 Enhancement of local open +
affect the quality and quantity human health | settlement. Core path runs along space and core paths could
of open space and connectivity or material existing track through middle of site. provide a positive impact,
and accessibility to open space assets including retaining existing core

or result in a loss of open space?

path running through site.

Application of Policy CF1B
ensures appropriate provision
of informal and formal open
space alongside any
development proposals.




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population Employment opportunities in the CFS, GIS 0 0
employment settlement. No loss of employment
land/opportunities? land.
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield site. Field crops, mineral GIS - Re-use of soil in local area -
brownfield land? Assets and soil no peat present.
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material Majority of site contains Class 3.2 GIS - Reuse of soil in local area -
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and agricultural land.
(see notes) Soils
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material Not specified. CFS form N/A N/A
the LDP timeframe? assets
. . . . . . Design & layout to ensure solar
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic Site slopes considerably south to GIS, CFS form - . . 0
. . gain and shelterbelt planting to
best use of solar gain? Is the factors north therefore aspect for solar gain

site protected from prevailing
winds?

may be limited, particularly at the
top of the site.

west and south of the site
would limit effects of prevailing
SW winds. Include sustainable
design and construction
techniques and incorporate
energy efficiency measures and
make them resilient to the
projected climatic changes in
precipitation and temperature.




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Vehicular Access constraints or Material Not specified. GIS - Application of Policy TA1B. 0
opportunities - assets and
PP . . Transport Statement would be
climatic . .
Road network capable of factors? required to assess potential
accommodating traffic ) impact on road network.
enerated?
g Access road(s) would need to
be delivered to the satisfaction
of the Council as Roads
Authority.
Is the site close to a range of Climatic The majority of the site within 400 GIS - -
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and metres of various bus stops, with
by public transport? human health | good links to Perth and Newburgh.
However there are limited services
available in Abernethy therefore
there is a requirement to travel
elsewhere for various other services.
Is the site within a Health and Material No constraints identified. GIS/0S Map 0 0
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and
other site servicing constraints, Population
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human
underground gas pipelines etc. Health
Does the proposal support a Material Contrary to TAYplan strategy to focus
designated National Planning Assets new development in tiered

Framework national priority or a
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?

settlements.




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Will the site make use of Material No existing buildings on site. GIS/0S Map 0 0
existing buildings? Assets
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape Whole site is contained within Ochil GIS - Policy ER6 would apply. Difficult | -
designated sites be affected — Hills Special Landscape Area (SLA). to mitigate against landscape
including NSAs, Regional Scenic impact in this location.
Areas, and local landscape
designations?
Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests
Does the proposal ensure that Landscape Landscape appraisal required for GIS - Due to the topography of the -
development does not exceed large site on greenfield land on edge site developing up the slope
the capacity of the landscape to of settlement. Site lies above the would make any development
accommodate it? edge of the existing settlement and very prominent from the
is very visible from various public surrounding area. There is no
viewpoints. Development of the site real natural screening to
would result in coalescence of mitigate any negative landscape
Abernethy with Glenfoot. impact.
Will the proposal have an Popl and Site not within greenbelt GIS N/A N/A
adverse impact on the integrity human health | designation.
of the greenbelt? or material
assets
Material assets
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material No. GIS N/A N/A
waste management site and Assets and
could therefore compromise the | Human




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

result in the opportunity to
enhance or improve access to
the historic environment? (see
notes)

heritage, incl
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage and
links with

waste handling operation? Health
For potential waste Material Site is not for waste management N/A N/A
management activity sites Assets activities.
(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?
Cultural Heritage
Will the optllon affect any . Cultural Glenfoot archaeological asset GIS - Archaeological survey required | 0
cultural heritage asset or their . . . s . . .
setting? herlt.age, incl contained within the site. .Varlous to determlr?e extent of furjcher
architectural other assets close to the site archaeological assets within
and boundary. site. Archaeological Impact
archaeological Assessment required to
heritage (and demonstrate the impact on the
links with Glenfoot asset, and what
landscape) mitigation measures, if any, are
required. Sensitive site design
and layout to avoid any
significant impact on existing
archaeological assets.
To what extent will the proposal Cultural No opportunities identified. GIS 0 0



http://www.historic-scotland.gov.uk/index/heritage/valuingourheritage.htm
http://www.historic-scotland.gov.uk/index/heritage/valuingourheritage.htm

Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
landscape
Constraints
Is the site |mpact?d Could relate Proposed residential use considered | GIS/OS Map 0 0
by/compatible with . .
. . to all SEA to be broadly compatible with
neighbouring uses? . .
topics surrounding land uses.
depending on
neighboring
uses
Are there any known constra|_nt5 Material No constraints identified in CFS form 0 0
to development e.g. ownership, .
Assets submission.

marketability etc.

Scoring — two columns have been added in the event that is it useful for planning authorities to quickly identify environmental effects from a proposal on a site.
Where adverse effects have been identified, it may then also be useful to consider any obvious mitigation measures that might reduce these adverse effects. The

second scoring column then allows at a quick glance to see what residual effects might remain following mitigation.

use and an example of one option could be:

There are many scoring techniques currently in

0

+
Significantly positive positive

neutral

adverse

Significantly adverse




ABERNYTE



Site Name: Source of site suggestion:
Abernytel DM Hall Baird Lumsden
Surveyors on behalf of the
landowners Mr and Mrs Sand
Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Abernytel Outside or adjacent to a settlement
MIR Site Ref: boundary? Adjacent to settlement
Abernyte Pre-MIR Site Ref: Abernytel boundary

Site History/Previous planning applications,
existing local plan policies and proposals:

There is no settlement map for Abernyte in the
existing LDP.

OS Grid Ref: 326119 731021

Site Size (ha):

2.1 ha

Within a TAYplan preferred
Settlement, if so which settlement
tier? Non-tiered

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc):

Agriculture

Proposed Use: Residential

Initial Officer Comments:

LDP requires to be compatible with
TAYplan and its tiered approach to
concentrating development on the
principal settlements, and directing the
majority of allocations to the main
settlements whilst allowing limited
development in other areas.

Abernyte is not identified as a
settlement in the current LDP as it is
considered that the most appropriate
level of development would be limited
to that permitted under the Council’'s
Housing in the Countryside policy.
The southern part of the site is affected
by flood risk and this level of
development would have an impact on
the character of Abernyte whilst
development would be visually
uncontained to the north (as part of an
open field).

Summary Description (topography,
features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

B953 and residential development to the south.
Development could make the most of south
facing aspect but would be uncontained to the
north being part of an open field. It would be
linear roadside development on the southside
of the B953, this side of the road is currently
undeveloped at the southern end of the village;
whilst the north side of the village has
development is on both sides of the road.
Development of this site would close the gap
between the village and Milton Farm to the
east and be bounded here by the Abernyte
burn.




The site also lies within a waste water
drainage hotspot so there is likely to be
an issue with application of policy
EP3B with regard to foul drainage and
ensuring no adverse impact.

Insert Location Plan

Millaﬁ%




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Water
Could the option resultin a Water This lies within a SEPA waste water GIS Drainage Impact Assessment -
negative impact on the water drainage hotspot which indicates required to assess potential risk
environment? (see notes) existing water environment issues. of flooding/drainage
At the time of publication the ric;z:;:;f:ﬁ aa:?otlor;dezr::?;s
updated River Basin Management P & ’
Plans are not available so this Policies EP2 & EP3 would apply
assessment will be provided at a but there may be difficulty in
later date. meeting EP3B and ensuring no
adverse impact.
Requirement for approved
SUDS to be implemented.
Can the option connect to the Water GIS Policy EP3B would apply.
public foul sewer?
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, The southern edge of the site lies GIS - Requirement for DIA and FRA 0
of flooding or could its Climatic within a SEPA 1 in 200 year risk of and for this to inform the
development result in additional | Factors and river flooding. developable areas of the site.
flood risk elsewhere? Human
Health
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and Loss of agricultural land. GIS 0 Ensure site design and layout +
affect biodiversity, flora and fauna incorporates landscaping

fauna interests?

(including native species) and
any mature vegetation/trees on
boundaries that to add to the




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

biodiversity value of the area.

Are there any local geodiversity No GIS 0

sites or wider geodiversity

interests that could be affected

by the proposal?

How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and No loss of habitat connectivity or GIS Ensure site design and layout +

wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna wildlife corridors. incorporates landscaping

the proposal — will it result in (including native species) and

habitat fragmentation or any mature vegetation/trees on

greater connectivity? boundaries that to add to the
biodiversity value of the area.

Air Quality

Could the option lead to Local Air Site on agricultural land adjacent to GIS, Aerial Sustainable transport and 0

Air Quality Management settlement. No significant negative construction methods required

thresholds being breached air quality impact identified. to help mitigate any impact.

within the Perth and Crieff Air

Quality Management Areas or

lead to the designation of a new

Air Quality Management Area

(AQMA)?

Service Infrastructure

What will be the impact on The settlement is served by Abernyte | GIS +

local/community facilities and Primary School which is currently

infrastructure (see notes) running at 30% capacity.

Development could help support the
low school roll.
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and No GIS Application of Policy CF1B +




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

affect the quality and quantity

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

human health

Comment

Information
available —

GIS/site visit?

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

ensures appropriate provision

Scoring —
post
mitigation

of open space and connectivity or material of informal and formal open
and accessibility to open space assets space alongside any
or result in a loss of open space? development proposals.
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population No CFS, GIS 0
employment
land/opportunities?
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield site. Field crops, mineral GIS -
brownfield land? Assets and soil no peat present.
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material Site contains non-prime Class 3.2 GIS -
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and agricultural land.
(see notes) Soils
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material yes CFS form +
the LDP timeframe? assets
. . S . Design & layout to ensure solar
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic Site has open southerly aspect so GIS, CFS form ain. Include sustainable desien +
best use of solar gain? Is the factors solar gain should be significant, and gain. g

site protected from prevailing
winds?

there may be some shelter from
development to the south.

and construction techniques
and incorporate energy
efficiency measures and make
them resilient to the projected
climatic changes in
precipitation and temperature.




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Vehicular Access constraints or Material In accordance with the Roads GIS 0 Access road(s) would need to 0
opportunities - assets and Authority be delivered to the satisfaction
climatic of the Council as Roads
Road network capable of ! ! . unet
. ) factors? Authority.
accommodating traffic
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic The majority of the site within 400 GIS - -
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and metres of various bus stops.
b blic t t? h health - .
¥ publictranspor uman hea However there are limited services

available in Abernyte therefore there

is a requirement to travel elsewhere

for various other services.
Is the site within a Health and Material No constraints identified. GIS/0S Map 0 0
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and
other site servicing constraints, Population
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human
underground gas pipelines etc. Health
Does the proposal support a Material Contrary to TAYplan strategy to focus It could help support the school | -
designated National Planning Assets new development in tiered roll.
Framework national priority or a settlements.
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material No existing buildings on site. GIS/0S Map 0 0
existing buildings? Assets




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Landscape Designated sites

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if

appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

To what extent will any Landscape Whole site is contained within Sidlaw | GIS - Policy ER6 would apply. -
designated sites be affected — Hills Special Landscape Area (SLA).
including NSAs, Regional Scenic This level of development would
Areas, and local landscape have an impact on the character of
designations? Abernyte. Also development would

be uncontained to the north.

Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests

Does the proposal ensure that Landscape Due to its size it was not considered GIS - -
development does not exceed in the Tyldesley Associates (2001).
the capacity of the landscape to Perth Landscape Capacity Study. This
accommodate it? level of development would have an

impact on the character of Abernyte.

Also development would be

uncontained to the north.
Will the proposal have an Popl and Site not within greenbelt GIS N/A N/A
adverse impact on the integrity human health | designation.
of the greenbelt? or material

assets
Material assets

Is the option in the vicinity of a Material No. GIS N/A N/A
waste management site and Assets and
could therefore compromise the | Human
waste handling operation? Health




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
For potential waste Material Site is not for waste management N/A N/A
management activity sites Assets activities.
(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?
Cultural Heritage
Will th ti ffect
" the option aftectany | ¢4 ) No GIS 0 0
cultural heritage asset or their . .
. heritage, incl
setting? .
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage (and
links with
landscape)
To what extent will the proposal e .
. ) prop Cultural No opportunities identified. GIS 0 0
result in the opportunity to . .
. heritage, incl
enhance or improve access to .
. . . architectural
the historic environment? (see and
notes) .
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape
Constraints
Is the site impacted . . .
. P . Could relate Proposed residential use considered | GIS/OS Map 0 0
by/compatible with . .
. . to all SEA to be broadly compatible with
neighbouring uses? . .
topics surrounding land uses.



http://www.historic-scotland.gov.uk/index/heritage/valuingourheritage.htm
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Site assessment question (click  Related SEA

on links embedded in the text topic if

for further guidance) applicable

Comment

Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
appropriate? post
mitigation

Information Scoring —
available — pre
GIS/site visit? = mitigation

depending on
neighboring
uses

Are there any known constraints . L e

y . Material No constraints identified in CFS form 0 0
to development e.g. ownership, .
. Assets submission.
marketability etc.

Scoring — two columns have been added in the event that is it useful for planning authorities to quickly identify environmental effects from a proposal on a site.
Where adverse effects have been identified, it may then also be useful to consider any obvious mitigation measures that might reduce these adverse effects. The
second scoring column then allows at a quick glance to see what residual effects might remain following mitigation. There are many scoring techniques currently in

use and an example of one option could be:

0

+
Significantly positive positive

neutral

adverse Significantly adverse




BALBEGGIE



Site Name:

Land between Burnside Road and
Pitskelly House

Source of site suggestion:

Call for Sites

All landowners/interested
parties identified/aware?
Yes

Site History/Previous planning applications,
existing local plan policies and proposals:

White land adjacent to the settlement
boundary.

No applications

Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Balbeggiel Outside or adjacent to a settlement
MIR Site Ref: boundary?
Balbeggie Pre-MIR Site Ref:
Adjacent
OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): 4.3 Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,

Settlement, if so which settlement
tier?

Yes — tier 1 (within Perth Core Area)

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc):

Undeveloped — agricultural fields

Proposed Use:

Housing

Initial Officer Comments

Site is in a tier 1 Core Area settlement
and would therefore meet the TAYplan
spatial strategy. However Balbeggie
already has an allocated site (H13) to
the south for 100 units and a further
significant expansion to the north is
likely to have a detrimental impact on
the village. Furthermore, there is no
shortage of supply in the Perth HMA.

features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Gently sloping site away from the A94.
Residential to the south, Balgray Burn runs
along the northern boundary and Pitskelly
House beyond. Balbeggie Waste Water
Treatment Works to the north west.
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Insert Photographs if available

No photos from site visit




Site assessment question (click = Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Water
Could the option result in a Water At the time of publication the Check on 0OS Application of Policy EP3: Water
negative impact on the water updated River Basin Management map Environment and Drainage
environment? (see notes) Plans are not available so this offers potential to
. . GIS Landuse . .
assessment will be provided later. laver avoid/reduce/mitigate and
4 enhance any possible impacts
Balgray Burn runs along the northern .
. Waste water on the water environment;
edge of the site. . . .
drainage connection to public sewerage
No impact on GWDTEs; not in a hotspots system and meet discharge
waste water drainage hotspot. . consents at the waste water
Private water
. . treatment works.
supplies (risk
assessed) Drainage impact
layer assessment/hydrology study
required where development
has the potential to affect
natural hydrology systems and
or adversely affects water
resources. Sustainable drainage
system required.
Can the option connect to the Water GIS Layer for
public foul sewer? existing
network
Is the site thought to be at risk | Water, Northern boundary at medium Check all the Flood Risk Assessment with
of flooding or could its Climatic probability risk of river flooding. GIS Layers for site I?VOUt plan W_'" be
development result in additional | Factors and flood risk required at planning
flood risk elsewhere? Human application stage to assess the
Health risk of flooding from the

Balgray burn to the north of
the site.




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —

post

mitigation

Need to survey mature

To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and Number of recorded sightings of GIS layers - 0
affect biodiversity, flora and fauna otter along the Balgray Burn to the woodland areas on the
. v g . gray SAC/SPA/SSSI/ northern boundary of the site;
fauna interests? north of the site. . .
NNR/ ornithological survey; mammal
Within the River Tay Catchment. TPO/protecte survey; otters and woodland
d species survey.
Loch Leven . I
Conservation of existing trees
Catchment .
to the north of the site, the
Lunan Valley burn and its banks and wider
catchment biodiversity. Provide open
River Tay space adjlacent to the burn to
enhance its landscape and
Catchment o o
biodiversity interest.
Landscaping on the northern
edge of the site could also
reinforce the biodiversity and
landscape value of the burn.
Retention of important trees,
structural planting, hedgerows
etc and require additional
structural planting along the
northern edge of the site.
Are there any local geodiversity No GIS Layers for | n/a n/a n/a

sites or wider geodiversity
interests that could be affected
by the proposal?

Geological
Conservation
Review sites,
SSSI, and
Tayside
Geodiversity
Sites




Site assessment question (click = Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and Balgray Burn to the north adjacent to | GIS aerial Where appropriate, measures +
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna the site. map/0S to enhance biodiversity will be
the !aroposal —will ?t result in Trees along the burn to the north map/site visit imple_mented. Suc_h measures
habitat fragmentation or may include seeding locally
greater connectivity? and along part of the southern . native species on roadside
boundary. Small group of trees in
the north west. verges and other'schemes, th.e
use of locally native tree species
Site is currently open fields. The in landscape schemes, habitat
highest value for habitat and creation, habitat creation for
biodiversity currently is likely to be protected species (e.g. barn owl
the burn and tree belt on the boxes, log pile holts for otters)
northern boundary and there is the and the creation of greenways
potential to enhance this further and and wildlife corridors along
create connections to this area transport corridors, footpaths
through the site. and cycleways, to encourage
the movement of species.
Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air No n/a 0
Air Quality Management
thresholds being breached
within the Perth Air Quality
Management Area or lead to
the designation of a new Air
Quality Management Area
(AQMA)? (see notes)
Service Infrastructure
What will be the impact on Catchment for Balbeggie Primary GIS Layers for Developer contribution towards | O
local/community facilities and school which does not have sufficient | school education.
infrastructure (see notes) capacity (at 89%) catchments




Site assessment question (click = Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and Currently agricultural land. Core GIS layers for - Application of policy CF1B: +
affect the quality and quantity human health | path runs adjacent to the eastern core paths Open Space within New
of open space and connectivity or material boundary and close to the northern and rights of Developments ensures
and accessibility to open space assets and southern boundaries. Core path | way and appropriate provision of
or result in a loss of open space? also crosses the site nearer the maintained informal and formal open space
western boundary and this would open space alongside development
need to be retained in any and existing proposals.
development proposal. IS.D:cZor open The core path through the site
Short distance from play park. P . should be protected.
allocations
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population No loss of employment land. Check CFS 0 n/a 0
employment form
land/opportunities?
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield GIS aerial - n/a -
brownfield land? Assets and map/site visit
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material Majority of the site is category 3.1 GIS Layers for Good quality soils should be -
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and carbon removed for use in other parts
. No loss of peatland. . .
(see notes) Soils richness of Perth and Kinross.
(which shows
whether there
is peatland),
and prime
agricultural
land (LCA 50K)
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material Within 5 years (up to 2023) - site Check CFS - n/a -




Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

the LDP timeframe?

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

owned / controlled by single
developer

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Siting and design to take

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic Western facing Check CFS 0 +
best use of solar gain? Is the factors form, aerial account of solar orientation.
site protected from prevailing map and Include sustainable design and
winds? possibly site construction techniques and
visit incorporate energy efficiency
measures and make them
resilient to the projected
climatic changes in precipitation
and temperature.
Vehicular Access constraints or Material Access from A94 within 30mph limits Application of policy TA1B.
opportunities - assets and Road and access improvements
climatic to the satisfaction of the Roads
Road network capable of .
. ) factors? Authority.
accommodating traffic
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic The site is located on the A94 Perth GIS layer for - Application of policy TA1B 0
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and to Coupar Angus road which has bus stops has which requires development
by public transport? human health | good public transport links via a 400m buffer proposals to be easily accessible
existing bus services. Site is within SO you can see to all modes of transport.
walking distance of the village if it is within
centre. easy active
The site is within the 400m buffer of travel distance
a bus stop. Check
distance to
local services
and amenities
Is the site within a Health and Material Not within any consultation zone GIS layers for n/a n/a n/a
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and pylons, gas
other site servicing constraints, Population pipelines,




Site assessment question (click = Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —

on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation

e.g. electricity pylons, and Human scottish gas
underground gas pipelines etc. Health networks
network rail
buffer

Check the
health and
safety
consultations
at the back of
the LDP (they

are not
digitised)
Check for
pylons on OS
map and on
site visit
Does the proposal support a Material No Check NPF3 n/a n/a n/a
designated National Planning Assets and TAYplan
Framework national priority or a SDP
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material No GIS aerial n/a n/a n/a
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape No designated sites will be affected. GIS layers for n/a n/a n/a

designated sites be affected —

including NSAs, Regional Scenic NSA, and SLA




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA

topic if

applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —

pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Areas, and local landscape
designations?

Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests

Does the proposal ensure that Landscape Views into the site from a short Check existing | - Landscaping/tree plantingto be | 0
development does not exceed section of the A94 and Burnside LDP an integral part of all
the capacity of the landscape to Road. Tree belt north of the site . development schemes,
. . . . GIS layer wild . .
accommodate it? (see notes) alongside the Balgray Burn will shield land designed to enhance the setting
from view some of the development and development site.
from the A94 travelling south. Check the - .
. L . Provision of landscaping to:
Housing that is visible will be partly landscape .
. L . . provide a framework for
against a backdrop of the existing impact using . .
. . development and integrate it
village. capacity study . . .
. . with the countryside setting of
. if one is . .
Development could provide an available the town, This should include
opportunity to provide a stronger the strengthening of the tree
settlement edge north of Burnside Site visit belt along the northern side to
Road. create a new natural settlement
edge.
Will the proposal have an Popl and Not within proximity of Green Belt GIS layer n/a n/a n/a
adverse impact on the integrity human health greenbelt
of the greenbelt? or material
assets
Material assets
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material GIS layer for
waste management site and Assets and waste
could therefore compromise the | Human management
waste handling operation? Health sites




result in the opportunity to
enhance or improve access to
the historic environment? (see
notes)

heritage, incl
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape

Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Mitigation/Enhancement if
on links embedded in the text topic if available — appropriate?
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?
For potential waste Material Check Zero
management activity sites Assets Waste Plan
(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?
Cultural Heritage
Will the option affect an e .
cultural h:rita o asset oztheir Cultural No assets within site itself but is a GIS layers n/a
. & heritage, incl short distance from the St Martin’s / .
setting? . . . Listed
architectural Deer Park archaeological site. .
and building,
. Scheduled
archaeological
. Monuments,
heritage (and .
. . Conservation
links with
landscape) Areas,
Gardens and
Designed
Landscape,
Battlefields,
Archaeology
Site visit
To what extent will the proposal
prop Cultural



http://www.historic-scotland.gov.uk/index/heritage/valuingourheritage.htm
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Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text

for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Is the site impacted

by/compatible with Could relate Residential would be compatible OS map and 0 n/a 0
y. P . to all SEA with the existing residential areas to | site visit

neighbouring uses? .

topics the south.

de!oendm.g on Water treatment works in the north

neighboring

western corner?

uses
Are there any known constral.nts Material None known other than potential Check CFS 0 n/a 0
to development e.g. ownership, .

Assets flood risk. form

marketability etc.




Site Name:

Land at Eastern Balbeggie

Source of site suggestion:

Call for Sites

All landowners/interested
parties identified/aware?
Yes

Site History/Previous planning applications,
existing local plan policies and proposals:

White land adjacent to the settlement
boundary.

Site was submitted last time but was not

Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Balbeggie2 Outside or adjacent to a settlement | included in the MIR.
MIR Site Ref: boundary?
Balbeggie Pre-MIR Site Ref: No applications
Adjacent
OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): 6 Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,

Settlement, if so which settlement
tier?

Yes — tier 1 (within Perth Core Area)

Current Use e.g. is the site

developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,

brownfield etc):

Undeveloped — agricultural land

Proposed Use:

Housing

Initial Officer Comments

Site is in a tier 1 Core Area settlement
and would therefore meet the TAYplan
spatial strategy. However Balbeggie
already has an allocated site (H13) to
the south for 100 units and a further
significant expansion to the north is
likely to have a detrimental impact on
the village. Furthermore, there is no
shortage of supply in the Perth HMA.

features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Site is undulating and broadly flat with a linear
dip through its centre from north to south.
Bounded by residential to the west, the B953 to
the south and agriculture to the east and north.
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Insert Photographs if available

No photos from site visit




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Water
Could the option result in a Water At the time of publication the Check on OS Application of Policy EP3: Water
negative impact on the water updated River Basin Management map Environment and Drainage
environment? (see notes) Plans are not available so this offers potential to
. . GIS Landuse . L
assessment will be provided later. laver avoid/reduce/mitigate and
. y enhance any possible impacts
Balgray Burn runs adjacent to a very .
) Waste water on the water environment;
short section of the northern . . .
. . drainage connection to public sewerage
boundary. The site contains a .
hotspots system and meet discharge
culverted watercourse.
. consents at the waste water
. . Private water
No impact on GWDTEs; notin a . . treatment works.
. supplies (risk
waste water drainage hotspot. . .
assessed) Drainage impact
layer assessment/hydrology study
required where development
has the potential to affect
natural hydrology systems and
or adversely affects water
resources. Sustainable
drainage system required.
Can the option connect to the Water GIS Layer for
public foul sewer? existing
network
Is the site thought to be atrisk | Water, Medium probability of river flooding | Check all the F_IOOd Risk AssessrT\ent with
of flooding or could its Climatic from the Balgray Burn which affects | GIS Layers for site l?VOUt plan W_'” be
development result in additional | Factors and the northernmost tip of the site. flood risk requllrec! at planning
flood risk elsewhere? Human . application stage to assess the
Health A very small area of medium risk of flooding, in particular

probability of surface flood risk on
the eastern boundary and a very
small area at high probability on the

from the Balgray burn to the
north of the site.




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

western boundary.

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

Need to survey watercourse to

To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and Recorded sightings of otter along the | GIS layers - 0
affect biodiversity, flora and fauna Balgray Burn to the north west of the the north for otters.
fauna interests? site. SAC/SPA/SSSI/
NNR/ Provide open space adjacent to
Within the River Tay Catchment. TPO/protecte the burn to enhance its
d species landscape and biodiversity
Loch Leven interest. Landscaping qn the
Catchment northe'rn edge of th.e 5|'te co'uld
also reinforce the biodiversity
Lunan Valley and landscape value of the
catchment burn.
River Tay
Catchment
Are there any local geodiversity No GIS Layersfor | n/a n/a n/a
sites or wider geodiversity Geological
interests that could be affected Conservation
by the proposal? Review sites,
SSSI, and
Tayside
Geodiversity
Sites
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and Balgray Burn to the north adjacent to | GIS aerial - Where appropriate, measures +
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna the site. map/0S to enhance biodiversity will be

the proposal — will it result in
habitat fragmentation or
greater connectivity?

Tree belt divides the northern part of
the site from the southern section.
Also a tree belt along parts of the
existing settlement edge.

Site is currently open fields. The

map/site visit

implemented. Such measures
may include seeding locally
native species on roadside
verges and other schemes, the
use of locally native tree
species in landscape schemes,




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

highest value for habitat and
biodiversity currently is likely to be
along the tree belt and road verge.

Information
available —

GIS/site visit?

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

habitat creation, habitat
creation for protected species
(e.g. barn owl boxes, log pile
holts for otters) and the
creation of greenways and
wildlife corridors along
transport corridors, footpaths
and cycleways, to encourage
the movement of species.

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air No n/a 0
Air Quality Management
thresholds being breached
within the Perth Air Quality
Management Area or lead to
the designation of a new Air
Quality Management Area
(AQMA)? (see notes)
Service Infrastructure
What will be the impact on Catchment for Balbeggie Primary GIS Layers for Developer contribution towards | O
local/community facilities and school which does not have school education.
infrastructure (see notes) sufficient capacity (at 89%) catchments
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and Currently agricultural land. Core GIS layers for Application of policy CF1B: +
affect the quality and quantity human health | path BURR/7 runs along the western | core paths Open Space within New
of open space and connectivity or material boundary and is a maintained path. and rights of Developments ensures
and accessibility to open space assets Area of open space adjacent to the way and appropriate provision of
or result in a loss of open space? fall on the western boundary. maintained informal and formal open space
. | ide devel t
Short distance from play park. open s!oa_ce alongsice developmen
and existing proposals.

LDP for open




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

space The core path running along the
allocations western boundary should be
protected.
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population No loss of employment land. Check CFS 0 n/a 0
employment form
land/opportunities?
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield GIS aerial - n/a -
brownfield land? Assets and map/site visit
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material Majority of the site is class 3.1 GIS Layers for Good quality soils should be -
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and carbon removed for use in other parts
. No loss of peatland. . .
(see notes) Soils richness of Perth and Kinross.
(which shows
whether there
is peatland),
and prime
agricultural
land (LCA 50K)
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material Within 5 years (up to 2023) — site Check CFS n/a
the LDP timeframe? assets owned / controlled by single form
developer
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic Generally south facing. Check CFS 0 Siting and design to take. +
best use of solar gain? Is the factors form, aerial account of solar orientation.
site protected from prevailing map and Include sustainable design and
winds? possibly site construction techniques and

visit

incorporate energy efficiency




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

measures and make them
resilient to the projected
climatic changes in
precipitation and temperature.

Vehicular Access constraints or Material Can be accessed by the A94 or B953 Application of policy TA1B.
opportunities - assets and or a combination of the two. No Road and access improvements
Road network capable of climatic known capacity issues at present. to the s.atlsfactlon of the Roads

. ) factors? Authority.
accommodating traffic
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic The site is located on the A94 Perth GIS layer for - Application of policy TA1B 0

facilities? Can these be accessed
by public transport?

factors and
human health

to Coupar Angus road which has
good public transport links via
existing bus services. Site is within
walking distance of the village
centre.

The site is within the 400m buffer of
a bus stop.

bus stops has
a 400m buffer
SO you can see
if it is within
easy active
travel distance

Check
distance to
local services
and amenities

Is the site within a Health and
Safety Consultation Zone or any
other site servicing constraints,
e.g. electricity pylons,
underground gas pipelines etc.

Material
Assets and
Population
and Human
Health

Site is within 475m of the Shell
pipeline and is within the pipeline
consultation zone.

The south eastern corner is also
within the BP consultation zone.

Pylons will affect at least part of the
site.

GIS layers for
pylons, gas
pipelines,
scottish gas
networks
network rail
buffer

Check the
health and

which requires development
proposals to be easily
accessible to all modes of
transport.

Consultation at planning
application stage?




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information Scoring —
available — pre
GIS/site visit? = mitigation

safety

consultations
at the back of
the LDP (they

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

are not
digitised)
Check for
pylons on OS
map and on
site visit
Does the proposal support a Material No Check NPF3 n/a n/a n/a
designated National Planning Assets and TAYplan
Framework national priority or a SDP
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material No GIS aerial n/a n/a n/a
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape The Sidlaw Hills Special Landscape GIS layers for Application of policy ER6: 0

designated sites be affected —
including NSAs, Regional Scenic
Areas, and local landscape
designations?

Area is adjacent to the southern
boundary of the site.

NSA, and SLA

Managing Future Landscape
Change to Conserve and
Enhance the Diversity and
Quality of the Area’s
Landscapes and Supplementary
Guidance, in particular ensuring
high quality design of new
developments in this landscape.




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —

pre

mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Does the proposal ensure that Landscape Site will be highly visible from the Check existing | - Landscaping/tree plantingto be | 0
development does not exceed approaches roads to the village; the LDP an integral part of all
the capacity of the landscape to A94 to the north and the B953 to the GIS laver wild development schemes,
accommodate it? (see notes) south although it is relatively hard to land ¥ designed to enhance the setting
see from within the village. and development site.
Check the
There is already a well-defined Provision of landscaping to:
L landscape .
settlement edge which is also a core | . . provide a framework for
impact using . .
path. . development and integrate it
capacity study ) . .
o . ) . . with the countryside setting of
Site is a peripheral farm field and if one is . .
- . the town, This should include
could be an add-on to the existing available .
. . the creation of a new robust
village although it would have no L
. . Site visit settlement edge.
direct access to the village centre
and would probably only be accessed
via roads that lead from outside the
existing village.
Will the proposal have an Popl and Not within proximity of Green Belt GIS layer n/a n/a n/a
adverse impact on the integrity human health greenbelt
of the greenbelt? or material
assets
Material assets
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material GIS layer for
waste management site and Assets and waste
could therefore compromise the | Human management
waste handling operation? Health sites




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —

on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post

for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
For potential waste Material Check Zero

management activity sites Assets Waste Plan

(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?

Cultural Heritage

Will the option affect any
cultural heritage asset or their
setting? Listed
building,
Scheduled
Monuments,
Conservation
Areas,
Gardens and
Designed
Landscape,
Battlefields,
Archaeology

No GIS layers 0 n/a 0

Site visit

To what extent will the proposal
result in the opportunity to
enhance or improve access to
the historic environment? (see
notes)
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Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text

for further guidance)

Is the site impacted

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

by/compatible with Could relate Residential use would be compatible | OS map and 0 n/a 0
y. P . to all SEA with the existing residential to the site visit
neighbouring uses? .
topics west.
depending on
neighboring
uses
Are there any known constral.nts Material Pipeline consultation zones Check CFS 0 n/a 0
to development e.g. ownership,
Assets form

marketability etc.




BALBOUGHTY



Site Name: Balboughty 1

Source of site suggestion:

Settlement: Kinfauns

GIS Site Ref: Balboughty 1
MIR Site Ref:
Pre-MIR Site Ref:

Outside or adjacent to a
settlement boundary? Outwith

Site History/Previous planning
applications, existing local plan policies
and proposals:

Change of use in 2006

OS Grid Ref:

Site Size (ha): 5.7

Within a TAYplan preferred
Settlement, if so which
settlement tier?

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely
developed or undeveloped
(e.g. agriculture, brownfield
etc): Steading site, brownfield

Proposed Use: Housing

Initial Officer Comments:

Site is a set of buildings for
Balboughty farm. Woodland on the
site. Adjacent to agricultural land.
Pond present on site.

Summary Description (topography,
features, boundaries, neighbouring
issues, access, exposure, aspect etc).

Steading site

Insert Location Plan
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Insert Photographs if available

Site assessment question Related SEA Comment Information available — Scoring Mitigation/Enhanc  Scoring —
(click on links embedded topic if GIS/site visit? - pre ement if post
in the text for further applicable mitigati appropriate? mitigatio
guidance) (o] n

Water
Could the option resultina | Water No GIS 0 0

negative impact on the
water environment? (see
notes)

Can the option connect to Water Yes GIS 0 0
the public foul sewer?

Is the site thought to be at | Water, Climatic No flood risk GIS 0 0
risk of flooding or could its | Factors and

development result in Human Health

additional flood risk

elsewhere?

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

To what extent will the Bio flora and Woodland within site which could have GIS - Require maintaining | O
proposal affect fauna adverse impact on biodiversity if and enhancement
biodiversity, flora and damaged. of woodland

fauna interests? features to ensure

no damage to




Site assessment question
(click on links embedded

in the text for further
guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring Mitigation/Enhanc
- pre ement if

mitigati  appropriate?

on

biodiversity.

Scoring —
post
mitigatio
n

Are there any local
geodiversity sites or wider
geodiversity interests that
could be affected by the
proposal?

None

GIS

N/A

N/A

How will habitat
connectivity or wildlife
corridors be affected by
the proposal — will it result
in habitat fragmentation or
greater connectivity?

Bio flora and
fauna

No impact

GIS

Air Quality

Could the option lead to
Local Air Quality
Management thresholds
being breached within the
Perth and Crieff Air Quality
Management Areas or lead
to the designation of a
new Air Quality
Management Area
(AQMA)? (see notes)

Air

No real impact on air quality as site
outwith urban area. Site is close to dual
carriage way however.

Service Infrastructure

What will be the impact on
local/community facilities
and infrastructure (see

Robert Douglas Memorial primary school
is at capacity. Currently at 117%




Site assessment question Related SEA Comment Information available — Scoring Mitigation/Enhanc  Scoring —
(click on links embedded topic if GIS/site visit? - pre ement if post
in the text for further applicable mitigati  appropriate? mitigatio
guidance) on n
notes)
To what extent will the Popl and human | No access to open space although GIS + Enhancement and
proposal affect the quality | health or surrounded by farm land. Access to core creation of access
and quantity of open space | material assets path. Core path 260m from site. to open space.
and connectivity and
accessibility to open space
or result in a loss of open
space?
Will the proposal Population No 0 0
create/reduce
employment
land/opportunities?
Soils
Is the option on greenfield | Material Assets Brownfield Steading conversion
or brownfield land? and Soils that could use
materials already
on site
Are there any Material Assets Possible contamination from agricultural - Work to ensure no 0
contaminated land/soils and Soils activities. contamination
issues on the site? (see
notes)
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered Material assets Unkown Check CFS form ? ?
within the LDP timeframe?

Site aspect — does the site
make best use of solar

Climatic factors

Site well sheltered by existing tree belt
and setting is a steading. South facing so

Design to take
advantage of solar
gain and tree shelter




Site assessment question
(click on links embedded
in the text for further
guidance)

gain? Is the site protected
from prevailing winds?

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

could use solar gain.

Information available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring
- pre
mitigati

on

Vehicular Access
constraints or
opportunities -

Road network capable of
accommodating traffic
generated?

Material assets
and climatic
factors?

Adjacent to road.

Mitigation/Enhanc  Scoring —

ement if post

appropriate? mitigatio
n

Access road would
need to be
delivered to the
satisfaction of the
Council as Roads
Authority

Is the site close to a range
of facilities? Can these be
accessed by public
transport?

Climatic factors
and human
health

Site outwith the 400m bus stop buffer.

Is the site within a Health
and Safety Consultation
Zone or any other site
servicing constraints, e.g.
electricity pylons,
underground gas pipelines
etc.

Material Assets
and Population
and Human
Health

None

N/A

Does the proposal support
a designated National
Planning Framework
national priority or a site
identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?

Material Assets

No outwith tiered settlement.

Will the site make use of
existing buildings?

Material Assets

Yes, farm building that could be
converted.

N/A

Reuse of existing
materials




Site assessment question Related SEA Comment Information available — Scoring Mitigation/Enhanc  Scoring —
(click on links embedded topic if GIS/site visit? - pre ement if post

in the text for further applicable mitigati  appropriate? mitigatio
guidance) on n

Landscape Designated sites

To what extent will any Landscape None 0 0
designated sites be
affected —including NSAs,
Regional Scenic Areas, and
local landscape
designations?

Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests

Does the proposal ensure Landscape Already setting for buildings so + Reuse of existing
that development does not appropriate in terms of buildings. building heights and
exceed the capacity of the plots/materials
landscape to should allow for
accommodate it? (see sympathetic

notes) development

Will the proposal have an Popl and human | Within greenbelt.
adverse impact on the health or
integrity of the greenbelt? | material assets

Material assets

Is the option in the vicinity | Material Assets No N/A N/A
of a waste management and Human
site and could therefore Health

compromise the waste
handling operation?




Site assessment question
(click on links embedded
in the text for further
guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring
- pre
mitigati
on

Mitigation/Enhanc
ement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigatio
n

For potential waste Material Assets Recycling area at Scone. 0 0
management activity sites
(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution
uses) - does the proposal
comply with the locational
criteria set outin annex B
of the Zero Waste Plan?
Cultural Heritage
Will the option affect an _ . . .
P . 4 Cultural Within designed landscape. Farm steading - Careful design and 0
cultural heritage asset or . . . . L .
their setting? heritage, incl is B listed. ensuring integrity of
) architectural and listed building is
archaeological maintained and
heritage (and enhanced.
links with
landscape)
To what extent will the . . .
. Cultural Potential to create sympathetic design
proposal result in the . . . .
. heritage, incl that enhances listed buildings and
opportunity to enhance or . . .
. architectural and | designed landscape setting.
improve access to the .
. . archaeological
historic environment? (see .
notes) heritage and
links with
landscape
Constraints
Is the site im t
s the site impacted Could relate to No N/A N/A

by/compatible with
neighbouring uses?

all SEA topics
depending on
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Site assessment question Related SEA Comment Information available — Scoring Mitigation/Enhanc  Scoring —
(click on links embedded topic if GIS/site visit? - pre ement if post

in the text for further applicable mitigati  appropriate? mitigatio
guidance) on n

neighboring uses

Are there any known
constraints to
development e.g.
ownership, marketability
etc.

Material Assets No Check CFS form + +

Scoring — two columns have been added in the event that is it useful for planning authorities to quickly identify environmental effects from a proposal on a site.
Where adverse effects have been identified, it may then also be useful to consider any obvious mitigation measures that might reduce these adverse effects. The
second scoring column then allows at a quick glance to see what residual effects might remain following mitigation. There are many scoring techniques currently in
use and an example of one option could be:

— + 0 = —
Significantly positive positive neutral adverse Significantly adverse




Site Name: Balindean 1

Source of site suggestion:

Settlement: Ballindean

GIS Site Ref: Balindean 1
MIR Site Ref:
Pre-MIR Site Ref:

Outside or adjacent to a settlement
boundary? Outwith

Site History/Previous planning applications,
existing local plan policies and proposals:

No planning applications

OS Grid Ref:

Site Size (ha): 10.5

Within a TAYplan preferred
Settlement, if so which settlement
tier?

Non tiered

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc): Agricultural

Proposed Use: Housing

Initial Officer Comments:
Agricultural land

Summary Description (topography,
features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Insert Location Plan
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Insert Photographs if available

Site assessment question Related SEA Comment Information available — Scoring Mitigation/Enhanc  Scoring —
(click on links embedded topic if GIS/site visit? - pre ement if post
in the text for further applicable mitigati appropriate? mitigatio
guidance) (o] n

Water
Could the option resultina | Water No 0 0

negative impact on the
water environment? (see
notes)

Can the option connect to Water Yes 0 0
the public foul sewer?

Is the site thought to be at | Water, Climatic No flood risk 0 0
risk of flooding or could its | Factors and

development result in Human Health

additional flood risk

elsewhere?

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

To what extent will the Bio flora and Woodland adjacent to site which could - Policy NE3 0
proposal affect fauna have impact on habitat if removed. Biodiversity.
b|od|v<_er5|ty, flora and Policy EP3B
fauna interests?

Setback

development from




Site assessment question
(click on links embedded
in the text for further
guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment Information available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring
- pre
mitigati
on

Mitigation/Enhanc
ement if
appropriate?

watercourse and
existing woodland.
However post
development issues
with trees could
remain.

Scoring —
post
mitigatio
n

Are there any local None N/A N/A

geodiversity sites or wider

geodiversity interests that

could be affected by the

proposal?

How will habitat Bio flora and Woodland adjacent to site which could - Policy NE3 0

connectivity or wildlife fauna have impact on habitat if removed. Biodiversity.

corridors be affeFtde by Policy EP3B

the proposal — will it result

in habitat fragmentation or Setback

greater connectivity? development from
watercourse and
existing woodland.
However post
development issues
with trees could
remain.

Air Quality
Could the option lead to Air No real impact on air quality as site 0 0

Local Air Quality
Management thresholds
being breached within the
Perth and Crieff Air Quality
Management Areas or lead

outwith urban area.




Site assessment question
(click on links embedded
in the text for further
guidance)

to the designation of a
new Air Quality
Management Area
(AQMA)? (see notes)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment Information available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring Mitigation/Enhanc  Scoring —
- pre ement if post
mitigati  appropriate? mitigatio
on n

Service Infrastructure

What will be the impact on
local/community facilities
and infrastructure (see
notes)

Inchture primary school is close to
capacity running at 81%.

To what extent will the
proposal affect the quality
and quantity of open space
and connectivity and
accessibility to open space
or result in a loss of open
space?

Popl and human
health or
material assets

No access to open space although
surrounded by farm land. Access to core
path. Core path 65m from site.

Would require
extension to school
to accommodate
increased school
roll.

+ Application of Policy
CF1B ensures
appropriate
provision of
informal and formal
open space
alongside any
development

proposals.
Will the proposal Population No 0 0
create/reduce
employment
land/opportunities?
Soils
Is the option on greenfield | Material Assets Greenfield mineral soil with occasional - Reuse soils locally 0
or brownfield land? and Soils peat




and Safety Consultation
Zone or any other site
servicing constraints, e.g.
electricity pylons,
underground gas pipelines

and Population
and Human
Health

Site assessment question Related SEA Comment Information available — Scoring Mitigation/Enhanc  Scoring —
(click on links embedded topic if GIS/site visit? - pre ement if post
in the text for further applicable mitigati  appropriate? mitigatio
guidance) on n
Are there any Material Assets None 0 0
contaminated land/soils and Soils
issues on the site? (see
notes)
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered Material assets Unknown Check CFS form ? ?
within the LDP timeframe?
. . . . . . . Design would need
Site aspect — does the site | Climatic factors South facing site but quite exposed. + to take advantage of
make best use of solar solar gain and
gain? Is the site protected shelter from
from prevailing winds? landscaping.
Vehicular Access Material assets Adjacent to road. + Access road would
constraints or and climatic need to be
opportunities - factors? delivered to the
satisfaction of the
Road network capable of .
. ) Council as Roads
accommodating traffic Authorit
generated? v
Is the site close to a range Climatic factors Site within the 400m bus stop buffer.
of facilities? Can these be and human
accessed by public health
transport?
Is the site within a Health Material Assets None N/A N/A




Site assessment question
(click on links embedded

in the text for further
guidance)

etc.

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information available — Scoring

GIS/site visit? - pre
mitigati
on

Does the proposal support
a designated National
Planning Framework
national priority or a site
identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?

Material Assets

No outwith tiered settlement.

Will the site make use of
existing buildings?

Material Assets

No

Mitigation/Enhanc

ement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigatio
n

Landscape Designated sites

To what extent will any
designated sites be
affected —including NSAs,
Regional Scenic Areas, and
local landscape
designations?

Landscape

Within Sidlaw Hills SLA pre-adopted 2015.

Non designated landscape features and key landscape

interests

Does the proposal ensure
that development does not
exceed the capacity of the
landscape to
accommodate it? (see
notes)

Landscape

Within building group and each small
section a potential logical expansion but
as one site far too large for the area.

Will the proposal have an
adverse impact on the
integrity of the greenbelt?

Popl and human
health or
material assets

No

N/A

Site would need to
be broken down
into much smaller
infills.

N/A




Site assessment question
(click on links embedded

in the text for further
guidance)

Material assets

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring
- pre
mitigati
on

Mitigation/Enhanc
ement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigatio
n

Is the option in the vicinity
of a waste management
site and could therefore
compromise the waste
handling operation?

Material Assets
and Human
Health

No

N/A

N/A

For potential waste
management activity sites
(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution
uses) - does the proposal
comply with the locational
criteria set outin annex B
of the Zero Waste Plan?

Material Assets

Recycling at Inchture.

Cultural Heritage

Will the option affect any
cultural heritage asset or
their setting?

Cultural
heritage, incl
architectural and
archaeological
heritage (and
links with
landscape)

Archaeology adjacent to site.

Archaeology survey
would be required.




Site assessment question Related SEA Comment Information available — Scoring Mitigation/Enhanc  Scoring —
(click on links embedded topic if GIS/site visit? - pre ement if post

in the text for further applicable mitigati  appropriate? mitigatio
guidance) on n

To what extent will the
proposal result in the
opportunity to enhance or
improve access to the
historic environment? (see

Cultural Archaeological survey required and +
heritage, incl acknowledged through design of site.
architectural and
archaeological
heritage and

notes) links with
landscape
Constraints
:DS ;Ilzr‘:t;;;f:w;ﬁ Could relate to No N/A N/A
y P all SEA topics

. . 5
neighbouring uses? depending on

neighboring uses

Are there any known
constraints to
development e.g.
ownership, marketability
etc.

Material Assets No Check CFS form + +

Scoring — two columns have been added in the event that is it useful for planning authorities to quickly identify environmental effects from a proposal on a site.
Where adverse effects have been identified, it may then also be useful to consider any obvious mitigation measures that might reduce these adverse effects. The
second scoring column then allows at a quick glance to see what residual effects might remain following mitigation. There are many scoring techniques currently in
use and an example of one option could be:

— + 0 = —
Significantly positive positive neutral adverse Significantly adverse
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BANKFOOT



Site Name:

Source of site suggestion: All
landowners/interested parties

Site History/Previous planning applications,
existing local plan policies and proposals:

Land at Highfield Place/Church identified/aware?
Field No previous planning applications
Landowner
Assessed through previous plan (MIR ref
Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Outside or adjacent to a settlement | 141) but was not carried forward as it
MIR Site Ref: boundary? wasn’t considered compatible with the
Bankfoot Pre-MIR Site Ref: Bankfoot 1 preferred spatial strategy.
Adjacent to the settlement
boundary.
OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,

3.6ha

Settlement, if so which settlement
tier?

Not within a tiered settlement

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc):

Two arable fields currently in
temporary grass

Proposed Use:

Housing

Initial Officer Comments

Outwith Spatial Strategy and so
unlikely to be brought forward as
contrary to TAYplan.

Access to this site could be an
issue.

features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Sloped site on the edge of A9 and eastern
boundary of settlement. Tree belt to the
north of the site. Access to the siteis a
potential issue.

Insert Location Plan
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Insert Photographs if available




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Water
Could the option result in a Water No water courses within or adjacent | Check on OS This site is unlikely to impact on
negative impact on the water to the site. map the water environment as there
environment? (see notes) At the time of publication the GIS Landuse arg no watercour_se within or
. . adjacent to the site.
updated River Basin Management layer
Plans are not available so this
. . Waste water
assessment will be provided later. .
drainage
hotspots
Private water
supplies (risk
assessed)
layer
Can the option connect to the Water GIS Layer for Policy EP3B
public foul sewer? existing
network
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, Small area of medium probability Check all the Development should avoid
of flooding or could its Climatic surface water flooding in southern GIS Layers for areas at risk of flooding. A
development result in additional | Factors and end of the site. flood risk Drainage Impact Assessment
flood risk elsewhere? Human should be required for this site
Health to ensure no negative impact

with regards to flooding.




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

To what extent will the proposal
affect biodiversity, flora and
fauna interests?

Bio flora and
fauna

F

Hedgehogs have been identified in

the north eastern corner of the site.

GIS layers

SAC/SPA/SSSI/
NNR/
TPO/protecte
d species

Loch Leven
Catchment

Lunan Valley
catchment

River Tay
Catchment

Application of policy NE3
Biodiversity will ensure the
protection of hedgehogs.

Are there any local geodiversity
sites or wider geodiversity
interests that could be affected
by the proposal?

No

GIS Layers for
Geological
Conservation
Review sites,
SSSI, and
Tayside
Geodiversity
Sites

N/A

N/A

How will habitat connectivity or
wildlife corridors be affected by
the proposal — will it result in
habitat fragmentation or
greater connectivity?

Bio flora and
fauna

Small area of woodland on the
northern edge of the site.

GIS aerial
map/0S
map/site visit

There is unlikely to be an
impact on any surrounding
habitats as the land is currently
used for agricultural and so
unlikely to provide much in the
way of habitats. However
careful consideration of design
and planting could help create




Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
appropriate? post

mitigation

Site assessment question (click

Information Scoring —
available — pre
GIS/site visit? = mitigation

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

new habitats within this
development enhancing the
environment.

Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air Not likely to have a significant impact New development should 0
Air Quality Management on air quality. However increase consider sustainable travel
thresholds being breached development will result in slightly methods and sustainable
within the Perth and Crieff Air negative environmental impacts. construction methods in line
Quality Management Areas or with policies TA1 and EP1. This
lead to the designation of a new will help mitigate against any
Air Quality Management Area negative impact on air quality.
(AQMA)? (see notes)
Service Infrastructure
What will be the impact on The site is within the Auchtergaven GIS Layers for Developer requirement could -
local/community facilities and primary school catchment which school ensure that contributions are
infrastructure (see notes) does not have any additional catchments made to help reduce the impact
capacity. on the school; however it does
The site does not aim to provide not currently have capacity to
additional community facilities. support future development
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and No core paths or adopted green GIS layers for Development on this site could | +
affect the quality and quantity human health | space within or adjacent to the site. core paths link into and expand existing
of open space and connectivity or material and rights of core path network.
and accessibility to open space assets way and
or result in a loss of open space? maintained
open space Application of Policy CF1B
and existing ensures appropriate provision
LDP for open of informal and formal open
space space alongside any
allocations development proposals.




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population No employment land will be Check CFS 0 0
employment provided within this site. form
land/opportunities?
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield GIS aerial - N/A -
brownfield land? Assets and map/site visit
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material A small area on the eastern edge of GIS Layers for | - Development should where -
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and the site is category 2 prime carbon possible avoid areas of prime
(see notes) Soils agricultural land. richness agricultural land. Where this is
(which shows not possible good quality soils
whether there should be removed for use in
is peatland), other parts of Perth and
and prime Kinross.
agricultural
land (LCA 50K)
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes — within 5 years of adoption of Check CFS 0 0
the LDP timeframe? assets the Local Development Plan. form
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic It is suggested that a masterplan Check CFS + In line with policy EP1 +
best use of solar gain? Is the factors would be developed to ensure that form, aerial development .ShOU|d Io_ok
. . towards creating sustainable
site protected from prevailing the layout makes best use of solar map and -
. . . . . buildings.
winds? gain. The submission goes on to possibly site
suggest that the site is not known to | visit
be exposed to prevailing winds. Part
of the site is south facing and there is
a real opportunity to use eco




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

building methods to take advantage
of solar gain.

Vehicular Access constraints or Material Potential access from Highfield Road, - Access road would need to be -
opportunities - assets and However this is a very steep, narrow delivered to the satisfaction of
Road network capable of climatic road. the Council as Roads Authority.
. ) factors?
accommodating traffic
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic The site is within 400m of the GIS layer for + The development of this site +
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and nearest bus stop and local facilities bus stops has should ensure it provided links
by public transport? human health | within the village of Bankfoot. a 400m buffer to sustainable travel methods
SO you can see where possible.
if it is within
easy active
travel distance
Check
distance to
local services
and amenities
Is the site within a Health and Material No GIS layers for N/A N/A
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and pylons, gas
other site servicing constraints, Population pipelines,
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human scottish gas
underground gas pipelines etc. Health networks
network rail
buffer
Check the
health and
safety

consultations




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

at the back of
the LDP (they

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if

appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

are not
digitised)
Check for
pylons on OS
map and on
site visit
Does the proposal support a Material Contrary to TAYplan as it is outwith Check NPF3 - -
designated National Planning Assets the tiered settlements. and TAYplan
Framework national priority or a SDP
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material No existing buildings on this site. N/A | GIS aerial N/A N/A
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape No landscape designations within or | GIS layers for N/A N/A

designated sites be affected —
including NSAs, Regional Scenic
Areas, and local landscape
designations?

surrounding the site.

NSA, and SLA

Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests

Does the proposal ensure that
development does not exceed
the capacity of the landscape to
accommodate it? (see notes)

Landscape

Development on this site would be
very visible due to the elevation
which could have a negative impact.

Check existing
LDP

GIS layer wild
land

Screening could help mitigate
this but it is unlikely to reduce

the impact.




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Check the
landscape
impact using
capacity study
if oneis
available
Site visit
Will the proposal have an Popl and No — Not within the Greenbelt. GIS layer N/A N/A
adverse impact on the integrity | human health greenbelt
of the greenbelt? or material
assets
Material assets
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material No GIS layer for N/A N/A
waste management site and Assets and waste
could therefore compromise the | Human management
waste handling operation? Health sites
For potential waste Material N/A Check Zero N/A N/A
management activity sites Assets Waste Plan

(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?

Cultural Heritage




Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —

pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Will the option affect an . S
P . v . Cultural There are no cultural heritage assets | GIS layers - Impacts on the historic 0
cultural heritage asset or their . . o . . . . .
. heritage, incl within the site however there is an . environment will be avoided
setting? . . . Listed .
architectural archaeological asset and listed buildin wherever possible through
and building adjacent to the western Scheduglézd appropriate scheme location
archaeological | boundary. and design
. Monuments,
heritage (and .
. . Conservation
links with
landscape) Areas,
Gardens and
Designed
Landscape,
Battlefields,
Archaeology
Site visit
To what extent will the proposal — . . . .
W . X W . prop Cultural Development of this site could 0 It is possible that if there is no +
result in the opportunity to . . . . .
. heritage, incl increase access to the listed adverse impact on cultural
enhance or improve access to . . . .
. . architectural buildings and archaeological assets assets development of this site
the historic environment? (see .
notes) and however, it must be carefully could help enhance access to
archaeological | designed to ensure it does not the assets identified within the
heritage and detract from the setting. site. However further study
links with would be needed to establish
landscape whether or not this is a
possibility
Constraints
Is the site impacted . .
. P . Could relate The surrounding uses are mainly 0OS map and + +
by/compatible with . . L
. . to all SEA residential so the proposed use (also | site visit
neighbouring uses? . . . .
topics residential) would be considered
depending on | compatible.
neighboring
uses



http://www.historic-scotland.gov.uk/index/heritage/valuingourheritage.htm
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Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Are there any known constraints
to development e.g. ownership,
marketability etc.

Related SEA Comment

topic if

applicable

Material There are no known significant
Assets constraints.

Information Scoring —
available — pre
GIS/site visit? = mitigation

Check CFS +
form

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation




Site Name:

Source of site suggestion: All
landowners/interested parties

Site History/Previous planning applications,
existing local plan policies and proposals:

Land adjacent to Bankfoot identified/aware?
No previous planning applications
Landowner
This site formed part of a submission to the
Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Outside or adjacent to a settlement last LDP (MIR ref 143). It was suggested as
MIR Site Ref: Bankfoot 2 boundary? an alternative at MIR stage but it was not
Bankfoot Pre-MIR Site Ref: taken forward in the proposed plan.
Adjacent to the settlement
boundary.
OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,

9.28ha

Settlement, if so which settlement
tier?

Not within a tiered settlement

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed

or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,

brownfield etc):

Agriculture

Proposed Use:

Residential use and public
open space, assist with flood
mitigation and work with
neighbouring landowner to put
in place a sustainable solution
to flood risk at south of
Bankfoot village.

Initial Officer Comments

Outwith Spatial Strategy and so
unlikely to be brought forward as
contrary to TAYplan.

features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

This is a flat site on the southern edge of
the settlement. It is surrounded on three
sides by residential uses with access off
Nicoll Drive.

Insert Location Plan
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Insert Photographs if available




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Mitigation/Enhancement if
on links embedded in the text topic if available — appropriate?
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?
Water
Could the option result in a Water The Garry Burn runs through this Check on OS Apply policy EC3 to
negative impact on the water site. map avoid/reduce/mitigate and
. 5 S
environment? (see notes) GIS Landuse enhance any posslble impacts
on the water environment —
layer . .
connection to public sewerage
Waste water system + and requiring
drainage appropriate SUDS
hotspots
Private water
. . Development should be set
supplies (risk
back from watercourses
assessed) . . .
including the two ponds just
layer . .
outwith the site to ensure there
is not negative impact.
Can the option connect to the Water GIS Layer for Policy EP3B
public foul sewer? existing
network
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, The majority of the northeastern half | Check all the Development should avoid
of flooding or could its Climatic of the site is covered by SEPA GIS Layers for areas at risk of flooding. A Flood
development result in additional | Factors and medium probability river flooding. It | flood risk Risk Assessment should be
flood risk elsewhere? Human is proposed that the developer could required for this site to ensure
Health assist with flood mitigation and work no negative impact with
with neighbouring landowner to put regards to flooding.
in place a sustainable solution to




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

flood risk at south of Bankfoot
village.

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

Where possible development of
the site should reduce the
potential for flooding
elsewhere.

To what extent will the proposal
affect biodiversity, flora and
fauna interests?

Bio flora and
fauna

F

No protected species recorded on
this site.

GIS layers

SAC/SPA/SSSI/
NNR/
TPO/protecte
d species

Loch Leven
Catchment

Lunan Valley
catchment

River Tay
Catchment

Are there any local geodiversity
sites or wider geodiversity
interests that could be affected
by the proposal?

No

GIS Layers for
Geological
Conservation
Review sites,
SSSI, and
Tayside
Geodiversity
Sites

N/A

N/A

How will habitat connectivity or
wildlife corridors be affected by
the proposal — will it result in

Bio flora and
fauna

There is no woodland within the site

but an area of ancient woodland to
the southern boundary of the site.

GIS aerial
map/0S
map/site visit

Careful consideration of design
and planting could help create
new habitats within this




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

habitat fragmentation or
greater connectivity?

Garry Burn runs through the site.

development, connecting to
existing woodland on the edge
of the site, enhancing the
environment.

There should be no culverting,
and where possible restoration
of watercourses that have been
previously diverted (EP3D)
should be considered.

Development should be well set
back from watercourses

Air Quality

Could the option lead to Local
Air Quality Management
thresholds being breached
within the Perth and Crieff Air
Quality Management Areas or
lead to the designation of a new
Air Quality Management Area
(AQMA)? (see notes)

Air

Not likely to have a significant impact
on air quality. However increase
development will result in slightly
negative environmental impacts.

New development should
consider sustainable travel
methods and sustainable
construction methods in line
with policies TA1 and EP1. This
will help mitigate against any
negative impact on air quality.

Service Infrastructure

What will be the impact on
local/community facilities and
infrastructure (see notes)

The site is within the Auchtergaven
primary school catchment which
does not have any additional
capacity.

There are existing community
facilities within Bankfoot; this site
does not aim to provide community
faculties.

GIS Layers for
school
catchments

Developer requirement could
ensure that contributions are
made to help reduce the impact
on the school; however it does
not currently have capacity to
support future development




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and A core path runs along the western GIS layers for 0 Development on this site +
affect the quality and quantity human health | edge and partly within the site core paths should link into and expand
of open space and connectivity or material boundary. There is also an area of and rights of existing core path network.
and accessibility to open space assets greenspace to the north of the site. way and
or result in a loss of open space? maintained
open space Application of Policy CF1B
It is expected that this site will and existing ensures appropriate provision
provide further open space for the LDP for open of informal and formal open
community. space space alongside any
allocations development proposals.
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population No employment land will be Check CFS 0 0
employment provided within this site. form
land/opportunities?
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield GIS aerial - -
brownfield land? Assets and map/site visit
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material The south eastern half of the site is GIS Layers for | - Development should where -
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and an area of category 2 prime carbon possible avoid areas of prime
(see notes) Soils agricultural land. richness agricultural land. Where this is
(which shows not possible good quality soils
whether there should be removed for use in
is peatland), other parts of Perth and
and prime Kinross.
agricultural
land (LCA 50K)
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes within 5-10 years of adoption of | Check CFS 0 0




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

the LDP timeframe? assets the local Development plan. form

. . L . In line with policy EP1
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic It is suggested that a Masterplan Check CFS + policy +

. . development should look

best use of solar gain? Is the factors would be developed to ensure that form, aerial . .

. .. towards creating sustainable
site protected from prevailing the layout makes best use of solar map and buildings
winds? gain and that the site is not known to | possibly site gs.

be exposed to prevailing winds. visit
Vehicular Access constraints or Material The site could be accessed from + Access road would need to be +
opportunities - assets and Nicoll Drive. delivered to the satisfaction of
climatic the Council as Roads Authority.
Road network capable of ! ! und Y Y
. . factors?

accommodating traffic
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic The site is within 400m of the GIS layer for + The development of this site +

facilities? Can these be accessed
by public transport?

factors and
human health

nearest bus stop and local facilities

within the village of Bankfoot.

bus stops has
a 400m buffer
SO you can see
if it is within
easy active
travel distance

Check
distance to
local services
and amenities

should ensure it provided links
to sustainable travel methods
where possible.

Is the site within a Health and
Safety Consultation Zone or any
other site servicing constraints,
e.g. electricity pylons,
underground gas pipelines etc.

Material
Assets and
Population
and Human
Health

N/A

GIS layers for
pylons, gas
pipelines,
scottish gas
networks
network rail




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —

on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation

buffer

Check the

health and

safety

consultations

at the back of

the LDP (they

are not

digitised)

Check for

pylons on OS

map and on

site visit
Does the proposal support a Material Contrary to TAYplan as it is outwith Check NPF3 - -
designated National Planning Assets the tiered settlements. and TAYplan
Framework national priority or a SDP
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material No existing buildings on this site. N/A | GIS aerial N/A Seek reuse if appropriate to N/A
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit reuse, considering their

suitability and their
contribution to built heritage
Landscape Designated sites

To what extent will any Landscape No landscape designations within or | GIS layers for N/A N/A
-de5|gn.ated sites be .affected - surrounding the site. NSA, and SLA
including NSAs, Regional Scenic
Areas, and local landscape




Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —

pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

designations?

Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests

Does the proposal ensure that Landscape This site is surrounded on three side | Check existing | + Careful consideration should be | +
development does not exceed by residential uses and could fit LDP given to design to ensure a high
the capacity of the landscape to within the existing townscape of the GIS laver wild quality addition to the
accommodate it? (see notes) area. land ¥ landscape/townscape.
Check the
landscape
impact using
capacity study
if one is
available
Site visit
Will the proposal have an Popl and No — Not within the Greenbelt. GIS layer N/A N/A
adverse impact on the integrity human health greenbelt
of the greenbelt? or material
assets
Material assets
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material No GIS layer for N/A N/A
waste management site and Assets and waste
could therefore compromise the | Human management
waste handling operation? Health sites




result in the opportunity to
enhance or improve access to
the historic environment? (see
notes)

heritage, incl
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape

enhancements, access to
features, interpretation etc

Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
For potential waste Material N/A Check Zero N/A N/A
management activity sites Assets Waste Plan
(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?
Cultural Heritage
Will'the opt.lon affect any . Cultural No cultural heritage assets within or | GIS layers 0 0
cultural heritage asset or their . . . .
. heritage, incl adjacent to the site. .
setting? . Listed
architectural .
and building,
. Scheduled
archaeological
. Monuments,
heritage (and .
. . Conservation
links with
landscape) Areas,
Gardens and
Designed
Landscape,
Battlefields,
Archaeology
Site visit
To what extent will th | . .
o what extent will the proposal | o jural N/A N/A Requirement for any positive N/A



http://www.historic-scotland.gov.uk/index/heritage/valuingourheritage.htm
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Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post

for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation

Is the site impacted . .
. P . Could relate The surrounding uses are mainly 0OS map and
by/compatible with . . L
. . to all SEA residential so the proposed use (also | site visit
neighbouring uses? . . . .
topics residential) would be considered
depending on | compatible.
neighboring
uses
Are there any known constraints . N . .
Y . Material Flooding is known constrain on this Check CFS Development of flood
to development e.g. ownership, . .
- Assets site. form defences/prevention measures
marketability etc. .
could reduce this impact.




Site Name: Source of site suggestion: All Site History/Previous planning applications,
Land off Dunkeld Road, landowners/interested parties existing local plan policies and proposals:
Bankfoot identified/aware?
Previous planning application (in principle)
for western edge of site — 12/10868/IPL
Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Outside or adjacent to a settlement
MIR Site Ref: Bankfoot 3 boundary? This site formed part of a submission to the
Bankfoot Pre-MIR Site Ref: last LDP (MIR ref 143). It was suggested as
Adjacent to the settlement an alternative at MIR stage but it was not
boundary. taken forward in the proposed plan.
OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,

2.8ha

Settlement, if so which settlement
tier?

Not within a tiered settlement

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc):

Agriculture

Proposed Use:

Residential

Initial Officer Comments

Outwith Spatial Strategy and so
unlikely to be brought forward as
contrary to TAYplan.

features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

This is a steeply sloping site to the north of
the village of Bankfoot. It lies adjacent to
the northern boundary of the settlement
with areas of woodland on both the eastern
and western edges of the site.

Insert Location Plan
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Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Water
Could the option result in a Water No watercourses within or Check on OS This site is unlikely to impact on
negative impact on the water immediately adjacent to the site. map the water environment as there
environment? (see notes) At the time of publication the GIS Landuse arg no watercour_se within or
. . adjacent to the site.
updated River Basin Management layer
Plans are not available so this
. . Waste water
assessment will be provided later. .
drainage
hotspots
Private water
supplies (risk
assessed)
layer
Can the option connect to the Water GIS Layer for Policy EP3B
public foul sewer? existing
network
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, The site does not appear to be at risk | Check all the SUDs should be considered as a
of flooding or could its Climatic of flooding (SEPA maps). GIS Layers for part of development to ensure
development result in additional | Factors and flood risk that development on this site
flood risk elsewhere? Human does not result in flooding
Health elsewhere. This could result in

an improvement to the
surrounding area as it could




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

help reduce the village’s
vulnerability in terms of
flooding.

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

To what extent will the proposal
affect biodiversity, flora and
fauna interests?

Bio flora and
fauna

F

No protected species recorded
within the site.

GIS layers

SAC/SPA/SSSI/
NNR/
TPO/protecte
d species

Loch Leven
Catchment

Lunan Valley
catchment

River Tay
Catchment

Are there any local geodiversity
sites or wider geodiversity
interests that could be affected
by the proposal?

No

GIS Layers for
Geological
Conservation
Review sites,
SSSI, and
Tayside
Geodiversity
Sites

N/A

N/A

How will habitat connectivity or
wildlife corridors be affected by
the proposal — will it result in
habitat fragmentation or
greater connectivity?

Bio flora and
fauna

Both the eastern and western edges
of the site and covered in woodland.

GIS aerial
map/0S
map/site visit

Woodland should be retained in
line with Scottish Government
Control of Woodland Removal
policy and new planting should
be secured in line with the
Perth and Kinross Forestry and




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information Scoring —
available — pre
GIS/site visit? = mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Strategy.

In line with Policy NE3
Biodiversity new development
should protect and enhance
biodiversity.

Development on this site
should consider this and any
opportunities to create or
connect habitats should be
considered.

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Air Quality

Could the option lead to Local
Air Quality Management
thresholds being breached
within the Perth and Crieff Air
Quality Management Areas or
lead to the designation of a new
Air Quality Management Area
(AQMA)? (see notes)

Air

Not likely to have a significant impact
on air quality. However increase
development will result in slightly
negative environmental impacts.

New development should
consider sustainable travel
methods and sustainable
construction methods in line
with policies TA1 and EP1. This
will help mitigate against any
negative impact on air quality

Service Infrastructure

What will be the impact on
local/community facilities and
infrastructure (see notes)

The site is within the Auchtergaven
primary school catchment which
does not have any additional
capacity.

The site does not aim to provide
additional community facilities.

GIS Layers for
school
catchments

Developer requirement could
ensure that contributions are
made to help reduce the impact
on the school; however the
school site has limited capacity
for future extension which may
be required to support future
development.




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and A core path runs along the eastern GIS layers for 0 Application of Policy CF1B +
affect the quality and quantity human health | boundary of the site. core paths ensures appropriate provision
of open space and connectivity or material and rights of of informal and formal open
and accessibility to open space assets way and space alongside any
or result in a loss of open space? No adopted green space within the maintained development proposals.
ite.
Ste gscejr;)s(:osiicne As well as this development on
g this site could like into the
LDP for open L
existing core path network.

space

allocations
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population No employment land will be Check CFS 0 0
employment provided within this site. form
land/opportunities?

Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield GIS aerial - -
brownfield land? Assets and map/site visit
Soils

Are there any contaminated Material There is no a carbon rich soil or GIS Layersfor | O 0
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and prime agricultural land within the carbon
(see notes) Soils site. richness

(which shows

whether there

is peatland),

and prime

agricultural

land (LCA 50K)

Deliverability/sustainability constraints

Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes — within 5 years of adoption of Check CFS 0 0




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

the LDP timeframe? assets the Local Development Plan. form
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic It is suggested that the site is Check CFS + In line with policy EP1 +
best use of solar gain? Is the factors protected from prevailing winds and | form, aerial development .ShOU|d Io-ok
. .. . towards creating sustainable
site protected from prevailing could make best sue of solar gain. map and buildings
winds? possibly site ’
visit
Vehicular Access constraints or Material Access could potentially be taken off 0 Access road would need to be 0
opportunities - assets and main street. delivered to the satisfaction of
Road network capable of climatic the Council as Roads Authority.
. . factors?
accommodating traffic
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic The site is within 400m of the GIS layer for + The development of this site +
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and nearest bus stop and local facilities bus stops has should ensure it provided links
by public transport? human health | within the village of Bankfoot. a 400m buffer to sustainable travel methods
SO you can see where possible.
if it is within
easy active
travel distance
Check
distance to
local services
and amenities
Is the site within a Health and Material No GIS layers for N/A N/A
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and pylons, gas
other site servicing constraints, Population pipelines,
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human scottish gas
underground gas pipelines etc. Health networks

network rail




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —

on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation

buffer

Check the

health and

safety

consultations

at the back of

the LDP (they

are not

digitised)

Check for

pylons on OS

map and on

site visit
Does the proposal support a Material Contrary to TAYplan as it is outwith Check NPF3 - -
designated National Planning Assets the tiered settlements. and TAYplan
Framework national priority or a SDP
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material No existing buildings on this site. N/A | GIS aerial N/A Seek reuse if appropriate to N/A
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit reuse, considering their

suitability and their
contribution to built heritage
Landscape Designated sites

To what extent will any Landscape No landscape designations within or | GIS layers for N/A N/A
-de5|gn.ated sites be .affected - surrounding the site. NSA, and SLA
including NSAs, Regional Scenic
Areas, and local landscape




Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —

pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

designations?

Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests

Does the proposal ensure that Landscape This site could be quite prominent Check existing | O Careful consideration should be | 0
development does not exceed due to the slope of the site. However | LDP given to design to ensure a high
the capacity of the landscape to the existing woodland could help GIS laver wild quality addition to the
accommodate it? (see notes) screen the development. land ¥ landscape/townscape
Check the
landscape
impact using
capacity study
if one is
available
Site visit
Will the proposal have an Popl and No — Not within the Greenbelt. GIS layer N/A N/A
adverse impact on the integrity human health greenbelt
of the greenbelt? or material
assets
Material assets
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material No GIS layer for N/A N/A
waste management site and Assets and waste
could therefore compromise the | Human management
waste handling operation? Health sites




result in the opportunity to
enhance or improve access to
the historic environment? (see
notes)

heritage, incl
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape

enhancements, access to
features, interpretation etc

Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
For potential waste Material N/A Check Zero N/A N/A
management activity sites Assets Waste Plan
(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?
Cultural Heritage
Will th ti ffect . s S
" the op .|on atrect any . Cultural No cultural heritage assets within or | GIS layers 0 Impacts on the historic +
cultural heritage asset or their . . . . . . .
. heritage, incl adjacent to the site. . environment will be avoided
setting? . Listed .
architectural buildin wherever possible through
and & appropriate scheme location
. Scheduled .
archaeological and design
. Monuments,
heritage (and .
. . Conservation
links with
landscape) Areas,
Gardens and
Designed
Landscape,
Battlefields,
Archaeology
Site visit
To what extent will the proposal . o
prop Cultural N/A N/A Requirement for any positive N/A



http://www.historic-scotland.gov.uk/index/heritage/valuingourheritage.htm
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Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Is the site impacted

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information Scoring —
available — pre
GIS/site visit? = mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

. . Could relate The surrounding uses are mainly 0OS map and
by/compatible with . . L
. . to all SEA residential so the proposed use (also | site visit
neighbouring uses? . . . .
topics residential) would be considered
depending on | compatible.
neighboring
uses
Are there any known constralr\ts Material No known constraints. Check CFS
to development e.g. ownership,
Assets form

marketability etc.




BINN



Site Name:
Binn Eco Park

Source of site suggestion: All
landowners/interested parties

Binn Group (Land owner)

identified/aware?
Settlement: Binn Farm GIS Site Ref: Outside or adjacent to a settlement
MIR Site Ref: boundary?

Pre-MIR Site Ref:

Expansion area would be outside but
adjacent to settlement boundary

Site History/Previous planning applications,
existing local plan policies and proposals:
Existing waste management site with landfill
(now closed); integrated waste management,
recycling and recovery; and recent planning
permission for horticultural development. LDP
policy EP9 protects existing waste
management sites identified in the plan, and
encourages the development of new waste
management infrastructure.

OS Grid Ref:

Site Size (ha):

Current area 84 ha

Expansion area proposed 125 ha
Total 209 ha

Within a TAYplan preferred
Settlement, if so which settlement
tier?

Not in a tiered settlement

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed

or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,

brownfield etc):

Existing waste management site,
with expansion site currently in
agricultural use.

Proposed Use:

Eco Innovation Park including
waste management, recycling
and recovery; horticultural food
production; renewable energy;
clean technology businesses;
environmental education and
training; and advanced
sustainable drainage systems

Initial Officer Comments

Summary Description (topography,
features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Site is relatively remote and is accessed by a
private road. The expansion area adjoins the
existing waste management site and is
currently in agricultural use with a handful of
farm buildings and cottages. The site is
relatively high up and exposed in places and
there is a telecoms mast at the highest point. In
landscape terms, the landfill and existing waste
management infrastructure are situated in an
elevated bowl.

Insert Location Plan




Insert Photographs if available




Site assessment question (click = Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Water

Could the option result in a Water The site contains a number of Check on 0OS Application of policy EP3, which | 0
negative impact on the water streams and burns. The site is in map ensures that there is no
environment? (see notes) agricultural use however with more GIS Landuse deterioration of water body

intensive horticulture use proposed, laver status

there is potential for an elevated 4

amount of nutrients from fertiliser Waste water

and soil treatments to migrate to drainage

watercourses unless mitigation is hotspots

applied. Private water

At the time of publication the supplies (risk

updated River Basin Management assessed)

Plans are not available so this layer

assessment will be provided later.

Not in a wastewater drainage

hotspot

There are no wetlands or boggy

areas on site.
Can the option connect to the Water GIS Layer for
public foul sewer? existing

network
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, Very small pockets of the site are Check all the 0 Application of policy EP2 and 0
of flooding or could its Climatic identified as being at medium risk of | GIS Layers for supplementary guidance, which
development result in additional | Factors and surface water flooding flood risk presumes against proposals for
flood risk elsewhere? Human development at risk of flooding;
Health and proposals that increase

flood risk elsewhere




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —

post
mitigation

the proposal — will it result in
habitat fragmentation or
greater connectivity?

corridors. It is expected that much of
the site will remain undeveloped and
mitigation measures could be
applied

map/site visit

implemented such as use of
locally native trees in landscape
schemes, habitat creation,
wildlife corridor creation along
paths

To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and The site is mainly rough GIS layers - Application of policy NE3 that 0
?;‘Zenc;c ibnlsjrle\:/;rss;ty, flora and fauna grassland/scrub or cropped. SAC/SPA/SSSI/ E:g;?\,c;:s?trf enhances
Not in a SAC or SPA NNR/
Not in a SSSI or NNR TPO/p.rotecte EvaIua’Fior? and mitiga.tior_1 of _
d species potential impact on biodiversity
There is a significant patch of ancient interest.
. Loch Leven
woodland to the east of the site Catchment Retain mature trees where
(Glen Wood, Abernethy) but it is all .
outside the site boundary. Parts of Lunan Valley possible
the site have woodland cover catchment
No protected species identified at River Tay
the site Catchment
Are there any local geodiversity The proposal would have no impact GIS Layers for | n/a n/a n/a
sites or wider geodiversity on geodiversity interests Geological
interests that could be affected Conservation
by the proposal? Review sites,
SSSI, and
Tayside
Geodiversity
Sites
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and The proposeal would have no impact | GIS aerial 0 Measures to enhance 0
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna on habitat connectivity or wildlife map/0S biodiversity could be

Air Quality




Site assessment question (click = Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Could the option lead to Local Air The proposal would not lead to the n/a n/a n/a
Air Quality Management designation of a new AQMA
thresholds being breached . .
within the Perth Air Quality With any energy g.en.eratlon proposal
there could be emissions however
Management Area or lead to
the designation of a new Air these could be o_ffset by recovery of
) waste gases, which may be further
Quality Management Area used in the generation of energy
(AQMA)? (see notes)
There is likely to be a large surplus of
heat generated by the proposal,
which is earmarked for use in the
horticultural element, however a
heat surplus may remain
Service Infrastructure
What will be the impact on No community facilities are GIS Layers for | n/a n/a n/a
local/community facilities and proposed. No housing is proposed school
infrastructure (see notes) catchments
To what extent will the proposal | Popland Being farmland, the site is not GIS layers for 0 Proposal could link to existing +
affect the quality and quantity human health | generally open for public access and core paths path network
of open space and connectivity or material there are no core paths or rights of and rights of
and accessibility to open space assets way across the site way and
or result in a loss of open space? maintained
open space
and existing
LDP for open
space
allocations
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population It is expected that the number of Check CFS Significant increase in the
employment people employed at the site will form amount of employment land

land/opportunities?

increase and the site is designed to




Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
appropriate? post

mitigation

Site assessment question (click

Information Scoring —
available — pre
GIS/site visit? = mitigation

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

provide an attractive location for
complementary businesses to locate

Road network capable of

facilitate access to the landfill site by

Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield, although the proposal GIS aerial n/a
brownfield land? Assets and includes mainly horticultural uses at map/site visit
Soils the site
Are there any contaminated Material There is a large landfill site (now GIS Layers for Application of suitable
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and closed) immediately adjacent to the carbon environmental protection
(see notes) Soils north west of the site richness policies
. . which shows
There are no peat rich soils at the (
. whether there
site .
is peatland),
There is no prime agricultural land at | and prime
the site agricultural
land (LCA 50K)
Deliverability/sustainability constraints

Will the site be delivered within | Material The site owner asserts that the Check CFS n/a
the LDP timeframe? assets proposal can be delivered in phases form

over the lifetime of the plan
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic The site is in an elevated position Check CFS n/a
best use of solar gain? Is the factors and is exposed to the prevailing form, aerial
site protected from prevailing wind. It has a generally open aspect map and
winds? and would benefit considerably from | possibly site

solar gain. visit
Vehicular Access constraints or Material There is a private access track in the Access road would need to be
opportunities - assets and control of the site owner leading to maintained to the satisfaction

climatic the site, which was constructed to of the Council as roads




Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
appropriate? post

mitigation

Site assessment question (click

Information Scoring —
available — pre
GIS/site visit? = mitigation

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

accommodating traffic
generated?

factors?

HGVs. The landfill site is now closed
and there is capacity on this track for
agricultural traffic.

Is the site close to a range of
facilities? Can these be accessed
by public transport?

Climatic
factors and
human health

The nearest bus service is available
at the stops outside the Bein Inn,
which is some considerable distance
to the south of the site. It is not
easily accessible by public transport,
nor could it be made so.

GIS layer for
bus stops has
a 400m buffer
SO you can see
if it is within
easy active
travel distance

Check
distance to
local services
and amenities

authority

Is the site within a Health and
Safety Consultation Zone or any
other site servicing constraints,
e.g. electricity pylons,
underground gas pipelines etc.

Material
Assets and
Population
and Human
Health

The site is not within any HSE
consultation zone and has no other
site servicing constraints

There are gas pipelines in the area
west of the site, through the
Glenfarg settlement. The site is well
outside the relevant consultation
zones.

GIS layers for
pylons, gas
pipelines,
scottish gas
networks
network rail
buffer

Check the
health and
safety
consultations
at the back of
the LDP (they
are not
digitised)

n/a




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

designated sites be affected —
including NSAs, Regional Scenic
Areas, and local landscape
designations?

site is in the Ochil Hills SLA

NSA, and SLA

conserve and enhance the
diversity and quality of the
area’s landscapes, and
Supplementary Guidance

Check for
pylons on OS
map and on
site visit
Does the proposal support a Material None Check NPF3 n/a n/a n/a
designated National Planning Assets and TAYplan
Framework national priority or a SDP
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material Although not listed, there is a GIS aerial - Could seek their reuse if 0
existing buildings? Assets handful of farm buildings and map/site visit appropriate, considering their
cottages at the site that could be suitability and contribution to
reused the built heritage
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape Although not in a NSA or RSA, the GIS layers for - Application of policy ER6 to 0

Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests

Does the proposal ensure that
development does not exceed
the capacity of the landscape to
accommodate it? (see notes)

Landscape

The site is outwith but immediately
adjacent to the Binn Eco Park
existing settlement boundary. The
proposal would have an adverse
effect on the character of the
landscape in that area because it

Check existing
LDP

GIS layer wild
land

Check the

Application of policy ER6 to
conserve and enhance the
diversity and quality of the
area’s landscapes, and
Supplementary Guidance




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —

post
mitigation

would be developed with more landscape

structures (poly tunnels) than its impact using

existing agricultural use, however its | capacity study

impact would remain small in if one is

comparison to the open landscape, available

nd the pr | would n il N

and the p op.os..a ould not be easily Site visit

seen from existing settlements
Will the proposal have an Popl and The site is not in the greenbelt GIS layer n/a n/a n/a
adverse impact on the integrity human health greenbelt
of the greenbelt? or material

assets
Material assets
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material The proposal is adjacent to a major GIS layer for + The proposed activities would
waste management site and Assets and waste management site and it is waste be complementary to the waste
could therefore compromise the | Human intended to facilitate its growth management management functions of the
waste handling operation? Health sites neighbouring site and could
maximise the available resource

For potential waste Material There is strong support for the Check Zero n/a
management activity sites Assets proposal in SPP 2014 para 178-187 Waste Plan

(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?

Cultural Heritage




Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —

GIS/site visit?

Scoring —

pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Will the option affect any

to development e.g. ownership,

. . Cultural The site is affected in isolated places | GIS layers - Application of policy HE1, which | O
cultural heritage asset or their . . . .
. heritage, incl by archaeological features. None are . presumes against development
setting? . o Listed
architectural scheduled however it is likely that buildin that would have an adverse
and undiscovered archaeological Schedugl’ed impact on Scheduled
archaeological | artefacts lie nearby. Monuments and protects areas
. Monuments, .
heritage (and . of known archaeological
. . Conservation . . .
links with interest and their setting
landscape) Areas,
Gardens and
Designed
Landscape,
Battlefields,
Archaeology
Site visit
To what extent will the proposal
. . prop Cultural None 0 n/a 0
result in the opportunity to . .
. heritage, incl
enhance or improve access to .
S . architectural
the historic environment? (see and
notes) .
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape
aints
Is the site impacted S
. P . Could relate The proposal is highly OS map and n/a n/a n/a
by/compatible with Y
. . to all SEA complementary to the only site visit
neighbouring uses? . . . .
topics neighbouring uses, which are the
depending on | existing waste management site at
neighboring Binn; and agricultural uses
uses
Are there any known constraints .
Material None Check CFS 0 n/a 0
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Site assessment question (click = Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —

on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation

marketability etc. Assets form




BRIDGE OF EARN



Site Name: Bridge of Earn H72

Source of site suggestion:

Existing LDP site

Settlement: Bridge of Earn

GIS Site Ref:
MIR Site Ref:
Pre-MIR Site Ref:

Outside or adjacent to a settlement
boundary?
Inside

Site History/Previous planning applications,
existing local plan policies and proposals:

Already located inside the settlement
boundary, this windfall site was considered for
a specific housing allocation through the LDP
examination. The outcome of which was to
recommend that the site be allocated for
housing (70 units).

No planning application has been received yet,
however the owner has submitted a PAN in
May 2015.

A previous planning application for 107 units
was submitted in 2009 but withdrawn in 2001
(99/00837/FUL)

OS Grid Ref:

Site Size (ha): 2.9 hectares

Within a TAYplan preferred
Settlement, if so which settlement
tier?

Tier 1 (part of Perth Core)

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc):

Proposed Use:

Housing.

Initial Officer Comments:

The LDP allocates this site for housing
and there are site specific developer
requirements associated with its

Summary Description (topography,
features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

The site lies within the grounds of the A listed
Kilgraston School within the B listed entrance
gate and walls, and adjacent to the B listed
Kilgraston lodge at the entrance. There are
mature trees which border the site along the
eastern boundary with the village, along the
entrance road to the school, along the edge of
the burn to the north, and also along the field
boundary to the south.




Currently in agricultural use as proposed development
crop and grazing land

Insert Location Plan
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Insert Photographs if available

Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Water
Could the option result in a Water At the time of publication the Check on OS - Apply policy EP3 to 0
negative impact on the water updated River Basin Management map avoid/reduce/mitigate and
environment? (see notes) Plans are not available so this enhance any possible impacts
. . GIS Landuse .
assessment will be provided later. laver on the water environment —
y connection to public sewerage
There are no watercourses or .
- . Waste water system + and requiring
boggy/wetland areas within the site. . .
drainage appropriate SUDS
hotspots

Private water
supplies (risk
assessed)
layer




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information Scoring —
available — pre
GIS/site visit? = mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Lunan Valley
catchment

River Tay
Catchment

Can the option connect to the Water Yes it lies close enough to the GIS Layer for 0 Policy EP3B 0
public foul sewer? existing network (but awaiting existing

further comment from Scottish network

Water regarding capacity)
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, There is no risk of flooding from Check all the 0 Apply policy EP2 to ensure 0
of flooding or could its Climatic surface water or from rivers on the GIS Layers for flood risk assessment is
development result in additional | Factors and site although there are isolated areas | flood risk assessed
flood risk elsewhere? Human in the vicinity that are at risk from

Health surface water flooding.
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and There are no designated sites to GIS layers Policy NE3 Biodiversity. -
affect Plodlversny, flora and fauna |mpaFt however there is scrub SAC/SPA/SSSI/ Policy EP3B
fauna interests? planting and a handful of trees at the NNR/

site. Set back development from

TPO/protecte existing trees where possible
Protected species (Hedgehog) d species & P
;dai:tlfwd at a nearby site to the Loch Leven
) Catchment




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Are there any local geodiversity No GIS Layersfor | O n/a 0
sites or wider geodiversity Geological
interests that could be affected Conservation
by the proposal? Review sites,

SSSI, and

Tayside

Geodiversity

Sites
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and There are a handful of mature trees GIS aerial - Application of policy NE2 to -
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna at the site. The site is on the map/0S avoid/reduce/mitigate and
the proposal — will it result in periphery of the settlement and is map/site visit enhance any impacts -
habitat fragmentation or bounded on its southern edge by retaining trees and securing
greater connectivity? open countryside new planting

Set back development from
existing trees.
Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air No 0 n/a 0
Air Quality Management
thresholds being breached
within the Perth and Crieff Air
Quality Management Areas or
lead to the designation of a new
Air Quality Management Area
(AQMA)? (see notes)
Service Infrastructure

What will be the impact on It lies within the catchment for GIS Layersfor | O n/a 0

local/community facilities and

Oudenarde primary school which is

school




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

infrastructure (see notes)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

running at 22% capacity and there is
sufficient capacity to cope with
demands.

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

catchments

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

To what extent will the proposal | Popl and It would not affect any formal open GIS layers for - Application of Policy CF1B 0
affect the quality and quantity human health | space but it would remove an open core paths ensures appropriate provision
of open space and connectivity or material infill area in the settlement and rights of of informal and formal open
and accessibility to open space assets boundary. way and space alongside any
or result in a loss of open space? . maintained development proposals.
P P There are no core paths or rights of P prop
o . open space
way within the site. L

and existing

LDP for open

space

allocations
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population No Check CFS 0 n/a 0
employment form
land/opportunities?

Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield GIS aerial - n/a -
brownfield land? Assets and map/site visit
Soils

Are there any contaminated Material There is no peat content in the soil GIS Layers for Reuse soils locally -
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and here but part of the site is prime carbon
(see notes) Soils agricultural land (category 2) which is | richness

not being used.

(which shows
whether there
is peatland),
and prime
agricultural
land (LCA 50K)




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Deliverability/sustainability constraints

Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes, indicated so on the CFS form Check CFS n/a +
the LDP timeframe? assets submitted form
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic The site offers opportunity for south | Check CFS Siting and design of buildings to +
best use of solar gain? Is the factors facing development and infills an form, aerial ta!<e acc.ount of solar
site protected from prevailing area in the settlement boundary. map and orientation.
winds? possibly site

visit
Vehicular Access constraints or Material The site has frontage to Kintillo Access road would need to be 0
opportunities - assets and Road, which is a main road in the delivered to the satisfaction of

climatic settlement the Council as Roads Authority.
Road network capable of
. . factors?
accommodating traffic
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic The site does not lie within easy GIS layer for n/a -
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and active travel distance of the main bus stops has
by public transport? human health | services and amenities in Bridge of a 400m buffer
Earn but it does lie close to the bus SO you can see
stops on Kintillo Road. if it is within

easy active

travel distance

Check

distance to

local services

and amenities
Is the site within a Health and Material No GIS layers for n/a 0
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and pylons, gas




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —

on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
other site servicing constraints, Population pipelines,
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human scottish gas
underground gas pipelines etc. Health networks
network rail
buffer
Check the
health and
safety

consultations
at the back of
the LDP (they

are not
digitised)
Check for
pylons on OS
map and on
site visit
Does the proposal support a Material No Check NPF3 0 n/a 0
designated National Planning Assets and TAYplan
Framework national priority or a SDP
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material There are no existing buildings at the | GIS aerial 0 n/a 0
existing buildings? Assets site map/site visit
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape No designated sites will be affected. | GISlayersfor | O n/a 0

designated sites be affected —




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

including NSAs, Regional Scenic
Areas, and local landscape
designations?

NSA, and SLA

Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests

Does the proposal ensure that Landscape The site is inside the settlement Check existing | - Sensitive design, however 0
development does not exceed boundary and would be viewed as LDP impacts cannot be sufficiently
the capacity of the landscape to part of the built-up area of the GIS laver wild mitigated by design.
accommodate it? (see notes) existing settlement. land y
Check the
landscape
impact using
capacity study
if oneis
available
Site visit
Will the proposal have an Popl and No GIS layer 0 n/a 0
adverse impact on the integrity | human health greenbelt
of the greenbelt? or material
assets
Material assets
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material No GIS layer for 0 n/a 0
waste management site and Assets and waste
could therefore compromise the | Human management
waste handling operation? Health sites




result in the opportunity to
enhance or improve access to
the historic environment? (see
notes)

heritage, incl
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape

Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
For potential waste Material n/a Check Zero 0 n/a 0
management activity sites Assets Waste Plan
(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?
Cultural Heritage
Will the option affect an . N .
P . v . Cultural There are some archaeological GIS layers - Application of policy HE1 to 0
cultural heritage asset or their . . . .
. heritage, incl features to the north west corner of . avoid adverse impact on
setting? . . Listed .
architectural the site building archaeological features and
and . ’ their settin
. No Scheduled Monuments in the Scheduled &
archaeological
. area Monuments,
heritage (and .
. . Conservation
links with
landscape) Areas,
Gardens and
Designed
Landscape,
Battlefields,
Archaeology
Site visit
To what extent will the proposal
prop Cultural n/a 0 n/a 0



http://www.historic-scotland.gov.uk/index/heritage/valuingourheritage.htm
http://www.historic-scotland.gov.uk/index/heritage/valuingourheritage.htm

Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text

for further guidance)

Is the site impacted

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information Scoring —
available — pre
GIS/site visit? = mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
appropriate? post
mitigation

by/compatible with Could relate Thfe proposa.l is cqmpatible wit!w QS mf':rp and
neighbouring uses? to all SEA adjacent residential areas and is site visit
topics within the settlement boundary
depending on
neighboring
uses
Are there any known constralr\ts Material No Check CES
to development e.g. ownership,
Assets form

marketability etc.




Site Name: Bridge of Earn 1

Source of site suggestion:

CKD Galbraith on behalf of the
landowner Kilgraston School

Settlement: Bridge of Earn

GIS Site Ref:

MIR Site Ref:

Pre-MIR Site Ref: Bridge of
Earnl

Outside or adjacent to a settlement
boundary?
Outside

Site History/Previous planning applications,
existing local plan policies and proposals:

This site lies outwith the settlement envelope
for Bridge of Earn and was considered and
resisted in the current LDP the Reporter
backed the Council's position and considered
that “Kilgraston School is not visually part of
the settlement. It stands alone within its
parkland setting. Forgandenny Road together
with the school’s listed entrance gates and
walls create a clear delineation between the
school and its grounds on the one hand and
the settlement on the other. The proposed
expansion of the settlement beyond this logical
line would leave the settlement edge much less
well defined and would inevitably detract from
the setting of the Category A listed school and,
especially from its Category B listed entrance
gate and lodge.”

OS Grid Ref: 312923 717453

Site Size (ha): 2.2 hectares

Within a TAYplan preferred
Settlement, if so which settlement
tier?

Tier 1 (part of Perth Core)

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed

Proposed Use:

Initial Officer Comments:

Summary Description (topography,
features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

The site lies within the grounds of the A listed
Kilgraston School within the B listed entrance
gate and walls, and adjacent to the B listed
Kilgraston lodge at the entrance. There are
mature trees which border the site along the
eastern boundary with the village, along the
entrance road to the school, along the edge of
the burn to the north, and also along the field
boundary to the south.




or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc):

Amenity ground for Kilgraston
School

Residential development for a
limited number of homes on large
plots of a similar density to
neighbouring properties opposite
Kilgraston Lodge.

The sites put forward would extend the
village into the school grounds but with
no suitable physical feature which
could provide a western village
boundary. The school

buildings are category A listed
buildings and the entrance gate and
associated structure are B listed. High
walls protect the school on the north
and south sides of the entrance gate
running along this length of
Forgandenny Road. Overall the
combination of walls,

gateway and grounds create an
impressive entrance to the school and
it is clear that it is not part of the
surrounding village. This land is
important open space for the setting of
both the village and the Kilgraston
designed landscape. To introduce
village housing into this area would
detract significantly from the general
area and also from the setting of the
listed buildings and gateway.

There could also be some post
development issues with the mature
trees to the east as they will restrict
light.

Insert Location Plan
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Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Water
Could the option result in a Water At the time of publication the Check on OS Apply policy EC3 to
negative impact on the water updated River Basin Management map avoid/reduce/mitigate and
environment? (see notes) Plans are not available so this enhance any possible impacts
. . GIS Landuse .
assessment will be provided later. laver on the water environment —
y connection to public sewerage
There are no watercourses or .
o ) Waste water system + and requiring
boggy/wetland areas within the site drainage apbropriate SUDS
although the Deich Burn does skirt & pprop
. hotspots
the northern edge of the site.
Private water
. . Set back development from the
supplies (risk
watercourse.
assessed)
layer
Can the option connect to the Water Yes it lies close enough to the GIS Layer for Policy EP3B
public foul sewer? existing network (but awaiting existing
further comment from Scottish network
Water regarding capacity)
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, There is some medium risk of river Check all the Requirement for a FRA to
of flooding or could its Climatic flooding associated to the Deich Burn | GIS Layers for identify the extent of the area
development result in additional | Factors and within the northern edge of the site. | flood risk adjacent to the burn on the
flood risk elsewhere? Human northern edge of the site where

development will not be




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation
Health permitted
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and There are no designated sites to GIS layers Policy NE3 Biodiversity. -
affect Plodlver5|ty, flora and fauna |mpact. howeve-r there is woodland SAC/SPA/SSSI/ Policy EP3B
fauna interests? bounding the site. NNR/
. Setback development from
There are possible post development | TPO/protecte L
. . . watercourse and existing
issues with the woodland to the east | d species
S . . woodland. However post
restricting light with potential . .
Loch Leven development issues with trees
pressure to remove these trees. .
Catchment could remain.
Lunan Valley
catchment
River Tay
Catchment
Are there any local geodiversity No GIS Layersfor | O 0
sites or wider geodiversity Geological
interests that could be affected Conservation
by the proposal? Review sites,
SSSI, and
Tayside
Geodiversity
Sites
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and There is mature woodland bounding | GIS aerial - Application of policy NE2 to -
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna all sides of the site and a burn to the | map/0S avoid/reduce/mitigate and

the proposal — will it result in

enhance any impacts -




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

habitat fragmentation or north. map/site visit retaining woodland in line with

greater connectivity? Scottish Government Control of
Woodland Removal policy and
securing new planting in line
with the Perth and Kinross
Forestry and Strategy.
Setback development from
watercourse and existing
woodland. However post
development issues with trees
could remain.

Air Quality

Could the option lead to Local Air No 0 0

Air Quality Management

thresholds being breached

within the Perth and Crieff Air

Quality Management Areas or

lead to the designation of a new

Air Quality Management Area

(AQMA)? (see notes)

Service Infrastructure

What will be the impact on It lies within the catchment for GIS Layersfor | O 0

local/community facilities and Oudenarde primary school which is school

infrastructure (see notes) running at 22% capacity and there is | catchments

sufficient capacity to cope with
demands.
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and It would not affect any formal open GIS layers for - Application of Policy CF1B 0

affect the quality and quantity

human health

space but it would remove some of

core paths

ensures appropriate provision




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

of open space and connectivity or material the amenity grounds of Kilgraston and rights of of informal and formal open
and accessibility to open space assets school. way and space alongside any
or result in a loss of open space? There are no core paths or rights of maintained development proposals.
. . open space
way within the site. L
and existing
LDP for open
space
allocations
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population No Check CFS 0 0
employment form
land/opportunities?
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield GIS aerial - -
brownfield land? Assets and map/site visit
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material There is no peat content in the soil GIS Layers for Reuse soils locally -
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and here but it is prime agricultural land carbon
(see notes) Soils which is not being utilised. richness
(which shows
whether there
is peatland),
and prime
agricultural
land (LCA 50K)
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes, indicated so on the CFS form Check CFS 0 0
the LDP timeframe? assets submitted form




Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —

pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Siting and design of buildings to

Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic The site offers opportunity for Check CFS - -
best use of solar gain? Is the factors east/west facing development form, aerial ta!<e accpunt of solar
site protected from prevailing however mature trees to the east map and orientation.
winds? will restrict light. possibly site

visit
Vehicular Access constraints or Material - Access road would need to be 0
opportunities - assets and delivered to the satisfaction of
Road network capable of climatic the Council as Roads Authority.

. . factors?
accommodating traffic
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic The site does not lie within easy GIS layer for - -
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and active travel distance of the main bus stops has
by public transport? human health | services and amenities in Bridge of a 400m buffer
Earn but it does lie close to the bus SO you can see
stops on Kintillo Road. if it is within

easy active

travel distance

Check

distance to

local services

and amenities
Is the site within a Health and Material No GIS layers for 0 0
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and pylons, gas
other site servicing constraints, Population pipelines,
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human scottish gas
underground gas pipelines etc. Health networks

network rail

buffer




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —

on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Check the
health and
safety
consultations
at the back of
the LDP (they
are not
digitised)
Check for
pylons on OS
map and on
site visit
Does the proposal support a Material No Check NPF3 0 0
designated National Planning Assets and TAYplan
Framework national priority or a SDP
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material No GIS aerial 0 0
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape No designated sites will be affected. | GISlayersfor | O 0
designated sites be affected —
NSA, and SLA
including NSAs, Regional Scenic »an
Areas, and local landscape
designations?

Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests




Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Does the proposal ensure that
development does not exceed
the capacity of the landscape to

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Landscape

Comment

The site lies outwith the settlement
boundary. The David Tyldesley
Landscape capacity study identifies

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Sensitive design, however
impacts cannot be sufficiently
mitigated by design.

Check existing
LDP

accommodate it? (see notes) “that land to the south of the railway gl:dlayer wild
forms an important open space for
the setting of both the village and Check the
the Kilgraston designed landscape.” landscape
impact using
capacity study
if one is
available
Site visit
Will the proposal have an Popl and No GIS layer 0 0
adverse impact on the integrity | human health greenbelt
of the greenbelt? or material
assets
Material assets
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material No GIS layer for 0 0
waste management site and Assets and waste
could therefore compromise the | Human management
waste handling operation? Health sites
For potential waste Material n/a Check Zero 0 0
management activity sites Assets Waste Plan
(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?

Cultural Heritage

Will the option affect any
cultural heritage asset or their
setting?

Cultural
heritage, incl
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage (and
links with
landscape)

Yes it will impact on the setting and
designed landscape (not designated
design landscape) of the A listed
Kilgraston House, the B listed
Kilgraston House Lodge and the
entrance gates (also B listed)

Overall the combination of walls,
gateway and grounds create an
impressive entrance to the school
and it is clear that it is not part of the
surrounding village. This land is
important open space for the setting
of both the village and the Kilgraston
designed landscape. To introduce
village housing into this area would
detract significantly from the general
area and also from the setting of the
listed buildings and gateway.

GIS layers

Listed
building,
Scheduled
Monuments,
Conservation
Areas,
Gardens and
Designed
Landscape,
Battlefields,
Archaeology

Site visit

Sensitive design, however
impacts cannot be sufficiently
mitigated by design.




Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA

topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

To what extent will the proposal
result in the opportunity to
enhance or improve access to
the historic environment? (see
notes)

Cultural
heritage, incl
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape

n/a

Is the site impacted

marketability etc.

by/compatible with Could relate Thfe proposa.l is cqmpatible with QS mép and - Any rnitigation would impa.ct on | -
neighbouring uses? to all SEA adjacent residential area; however site visit the listed features and designed
topics residential development within the landscape of the school
depending on | grounds of the school could be an
neighboring issue.
uses
tA;zZti{g:;i::ggﬁocx:zﬁ::s Material No C.heck Callfor | O 0
" | Assets Sites form



http://www.historic-scotland.gov.uk/index/heritage/valuingourheritage.htm
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BURRELTON



Site Name:
Burrelton 2 (phase 1)

Land to the north of Whitlea
Road

Source of site suggestion: All
landowners/interested parties
identified/aware?

Submitted by Stewart Milne
Homes

Site History/Previous planning applications,
existing local plan policies and proposals:

No previous planning applications

Previously submitted to the LDP (MIR ref
230) and in the proposed plan (H16). This

Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Outside or adjacent to a settlement | site was removed by the reported as it was
MIR Site Ref: boundary? considered contrary to TAYplan.
Burrelton Pre-MIR Site Ref: Burrelton 2
Partly with and partly adjacent to
settlement boundary
OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,

Approx. 6.87 hectares

Settlement, if so which settlement
tier?

Not within a tiered settlement

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc):

Fields

Proposed Use:

It is proposed that this site will
be predominantly residential
land, considered capable of
accommodating around 80
houses of varying densities.
There is potential for an
extension to the primary school
to be located on this site and
functional open space
provision as well as community
facilities and community
woodland incorporating paths
on the north and western
boundaries.

Initial Officer Comments

Outwith Spatial Strategy and so
unlikely to be brought forward as
contrary to TAYplan.

features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

This is a large flat site on the western edge
of the settlement.




Insert Location Plan

Phase one is the southern park of Burrelton 2.

[ Insert Photographs if available






Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Water
Could the option result in a Water At the time of publication the Check on OS Apply policy EC3 will
negative impact on the water updated River Basin Management map avoid/reduce/mitigate and
environment? (see notes) Plans are not available so this enhance any possible impacts
. . GIS Landuse .
assessment will be provided later. laver on the water environment —
y connection to public sewerage
Waste water system + and requiring
Development of this site is not likely | drainage appropriate SUDS will all reduce
to have impact on water hotspots and impact on the water
environment as there are no . environment.
. . Private water
watercourses on or adjacent to this . .
. supplies (risk
site.
assessed)
layer
Can the option connect to the Water GIS Layer for Policy EP3B
public foul sewer? existing
network
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, No known flood risk. Check all the SUDs should be considered as a
of flooding or could its Climatic GIS Layers for part of development to ensure
development result in additional | Factors and flood risk that development on this site
flood risk elsewhere? Human does not result in flooding
Health elsewhere. This could result in

an improvement to the
surrounding area as it could




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

help reduce the villages
vulnerability in terms of
flooding.

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and No designated sites or protected GIS layers 0 In line with Policy NE3 0
affect !olodlver5|ty, flora and fauna species recorded within site. SAC/SPA/SSSI/ Biodiversity new development
fauna interests? NNR/ should protect and enhance

TPO/protecte biodiversity.

d species Development on this site

should consider this and any

Loch Leven opportunities to create or

Catchment connect habitats should be

Lunan Valley considered.

catchment

River Tay

Catchment
Are there any local geodiversity No GIS Layers for | N/A N/A
sites or wider geodiversity Geological
interests that could be affected Conservation
by the proposal? Review sites,

SSSI, and

Tayside

Geodiversity

Sites
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and The loss of greenfield land could GIS aerial 0 In line with Policy NE3 +
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna result in a negative impact as it could | map/OS Biodiversity new development

the proposal — will it result in
habitat fragmentation or
greater connectivity?

increase habitat fragmentation.

Small areas of woodland on the site
which would require protection.

map/site visit

should protect and enhance
biodiversity.

Development on this site




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

should consider this and any
opportunities to create or
connect habitats should be
considered.
Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air Increase levels of development could - New development should 0
Air Quality Management have slightly negative impact but this consider sustainable travel
thresholds being breached is unlikely to be significant. methods and sustainable
within the Perth and Crieff Air construction methods in line
Quality Management Areas or with policies TA1 and EP1. This
lead to the designation of a new will help mitigate against any
Air Quality Management Area negative impact on air quality
(AQMA)? (see notes)
Service Infrastructure
What will be the impact on The site is within Burrelton Primary GIS Layers for Developer requirement could -
local/community facilities and School Catchment area and this school ensure that contributions are
infrastructure (see notes) school does not have additional catchments made to help reduce the impact
capacity. on the school; however it does
not currently have capacity to
However the proposal suggests that y pacity
. . support future development.
this site could be used for a primary
school extension.
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and Adopted core path run along the GIS layers for 0 Application of Policy CF1B +
affect the quality and quantity human health | North of the site. Additional core paths ensures appropriate provision
of open space and connectivity or material connections could be made through and rights of of informal and formal open
and accessibility to open space assets this site. way and space alongside any
or result in a loss of open space? . S maintained development proposals.
Ut P P There is no maintained open space intat velop prop




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation
within the site but the submission open space As well as this development on
highlights that the development and existing this site could link into the
could provide additional open space. | LDP for open existing core path network
space
allocations
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population This site is unlikely to provide Check CFS 0 It is unlikely that this site would | O
employment significant employment form be appropriate for an
land/opportunities? opportunities. employment or mixed use
allocation due to its rural
location.
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield GIS aerial - -
brownfield land? Assets and map/site visit
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material No loss of prime agricultural land or GIS Layersfor | O 0
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and carbon rich soils. carbon
(see notes) Soils richness
(which shows
whether there
is peatland),
and prime
agricultural
land (LCA 50K)
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes Check CFS 0 0
the LDP timeframe? assets form
. . N o . In li ith policy EP1
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic Site is south facing so could make Check CFS + n line with policy +
. . development should look
best use of solar gain? Is the form, aerial




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

site protected from prevailing factors use of solar gain. map and towards creating sustainable
winds? possibly site buildings.
visit
Vehicular Access constraints or Material The site lies immediately adjacent to + Access road would need to be +
opportunities - assets and Whitelea Road which is an adopted delivered to the satisfaction of
climatic road and suitable for access. This the Council as Roads Authority.
Road network capable of .
. ) factors? road leads directly to the A94, the
accommodating traffic . .
main route through the village.
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic Site within 400m of bus stops on the | GIS layer for + Where possible the
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and A95 Burrelton High Street. bus stops has development should provide
by public transport? human health a 400m buffer access to public transport, cycle
SO you can see networks and core paths.
Also within 400m distance of school if it is within
and post office. easy active
travel distance Where possible consideration
should be given to the potential
Check . 8 . P
. for the site to provide
distance to . L
. community facilities.
local services
and amenities
Is the site within a Health and Material No GIS layers for | N/A N/A
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and pylons, gas
other site servicing constraints, Population pipelines,
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human scottish gas
underground gas pipelines etc. Health networks
network rail
buffer
Check the

health and




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

safety

consultations
at the back of
the LDP (they

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

development does not exceed
the capacity of the landscape to

to the existing settlement. It could
be in keeping with the surrounding

LDP

given to design to ensure a high
quality addition to the

are not
digitised)
Check for
pylons on OS
map and on
site visit
Does the proposal support a Material Contrary to TAYplan as it is outwith Check NPF3 - -
designated National Planning Assets tiered settlements. and TAYplan
Framework national priority or a SDP
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material No existing buildings on the site. GIS aerial N/A N/A
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape There are no landscape designations | GIS layers for N/A N/A
f:le5|gn.ated sites be .:affected - within or adjacent to this site. NSA, and SLA
including NSAs, Regional Scenic
Areas, and local landscape
designations?
Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests
Does the proposal ensure that Landscape The site is a large site in comparison Check existing | - Careful consideration should be | 0




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if

appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

accommodate it? (see notes) landscape as this is an area of flat GIS layer wild landscape/townscape
land with surrounding trees. land
Check the
landscape
impact using
capacity study
if one is
available
Site visit
Will the proposal have an Popl and No GIS layer N/A N/A
adverse impact on the integrity human health greenbelt
of the greenbelt? or material
assets
Material assets
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material Recycling point within Burrelton but | GIS layer for N/A N/A
waste management site and Assets and development is unlikely to impact on | waste
could therefore compromise the | Human this. management
waste handling operation? Health sites
For potential waste Material N/A Check Zero N/A N/A
management activity sites Assets Waste Plan

(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?

Cultural Heritage




Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA

topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Will the option affect any

to development e.g. ownership,

. . Cultural No cultural heritage designations GIS layers N/A Impacts on the historic N/A
cultural heritage asset or their . . s . . . .
. heritage, incl within the site. . environment will be avoided
setting? . Listed .
architectural buildin wherever possible through
and & appropriate scheme location
. Scheduled .
archaeological and design
. Monuments,
heritage (and .
. . Conservation
links with
landscape) Areas,
Gardens and
Designed
Landscape,
Battlefields,
Archaeology
Site visit
To what extent will the proposal . .
W . X W ) prop Cultural N/A N/A Requirement for any positive N/A
result in the opportunity to . .
. heritage, incl enhancements, access to
enhance or improve access to . . .
. . architectural features, interpretation etc
the historic environment? (see and
notes) .
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape
aints
Is the site impacted . .
by/com atiblloe with Could relate Neighbouring used are open 0OS map and + +
nZi hboF:Jrin Uses? to all SEA fields/residential so development site visit
& & ’ topics could be considered compatible.
depending on
neighboring
uses
Are there any known constraints . . . .
Material No — However could be impacted by | Check CFS 0 The embargo will be lifted as +
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Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

marketability etc.

Related SEA Comment Information
topic if available —
applicable GIS/site visit?

Assets current embargo on development form
before CTLR.

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

the CTLR progresses.

Scoring —
post
mitigation




Site Name:
Burrelton 2 (phase 2)

Land to the north of Phase 1

Source of site suggestion: All
landowners/interested parties
identified/aware?

Submitted by Stewart Milne
Homes

Site History/Previous planning applications,
existing local plan policies and proposals:

No previous planning applications

Parts of this site where previously
submitted to the LDP (MIR ref 235/236) but

Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Outside or adjacent to a settlement | not carried forward into the MIR
MIR Site Ref: boundary?
Burrelton Pre-MIR Site Ref: Burrelton 2
Adjacent to settlement boundary
OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,

Approx. 13.3 hectares

Settlement, if so which settlement
tier?

Not within a tiered settlement

Current Use e.g. is the site

developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,

brownfield etc):

Open fields

Proposed Use:

Phase 2 would be mixed use
housing with scope for small
scale employment uses to be
located here also should there
be an identified need.
Appropriate landscaping and
open space would be provided.

Initial Officer Comments

Outwith Spatial Strategy and so
unlikely to be brought forward as
contrary to TAYplan.

features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

This is a flat site that lies on the western
edge of the village. The neighbouring uses
are agriculture and residential.

Insert Location Plan




Phase two is the northern park of Burrelton 2.

Insert Photographs if available




et




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available - pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Water
Could the option resultin a Water At the time of publication the Check on OS - No culverting of burns and 0
negative impact on the water updated River Basin Management map restoration of any watercourses
environment? (see notes) Plans are not available so this that have been previously
. . GIS Landuse . - . .
assessment will be provided later. diverted (in line with policy
layer .
EP3D), will protect the water
Waste water environment.
There is a small water course drainage
. . Development should be set
(Wellsies Burn) running through the hotspots
site back from watercourses.
’ Private water . .
. . Apply policy EC3 will
supplies (risk . .
avoid/reduce/mitigate and
assessed) S
enhance any possible impacts
layer .
on the water environment —
connection to public sewerage
system + and requiring
appropriate SUDS will all reduce
and impact on the water
environment.
Can the option connect to the Water GIS Layer for Policy EP3B
public foul sewer? existing
network
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, Area of medium probability river Check all the - A flood Risk Assessment should | O
of flooding or could its Climatic flooding following the watercourse GIS Layers for be undertaken to ensure
development result in additional | Factors and (Wellsies Burn). flood risk development is located away
flood risk elsewhere? Human from areas that may flood.

Health




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —

post
mitigation

To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and No designated sites or protected GIS layers 0 In line with Policy NE3 0
affect Plodlver5|ty, flora and fauna species recorded within site. SAC/SPA/SSSI/ Biodiversity new development
fauna interests? NNR/ should protect and enhance

TPO/protecte biodiversity.

d species Development on this site

should consider this and any
Loch Leven opportunities to create or
Catch t
atchmen connect habitats should be

Lunan Valley considered.

catchment

River Tay

Catchment
Are there any local geodiversity No GIS Layers for | N/A N/A
sites or wider geodiversity Geological
interests that could be affected Conservation
by the proposal? Review sites,

SSSI, and

Tayside

Geodiversity

Sites
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and The loss of greenfield land could GIS aerial 0 In line with Policy NE3 +
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna result in a negative impact as it could | map/0OS Biodiversity new development

the proposal — will it result in
habitat fragmentation or
greater connectivity?

increase habitat fragmentation.

map/site visit

should protect and enhance
biodiversity.

Development on this site
should consider this and any
opportunities to create or
connect habitats should be




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation
considered.
Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air Increase levels of development could New development should 0
Air Quality Management have slightly negative impact but this consider sustainable travel
thresholds being breached is unlikely to be significant. methods and sustainable
within the Perth and Crieff Air construction methods in line
Quality Management Areas or with policies TA1 and EP1. This
lead to the designation of a new will help mitigate against any
Air Quality Management Area negative impact on air quality
(AQMA)? (see notes)
Service Infrastructure
What will be the impact on The site is within Burrelton Primary GIS Layers for Developer requirement could -
local/community facilities and School Catchment area and this school ensure that contributions are
infrastructure (see notes) school does not have additional catchments made to help reduce the impact
capacity. on the school; however it does
not currently have capacity to
support future development.
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and Adopted core path runs through the | GIS layers for Application of Policy CF1B +
affect the quality and quantity human health | site. Additional connections could be | core paths ensures appropriate provision
of open space and connectivity or material made throughout the site. and rights of of informal and formal open
and acce§5|blllty to open space assets There is no maintained open space waY an_d space alongside any
or result in a loss of open space? e . . maintained development proposals.
within the site but the submission
highlights that the development open s!oa_ce As well as this development on
. s and existing . S
could provide additional open space LDP for open this site could link into the
and connections to existing green existing core path network and
network. space . green networks.
allocations
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population It is proposed that phase 2 could Check CFS +
employment




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

land/opportunities? provide employment land. form
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield GIS aerial - -
brownfield land? Assets and map/site visit
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material No loss of prime agricultural land or GIS Layersfor | O
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and carbon rich soils. carbon
(see notes) Soils richness
(which shows
whether there
is peatland),
and prime
agricultural
land (LCA 50K)
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes Check CFS 0 0
the LDP timeframe? assets form
. . L o . In li ith policy EP1
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic Site is south facing so could make Check CFS + n line with policy +
. . . development should look
best use of solar gain? Is the factors use of solar gain. form, aerial . .
. e towards creating sustainable
site protected from prevailing map and -
. . . buildings.
winds? possibly site
visit
Vehicular Access constraints or Material The site lies immediately adjacent to + Access road would need to be +
opportunities - assets and Whitelea Road which is an adopted delivered to the satisfaction of
climatic road and suitable for access. This the Council as Roads Authority.
Road network capable of .
factors? road leads directly to the A94, the

accommodating traffic
generated?

main route through the village.




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Is the site close to a range of
facilities? Can these be accessed
by public transport?

Climatic
factors and
human health

Site within 400m of bus stops on the
A95 Burrelton High Street.

Also within 400m distance of school
and post office.

GIS layer for
bus stops has
a 400m buffer
SO you can see
if it is within
easy active
travel distance

Check
distance to
local services
and amenities

Where possible the
development should provide
access to public transport, cycle
networks and core paths.

Where possible consideration
should be given to the potential
for the site to provide
community facilities.

Is the site within a Health and
Safety Consultation Zone or any
other site servicing constraints,
e.g. electricity pylons,
underground gas pipelines etc.

Material
Assets and
Population
and Human
Health

No

GIS layers for
pylons, gas
pipelines,
scottish gas
networks
network rail
buffer

Check the
health and
safety
consultations
at the back of
the LDP (they
are not
digitised)

Check for
pylons on OS
map and on

N/A

N/A




development does not exceed
the capacity of the landscape to
accommodate it? (see notes)

the existing settlement and may be
difficult to fit into existing
townscape.

However as the site is flat and
adjacent to the settlement it could fit
in with the landscape.

LDP

GIS layer wild
land

Check the
landscape
impact using
capacity study
if oneis
available

Site visit

Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation
site visit
Does the proposal support a Material Contrary to TAYplan as it is outwith Check NPF3 - -
designated National Planning Assets tiered settlements. and TAYplan
Framework national priority or a SDP
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material No existing buildings on the site. GIS aerial N/A N/A
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape There are no landscape designations | GIS layers for N/A N/A
'de5|gn.ated sites be .affected - within or adjacent to this site. NSA, and SLA
including NSAs, Regional Scenic
Areas, and local landscape
designations?
Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests
Does the proposal ensure that Landscape This site is quite large in comparison | Check existing | - 0




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —

GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Will the proposal have an Popl and No GIS layer N/A N/A
adverse impact on the integrity | human health greenbelt
of the greenbelt? or material
assets
Material assets
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material Recycling point within Burrelton but | GIS layer for N/A N/A
waste management site and Assets and development is unlikely to impact on | waste
could therefore compromise the | Human this. management
waste handling operation? Health sites
For potential waste Material N/A Check Zero N/A N/A
management activity sites Assets Waste Plan
(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?
Cultural Heritage
Will the option affect an . . . S
P . 4 . Cultural No cultural heritage designations GIS layers N/A Impacts on the historic N/A
cultural heritage asset or their . . . . . . .
. heritage, incl within the site. . environment will be avoided
setting? . Listed .
architectural buildin wherever possible through
and & appropriate scheme location
. Scheduled .
archaeological and design
. Monuments,
heritage (and .
. . Conservation
links with
Areas,
landscape)

Gardens and
Designed




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Landscape,
Battlefields,
Archaeology

Site visit

To what extent will the proposal
result in the opportunity to
enhance or improve access to
the historic environment? (see
notes)

Is the site impacted

Cultural
heritage, incl
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape

N/A

N/A Requirement for any positive N/A
enhancements, access to

features, interpretation etc

by/compatible with Could relate l\.leighbou.ring l:ISEd are open QS m.ap and
neighbouring uses? to all SEA fields/residential so development site visit
topics could be considered compatible.
depending on
neighboring
uses
Are there any known constral.nts Material No — However could be impacted by | Check CFS
to development e.g. ownership,
Assets current embargo on development form

marketability etc.

before CTLR.

The embargo will be lifted as
the CTLR progresses.
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Site Name:

Land at Nethermill Farm

Source of site suggestion: All
landowners/interested parties
identified/aware?

A & J Stephens

Site History/Previous planning applications,
existing local plan policies and proposals:

No previous planning applications

Parts of this site where previously

Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Outside or adjacent to a settlement | submitted to the LDP (MIR ref 233/234) but
MIR Site Ref: Burrelton 3 boundary? not carried forward into the MIR
Burrelton Pre-MIR Site Ref:
Adjacent to the settlement of
Burrelton
OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,

5.4 ha

Settlement, if so which settlement
tier?

Not within a tiered settlement

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc):

Agriculture

Proposed Use:

Housing and Community
facilities.

Initial Officer Comments

Outwith Spatial Strategy and so
unlikely to be brought forward as
contrary to TAYplan.

features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

This is a flat site that lies on southern edge
of the village. The neighbouring uses are
agriculture and residential.

Insert Location Plan




Insert Photographs if available







Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available - pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Water
Could the option result in a Water Small burn follows the western Check on OS No culverting of burns and
negative impact on the water boundary of the site. map restoration of any watercourses
environment? (see notes . N that have been previousl|
( ) At the time of publication the GIS Landuse . - P . 'y
. . diverted (in line with policy
updated River Basin Management layer .
. . EP3D), will protect the water
Plans are not available so this .
. . Waste water environment.
assessment will be provided later. .
drainage
Development should be set
hotspots
back from watercourses.
Private water
. . Apply policy EC3 to
supplies (risk . -
avoid/reduce/mitigate and
assessed) S
enhance any possible impacts
layer .
on the water environment —
connection to public sewerage
system + and requiring
appropriate SUDS
Can the option connect to the Water GIS Layer for Policy EP3B
public foul sewer? existing
network
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, No flood risk areas within or adjacent | Check all the SUDs should be considered as a
of flooding or could its Climatic to the site GIS Layers for part of development to ensure
development result in additional | Factors and flood risk that development on this site
flood risk elsewhere? Human does not result in flooding
Health elsewhere. This could result in

an improvement to the




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

surrounding area as it could
help reduce the villages
vulnerability in terms of
flooding.

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and There are no natural designations GIS layers 0 In line with Policy NE3 +
affect biodiversity, flora and fauna within or surrounding the site so it is Biodiversity new development
. . . SAC/SPA/SSSI/
fauna interests? unlikely that development on this NNR/ should protect and enhance
will impact this. TPO/protecte biodiversity.
There are no protected species d species Development on this site
recorded on this site. should consider this and any
Loch Leven -
Catchment opportunities to create or
connect habitats should be
Lunan Valley considered.
catchment
River Tay
Catchment
Are there any local geodiversity No GIS Layers for | N/A N/A
sites or wider geodiversity Geological
interests that could be affected Conservation
by the proposal? Review sites,
SSSI, and
Tayside
Geodiversity
Sites
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and An area of woodland runs between GIS aerial 0 In line with Policy NE3 +
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna the two sites and a small map/0S Biodiversity new development

the proposal — will it result in
habitat fragmentation or

watercourse runs along the western
boundary of the site.

map/site visit

should protect and enhance
biodiversity.




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

greater connectivity?

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Development on this site
should consider this and any
opportunities to create or
connect habitats should be
considered.

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air Not likely to have a significant impact - New development should 0
Air Quality Management on air quality. However increase consider sustainable travel
thresholds being breached development will result in slightly methods and sustainable
within the Perth and Crieff Air negative environmental impacts. construction methods in line
Quality Management Areas or with policies TA1 and EP1. This
lead to the designation of a new will help mitigate against any
Air Quality Management Area negative impact on air quality
(AQMA)? (see notes)
Service Infrastructure
What will be the impact on The site is within Burrelton Primary GIS Layers for Developer requirement could -
local/community facilities and School Catchment area and this school ensure that contributions are
infrastructure (see notes) school does not have additional catchments made to help reduce the impact
capacity. on the school; however it does
. . not currently have capacity to
It is suggested that a new village hall U grt futuyre dvevelop mle\;t
could be located within the PP P '
development site.
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and A core path and area of maintained GIS layers for 0 Application of Policy CF1B +
affect the quality and quantity human health | open space lie to the north east of core paths ensures appropriate provision
of open space and connectivity or material this site. Development on this sit and rights of of informal and formal open
and accessibility to open space assets could connect and expand the way and space alongside any
or result in a loss of open space? existing core path network. maintained development proposals.
open space .
P p . As well as this development on
and existing

this site could like into the




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —

on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post

for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation
LDP for open existing core path network.
space
allocations

Will the proposal create/reduce | Population This site is unlikely to provide Check CFS 0 It is unlikely that this site would | O

employment significant employment form be appropriate for employment

land/opportunities? opportunities. or mixed uses due to its rural
location.
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material greenfield GIS aerial - -
brownfield land? Assets and map/site visit
Soils

Are there any contaminated Material The whole of the site contains GIS Layers for | - Prime Agricultural Land should -

land/soils issues on the site? Assets and category 3 prime agricultural land. carbon be protected where possible,

(see notes) Soils richness where this is not possible good
(which shows quality soils should be removed
whether there for use in other parts of Perth
is peatland), and Kinross
and prime
agricultural
land (LCA 50K)

Deliverability/sustainability constraints

Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes — within 5 years of adoption of Check CFS 0 0
the LDP timeframe? assets the Local Development Plan. form

. . . . . . . + In li ith policy EP1
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic It is suggested that south facing site Check CFS n line with policy +

. . . . development should look

best use of solar gain? Is the factors is protected from prevailing westerly | form, aerial . .

. e . . towards creating sustainable
site protected from prevailing winds by the existing developed area | map and buildines
winds? directly to the west and by the tree possibly site &

planting on the south western




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
boundary. visit
Vehicular Access constraints or Material The site could be accessed from the + Access road would need to be +
opportunities - assets and A94. delivered to the satisfaction of
Road network capable of climatic the Council as Roads Authority.
. ) factors?
accommodating traffic
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic Site within 400m of bus stops on the | GIS layer for + Where possible the
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and A95 Burrelton High Street. bus stops has development should provide
by public transport? human health a 400m buffer access to public transport, cycle
SO you can see networks and core paths.
Also within 400m distance of school if it is within
and post office. easy active
travel distance Where possible consideration
Check should b.e given to .the potential
. for the site to provide
distance to . R
. community facilities.
local services
and amenities
Is the site within a Health and Material No GIS layers for | N/A N/A
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and pylons, gas
other site servicing constraints, Population pipelines,
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human scottish gas
underground gas pipelines etc. Health networks
network rail
buffer
Check the
health and

safety




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

consultations
at the back of
the LDP (they

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

development does not exceed

the existing settlement and may be

given to design to ensure a high

are not

digitised)

Check for

pylons on OS

map and on

site visit
Does the proposal support a Material Contrary to TAYplan as it is outwith Check NPF3 - -
designated National Planning Assets tiered settlements. and TAYplan
Framework national priority or a SDP
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material No existing building on the site. GIS aerial 0 Seek reuse if appropriate to 0
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit reuse, considering their

suitability and their
contribution to built heritage
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape There are no landscape designations | GIS layers for N/A N/A
f:le5|gn.ated sites be .:affected - within or adjacent to this site. NSA, and SLA
including NSAs, Regional Scenic
Areas, and local landscape
designations?
Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests

Does the proposal ensure that Landscape This site is quite large in comparison | Check existing | - Careful consideration should be | 0




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if

appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

the capacity of the landscape to difficult to fit into existing LDP quality addition to the
accommodate it? (see notes) townscape. GIS layer wild landscape/townscape
However as the site is flat and land
.adja_cent to the settlement it could fit Check the
in with the landscape.
landscape
impact using
capacity study
if one is
available
Site visit
Will the proposal have an Popl and No GIS layer N/A N/A
adverse impact on the integrity | human health greenbelt
of the greenbelt? or material
assets
Material assets
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material Recycling point within Burrelton but | GIS layer for N/A N/A
waste management site and Assets and development is unlikely to impact on | waste
could therefore compromise the | Human this. management
waste handling operation? Health sites
For potential waste Material N/A Check Zero N/A N/A
management activity sites Assets Waste Plan

(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment
on links embedded in the text

for further guidance)

Information Scoring —
available — pre
GIS/site visit? = mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
appropriate? post
mitigation

topic if
applicable

Cultural Heritage

Will the option affect any

. . Cultural Small archaeological site on the GIS layers Impacts on the historic
cultural heritage asset or their . . . . . .
. heritage, incl western edge of the site. Further . environment will be avoided
setting? . . . Listed .
architectural studies will need to be taken to buildin wherever possible through
and ensure this site has no impact on any Scheduglézd appropriate scheme location
archaeological | archaeological assets. and design. Further studies will
. Monuments, .
heritage (and . be required to ensure
. . Conservation .
links with Areas development on this site has no
landscape ’ impact on archaeological
pe) Gardens and P &
. assets.
Designed
Landscape,
Battlefields,
Archaeology
Site visit
To what extent will the proposal
. ) prop Cultural N/A
result in the opportunity to . .
. heritage, incl
enhance or improve access to .
L . architectural
the historic environment? (see and
notes) .
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape
Constraints
Is the site impacted . .
by/com atiblloe with Could relate Neighbouring used are open 0OS map and
nZi hboF:Jrin Uses? to all SEA fields/residential so development site visit
g & ) topics could be considered compatible.
depending on
neighboring

uses
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Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Are there any known constraints
to development e.g. ownership,
marketability etc.

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Material
Assets

Comment Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

No — However could be impacted by | Check CFS
current embargo on development form
before CTLR.

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —

appropriate? post
mitigation

The embargo will be lifted as +

the CTLR progresses.




CLATHY



Site Name: Clathy 1

Source of site suggestion: All
landowners/interested parties
identified/aware?

I+ H Brown Ltd (landowner and
developer)

Settlement: Clathy 1

GIS Site Ref:
MIR Site Ref:
Pre-MIR Site Ref: Clathy 1

Outside or adjacent to a settlement
boundary?

Outwith

Site History/Previous planning applications,
existing local plan policies and proposals:

Clathy does not have a settlement boundary in
the current LDP.

OS Grid Ref: 298826 719865

Site Size (ha): 2.4 hectares

Within a TAYplan preferred
Settlement, if so which settlement
tier?

No

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc):

Arable land.

Proposed Use:

Residential

Initial Officer Comments

LDP requires to be compatible with
TAYplan and its tiered approach to
concentrating development on the
principal settlements, and directing the
majority of allocations to the main
settlements whilst allowing limited
development in other areas. Clathy is
not considered to be a suitable location
for significant new development as
there are no services within easy
active travel distance and therefore
there is no settlement boundary
identified in the LDP for it.

Due to the size of Clathy and limited
local services it is not a suitable
settlement for this level of development

Summary Description (topography,
features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

This is an infill site at the western end of
Clathy, following the pattern of roadside
development on both sides of the road.




as it is not a sustainable location and
the character of the area would be
negatively impacted by the proposal.
Policy RD3 for Housing in the
Countryside provides a suitable
framework for considering appropriate
levels of new development in Clathy.

Insert Location Plan
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Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Water
Could the option result in a Water Check on OS Apply policy EC3 to 0
negative impact on the water map avoid/reduce/mitigate and
. 5 S

environment? (see notes) GIS Landuse enhance any pos§|ble impacts

laver on the water environment —

Possibl y and require appropriate SUDS
v Waste water

drainage

hotspots

Private water

supplies (risk

assessed)

layer
Can the option connect to the Water ? GIS Layer for Policy EP3B 0
public foul sewer? existing

network
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, No Check all the 0
of flooding or could its Climatic GIS Layers for .

Appl licy EC D

development result in additional | Factors and flood risk pply policy EC3 re SUDs
flood risk elsewhere? Human




the proposal — will it result in
habitat fragmentation or
greater connectivity?

fragmentation.

There are some trees bounding the
site.

map/site visit

Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Health
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and Possible but there are no designated | GIS layers 0 Policy NE3 Biodiversity. +
affect Plodlver5|ty, flora and fauna sites and it is farmland. SAC/SPA/SSSI/ Policy EP3B
fauna interests?

NNR/

TPO/protecte

d species

Loch Leven

Catchment

Lunan Valley

catchment

River Tay

Catchment
Are there any local geodiversity No GIS Layersfor | O 0
sites or wider geodiversity Geological
interests that could be affected Conservation
by the proposal? Review sites,

SSSI, and

Tayside

Geodiversity

Sites
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and The current landuse is agricultural. It | GIS aerial 0 Secure sufficient setback from 0
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna will not result in habitat map/0S any trees that bound the site.




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air No 0 0
Air Quality Management
thresholds being breached
within the Perth and Crieff Air
Quality Management Areas or
lead to the designation of a new
Air Quality Management Area
(AQMA)? (see notes)
Service Infrastructure
What will be the impact on No Auchterarder primary school is GIS Layers for | - Proportional developer 0
local/community facilities and currently over capacity. school contributions will be sought
infrastructure (see notes) catchments towards primary education
provision.
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and There are no core paths within the GIS layers for 0 Application of Policy CF1B +
affect the quality and quantity human health | site and there is no maintained open | core paths ensures appropriate provision
of open space and connectivity or material space within the site. and rights of of informal and formal open
and accessibility to open space assets way and space alongside any
or result in a loss of open space? maintained development proposals.
open space
and existing
LDP for open
space
allocations
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population No Check CFS 0 0
employment form

land/opportunities?




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield GIS aerial Greenfield -
brownfield land? Assets and map/site visit
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material It is mineral soil with no peat content | GIS Layers for 0
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and and it does not have any prime carbon
(see notes) Soils agricultural land (class 3.2). richness
(which shows
whether there
is peatland),
and prime
agricultural
land (LCA 50K)
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes Check CFS 0
the LDP timeframe? assets form
. . L o . Design and layout to maximise
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic The site is relatively open to south Check CFS . . 0
. . . . opportunities for solar gain.
best use of solar gain? Is the factors and north. Residential development | form, aerial
site protected from prevailing and forestry to the west provide map and
winds? some protection from prevailing possibly site
winds visit
Vehicular Access constraints or Material In accordance with the Roads 0
opportunities - assets and Authority.
limati
Road network capable of climatic
factors?

accommodating traffic
generated?




Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text

for further guidance)

Is the site close to a range of
facilities? Can these be accessed
by public transport?

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Climatic
factors and
human health

Comment

Does not lie within 400 m of an
existing bus stop, and the primary
school in Auchterarder and other
services are beyond easy active
travel distance.

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

GIS layer for
bus stops has
a 400m buffer
SO you can see
if it is within
easy active
travel distance

Check
distance to
local services
and amenities

Is the site within a Health and
Safety Consultation Zone or any
other site servicing constraints,
e.g. electricity pylons,
underground gas pipelines etc.

Material
Assets and
Population
and Human
Health

No

GIS layers for
pylons, gas
pipelines,
scottish gas
networks
network rail
buffer

Check the
health and
safety
consultations
at the back of
the LDP (they
are not
digitised)

Check for
pylons on OS
map and on

Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if
pre appropriate?
mitigation

Scoring —
post
mitigation




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —

on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation

site visit

Does the proposal support a Material LDP requires to be compatible with Check NPF3
designated National Planning Assets TAYplan and it’s tiered approach to and TAYplan
Framework national priority or a concentrating development on the SDP

site identified in the Strategic principal settlements, and directing

Development Plan? the majority of allocations to the

main settlements whilst allowing
limited development in other areas.

Will the site make use of Material No GIS aerial 0 0
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit

Landscape Designated sites

To what extent will any Landscape No GIS layers for 0 0
designated sites be affected —
including NSAs, Regional Scenic
Areas, and local landscape
designations?

NSA, and SLA

Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests

Does the proposal ensure that Landscape The site is very open to the north Check existing | - Native planting to the north 0
development does not exceed and south and is not well defined or LDP and south but this would take
the capacity of the landscape to contained by landscape features. GIS layer wild some time to establish.
accommodate it? (see notes)

land
Check the
landscape
impact using
capacity study
if one is
available




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation
Site visit
Will the proposal have an Popl and No GIS layer 0 0
adverse impact on the integrity | human health greenbelt
of the greenbelt? or material
assets
Material assets
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material N/a GIS layer for n/a n/a
waste management site and Assets and waste
could therefore compromise the | Human management
waste handling operation? Health sites
For potential waste Material Check Zero n/a n/a
management activity sites Assets Waste Plan
(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?
Cultural Heritage
Will the option affect an
PH Y | cultural No GIS layers 0 0 0
cultural heritage asset or their . .
. heritage, incl .
setting? . Listed
architectural .
and building,
. Scheduled
archaeological
. Monuments,
heritage (and .
. . Conservation
links with
landscape) Areas,
Gardens and




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —

GIS/site visit?

Designed
Landscape,
Battlefields,
Archaeology

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Site visit
To what extent will the proposal
. ) prop Cultural N/a n/a n/a
result in the opportunity to . .
. heritage, incl
enhance or improve access to .
S . architectural
the historic environment? (see and
notes) .
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape
Constraints
Is the site impacted . . . . .
. P . Could relate It is compatible with residential areas | OS map and 0 0 0
by/compatible with o
. . to all SEA nearby site visit
neighbouring uses? .
topics
depending on
neighboring
uses
Are there any known constraints . . e .
v . Material Potentially marketability given its Check CFS - -
to development e.g. ownership, . .
Assets scale in a rural location form

marketability etc.

Scoring — two columns have been added in the event that is it useful for planning authorities to quickly identify environmental effects from a proposal on a site.
Where adverse effects have been identified, it may then also be useful to consider any obvious mitigation measures that might reduce these adverse effects. The
second scoring column then allows at a quick glance to see what residual effects might remain following mitigation. There are many scoring techniques currently in
use and an example of one option could be:
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CLATHYMORE



Site Name: Source of site suggestion: pre- Site History/Previous planning applications,
MIR call for sites consultation existing local plan policies and proposals:
Clathymorel
Previous LDP submission which the Reporter
Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Clathymorel Outside or adjacent to a settlement | removed as part of the Examination process.
MIR Site Ref: boundary? Adjacent to settlement
Clathymore Pre-MIR Site Ref: Clathymorel | boundary
OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,

8.8ha

Settlement, if so which settlement
tier? Non-tiered

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc):

Agricultural

Proposed Use: residential

Initial Officer Comments

Site is an extension of a relatively new
settlement/development. Landscape
impact unlikely to be significant with
existing natural screening. Contrary to
TAYplan spatial strategy to focus
growth on tiered settlements.

features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Site is currently in use for agricultural use for
field crops. It is bordered to the north, south
and east by further agricultural land, and to the
west by residential properties and a
pump/sewage house. There are trees to the
southeast boundary of the site.

Insert Location Plan

Insert Photographs if available




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation
Water

Could the option resultin a Water No negative impacts identified GIS Apply policy EP3 to 0
negative impact on the water however there is a pump house avoid/reduce/mitigate and
environment? (see notes) adjacent to the site and any impact enhance any possible impacts

on the operation of this utility will on the water environment —

required to be assessed. connection to public sewerage

N .

At the time of publication the ZVStfc:n riaajczdS{Jel)c{SUIrlng

updated River Basin Management pprop ’

Plans are not available so this Assessment of potential impact

assessment will be provided later. on pump house.
Can the option connect to the Water GIS Policy EP3B
public foul sewer?
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, No flood risks identified on the site. GIS 0
of flooding or could its Climatic
development result in additional | Factors and
flood risk elsewhere? Human

Health
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and No natural heritage designations GIS Policy NE3 Biodiversity. 0
’ PP y Catchment SAC catchment would be

the south but it is considered that
there would not be any conceivable
effect on the qualifying interests of

further assessed as part of the
HRA process.




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

the designation.

Loss of agricultural land.

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Are there any local geodiversity No geo-diversity interests identified GIS 0 0
sites or wider geodiversity that could be impacted.
interests that could be affected
by the proposal?
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and No loss of habitat connectivity or GIS
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna wildlife corridor.
the proposal — will it result in
habitat fragmentation or
greater connectivity?
Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air Site on agricultural land adjacent to GIS, Aerial 0 Sustainable transport and 0

Air Quality Management
thresholds being breached
within the Perth and Crieff Air
Quality Management Areas or
lead to the designation of a new
Air Quality Management Area
(AQMA)? (see notes)

Newburgh Road. No significant
negative air quality impact identified

construction methods required
to help mitigate any impact.




Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Site assessment question (click

Information Scoring —
available — pre
GIS/site visit? = mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
appropriate? post
mitigation

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Service Infrastructure

What will be the impact on Site contains the catchment areas of | GIS Developer contributions likely
local/community facilities and two primary schools. Madderty to be required where further
infrastructure (see notes) Primary School currently running at capacity is required to be made.
114% capacity and Auchterarder
Community School currently running
at 105% capacity so no further
numbers able to be accommodated
at either school.
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and Clathymore is entirely residential GIS If a requirement is identified,
affect the quality and quantity human health | with no services including designated application of Policy CF1B
of open space and connectivity or material recreational spaces. Given the high ensures appropriate provision
and accessibility to open space assets spec nature of the existing of informal and formal open
or result in a loss of open space? development (including large space alongside any
gardens) there is unlikely to be any development proposals.
significant demand for additional
open space but this would need to
be considered in more detail.
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population No loss of employment land. CFS form
employment
land/opportunities?
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield land. Field crops, mineral | GIS Re-use soils in local area.
brownfield land? Assets and soil no peat.
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material Approximately half the site is GIS Re-use soils in local area.
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and identified as Class 3.2 agricultural




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

(see notes) Soils land.
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes. CFS form 0 0
the LDP timeframe? assets
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic Site has potential to take advantage GIS/OSMap/ | 0 . +
. Design layout to ensure solar
best use of solar gain? Is the factors of aspect and topography for solar CFS Form . .
. .. . gain and shelterbelt planting to
site protected from prevailing gain. .
. west and south of the site
winds? - -
would limit effects of prevailing
SW winds. Include sustainable
design and construction
techniques and incorporate
energy efficiency measures and
make them resilient to the
projected climatic changes in
precipitation and temperature
Vehicular Access constraints or Material Access to the site will likely be - Application of Policy TA1B. 0
opportunities - assets and through the existing settlement.
pportuntt . . vg XISting . Transport Statement would be
climatic There are not any major access . .
Road network capable of . required to assess potential
. ) factors? concerns. The development is likely .
accommodating traffic . . impact on road network.
to add some additional traffic to the
generated? .
road, especially as the settlement Access road would need to be
can only be accessed by private car. delivered to the satisfaction of
the Council as Roads Authority.
Is the site close to a range of Climatic Site is 6 miles from Methven, 8 miles Consider extension of bus -

facilities? Can these be accessed
by public transport?

factors and
human health

from Auchterarder and approx. 10
miles from Perth. No services
available in settlement. Nearest hail

services and other local
services.




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

and ride bus stop is approx. 2 km
away.

Is the site within a Health and Material No constraints identified. GIS 0 0
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and
other site servicing constraints, Population
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human
underground gas pipelines etc. Health
Does the proposal support a Material Contrary to TAYplan strategy to focus
designated National Planning Assets new development in tiered
Framework national priority or a settlements.
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material No buildings on site. GIS aerial 0 0
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape Site not within any landscape GIS - Arboricultural Impact 0
designated sites be affected — designations. Adjacent to the site in Assessment required to ensure
including NSAs, Regional Scenic the south east corner, there is that any negative impacts on
Areas, and local landscape mature woodland identified in the these mature trees are
designations? SNWI designation, Ancient mitigated against.
Woodlands Inventory, and Native Enhancement planting to create
Woodland Survey of Scotland. further woodland on the site.
Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests
Does the proposal ensure that Landscape Site is an extension to the relatively GIS/0S Map - Use existing screening and 0
development does not exceed new development/settlement. The topography to minimise
the capacity of the landscape to housing will likely be in keeping with landscape impact. Sensitive
accommodate it? (see notes) the existing dwellings, and therefore layout and design of
minimise any landscape impact. The




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

site is also screened to the west and
south-east. The site is also situated
where public views from major roads
are limited.

Information
available —

GIS/site visit?

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

development.

Will the proposal have an Popl and Not within greenbelt designation. GIS layer
adverse impact on the integrity human health greenbelt
of the greenbelt? or material
assets
Material assets
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material No. GIS layer for
waste management site and Assets and waste
could therefore compromise the | Human management
waste handling operation? Health sites
For potential waste Material Proposal does not contain any waste | Check Zero
management activity sites Assets management activities. Waste Plan
(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?
Cultural Heritage
Will the option affect an Y . . S
P y Cultural Site is contained within the GIS Impacts on the historic

cultural heritage asset or their
setting?

heritage, incl
architectural
and
archaeological

boundaries of two local
archaeological assets — Westmuir
farmstead and Findo Gask airfield.

environment will be avoided
wherever possible through
appropriate scheme location
and design.




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Scoring —
post
mitigation

heritage (and
links with
landscape)
To what extent will th I e .
ow ? extent wi gproposa Cultural No opportunities identified. 0 0
result in the opportunity to . .
. heritage, incl
enhance or improve access to .
. . . architectural
the historic environment? (see and
notes) .
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape
Constraints
Is the site i ted . . .
s the site @pac _e Could relate Proposed residential use considered | GIS/OS Map 0 0
by/compatible with . .
. . to all SEA to be broadly compatible with
neighbouring uses? . .
topics surrounding land uses.
depending on
neighboring
uses
Are there any known constral-nts Material No constraints identified in Check CFS 0 0
to development e.g. ownership, ..
e Assets submission. form
marketability etc.

Scoring — two columns have been added in the event that is it useful for planning authorities to quickly identify environmental effects from a proposal on a site.
Where adverse effects have been identified, it may then also be useful to consider any obvious mitigation measures that might reduce these adverse effects. The
second scoring column then allows at a quick glance to see what residual effects might remain following mitigation. There are many scoring techniques currently in
use and an example of one option could be:

+
Significantly positive

positive

0

neutral

adverse Significantly adverse
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Site Name: Source of site suggestion: All Site History/Previous planning applications,
Cottown 2 landowners/interested parties existing local plan policies and proposals:
identified/aware?
No previous planning applications
Landowner
Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Outside or adjacent to a settlement
Cottown MIR Site Ref: boundary?
Pre-MIR Site Ref: Cottown 2
Adjacent to settlement boundary
OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,

0.95ha

Settlement, if so which settlement
tier?

Not within a tiered settlement

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc):

Greenfield and Agricultural

Proposed Use:
Housing

Initial Officer Comments

Outwith Spatial Strategy and so
unlikely to be brought forward as
contrary to TAYplan.

features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

This is a flat site to the south of Cottown
surrounded by agricultural land and
residential land.

Insert Location Plan




COTTOWN



Insert Photographs if available







Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available - pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Water
Could the option result in a Water At the time of publication the Check on OS This site is unlikely to impact on
negative impact on the water updated River Basin Management map the water environment as there
environment? (see notes) Plans are not available so this are no watercourse within or
. . GIS Landuse . .
assessment will be provided later. layer adjacent to the site.
No watercourses within or adjacent
to the site. Wa_ste water
drainage
hotspots
Private water
supplies (risk
assessed)
layer
Can the option connect to the Water GIS Layer for Policy EP3B
public foul sewer? existing
network
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, No flood risk areas within or adjacent | Check all the SUDs should be considered as a
of flooding or could its Climatic to the site GIS Layers for part of development to ensure
development result in additional | Factors and flood risk that development on this site
flood risk elsewhere? Human does not result in flooding
Health elsewhere. This could result in

an improvement to the




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

surrounding area as it could
help reduce the village’s
vulnerability in terms of
flooding.

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

To what extent will the proposal
affect biodiversity, flora and
fauna interests?

Bio flora and
fauna

F

No protected species recorded
within the site.

GIS layers

SAC/SPA/SSSI/
NNR/
TPO/protecte
d species

Loch Leven
Catchment

Lunan Valley
catchment

River Tay
Catchment

Are there any local geodiversity
sites or wider geodiversity
interests that could be affected
by the proposal?

No

GIS Layers for
Geological
Conservation
Review sites,
SSSI, and
Tayside
Geodiversity
Sites

N/A

N/A

How will habitat connectivity or
wildlife corridors be affected by
the proposal — will it result in
habitat fragmentation or

Bio flora and
fauna

No woodland or watercourses within
or surrounding the site.

GIS aerial
map/0S
map/site visit

There is unlikely to be an
impact on any surrounding
habitats as the land is currently
used for agricultural and so
unlikely to provide much in the




Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Site assessment question (click

Information Scoring —
available — pre
GIS/site visit? = mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
appropriate? post
mitigation

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

greater connectivity?

way of habitats. However
careful consideration of design
and planting could help create
new habitats within this
development enhancing the
environment.

Air Quality

Could the option lead to Local
Air Quality Management
thresholds being breached
within the Perth and Crieff Air
Quality Management Areas or
lead to the designation of a new
Air Quality Management Area
(AQMA)? (see notes)

Air

Not likely to have a significant impact
on air quality. However increase
development will result in slightly
negative environmental impacts.

New development should
consider sustainable travel
methods and sustainable
construction methods in line
with policies TA1 and EP1. This
will help mitigate against any
negative impact on air quality.

Service Infrastructure

What will be the impact on
local/community facilities and
infrastructure (see notes)

The site lies within the catchment of
St Madoes Primary School which is
currently operating at 104% capacity
and could not accommodate further
numbers.

Cottown has limited community
facilities the majority of the local
facilities are located in nearby St
Madoes.

GIS Layers for
school
catchments

The site is reliant on community
facilities within nearby St
Madoes and there is limited
provision within the village of
Cottown. Developer
requirement could ensure that
contributions are made to help
reduce the impact on the
school; however it does not
currently have capacity to
support future development.
The development of the site
could also provide land for
community facilities within




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation
Cottown.

To what extent will the proposal | Popl and No core paths within the site and no | GIS layers for + Application of Policy CF1B +
affect the quality and quantity human health | adopted open space within Cottown. | core paths ensures appropriate provision
of open space and connectivity or material Although there is a core path and rights of of informal and formal open
and accessibility to open space assets network around Cottown which this way and space alongside any
or result in a loss of open space? site could provide links to. maintained development proposals.

open space

and existing

LDP for open As well as this development on

space this site could like into the

allocations existing core path network.
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population This site does not provide Check CFS 0 It is unlikely that this site would | O
employment employment. form be appropriate for employment
land/opportunities? or mixed uses due to its rural

location.
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield. GIS aerial - N/A -
brownfield land? Assets and map/site visit
Soils

Are there any contaminated Material No loss of carbon rich soils however GIS Layers for | - Development should where -
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and the whole of the site is category 2 carbon possible avoid areas of prime
(see notes) Soils prime agricultural land. richness agricultural land. Where this is

(which shows
whether there
is peatland),
and prime
agricultural
land (LCA 50K)

not possible good quality soils
should be removed for use in
other parts of Perth and
Kinross.




Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Information
available — pre
GIS/site visit? = mitigation

Comment

Scoring —

Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
appropriate? post
mitigation

Deliverability/sustainability constraints

Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes, within 5 years of adoption. Check CFS 0
the LDP timeframe? assets form
. . L . . In line with policy EP1
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic The site will be sheltered from the Check CFS policy +
. . . . development should look
best use of solar gain? Is the factors prevailing south-westerly wind by form, aerial ) .
. . . . towards creating sustainable
site protected from prevailing the existing development in map and -
. . . ) . . buildings.
winds? Cottown. The site can easily benefit possibly site
from solar gain. It will be designed so | visit
as to effect an appropriate balance
between benefiting from solar gain
and creating an appropriate
streetscape along the Old Carse Road
and nearby listed buildings.
Vehicular Access constraints or Material Site could potentially be accessed Access road would need to be +
opportunities - assets and from St Madoes Road. delivered to the satisfaction of
climatic the Council as Roads Authority.
Road network capable of y
. ) factors?
accommodating traffic
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic The site lies immediately adjacent to | GIS layer for The site is currently well
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and National cycle network route 77 bus stops has accessed by public transport
by public transport? human health | (salmon run), linking Perth and a 400m buffer and cycle routes. The
Dundee. In addition the site is beside | so you can see development of this site should
2 bus stops in Cottown. if it is within ensure it provided links to
easy active sustainable travel methods
travel distance where possible.
Check
distance to
local services
and amenities




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Is the site within a Health and Material No GIS layers for N/A N/A
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and pylons, gas
other site servicing constraints, Population pipelines,
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human scottish gas
underground gas pipelines etc. Health networks

network rail

buffer

Check the

health and

safety

consultations

at the back of

the LDP (they

are not

digitised)

Check for

pylons on OS

map and on

site visit
Does the proposal support a Material Contrary to TAYplan as it is outwith Check NPF3 - -
designated National Planning Assets the tiered settlements. and TAYplan
Framework national priority or a SDP
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material No existing buildings on this site. N/A | GIS aerial N/A N/A
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit

Landscape Designated sites




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
To what extent will any Landscape No designated landscape features GIS layers for N/A N/A
-de5|gn.ated sites be .affected - within or adjacent to the site. NSA, and SLA
including NSAs, Regional Scenic
Areas, and local landscape
designations?
Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests
Does the proposal ensure that Landscape This site is quite large in comparison | Check existing | - Careful consideration should be | 0
development does not exceed the existing settlement and may be LDP given to design to ensure a high
the capacity of the landscape to difficult to fit into existing GIS laver wild quality addition to the
accommodate it? (see notes) townscape. land ¥ landscape/townscape
quever as the site is flat a.nd | Check the
adjacent to the settlement it could fit
Lo landscape
in with the landscape. . .
impact using
capacity study
if one is
available
Site visit
Will the proposal have an Popl and N/A GIS layer N/A N/A
adverse impact on the integrity human health greenbelt
of the greenbelt? or material
assets
Material assets
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material No GIS layer for N/A N/A
waste management site and Assets and waste
could therefore compromise the | Human management
waste handling operation? Health sites




result in the opportunity to
enhance or improve access to
the historic environment? (see
notes)

heritage, incl
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape

increase access to the listed
buildings however, it must be
carefully designed to ensure it does
not detract from the setting.

adverse impact on cultural
assets development of this site
could help enhance access to
the assets identified within the
site. However further study
would be needed to establish
whether or not this is a

Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
For potential waste Material N/A Check Zero N/A N/A
management activity sites Assets Waste Plan
(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?
Cultural Heritage
Will'the opt.lon affect any . Cultural No designate sites or buildings GIS layers - Impacts on the historic 0
cultural heritage asset or their . . s . . . .
setting? herlt.age, incl within the proposed sites however Listed environment V\{I” be avoided
architectural the development could have a building wherever possible through
and negative impact on listed buildings ScheduI;:d appropriate scheme location
archaeological | adjacent to the site. and design
heritage (and . ) ) Monumen.ts,
links vsith The sgttlng of t'he Chap'elhlll, Learig Conservation
landscape) and Viewfield listed buildings could Areas,
be negatively impacted. Gardens and
Designed
Landscape,
Battlefields,
Archaeology
Site visit
To what extent will the proposal Cultural Development of this site could 0 It is possible that if there is no +
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Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Is the site impacted

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information

available —

GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

marketability etc.

. . Could relate Surrounding uses mainly housing and | OS map and
by/compatible with o
. . to all SEA so proposed use would be site visit
neighbouring uses? . .
topics compatible.
depending on
neighboring
uses
Are there any known constrallnts Material No known constraints. Check CFS
to development e.g. ownership,
Assets form

Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
appropriate? post
mitigation

possibility.




DUNNING



Site Name: Source of site suggestion: pre- Site History/Previous planning applications,

MIR consultation site. existing local plan policies and proposals:
Dunningl

The site is proposed as an expansion to

Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Dunningl Outside or adjacent to a settlement housing allocation H20 (50 units).

MIR Site Ref: boundary? Outside settlement
Dunning Pre-MIR Site Ref: Dunningl boundary, adjacent to allocated site for

housing.

OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,

1.54ha

Settlement, if so which settlement
tier? Non-tiered

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc): Agriculture

Proposed Use: Residential

Initial Officer Comments:

Development of a greenfield site for
residential adjacent to existing
allocation for housing held under same
ownership. Case made by site owner
that allocating additional land to the
existing allocation would improve the
viability of delivering the site.
Landscape impact would likely be
mitigated by the existing allocation and
there are natural features to assist in
screening the site. Contrary to
TAYplan spatial strategy to focus
growth on tiered settlements.

features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Moderately sloping site from south to north.
Proposed access on to B8062 at the north of
the site. Currently agricultural land, with
Kirklands Quarry to the west. Power lines run
adjacent to the site. Some mature trees and
vegetation, including hedgerows defining the
field boundaries. Site provides a setting for
entering Dunning from the west.

Insert Location Plan




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —

on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post

for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Water

Could the option result in a Water No potential negative impact GIS 0 0

negative impact on the water identified.




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

environment? (see notes)

At the time of publication the
updated River Basin Management
Plans are not available so this
assessment will be provided at a
later date.

the proposal — will it result in

Can the option connect to the Water GIS Policy EP3B would apply.

public foul sewer?

Is the site thought to be at risk Water, No risk identified. GIS 0 Policy EP2 would apply. 0

of flooding or could its Climatic

development result in additional | Factors and

flood risk elsewhere? Human

Health
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and Loss of agricultural land. GIS - Ensure site design and layout 0

affect !modlversny, flora and fauna Hedgehog recorded close to site to mcorpc')rates I.andscap'mg

fauna interests? (including native species) and

the west. .

any mature vegetation/trees on
boundaries that add to the
biodiversity value of the area
are retained.

Are there any local geodiversity No. GIS N/A N/A

sites or wider geodiversity

interests that could be affected

by the proposal?

How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and Existing mature vegetation/trees GIS - Retain existing trees/vegetation | 0

wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna located on the field boundaries. including hedgerows on field




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

habitat fragmentation or
greater connectivity?

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

boundaries.

Scoring —
post
mitigation

or result in a loss of open space?

Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air Not likely to have a significant impact | GIS, Aerial - New development should 0
Air Quality Management on air quality. However increase consider sustainable travel
thresholds being breached development will result in slightly methods and sustainable
within the Perth and Crieff Air negative environmental impacts. construction methods in line
Quality Management Areas or with policies TA1 and EP1. This
lead to the designation of a new will help mitigate against any
Air Quality Management Area negative impact on air quality.
(AQMA)?
Service Infrastructure
What will be the impact on The site lies within the catchment of | GIS There is a site allocated in the 0
local/community facilities and Dunning Primary School which is current LDP to extend the
infrastructure (see notes) currently operating at 104% capacity primary school which would
and could not accommodate further enable further capacity for
numbers. primary school children. A
developer contribution would
be required to help fund the
school extension.
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and Amenity space within the GIS 0 Enhancement of local open +
affect the quality and quantity human health | settlement. Core path connects to space and core paths could
of open space and connectivity or material the north-east corner of the site. provide a positive impact,
and accessibility to open space assets including connecting to existing

core path to the north-east of
the site.

Application of Policy CF1B
ensures appropriate provision
of informal and formal open




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
space alongside any
development proposals.
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population No loss of employment land. CFS, GIS 0 0
employment
land/opportunities?
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield site. Field crops, mineral GIS - Re-use of soil in local area -
brownfield land? Assets and soil no peat present.
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material Site contains Class 3.2 agricultural GIS - Reuse of soil in local area. 0
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and land. Contaminated Land Risk
see notes Soils . . Assessment required to assess
( ! | Adjacent to Kirklands Quarry — any potential c(lL:lltamination
Contaminated Land Risk Assessment . yp . .
. issues on site, including any
required. s
follow-up mitigation measures.
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes. Indicated on CFS form that the CFS form 0 0
the LDP timeframe? assets site would be delivered within 5
years of the adoption of the LDP (up
to 2023) and there are no technical
constraints forecasted.
. . . . . . Design layout to ensure solar
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic Site moderately sloping to the north | GIS, CFS form 0 . 'gn layou ! . +
. gain and shelterbelt planting to
best use of solar gain? Is the factors and could take advantage of aspect .
. .. . west and south of the site
site protected from prevailing for solar gain. . -
winds? would limit effects of prevailing
' SW winds. Include sustainable
design and construction




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

techniques and incorporate
energy efficiency measures and
make them resilient to the
projected climatic changes in
precipitation and temperature.

Vehicular Access constraints or Material Access would be taken from GIS - Application of Policy TA1B. 0
opportunities - assets and Auchterarder Road (B8062) to the
climatic north. Tran§port Statement wou_ld be
Road network capable of factors? required to assess potential
accommodating traffic ’ No significant road network issues impact on road network.
generated? identified. Access road(s) would need to
be delivered to the satisfaction
of the Council as Roads
Authority.
Is the site close to a range of Climatic Whole of site within 400 metres of GIS 0 0
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and various bus stops, with links to Perth
by public transport? human health | and other nearby settlements.
Various services available in
Dunning.
Is the site within a Health and Material Pylons in adjacent site, not GIS/0S Map 0 0
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and considered to be any impact.
other site servicing constraints, Population
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human
underground gas pipelines etc. Health




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment

on links embedded in the text topic if

for further guidance) applicable

Information

available —

GIS/site visit?

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Does the proposal support a Material Contrary to TAYplan strategy to focus

designated National Planning Assets new development in tiered

Framework national priority or a settlements.

site identified in the Strategic

Development Plan?

Will the site make use of Material No buildings on site. GIS/0S Map 0

existing buildings? Assets

Landscape Designated sites

To what extent will any Landscape Site contained in Ochil Hills Special GIS Policy ER6 would apply. 0

designated sites be affected — Landscape Area. Section of mature e .

including NSAs, Regional Scenic trees contained SNWI designation. Sen5|'t|ve s.lte Iayout :?md desgn

Areas, and local landscape requwed,- including hl.gh quality

designations? landscaping and retalfung _
mature trees/vegetation on site
boundaries, particularly to the
north edge which fronts on to
the road.

Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests

Does the proposal ensure that Landscape Landscape appraisal required for GIS Sensitive design and layout of 0

development does not exceed considerable site on greenfield land development to minimise

the capacity of the landscape to on edge of settlement. Topography landscape impact, including

accommodate it? (see notes) gently sloping to the north, with site taking cognisance of existing

boundaries naturally defined. topography and vegetation

which would help reduce visual
impact on surrounding area.

Will the proposal have an Popl and No greenbelt designation. GIS 0

adverse impact on the integrity human health

of the greenbelt? or material




Site assessment question (click

Related SEA

Comment

Information

Mitigation/Enhancement if

Scoring —

on links embedded in the text topic if available — appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? mitigation
assets
Material assets
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material No. GIS 0
waste management site and Assets and
could therefore compromise the | Human
waste handling operation? Health
For potential waste Material Site is not for waste management GIS 0
management activity sites Assets activities.
(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?
Cultural Heritage
Will the option affect an . . . . .
P y Cultural No cultural heritage designations GIS Potential archaeological survey | O

cultural heritage asset or their
setting?

heritage, incl
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage (and
links with
landscape)

within the site. No impacts identified
for various sites in close proximity to
site.

required to assess potential
archaeological evidence on site
given plethora of assets within
the area.




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

To Wh?t extent will thg proposal Cultural No opportunities identified. GIS 0 0
result in the opportunity to . .
. heritage, incl
enhance or improve access to .
. . . architectural
the historic environment? (see and
notes) .
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape
Constraints
Is the site |mpactgd Could relate Proposed residential use considered | GIS/OS Map 0 0
by/compatible with . .
. . to all SEA to be broadly compatible with
neighbouring uses? . .
topics surrounding land uses.
depending on
neighboring
uses
Are there any known constral'nts Material No constraints identified in CFS form 0 0
to development e.g. ownership, .
1 Assets submission.
marketability etc.

Scoring — two columns have been added in the event that is it useful for planning authorities to quickly identify environmental effects from a proposal on a site.
Where adverse effects have been identified, it may then also be useful to consider any obvious mitigation measures that might reduce these adverse effects. The
second scoring column then allows at a quick glance to see what residual effects might remain following mitigation. There are many scoring techniques currently in
use and an example of one option could be:

+
Significantly positive

positive

0

neutral

adverse

Significantly adverse
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Site Name: Source of site suggestion: pre- Site History/Previous planning applications,
MIR consultation site. existing local plan policies and proposals:
Dunning2
Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Dunning2 Outside or adjacent to a settlement
MIR Site Ref: boundary? Adjacent to settlement
Dunning Pre-MIR Site Ref: Dunning2 boundary
OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,

2.08ha

Settlement, if so which settlement
tier? Non-tiered

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc): Agriculture

Proposed Use: Residential

Initial Officer Comments:

Proposed extension to the western
edge of Dunning. Access taken
through Latchburn Wynd. Site provides
a setting for Dunning and the
topography would allow for the natural
screening of the development.
Contrary to TAYplan spatial strategy to
focus growth on tiered settlements.

features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Greenfield site on edge of settlement, with
residential to the north and east edges of the
site. Site would be accessed through housing
development at Latchburn Wynd. Power lines
run through the site, and the proposal slopes
upwards slightly north to south.

Insert Location Plan
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Water

Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post

for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Could the option result in a Water Private water supply contained GIS - Assessment on impact of 0
negative impact on the water within site. No significant negative private water supply contained
environment? (see notes) impact identified although in the site.
assessment would be required to be
undertaken.
At the time of publication the
updated River Basin Management
Plans are not available so this
assessment will be provided at a
later date.
Can the option connect to the Water GIS Policy EP3B
public foul sewer?
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, Private water supply contained GIS - Policy EP2 would apply. 0
of flooding or could its Climatic within site. No significant negative .
. . . . s Assessment on impact of
development result in additional | Factors and impact identified although . .
. . private water supply contained
flood risk elsewhere? Human assessment would be required to be . .
in the site.
Health undertaken.
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and Loss of agricultural land. GIS - Ensure site design and layout 0
affect biodiversity, flora and fauna . . ) incorporates landscaping
. Existing trees and vegetation on field . . . .
fauna interests? . (including native species) and
boundaries apart from southern .
edge of site any mature vegetation/trees on
’ boundaries that add to the
biodiversity value of the area
are retained.
Are there any local geodiversity No sites identified. GIS 0 0
sites or wider geodiversity
interests that could be affected




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

by the proposal?
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and Existing mature vegetation/trees GIS Retain existing trees/vegetation | 0
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna located on the field boundaries. including hedgerows on field
the proposal — will it result in boundaries.
habitat fragmentation or
greater connectivity?
Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air Not likely to have a significant impact | GIS, Aerial New development should 0
Air Quality Management on air quality. However increase in consider sustainable travel
thresholds being breached development will result in slightly methods and sustainable
within the Perth and Crieff Air negative environmental impacts. construction methods in line
Quality Management Areas or with policies TA1 and EP1. This
lead to the designation of a new will help mitigate against any
Air Quality Management Area negative impact on air quality.
(AQMA)?
Service Infrastructure
What will be the impact on The site lies within the catchment of | GIS There is a site allocated in the 0
local/community facilities and Dunning Primary School which is current LDP to extend the
infrastructure (see notes) currently operating at 104% capacity primary school which would
and cannot accommodate further enable further capacity for
numbers. primary school children. A
developer contribution would
be required to help fund the
school extension.
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and Amenity space within the GIS Enhancement of local open +
affect the quality and quantity human health | settlement. space and core paths could
of open space and connectivity or material provide a positive impact.
d ibility t t N .
and accessibility to open space assets Application of Policy CF1B




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation
or result in a loss of open space? ensures appropriate provision
of informal and formal open
space alongside any
development proposals.
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population No loss of employment land. CFS, GIS 0 0
employment
land/opportunities?
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield site. Field crops, mineral GIS - Re-use of soil in local area -
brownfield land? Assets and soil no peat present.
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material Site contains Class 3.2 agricultural GIS - Reuse of soil in local area. -
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and land.
(see notes) Soils
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes. Indicated on CFS form that the CFS form 0 0
the LDP timeframe? assets site would be delivered within 5
years of the adoption of the LDP (up
to 2023) and there are no technical
constraints forecasted.
. . . . . . Design layout to ensure solar
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic Site moderately sloping to the GIS, CFS form 0 . 'gn layou ! . +
. gain and shelterbelt planting to
best use of solar gain? Is the factors north/north-east and could take .
. . . west and south of the site
site protected from prevailing advantage of aspect for solar gain. . .
winds? would limit effects of prevailing
' SW winds. Include sustainable
design and construction
techniques and incorporate




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

energy efficiency measures and
make them resilient to the
projected climatic changes in
precipitation and temperature.

Vehicular Access constraints or Material Access would be taken from existing | GIS - Application of Policy TA1B. 0
opportunities - assets and road in to Latchburn Wynd to the
pportuntt . . ! ! y Transport Statement would be
climatic north. . .
Road network capable of factors? required to assess potential
accommodating traffic ) No significant road network issues impact on road network.
enerated? identified.
g ! " Access road(s) would need to
be delivered to the satisfaction
of the Council as Roads
Authority.
Is the site close to a range of Climatic Whole of site within 400 metres of GIS 0 0
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and various bus stops, with links to Perth
by public transport? human health | and other nearby settlements.
Various services available in
Dunning.
Is the site within a Health and Material Pylons running through the site. GIS/0S Map - Design of site would need to -
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and take in to account the existing
other site servicing constraints, Population pylons.
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human
underground gas pipelines etc. Health




Comment

Site assessment question (click  Related SEA
on links embedded in the text topic if

for further guidance) applicable

Information

available —

GIS/site visit?

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Does the proposal support a Material Contrary to TAYplan strategy to focus

designated National Planning Assets new development in tiered

Framework national priority or a settlements.

site identified in the Strategic

Development Plan?

Will the site make use of Material No buildings on site. GIS/0S Map 0

existing buildings? Assets

Landscape Designated sites

To what extent will any Landscape Site contained in Ochil Hills Special GIS Policy ER6 would apply. 0

'de5|gn.ated sites be .affected - Landscape Area. Sensitive site layout and design

including NSAs, Regional Scenic . . . . .

Areas, and local landscape requwed,- including hl.gh quality

designations? landscaping and retalfung _
mature trees/vegetation on site
boundaries, particularly to the
north edge which fronts on to
the gateway to the site.

Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests

Does the proposal ensure that Landscape Landscape appraisal required for GIS Sensitive design and layout of 0

development does not exceed considerable site on greenfield land development to minimise

the capacity of the landscape to on edge of settlement. Topography landscape impact, including

accommodate it? (see notes) gently sloping to the north/north- taking cognisance of existing

east, with site boundaries generally topography and
defined. vegetation/trees which would

help reduce visual impact on
surrounding area.

Will the proposal have an Popl and No greenbelt designation. GIS 0

adverse impact on the integrity | human health

or material




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

of the greenbelt? assets
Material assets
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material No. GIS 0
waste management site and Assets and
could therefore compromise the | Human
waste handling operation? Health
For potential waste Material Site is not for waste management GIS 0
management activity sites Assets activities.
(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?
Cultural Heritage
Will the option affect an . .
P y Cultural The boundary of the Gallows Knowe | GIS Archaeological survey required | 0

cultural heritage asset or their
setting?

heritage, incl
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage (and
links with
landscape)

archaeological asset contained
within the site. Site also adjoins the
western edge of the Dunning
Conservation Area.

to assess potential

archaeological evidence on site.

Design statement required to
assess potential impact on
character of the conservation
area.




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

To Wh?t extent will thg proposal Cultural No opportunities identified. GIS 0 0
result in the opportunity to . .
. heritage, incl
enhance or improve access to .
. . . architectural
the historic environment? (see and
notes) .
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape
Constraints
Is the site |r'npact'ed Could relate Proposed residential use considered | GIS/OS Map 0 0
by/compatible with . .
. . to all SEA to be broadly compatible with
neighbouring uses? . .
topics surrounding land uses.
depending on
neighboring
uses
Are there any known constral'nts Material No constraints identified in CFS form 0 0
to development e.g. ownership, .
1 Assets submission.
marketability etc.

Scoring — two columns have been added in the event that is it useful for planning authorities to quickly identify environmental effects from a proposal on a site.
Where adverse effects have been identified, it may then also be useful to consider any obvious mitigation measures that might reduce these adverse effects. The
second scoring column then allows at a quick glance to see what residual effects might remain following mitigation. There are many scoring techniques currently in
use and an example of one option could be:

+
Significantly positive

positive

0

neutral

adverse

Significantly adverse
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EASTER NETHER BLELOCK



Site Name: Easter Nether Blelock
1

Source of site suggestion:

Settlement: Bankfoot

GIS Site Ref: Easter Nether
Blelock 1

MIR Site Ref:

Pre-MIR Site Ref:

Outside or adjacent to a settlement
boundary? Outwith

Site History/Previous planning applications,
existing local plan policies and proposals:

No planning applications

OS Grid Ref:

Site Size (ha): 20.5

Within a TAYplan preferred
Settlement, if so which settlement
tier? Non tiered

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc): Agricultural

Proposed Use: Housing

Initial Officer Comments:
Agricultural land

Summary Description (topography,
features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Insert Location Plan
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Insert Photographs if available

Site assessment question Related SEA Comment Information available — Scoring Mitigation/Enhanc  Scoring —
(click on links embedded topic if GIS/site visit? - pre ement if post
in the text for further applicable mitigati appropriate? mitigatio
guidance) on n
Water
Could the option resultina | Water No 0 0
negative impact on the
water environment? (see
notes)
Can the option connect to Water Yes 0 0
the public foul sewer?
Is the site thought to be at | Water, Climatic Some surface water flooding adjacent to - Flood risk 0
risk of flooding or could its | Factors and site assessment to
development result in Human Health determine
additional flood risk developable areas
elsewhere? of the site
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
To what extent will the Bio flora and Woodland adjacent to site which could - Policy NE3
proposal affect fauna have impact on habitat if damaged or Biodiversity.
b|od|v<_er5|ty, flora and disturbed. Policy EP3B
fauna interests?
Setback

development




Site assessment question
(click on links embedded
in the text for further
guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring
- pre
mitigati
on

Mitigation/Enhanc
ement if
appropriate?

existing woodland.
However post
development issues
with trees could
remain.

Scoring —
post
mitigatio
n

Are there any local None N/A N/A

geodiversity sites or wider

geodiversity interests that

could be affected by the

proposal?

How will habitat Bio flora and Woodland adjacent to site which could - Policy NE3 0

connectivity or wildlife fauna have impact on habitat if removed. Biodiversity.

corridors be affected by .
Policy EP3B

the proposal — will it result olicy EP3

in habitat fragmentation or Setback

greater connectivity? development
existing woodland.
However post
development issues
with trees could
remain.

Air Quality
Could the option lead to Air No real impact on air quality as site 0 0

Local Air Quality
Management thresholds
being breached within the
Perth and Crieff Air Quality
Management Areas or lead
to the designation of a
new Air Quality

outwith urban area.




Site assessment question
(click on links embedded
in the text for further
guidance)

Management Area
(AQMA)? (see notes)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring
- pre
mitigati
on

Mitigation/Enhanc
ement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigatio
n

Service Infrastructure

What will be the impact on
local/community facilities
and infrastructure (see
notes)

Auchtergaven primary school is almost at
capacity. It is currently running at 91%.

Would require
extension to school
to accommodate
increased school
roll.

To what extent will the Popl and human | No access to open space although + Application of Policy
proposal affect the quality | health or surrounded by woodland with footpath CF1B ensures
and quantity of open space | material assets into it. Access to core path adjacent to appropriate
and connectivity and site. provision of
accessibility to open space informal and formal
or result in a loss of open open space
space? alongside any
development
proposals.
Will the proposal Population No 0 0
create/reduce
employment
land/opportunities?
Soils
Is the option on greenfield | Material Assets Greenfield site. Field crops mineral soil - Reuse of soil 0
or brownfield land? and Soils no peat present
Are there any Material Assets None 0 0




Is the site within a Health
and Safety Consultation
Zone or any other site
servicing constraints, e.g.
electricity pylons,
underground gas pipelines
etc.

Material Assets
and Population
and Human
Health

Yes, gas pipeline running through site.

Site assessment question Related SEA Comment Information available — Scoring Mitigation/Enhanc Scoring —
(click on links embedded topic if GIS/site visit? - pre ement if post
in the text for further applicable mitigati  appropriate? mitigatio
guidance) on n
contaminated land/soils and Soils
issues on the site? (see
notes)
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered Material assets Unknown ? ?
within the LDP timeframe?
. . . . . . Landscaping and
Site aspect — does the site | Climatic factors Large expose site would require a lot of . design to ensure 0
make best use of solar landscaping site was not
gain? Is the site protected exposed and took
from prevailing winds? advantage of solar
gain.
Vehicular Access Material assets Adjacent to road. + Access road would
constraints or and climatic need to be
opportunities - factors? delivered to the
satisfaction of the
Road network capable of .
. . Council as Roads
accommodating traffic )
Authority.
generated?
Is the site close to arange | Climatic factors Site just within the 400m bus stop buffer. + +
of facilities? Can these be and human
accessed by public health
transport?

Design would have
to ensure
development was
not in close
proximity to
pipeline.




Site assessment question
(click on links embedded

in the text for further
guidance)

Does the proposal support
a designated National
Planning Framework
national priority or a site
identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Material Assets

Comment

No outwith tiered settlement.

Information available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring
- pre
mitigati

on

Will the site make use of
existing buildings?

Material Assets

No

Mitigation/Enhanc
ement if
appropriate?

Scoring —

post

mitigatio

n

Landscape Designated sites

To what extent will any
designated sites be
affected — including NSAs,
Regional Scenic Areas, and
local landscape
designations?

Landscape

None

Non designated landscape features and key landscape

interests

Does the proposal ensure
that development does not
exceed the capacity of the
landscape to
accommodate it? (see
notes)

Landscape

Long established woodland adjacent.

Maintenance and
enhancement of
woodland to ensure
no damage.

Will the proposal have an
adverse impact on the
integrity of the greenbelt?

Popl and human
health or
material assets

No

N/A

N/A

Material assets




Site assessment question Related SEA Comment Information available — Scoring Mitigation/Enhanc  Scoring —
(click on links embedded topic if GIS/site visit? - pre ement if post
in the text for further applicable mitigati  appropriate? mitigatio
guidance) on n
Is the option in the vicinity | Material Assets No N/A N/A
of a waste management and Human
site and could therefore Health
compromise the waste
handling operation?
For potential waste Material Assets Recycling at Bankfoot. 0 0
management activity sites
(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution
uses) - does the proposal
comply with the locational
criteria set outin annex B
of the Zero Waste Plan?
Cultural Heritage
Will the opt.lon affect any Cultural Archaeology adjacent to site. - Archaeological 0
cultural heritage asset or . . .
their setting? herlt.age, incl survgy will be
architectural and required.
archaeological
heritage (and
links with
landscape)
To what extent will the Cultural Archaeological survey required and + Opportunity to

proposal result in the
opportunity to enhance or
improve access to the
historic environment? (see
notes)

heritage, incl
architectural and
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape

acknowledged through design of site.

reflect this historic
setting through
design and
references to the
previous use
including street



http://www.historic-scotland.gov.uk/index/heritage/valuingourheritage.htm
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Site assessment question Related SEA Comment Information available — Scoring Mitigation/Enhanc  Scoring —
(click on links embedded topic if GIS/site visit? - pre ement if post

in the text for further applicable mitigati  appropriate? mitigatio
guidance) on n

names, information
boards and creation
of specifically
designed open

space.
Constraints

Is the site |r.npact-ed Could relate to No N/A N/A
by/compatible with }
neighbouring uses? all SEA topics

& & ) depending on

neighboring uses

Are the.re any known Material Assets None Check CFS form 0 0
constraints to
development e.g.
ownership, marketability
etc.

Scoring — two columns have been added in the event that is it useful for planning authorities to quickly identify environmental effects from a proposal on a site.
Where adverse effects have been identified, it may then also be useful to consider any obvious mitigation measures that might reduce these adverse effects. The
second scoring column then allows at a quick glance to see what residual effects might remain following mitigation. There are many scoring techniques currently in
use and an example of one option could be:

— + 0 = —
Significantly positive positive neutral adverse Significantly adverse




EROLL AIRFIELD



Site Name: Errol Airfield Source of site suggestion: Site History/Previous planning
All landowners/interested applications, existing local plan policies
parties identified/aware? and proposals:

Permission for sustainable village for

Settlement: Grange GIS Site Ref: Errol Airfield Outside or adjacent to a Morris Leslie. Permission to extend
MIR Site Ref: settlement boundary? Adjacent. consent for 3 years given in 2013.
Pre-MIR Site Ref:

OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): 50 Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,
Settlement, if so which features, boundaries, neighbouring
settlement tier? Non tiered issues, access, exposure, aspect etc).

Disused airfield with buildings, runway etc.
Surrounded by farm land and agricultural

Current Use e.g. is the site Proposed Use: Housing Initial Officer Comments

. : e . buildings.
developed, sparsely Site a disused airfield on a flat site
developed or undeveloped very close to River Tay. Contrary to
(e.g. agriculture, brownfield TAYplan strategy. Planning
etc): Airfield consent already granted to site.

Site is a very large extension to a
small settlement and is contrary to
the current LDP tiered settlement
strategy.

Insert Location Plan
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Insert Photographs if available

Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation if appropriate? Scoring —

on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre post

for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Water

Could the option result in a Water No water course adjacent to site but | GIS Flood risk assessment required 0

negative impact on the water potential connections with the risk of to establish the developable

environment? (see notes) flooding. area of the site.

Can the option connect to the Water Yes +

public foul sewer?

Is the site thought to be at risk Water, Surface water on the site. Surface water Flood risk assessment required | O

of flooding or could its Climatic flooding to establish the developable

development result in additional | Factors and area of the site.

flood risk elsewhere? Human

Health

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and Limited impact — no biodiversity SAC with Flood risk assessment required 0

affect biodiversity, flora and fauna present on site. Potential linkages to | 750m of site to establish the developable

fauna interests?

Tay catchment area due to flooding
potential.

area of the site. Policy NE3
Biodiversity.




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation if appropriate?

Policy EP3B

Setback development from
watercourse and existing
woodland. However post
development issues with trees
could remain.

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Are there any local geodiversity
sites or wider geodiversity
interests that could be affected
by the proposal?

No geodiversity present.

GIS

How will habitat connectivity or
wildlife corridors be affected by
the proposal — will it result in
habitat fragmentation or
greater connectivity?

Bio flora and
fauna

No watercourse or woodland within
site.

GIS

Air Quality

Could the option lead to Local
Air Quality Management
thresholds being breached
within the Perth and Crieff Air
Quality Management Areas or
lead to the designation of a new
Air Quality Management Area
(AQMA)? (see notes)

Air

Site on disused airfield and adjacent
to a number of farm steadings and
cottages.

Aerial

Service Infrastructure




Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

What will be the impact on
local/community facilities and
infrastructure (see notes)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

School at capacity running at 145%

Errol primary school catchment area.

Information
available —

GIS/site visit?

1.4 km from
Errol primary
school.

Mitigation if appropriate?

Would require extension to
school to accommodate
increased school roll.

site protected from prevailing

To what extent will the proposal | Popl and No open space, Core path 350 GIS Application of Policy CF1B
affect the quality and quantity human health | metres from site. ensures appropriate provision
of open space and connectivity or material of informal and formal open
and accessibility to open space assets space alongside any
or result in a loss of open space? development proposals.
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population Mixed use proposal. Uniform
employment
land/opportunities?
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Brownfield Aerial
brownfield land? Assets and
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material Unknown contaminated land issues
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and due to being an airfield previously.
(see notes) Soils
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material Permission approved for extension Uniform
the LDP timeframe? assets to consent time.
. . . . . . . . South facing houses takin
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic Flat site facing south. Quite exposed. | Aerial & . . g
. advantage of site orientation.
best use of solar gain? Is the factors




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation if appropriate? Scoring —
post

mitigation

winds?

Vehicular Access constraints or Material Access directly onto B road running + Access road would need to be
opportunities - assets and through village. Nonetheless, actual delivered to the satisfaction of
climatic access to site would need significant the Council as Roads Authority.
Road network capable of factors? uperadin
accommodating traffic ’ Pe &
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic Outwith bus stop buffer of 400m. GIS - -
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and
by public transport? human health
Is the site within a Health and Material No servicing constraints. Rail GIS 0 0
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and network 200m.
other site servicing constraints, Population
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human
underground gas pipelines etc. Health
Does the proposal support a Material No, outwith tiered settlement. TAYplan
designated National Planning Assets
Framework national priority or a
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material Possible reuse of buildings. Aerial + +
existing buildings? Assets
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape No landscape designations GIS 0 0

designated sites be affected —
including NSAs, Regional Scenic
Areas, and local landscape




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation if appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

designations?

Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests

Does the proposal ensure that Landscape Site is adjacent other buildings but Aerial/site - Retain and enhance countryside | +
development does not exceed within a countryside setting. Some visit setting through careful design
the capacity of the landscape to trees within site. Very flat and and landscaping
accommodate it? (see notes) adjacent to River Tay.
Will the proposal have an Popl and No GIS N/A N/A
adverse impact on the integrity human health
of the greenbelt? or material
assets
Material assets
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material No. GIS N/A N/A
waste management site and Assets and
could therefore compromise the | Human
waste handling operation? Health
For potential waste Material Recycling area in Errol GIS 0 0
management activity sites Assets

(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?

N/A




Comment

Site assessment question (click  Related SEA

Information Scoring — Mitigation if appropriate? Scoring —
available — pre post
GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation

on links embedded in the text topic if
for further guidance) applicable

Cultural Heritage

Will the option affect any
cultural heritage asset or their
setting?

Cultural
heritage, incl
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage (and
links with
landscape)

Airfield is designated as wartime
archaeology so would require
investigation.

GIS

To what extent will the proposal
result in the opportunity to
enhance or improve access to
the historic environment? (see
notes)

Cultural
heritage, incl
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage and

Site is a disused airfield with wartime
buildings.

Archaeological
survey/investigative trench
work may be required.

Opportunity to reflect this
historic setting through design
and references to the previous
use including street names,
information boards and
creation of specifically designed

links with open space.
landscape
Constraints
Is the site i ted . . . . . .
> the site @pac _e Could relate A large site which would impact on Design and landscaping will be
by/compatible with . . . .
. . to all SEA the countryside setting of the area key to creating a sympathetic
neighbouring uses? . .
topics and current buildings. development.
depending on
neighboring
uses
Are there any known constraints .
to development e.g. ownershi Material
P & Pl Assets

marketability etc.
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ERROL



Site Name:

Source of site suggestion: All
landowners/interested parties

Site History/Previous planning applications,
existing local plan policies and proposals:

Land to west of Inchcoonans identified/aware?
Farm Previous application (outline) on part of site
Landownder 09/00912/0OUT for residential development
which was refused.
Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Outside or adjacent to a settlement
MIR Site Ref: boundary?
Errol Pre-MIR Site Ref: Errol 1
Outwith the settlement boundary for
Errol.
OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,

3.352ha

Settlement, if so which settlement
tier?

Not within a tiered settlement

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc):

Disused agricultural shed with
hard-standing and open ground.

Proposed Use:

Housing

Initial Officer Comments

Outwith Spatial Strategy and so
unlikely to be brought forward as
contrary to TAYplan.

features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

This site is in a semi-rural location outwith
the village of Errol. It is a flat site with
tree/lhedge boundaries reducing the view
from the road. There is a crisp factory
nearby which could have a negative impact
on a housing development.

Insert Location Plan
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Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —

on links embedded in the text topic if available - pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation
Water
Could the option result in a Water No water courses within the site but | Check on OS - Apply policy EC3 to 0
negative impact on the water the site but there is a 2 small ponds map avoid/reduce/mitigate and
environment? (see notes) just outwith the sites one to the east enhance any possible impacts
GIS Landuse .
and one to the south west. layer on the water environment —
. N connection to public sewerage
At the time of publication the P . &
. . Waste water system + and requiring
updated River Basin Management . .
. ] drainage appropriate SUDS
Plans are not available so this




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

assessment will be provided later.

hotspots

Private water
supplies (risk
assessed)
layer

Development should be set
back from watercourses
including the two ponds just
outwith the site to ensure there
is not negative impact.

Can the option connect to the Water GIS Layer for Policy EP3B
public foul sewer? existing
network
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, Small area of high flood risk at the Check all the - Development should avoid 0
of flooding or could its Climatic south of the site. Further GIS Layers for areas at risk of flooding. A Flood
development result in additional | Factors and investigation needed into the flood risk Risk Assessment should be
flood risk elsewhere? Human potential for flooding. required for this site to ensure
Health no negative impact with
regards to flooding.
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and There are no natural designations GIS layers 0 In line with Policy NE3 +
affect biodiversity, flora and fauna within the site and it is unlikely to SAC/SPA/SSSI/ Biodiversity new development
fauna interests? have an impact on any. NNR/ should protect and enhance
No protected species have been TPO/protecte biodiversity.
recorded on this site. d species Development on this site
should consider this and any
Loch Leven

opportunities to create or




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Catchment

Lunan Valley
catchment

River Tay
Catchment

Are there any local geodiversity
sites or wider geodiversity
interests that could be affected
by the proposal?

The Inchoonans Geodiversity site
covers the southern area of this site.

GIS Layers for
Geological
Conservation
Review sites,
SSSI, and
Tayside
Geodiversity
Sites

connect habitats should be
considered.

Further investigation will be
required to make sure that
development on this site will
have no adverse impact on the
Tayside Geodiversity Site.

How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and Small area of woodland on the south | GIS aerial 0 In line with Policy NE3 +
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna edge of the site and an area of map/0S Biodiversity new development
the proposal — will it result in woodland to the east of the site. This | map/site visit should protect and enhance
habitat fragmentation or development could help connect biodiversity.
reater connectivity? these habitats. .
g ¥ Development on this site
should consider this and any
L tunities t t
There are no watercourses within opportuni |e_s o create or
. connect habitats should be
the site. .
considered.
Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air It is unlikely this development will - New development should 0

Air Quality Management

have a significant impact on air

consider sustainable travel




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment Information Scoring —
available — pre

GIS/site visit? = mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

thresholds being breached
within the Perth and Crieff Air
Quality Management Areas or
lead to the designation of a new
Air Quality Management Area
(AQMA)? (see notes)

quality but an increase in
development is likely to have a
slightly negative impact.

methods and sustainable
construction methods in line
with policies TA1 and EP1. This
will help mitigate against any
negative impact on air quality

Service Infrastructure

What will be the impact on
local/community facilities and
infrastructure (see notes)

The site is within the catchment for
Errol primary which does not have
any additional capacity. All
community facilities are located
within the village of Errol.

GIS Layers for
school
catchments

To what extent will the proposal
affect the quality and quantity
of open space and connectivity
and accessibility to open space
or result in a loss of open space?

Popl and
human health
or material
assets

There are no core paths or adopted GIS layers for
open space within the site. However | core paths
there is a core path to the North of and rights of
the site which could be extended to way and
lead into the site. Further connection | maintained
could then be made into the village open space
of Errol. and existing
. .. LDP for open
There is no open space provision
o . . . space

within or immediately adjacent to .

. . . allocations
the site but open space is provided

The site lies out with the village
of Errol and so there is limited
access to community facilities.
However it is possible that new
community facilities could be
provided on this site.

Developer requirement could
ensure that contributions are
made to help reduce the impact
on the school; however the
school site has limited capacity
for future extension which may
be required to support future
development.

Application of Policy CF1B
ensures appropriate provision
of informal and formal open
space alongside any
development proposals.

As well as this development on
this site could like into the
existing core path network.




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation
within the village of Errol.
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population No employment land will be Check CFS 0 0
employment provided within this site. form
land/opportunities?
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Brownfield — agricultural buildings GIS aerial + +
brownfield land? Assets and with hard-standing on the site. map/site visit
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material The site lies on an area of mineral GIS Layers for Both Carbon Rich Soils and -
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and soil with occasional peat. carbon Prime Agricultural Land should
(see notes) Soils The site is also category 3 prime r|ch!1ess be protected where possible.
} (which shows - .
agricultural land. Where this is not possible good
whether there . .
. quality soils should be removed
is peatland), .
. for use in other parts of Perth
and prime .
. and Kinross.
agricultural
land (LCA 50K)
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material It is suggested that the site could be | Check CFS + +
the LDP timeframe? assets delivered within 5 years if the form
adoption of the Local Development
Plan.
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic It is suggested that careful Check CFS + In line with policy EP1 +
. . . . ol . . development should look
best use of solar gain? Is the factors orientation of housing within the site | form, aerial . .
. .. . . . towards creating sustainable
site protected from prevailing will be key in maximising map and -
. - . . . buildings.
winds? opportunities for solar gain. possibly site
visit




Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —

pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Vehicular Access constraints or

Material The site can be accessed via Loan + Access road would need to be +
opportunities - assets and Brae delivered to the satisfaction of
Road network capable of climatic the Council as Roads Authority.

. . factors?
accommodating traffic
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic There are no facilities easily accessed | GIS layer for 0 Consideration should be given +
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and from this site. All community bus stops has to extension of bus services,
by public transport? human health | facilities are found in the village of a 400m buffer core paths and cycle routes.
Errol which is approximately 1km SO you can see
away from the site. if it is within
However the site is within 200m of a casy act'lve
travel distance
bus stop.
Check
distance to
local services
and amenities
Is the site within a Health and Material No GIS layers for | N/A N/A
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and pylons, gas
other site servicing constraints, Population pipelines,
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human scottish gas
underground gas pipelines etc. Health networks
network rail
buffer
Check the
health and
safety

consultations




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

at the back of
the LDP (they

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

development does not exceed
the capacity of the landscape to

housing development sight as it is
outwith the village of Errol.

LDP
GIS layer wild

given to design to ensure a high
quality addition to the

are not
digitised)
Check for
pylons on OS
map and on
site visit
Does the proposal support a Material Contrary to TAYplan as it is outwith Check NPF3 - -
designated National Planning Assets the tiered settlements. and TAYplan
Framework national priority or a SDP
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material The existing buildings are low quality | GIS aerial - -
existing buildings? Assets agricultural buildings and will not be | map/site visit
reused.
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape There are no landscape designations | GIS layers for N/A N/A
f:le5|gn.ated sites be .:affected - within or adjacent to this site. NSA, and SLA
including NSAs, Regional Scenic
Areas, and local landscape
designations?
Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests
Does the proposal ensure that Landscape This is quite a rural location for a Check existing | - Careful consideration should be | 0




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if

appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

accommodate it? (see notes) However there is a strong tree line land landscape/townscape
surrounding the site which will
s .g- Check the
minimise its impact on the
landscape
landscape. . .
impact using
capacity study
if oneis
available
Site visit
Will the proposal have an Popl and This site is not within the greenbelt GIS layer N/A N/A
adverse impact on the integrity human health | and will not have an impact on it. greenbelt
of the greenbelt? or material
assets
Material assets
Is the option in the vicinity of a Material There are no waste management GIS layer for N/A N/A
waste management site and Assets and sites within or adjacent to this site. waste
could therefore compromise the | Human management
waste handling operation? Health sites
For potential waste Material N/A Check Zero N/A N/A
management activity sites Assets Waste Plan

(includes allocation for
employment, industrial or
storage and distribution uses) -
does the proposal comply with
the locational criteria set out in
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?

Cultural Heritage




Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —

pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Will the option affect any

to development e.g. ownership,

. . Cultural There is an archaeological site that GIS layers - Impacts on the historic 0
cultural heritage asset or their . . . . .
. heritage, incl covers part of the western edge of . environment will be avoided
setting? . . . . Listed .
architectural this site. Further studies will need to buildin wherever possible through
and be taken to ensure this site has no Scheduglézd appropriate scheme location
archaeological | impact on any archaeological assets. and design. Further studies will
. Monuments, .
heritage (and . be required to ensure
. . Conservation .
links with Areas development on this site has no
landscape ’ impact on archaeological
pe) Gardens and P &
. assets.
Designed
Landscape,
Battlefields,
Archaeology
Site visit
To what extent will the proposal . .
. ) prop Cultural N/A N/A Requirement for any positive N/A
result in the opportunity to . .
. heritage, incl enhancements, access to
enhance or improve access to . . .
. . architectural features, interpretation etc
the historic environment? (see and
notes) .
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape
aints
Is the site impacted . N . . . S
. P . Could relate There is a combination of residential | OS map and 0 Further investigation into the +
by/compatible with . L e . . A
. . to all SEA and agricultural uses within this site. | site visit potential negative impacts of
neighbouring uses? . . . )
topics Small scale development could be in the crisp factory required.
depending on | keeping with this. The neighbouring
neighboring crisps factoring may have a negative
uses impact on a residential development.
Are there any known constraints . .
v W I Material No know constraints. Check CFS + +



http://www.historic-scotland.gov.uk/index/heritage/valuingourheritage.htm
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Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —

on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation

marketability etc. Assets form




Site Name:
Land North east of Errol

Source of site suggestion: All
landowners/interested parties

Site History/Previous planning applications,
existing local plan policies and proposals:

identified/aware?
No previous planning applications
Landowner
Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Outside or adjacent to a settlement Part of this site was previously considered
MIR Site Ref: boundary? for the LDP (MIR ref 418).
Errol Pre-MIR Site Ref: Errol 2
Adjacent to settlement boundary.
OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,

13.6ha

Settlement, if so which settlement
tier?

Not within a tiered settlement

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc):

Agricultural Land

Proposed Use:

Housing

Initial Officer Comments

Outwith Spatial Strategy and so
unlikely to be brought forward as
contrary to TAYplan.

features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

This is a slightly sloped site adjacent to the
settlement of Errol. The neighbouring uses
are residential and agriculture.

Insert Location Plan




irdheads

Insert Photographs if available




/i

Water

Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Could the option result in a
negative impact on the water
environment? (see notes)

Water

There is a small watercourse running
along the north west edge of the
site.

At the time of publication the

Check on OS
map

GIS Landuse

Apply policy EC3 to
avoid/reduce/mitigate and
enhance any possible impacts
on the water environment —




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

updated River Basin Management
Plans are not available so this
assessment will be provided later.

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

layer

Waste water
drainage
hotspots

Private water
supplies (risk
assessed)
layer

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

connection to public sewerage
system + and requiring
appropriate SUDS

Development should be set
back from watercourses to
ensure there is not negative
impact.

Scoring —
post
mitigation

However, the

TPO/protecte

Can the option connect to the Water GIS Layer for Policy EP3B
public foul sewer? existing
network

Is the site thought to be at risk Water, Small area of high surface water Check all the - Development should avoid 0
of flooding or could its Climatic flood risk to the north west of the GIS Layers for areas at risk of flooding. A
development result in additional | Factors and site. flood risk Drainage Impact Assessment
flood risk elsewhere? Human should be required for this site

Health to ensure no negative impact

with regards to flooding.
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and There are no natural designations GIS layers - 0
affect 'blodlver5|ty, flora and fauna within or adjac'ent t(? this site which SAC/SPA/SSSI/
fauna interests? could be negatively impacted. NNR/




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —

pre

mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

d species
No protected species recorded Loch Leven
within or adjacent to this site. Catchment
Lunan Valley
catchment
River Tay
Catchment
Are there any local geodiversity No GIS Layers for | N/A N/A
sites or wider geodiversity Geological
interests that could be affected Conservation
by the proposal? Review sites,
SSSI, and
Tayside
Geodiversity
Sites
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and There is a small watercourse running | GIS aerial - In line with Policy NE3 0
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna along the north west edge of the map/0S Biodiversity new development
the proposal — will it result in site. Riparian woodland this map/site visit should protect and enhance
habitat fragmentation or watercourse. biodiversity.
t tivity? L.
greater connectivity Development on this site
should consider this and any
opportunities to create or
connect habitats should be
considered.
Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air Not likely to have a significant impact - New development should 0
Air Quality Management on air quality. However increase consider sustainable travel
thresholds being breached development will result in slightly methods and sustainable
within the Perth and Crieff Air construction methods in line




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Quality Management Areas or
lead to the designation of a new
Air Quality Management Area
(AQMA)? (see notes)

negative environmental impacts.

with policies TA1 and EP1. This
will help mitigate against any
negative impact on air quality.

Service Infrastructure

What will be the impact on
local/community facilities and
infrastructure (see notes)

The site is within the catchment for
Errol primary which does not have
any additional capacity. Community
facilities are located within the
village of Errol.

GIS Layers for
school
catchments

Developer requirement could
ensure that contributions are
made to help reduce the impact
on the school; however it does
not currently have capacity to
support future development.
The development of the site
could also provide land for
more community facilities
within Errol.

To what extent will the proposal | Popl and There are no core paths or GIS layers for 0 Application of Policy CF1B +
affect the quality and quantity human health | designated open space within the core paths ensures appropriate provision
of open space and connectivity or material site however a core path runs along and rights of of informal and formal open
and accessibility to open space assets both the western and eastern edge. way and space alongside any
or result in a loss of open space? Development within this site should maintained development proposals.
make links to existing core path open space
network. and existing
LDP for open
space
There is no maintained open space allocations
within the site.
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population No employment land will be Check CFS 0 It is unlikely that this site would | O
employment provided within this site. form be appropriate for employment

land/opportunities?

or mixed uses due to its rural
location.




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material greenfield GIS aerial -
brownfield land? Assets and map/site visit
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material The maijority if the site contains GIS Layers for Carbon rich soils require -
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and mineral soil with occasional peat. carbon protection. Where removal is
(see notes) Soils richness the only reasonable option the
(which shows impact (in terms of CO2
whether there emissions) must be calculated.
is peatland),
and prime
agricultural
land (LCA 50K)
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes — within 5-10 years of adoption Check CFS 0
the LDP timeframe? assets of the Local Development Plan form
. . L . . In li ith policy EP1
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic It is suggested that the site layout Check CFS n line with policy +
. . . development should look
best use of solar gain? Is the factors could be designed to make best use form, aerial . .
. e . towards creating sustainable
site protected from prevailing of solar gain and protect from the map and buildines
winds? prevailing winds. possibly site &
visit
Vehicular Access constraints or Material Site could potentially be accessed via Access road would need to be +
opportunities - assets and Station Road. delivered to the satisfaction of
Road network capable of climatic the Council as Roads Authority.
factors?

accommodating traffic




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic The southern part of the site is GIS layer for - Consideration of an extension +
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and within 200m of a bus stop (located bus stops has to bus services/an additional
by public transport? human health | within this village of Errol) However, | a 400m buffer bus stop would help make this
on a whole the site is generally not SO you can see site more accessible by public
very accessible by public transport. if it is within transport.

easy active

travel distance

Check

distance to

local services

and amenities
Is the site within a Health and Material No GIS layers for | N/A N/A
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and pylons, gas
other site servicing constraints, Population pipelines,
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human Scottish gas
underground gas pipelines etc. Health networks

network rail

buffer

Check the

health and

safety

consultations
at the back of
the LDP (they
are not
digitised)

Check for




development does not exceed
the capacity of the landscape to
accommodate it? (see notes)

location from the village due to the
slope of the land.

However the site lies on the main
approach road into Errol so careful
consideration should be given to
endure it is in keeping with the
existing townscape.

LDP

GIS layer wild
land

Check the
landscape
impact using
capacity study
if one is
available

given to design to ensure a high
quality addition to the
landscape/townscape

Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation
pylons on OS
map and on
site visit
Does the proposal support a Material Contrary to TAYplan as it is outwith Check NPF3 - -
designated National Planning Assets the tiered settlements. and TAYplan
Framework national priority or a SDP
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material No existing buildings on this site. N/A | GIS aerial N/A N/A
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape No designated landscape features GIS layers for N/A N/A
f:le5|gn.ated sites be .:affected - within or adjacent to the site. NSA, and SLA
including NSAs, Regional Scenic
Areas, and local landscape
designations?
Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests
Does the proposal ensure that Landscape The site would not be in a prominent | Check existing | O Careful consideration should be | 0




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —

on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post

for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation

Site visit

Will the proposal have an Popl and N/A GIS layer N/A N/A

adverse impact on the integrity human health greenbelt

of the greenbelt? or material
assets

Material assets

Is the option in the vicinity of a Material No waste management facilities GIS layer for N/A N/A

waste management site and Assets and within or adjacent to the site waste

could therefore compromise the | Human however there is a recycling point management

waste handling operation? Health within the village of Errol. sites

. . N/A

For potential waste Material N/A Check Zero N/A

management activity sites Assets Waste Plan

(includes allocation for

employment, industrial or

storage and distribution uses) -

does the proposal comply with

the locational criteria set out in

annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?

Cultural Heritage

Will the optllon affect any . Cultural The whole of the site lies within the GIS layers Impacts on the historic -

cultural heritage asset or their . . . . . . .

setting? herlt.age, incl West Keys Arc'hae'ologlc.al Site. . Listed environment V\{I” be avoided
architectural Further investigation will be required building wherever possible through
and to ensure that development on this Schedult'ed appropriate scheme location
archaeological | site does not have a negative impact Monuments and design. Further studies will
heritage (and | on archaeological assets. ! be required to ensure
. . Conservation .
links with Areas development on this site has no
landscape) ! impact on archaeological

Gardens and




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Designed
Landscape,
Battlefields,
Archaeology

Site visit

To what extent will the proposal
result in the opportunity to
enhance or improve access to
the historic environment? (see
notes)

Is the site impacted

Cultural
heritage, incl
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage and
links with
landscape

. . Could relate Surrounding uses mainly housing and | OS map and
by/compatible with o
. . to all SEA so proposed use would be site visit
neighbouring uses? . .
topics compatible.
depending on
neighboring
uses
Are there any known constral.nts Material No known constraints. Check CFS
to development e.g. ownership,
Assets form

marketability etc.

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

assets.

Scoring —
post
mitigation

It is possible that if there is no
adverse impact on cultural
assets development of this site
could help enhance access to
the assets identified within the
site. However further study
would be needed to establish
whether or not this is a
possibility
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Site Name:
East Inchmichael

Source of site suggestion: All
landowners/interested parties

Site History/Previous planning applications,
existing local plan policies and proposals:

identified/aware?
Planning Application 09/01563/FLL
Landowner approved for ancillary accommodation
Settlement: GIS Site Ref: Outside or adjacent to a settlement | This site was previously submitted to the
Errol MIR Site Ref: boundary? MIR as part of a larger site (MIR ref 500) but
Pre-MIR Site Ref: Errol 3 was considered to be contrary to the
Out with the settlement boundary preferred spatial strategy.
for Errol.
OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): Within a TAYplan preferred Summary Description (topography,

0.77 ha

Settlement, if so which settlement
tier?

Not within a tiered settlement

Current Use e.g. is the site
developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc):

Houses, Retail and Bar,
Industrial, Agricultural

Proposed Use:

Housing along south of site,
Retail, Industrial and
Agricultural

Initial Officer Comments

Outwith Spatial Strategy and so
unlikely to be brought forward as
contrary to TAYplan.

features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

This is a small site outwith the village of
Errol, It lies south of the Cairn O’ Mohr
Winery.

Insert Location Plan
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Insert Photographs if available

Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Scoring — Mitigation/Enhancement if Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — pre appropriate? post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? = mitigation mitigation
Water
Could the option resultin a Water There are no watercourses within or | Check on OS Apply policy EC3 will
negative impact on the water adjacent to the site. map avoid/reduce/mitigate and
nvironment? not . . nhan n ible impact
environment? (see notes) At the time of publication the GIS Landuse enhance any poss ble impacts
. . on the water environment —
updated River Basin Management layer . .
. . connection to public sewerage
Plans are not available so this .
. . Waste water system + and requiring
assessment will be provided later. . . .
drainage appropriate SUDS will all reduce
hotspots and impact on the water
Private water environment.
supplies (risk
assessed)
layer
Can the option connect to the Water GIS Layer for Policy EP3B




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

sites or wider geodiversity
interests that could be affected
by the proposal?

Geological
Conservation
Review sites,
SSSI, and

public foul sewer? existing
network
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, The site does not appear to be at risk | Check all the 0 SUDs should be considered asa | +
of flooding or could its Climatic of flooding. GIS Layers for part of development to ensure
development result in additional | Factors and flood risk that development on this site
flood risk elsewhere? Human does not result in flooding
Health elsewhere. This could result in
an improvement to the
surrounding area as it could
help reduce the villages
vulnerability in terms of
flooding.
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and There are no natural designations GIS layers 0 In line with Policy NE3 0
affect biodiversity, flora and fauna within or surrounding the site so it is SAC/SPA/SSSI/ Biodiversity new development
fauna interests? unlikely that development on this NNR/ should protect and enhance
will impact this. TPO/protecte biodiversity.
There are no protected species d species Development on this site
recorded on this site. should consider this and any
Loch Leven -
Catchment opportunities to create or
connect habitats should be
Lunan Valley considered.
catchment
River Tay
Catchment
Are there any local geodiversity No GIS Layers for | N/A N/A

