Appendix E — Kinross-shire Area Site Assessments



Site Name: Balado1

Source of site suggestion:

Ballantyne partners who are the
landowner

Settlement: Balado

GIS Site Ref:
MIR Site Ref:
Pre-MIR Site Ref: Balado 1
Proposed Plan Ref: H145

Outside or adjacent to a settlement
boundary?

Dislocated from Balado and the
existing settlement boundary

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

Residential development approved for 10
houses to east of this proposal 10/01143/FLL

OS Grid Ref: Site Size (ha): 2.6 hectares Within a TAYplan preferred
Settlement, if so which settlement
702083 308368 tier?
No
Current Use e.g. is the site Proposed Use: Comments

developed, sparsely developed
or undeveloped (e.g. agriculture,
brownfield etc):

Residential use for approximately
20 homes.

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.

There are already sufficient housing
opportunities within Balado. This
means that the justification for any
additional site in a non-tiered
settlement site has to be about
delivering benefits and it is considered
that there are no significant wider
benefits to this proposal.

In any case the proposal is also

considered inappropriate as the scale
proposed is beyond Balado’s specific
needs, and changes the character of

Summary Description (topography,
features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Comprising fairly flat agriculture land bounded
by woodland (outwith the site to the west).




Agricultural use

the area, plus the site is remote from
the main settlement of Balado.

Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Water

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

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

Mitigation if appropriate? Scoring —
post
mitigation

Could the option result in a
negative impact on the water
environment? (see notes)

Water

Possibly.

The groundwater status is good.

Check on OS -
map

GIS Landuse

Policy Water Environment, Foul | O
Drainage, and Drainage within
the Loch Leven Catchment




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

layer

Waste water
drainage
hotspots

Private water
supplies (risk

assessed)
layer
Can the option connect to the Water Yes it lies close enough to the GIS Layer for 0 Policy: Water Environmentand | 0
public foul sewer? existing network (but small works existing Drainage
with limited capacity). network
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, No Check all the 0 N/a 0
of flooding or could its Climatic GIS Layers for
development result in additional | Factors and flood risk
flood risk elsewhere? Human
Health
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
. . . . Policy Drai ithin the Loch
To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and There are no relevant designations, GIS layers 0 olicy brainage within the Loc 0
- . . Leven Catchment
affect biodiversity, flora and fauna or non-designated features or known SAC/SPA/SSSI/
fauna interests? protected species interests within NNR/
his site.
this site TPO/protecte
However the site lies within the Loch | d species
Leven Catchment area.
Loch Leven
Catchment

Lunan Valley
catchment

River Tay




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
Catchment
Are there any local geodiversity There are no local geodiversity sites GIS Layersfor | O n/a 0
sites or wider geodiversity or known geodiversity interests Geological
interests that could be affected within the site. Conservation
by the proposal? Review sites,
SSSI, and
Tayside
Geodiversity
Sites
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and No it will not affect habitat GIS aerial 0 n/a 0
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna connectivity. map/0S
the proposal — will it result in map/site visit
habitat fragmentation or
greater connectivity?
Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air No GIS Layers 0 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 Popl and There is not sufficient capacity in GIS Layers for | - Proportional developer 0
local/community facilities and human health | Kinross Primary school to cope with school contributions will be sought
infrastructure (see notes) or material the projected growth. catchments towards primary education
assets provision.




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
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and There is potential for open space GIS layers for 0 Application of Policy on +
affect the quality and quantity human health | provision to be sought in accordance | core paths Provision of Open Space
of open space and connectivity or material with policy and rights of ensures appropriate provision
and accessibility to open space assets way and of informal and formal open
or result in a loss of open space? maintained space alongside any

open space development proposals.

and existin .

& Also opportunity to connect to
LDP for open .
space wider access network/core path
P . network which exists at Balado
allocations . .
junction.
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 The site lies within a 3.1 classification | GIS Layers for Reuse good soils locally -
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and which is prime agricultural land and carbon
(see notes) Soils has no peat. richness

(which shows
whether there
is peatland),
and prime
agricultural
land (LCA 50K)

Deliverability/sustainability constraints




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
Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes Check CFS + n/a +
the LDP timeframe? assets form
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic Development could make use of Check CFS + Siting and design of buildings to | +
best use of solar gain? Is the factors open south facing elevations; and form, aerial take account of solar
site protected from prevailing has woodland to the west which map and orientation.
winds? offers some protection from the possibly site
prevailing winds visit
Vehicular Access constraints or Material There are no known capacity issues Check CFS 0 In accordance with the Roads 0
opportunities - assets and form, aerial Authority
Road network capable of climatic rr.1a.p and site
. ) factors? visit
accommodating traffic
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic The site is not within easy access of GIS layer for - none -
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and services and facilities but lies bus stops has
by public transport? human health | relatively close to a bus stop (within a 400m buffer
400 m walking distance). 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 Material n/a GIS layers for 0 n/a 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




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

buffer

Check the
health and
safety
consultations
at the back of
the LDP (they

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation 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, the proposal is contrary to Check NPF3 n/a
designated National Planning Assets TAYplan spatial strategy. and TAYplan
Framework national priority or a SDP
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material n/a GIS aerial 0 n/a 0
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape There are no landscape designated GIS layers for 0 n/a 0

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

sites within the site.

NSA, and SLA




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 if appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Does the proposal ensure that Landscape The site lies outwith the settlement Check existing | - none -
development does not exceed boundary but is adjacent to a LDP
the capacity of the landscape to permitted development of 10 .
. . . . GIS layer wild
accommodate it? (see notes) homes. It is softened in most views land
by woodland/trees. However the
scale of new development in this Check the
rural location is considered to be landscape
inappropriate. impact using
capacity study
if one is
available
Site visit
Will the proposal have an Popl and N/a 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 N/a GIS layer for n/a 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

enhance or improve access.

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
For potential waste Material N/a Check Zero n/a 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 . .
P . y . Cultural There is no cultural heritage asset GIS layers 0 N/a 0
cultural heritage asset or their . . s .
. heritage, incl within 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 the proposal . . .
prop Cultural It will not result in the opportunity to 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
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Mitigation if appropriate?

by/compatible with Could relate Yes it would be compatible with OS map and 0 Set development suitably back
y. P . to all SEA houses permitted to the east and the | site visit from the woodland.
neighbouring uses? .
topics woodland to the west as long as
depending on | development is suitably set back
neighboring from the woodland.
uses
Are there any known constra|'nt5 Material No Check CES 0 N/a 0
to development e.g. ownership,
Assets form

marketability etc.




Site Name: Balado2

Source of site suggestion:

R T Hutton Planning consultancy
on behalf of the George Lawrie
landowner and Gordon Baillie
Premier Properties Ltd

Settlement: Balado

GIS Site Ref:

MIR Site Ref: 116

Pre-MIR Site Ref: Balado 2
Proposed Plan Ref: H146

Outside or adjacent to a settlement
boundary?

Outside, adjacent to the west of the
existing boundary.

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

This site lies adjacent to west of a residential
development approved in principle
(07/01226/IPM) and the current settlement
boundary.

OS Grid Ref:

702286 309060

Site Size (ha): 1.2 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):

Proposed Use:

Residential use extending an
existing residential allocation
further east.

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.

There are already sufficient housing
opportunities within Balado. This
means that the justification for any
additional site in a non-tiered
settlement site has to be about
delivering benefits and it is considered
that there are no significant wider
benefits to this proposal.

. Also the proposal is considered to be
inappropriate because the scale

Summary Description (topography,
features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Comprising fairly flat agriculture land bounded
by woodland (outwith the site to the north).




Agricultural use

proposed (in addition to existing
allocations/permissions) is beyond
Balado’s specific needs and would
affect its character, and it is on prime
agricultural land. The site is also
currently open to the west so although
framework planting to the west could
help visually contain the proposal (this
would take time to establish).




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Mitigation if appropriate?
on links embedded in the text topic if available —
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?
Water
Could the option resultin a Water Possibly Check on 0OS Policy Water environment, Foul
neg:ative impact on the water It is classified as having good map Drainage, and Drainage within
environment? (see notes) the Loch Leven Catchment
groundwater status GIS Landuse
layer
Waste water
drainage
hotspots
Private water
supplies (risk
assessed)
layer
Can the option connect to the Water Need feedback from SW but GIS Layer for Policy Foul Drainage
public foul sewer? suggested that there is insufficient existing
sewage capacity in this area for network
direct Scottish water mains
connection
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, No, although there is a low risk for Check all the N/a
of flooding or could its Climatic surface water flooding outwith the GIS Layers for
development result in additional | Factors and site to the north flood risk
flood risk elsewhere? Human
Health
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
. . . . Drai ithin the Loch L
To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and There are no relevant designations, GIS layers C;i::rr]mifznvtw in the toch teven
affect biodiversity, flora and fauna or non-designated features or known SAC/SPA/SSSI/
fauna interests? protected species interests related to NNR/

this site.

TPO/protecte




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

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)

However the site it lies within the d species
Loch Leven Catchment area.
Loch Leven
Catchment
Lunan Valley
catchment
River Tay
Catchment
Are there any local geodiversity There are no local geodiversity sites GIS Layersfor | O n/a 0
sites or wider geodiversity or known geodiversity interests that | Geological
interests that could be affected could be affected. Conservation
by the proposal? Review sites,
SSSI, and
Tayside
Geodiversity
Sites
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and No it will not affect habitat GIS aerial 0 n/a 0
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna connectivity. map/0S
the proposal — will it result in map/site visit
habitat fragmentation or
greater connectivity?
Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air No GIS Layers 0 n/a 0




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Service Infrastructure

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation if appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

What will be the impact on Popl and There is not sufficient capacity in GIS Layers for | - Proportional developer 0
local/community facilities and human health | Kinross Primary school to cope with school contributions will be sought
infrastructure (see notes) or material the projected growth. catchments towards education provision.
assets
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and There is potential for open space GIS layers for 0 Policy on Provision of Open +
affect the quality and quantity human health | provision to be sought in accordance | core paths Space
of open space and connectivity or material with CF1. and rights of
and accessibility to open space assets 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 N/a 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 The site lies within a 3.1 classification | GIS Layers for | - n/a -
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and which is prime agricultural land and carbon
(see notes) Soils has no peat. richness

(which shows
whether there
is peatland),




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 if appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

and prime
agricultural
land (LCA 50K)

Deliverability/sustainability constraints

facilities? Can these be accessed
by public transport?

factors and
human health

main services and facilities which lie
in Kinross but lies relatively close to a
bus stop (within 400 m walking
distance).

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

Will the site be delivered within Material Yes Check CFS n/a 0
the LDP timeframe? assets form
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic Development could make use of Check CFS Planting outwith the site to the | +
best use of solar gain? Is the factors open south facing elevations; the site | form, aerial west could in time provide a
site protected from prevailing is fairly open to prevailing winds. map and shelterbelt
winds? possibly site
visit

Vehicular Access constraints or Material In accordance with the Roads Check CFS Existing road will be improved 0
opportunities - assets and Authority. form, aerial to the site entrance.

climatic map and site
Road network capable of . .p

. ) factors? visit

accommodating traffic
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic The site is not within easy access of GIS layer for Improved bus stop and safe -

crossing facilities (condition of
07/01226/1PM)




Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation if appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information
on links embedded in the text topic if available —
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?
Is the site within a Health and Material n/a GIS layers for
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 No, the proposal is contrary to Check NPF3
designated National Planning Assets TAYplan spatial strategy and does and TAYplan
Framework national priority or a not offer sufficient wider public SDP
site identified in the Strategic benefits.
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material n/a GIS aerial
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit

n/a

Landscape Designated sites




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
To what extent will any Landscape It will not affect any landscape GIS layers for 0 n/a 0
f:|e5|gn.ated sites be affected — designated sites. NSA, and SLA
including NSAs and local
landscape designations?
Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests
Does the proposal ensure that Landscape The site lies outwith the settlement Check existing | - Planting to the west of the site -
development does not exceed boundary, is softened in view from LDP (but it is not established
the capacity of the landscape to the A977 by trees, and is open to . whether this is within the
. . GIS layer wild .
accommodate it? (see notes) views from the west. land owners control) and it would
take time to establish.

Check the

landscape

impact using

capacity study

if one is

available

Site visit
Will the proposal have an Popl and N/a 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 N/a GIS layer for n/a 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

enhance or improve access.

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
For potential waste Material N/a Check Zero n/a 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 . .
P . y . Cultural It will not affect any cultural heritage | GIS layers 0 N/a 0
cultural heritage asset or their . .
. heritage, incl asset. .
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 the proposal . . .
prop Cultural It will not result in the opportunity to 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
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation if appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

by/compatible with Could relate It V\'/ould.be compétible with the QS mf':uf) and 0 n/a 0
neighbouring uses? to a.II SEA re5|dent|afl jo\llocatlon to the east; site visit

topics however it is close to Balado Sand

depending on | and Gravel Quarry

neighboring

uses
Are there any known constra|'nt5 Material Check CFS 0 N/a 0
to development e.g. ownership,

Assets form

marketability etc.




Site Name: Balado 3

Source of site suggestion: All
landowners/interested parties
identified/aware?

DM Hall Baird Lumsden Surveyors
on behalf of the landowner Mr
Robertson

Settlement: Balado

GIS Site Ref:

MIR Site Ref: E35

Pre-MIR Site Ref: Balado 3
Proposed Plan Ref: MU147

Outside or adjacent to a settlement
boundary? No

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

Change of use of former MOD property to
office accommodation approved 11.10.2010
(09/01686/FLL) relating to existing buildings at
the base to Class 4 office use (the 2 buildings
involved include the Administration Block and
the Police Post to the north of the site)

OS Grid Ref:

702843 309463

Site Size (ha): 3.4 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):

Brownfield site - former MOD site

Proposed Use: Mixed Use
residential/tourism

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.

There are already sufficient housing
opportunities within Balado. This
means that the justification for any
additional site in a non-tiered
settlement site has to be about
delivering benefits and it is considered
that there are no significant wider
benefits to this proposal.

The site is not suitable for residential/
tourism/leisure development; it has
been identified for employment uses
as this would be compatible with
existing neighbouring uses. The site

Summary Description (topography,
features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Satellite ground navigation station (golf ball)
comprising of buildings and football/rugby pitch
and other amenity land. It is a fairly flat site
with a watercourse running along the southern
edge of the site.




lies within 400m of an active sand and
gravel quarry to the west. The site is
also within 200m of two poultry farms
and 300 metres from another, each of
which lay to the north.

Pollution from Agricultural Activity
paragraph 13.14 states ‘When
designing new buildings, consider their
siting in relation to residential
accommodation, and avoid sites within
400m of such developments.’




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 resultin a Water A watercourse runs through the Check on OS No culverting as per Policy on 0
negative impact on the water southern edge of the site. map Reinstatement of natural
environment? (see notes . e . watercourses and development
( ) It is classified as having good GIS Landuse . P
will need to be set back from
groundwater status. layer
the watercourse
Itis not in a waste water drainage Waste water
hotspot. drainage
hotspots
Private water
supplies (risk
assessed)
layer
Can the option connect to the Water Yes it is already connected to the GIS Layer for Policy Foul Drainage 0
public foul sewer? public sewerage system. existing
network
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, The southern part of the site lies Check all the Flood risk assessment required | O
of flooding or could its Climatic within medium probability area for GIS Layers for to establish the developable
development result in additional | Factors and river flood risk. A FRA will be flood risk area of the site.
flood risk elsewhere? Human required to establish the developable
Health area of the site.
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
. . . . No culverting and development
To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and There are no relevant designations, GIS layers . 0
L . . will need to be set back from
affect biodiversity, flora and fauna or non-designated features or known
. L SAC/SPA/SSSI/ the watercourse
fauna interests? protected species interests related to NNR/

this site.

TPO/protecte




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)

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
d species
Loch Leven
Catchment
Lunan Valley
catchment
River Tay
Catchment
Are there any local geodiversity There are no local geodiversity sites GIS Layersfor | O n/a 0
sites or wider geodiversity or known geodiversity interests that | Geological
interests that could be affected could be affected. Conservation
by the proposal? Review sites,
SSSI, and
Tayside
Geodiversity
Sites
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and A watercourse runs through the GIS aerial 0 No culverting and development | 0
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna southern edge of the site. map/0S will need to be set back from
the proposal — will it result in map/site visit the watercourse
habitat fragmentation or
greater connectivity?
Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air No 0 n/a 0




Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Site assessment question (click

Information Scoring — Mitigation if appropriate? Scoring —
available — pre post
GIS/site visit?  mitigation mitigation

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Service Infrastructure

What will be the impact on There is not sufficient capacity in GIS Layers for Proportional developer 0
local/community facilities and Kinross Primary school to cope with school contributions will be sought
infrastructure (see notes) the projected growth. catchments towards education provision if
the proposal includes
mainstream housing as
opposed to holiday or housing
for elderly people.
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and There is potential for open space GIS layers for Policy on Provision of Open +
affect the quality and quantity human health | provision to be sought in accordance | core paths Space
of open space and connectivity or material with policy. and rights of
and accessibility to open space assets 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 The proposal is a mixed use proposal | Check CFS Require a broader mix of uses +
employment including tourism so it has some form to include class 4 uses
land/opportunities? potential to create employment
opportunities
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Brownfield and greenfield GIS aerial Consider retention of Radar
brownfield land? Assets and map/site visit housing, consider the
Soils appropriate extent of the site

(this is a proposed expansion of
the LDP E35 site to the east)




Site assessment question (click  Related SEA Comment Information Mitigation if appropriate? Scoring —
on links embedded in the text topic if available — post
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit? mitigation
Are there any contaminated Material The site lies within a 3.2 classification | GIS Layers for n/a 0
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and which is just out with the prime carbon
(see notes) Soils agricultural land and has no peat. 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 n/a 0
the LDP timeframe? assets form
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic Development could make use of Check CFS Considering potential for +
best use of solar gain? Is the factors open south facing elevations; the site | form, aerial planting along the watercourse
site protected from prevailing is fairly open to prevailing winds. map and could potentially provide some
winds? possibly site shelter

visit
Vehicular Access constraints or Material In accordance with the Roads n/a 0
opportunities - assets and Authority
Road network capable of climatic

. ) factors?
accommodating traffic
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic The site is not within easy access of GIS layer for n/a -
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and services and facilities but lies close to | bus stops has
by public transport? human health | a bus stop which provides a a 400m buffer
connection. SO you can see
if it is within
easy active




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

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

n/a

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
site visit

Does the proposal support a
designated National Planning
Framework national priority or a
site identified in the Strategic

Material
Assets

No, the proposal is contrary to
TAYplan spatial strategy.

Check NPF3
and TAYplan
SDP

n/a

n/a




Site assessment question (click
on links embedded in the text

for further guidance)

Development Plan?

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

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

Mitigation if appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

assets

Will the site make use of Material Possibly GIS aerial 0 Consider retention of Radar +?
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit housing
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape It will not affect any landscape GIS layers for 0 0
.de5|gn.ated sites be .affected - designated sites. 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 highly visible site from the | Check existing | - Consider whether the golf ball +
development does not exceed A977. LDP can be kept.
zti;iﬁggztzfiige(Laer;dsgi::)to The golf ball is a very distinctive GIS layer wild Consider potential for
’ landmark feature in the landscape. land woodland planting associated
Check the to the watercourse
landscape
impact using
capacity study
if one is
available
Site visit
Will the proposal have an Popl and N/a GIS layer 0 N/a 0
adverse impact on the integrity human health greenbelt
of the greenbelt? 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 if appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Material assets

Site visit

Is the option in the vicinity of a Material N/a 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
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 . . . . .
P . y . Cultural It includes the radio station/satellite | GIS layers 0 Consider whether the golf ball +
cultural heritage asset or their . . . .
. heritage, incl ground terminal/golf ball and is part . can be kept.
setting? . . . Listed
architectural of the wider Balado Bridge buildin
and airfield/RAF Balado site. &
. Scheduled .
archaeological Archaeological assessment
. Monuments, .
heritage (and . required?
. . Conservation
links with
landscape) Areas,
Gardens and
Designed
Landscape,
Battlefields,
Archaeology




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

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

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Cultural
heritage, incl
architectural
and
archaeological
heritage and

Comment

It includes the radio station/satellite
ground terminal/golf ball and is part
of the wider Balado Bridge
airfield/RAF Balado site but there
may be little scope to keep existing
buildings in any redevelopment.

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation if appropriate? Scoring —
post

mitigation

Consider whether the golf ball/ | +
interpretation information of its
previous use can be kept.

links with
landscape
Constraints
Is the site impacted - o o .

. . Could relate No the site lies within 400m of an OS map and The site is not suitable for
by/compatible with . L . . . .
neighbouring uses? to all SEA active sand and gravel quarry to the site visit residential/ tourism/leisure

' topics west. The site is also within 200m of development; it has been
depending on | two poultry farms and 300 metres identified for employment uses
neighboring from another, each of which lay to as this would be compatible
uses the north. with existing neighbouring uses.

Pollution from Agricultural Activity

paragraph 13.14 states ‘When

designing new buildings, consider

their siting in relation to residential

accommodation, and avoid sites

within 400m of such developments.’
Are there any known constraints . - . . .

. Material Marketability due to neighbouring Check CFS Restrict to employment uses
to development e.g. ownership,
Assets uses form

marketability etc.



http://www.historic-scotland.gov.uk/index/heritage/valuingourheritage.htm
http://www.historic-scotland.gov.uk/index/heritage/valuingourheritage.htm

Site Name: Balado E35

Source of site suggestion:
Existing LDP site which no longer
benefits from planning permission

Settlement: Balado

GIS Site Ref:
MIR Site Ref: E35
Pre-MIR Site Ref:

Outside or adjacent to a settlement
boundary? No

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

Change of use of former MOD property to
office accommodation approved 11.10.2010
(09/01686/FLL) relating to existing buildings at
the base to Class 4 office use (the 2 buildings
involved include the Administration Block and
the Police Post to the north of the site).

E35 allocation in the LDP for general
employment use with site specific requirements
for consideration of retention of Radar housing
and for Flood Risk Assessment.

OS Grid Ref: 309474 702907

Site Size (ha): 3.4 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):

Brownfield site - former MOD site

Proposed Use: General
employment uses

Officer Comments

As a brownfield site, it should be
supported for reuse. The site is not
suitable for residential/ tourism/leisure
development; it has been identified for
employment uses. This would be
compatible with existing neighbouring
uses (the site lies within 400m of an
active sand and gravel quarry to the
west and within 200m of two poultry
farms and 300 metres from another,
each of which lay to the north.)

Summary Description (topography,
features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Satellite ground navigation station (golf ball)
comprising of buildings and football/rugby pitch
and other amenity land. It is a fairly flat site
with a watercourse running along the southern
edge of the site.




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 Possibly. Check on 0OS - No culverting and development | 0O
negative impact on the water . ma will need to be set back from
g. P The groundwater status is good. P
environment? (see notes) the watercourse
GIS Landuse

A watercourse runs through the

southern edge of the site. layer Provided by application of

policies on Water Environment
. . . Waste water . s
Itis not in a waste water drainage . and Drainage within Loch Leven
drainage .
hotspot. Catchment which offer
hotspots

potential 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

Private water
supplies (risk
assessed)
layer

avoid/reduce/mitigate and
enhance any possible impacts
on the water environment —
connection to public sewerage
system + must meet discharge
consents at the waste water
treatment works, and requiring

Lunan Valley
catchment

River Tay

appropriate SUDS.

Can the option connect to the Water Yes it is already connected to the GIS Layer for + Policy Foul Drainage +
public foul sewer? public sewerage system. existing

network
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, The southern part of the site lies GIS Layers for | - Flood risk assessment required | O
of flooding or could its Climatic within medium probability area for flood risk to establish the developable
development result in additional | Factors and river flood risk. A FRA will be area of the site.
flood risk elsewhere? Human required to establish the developable

Health area of the site
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
. . . . No culverting and development
To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and There are no relevant designations, GIS layers 0 . 0
. . . will need to be set back from
affect biodiversity, flora and fauna or non-designated features or known
. L SAC/SPA/SSSI/ the watercourse
fauna interests? protected species interests related to NNR/
his site.
this site TPO/protecte

d species

Loch Leven

Catchment




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
Catchment
Are there any local geodiversity There are no local geodiversity sites GIS Layers for n/a 0
sites or wider geodiversity or known geodiversity interests that | Geological
interests that could be affected could be affected. Conservation
by the proposal? Review sites,
SSSI and
Tayside
Geodiversity
Sites
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and A watercourse runs through the GIS aerial No culverting and development | 0
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna southern edge of the site. map/0S will need to be set back from
the proposal — will it result in map/site visit the watercourse
habitat fragmentation or
greater connectivity?
Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air No GIS Layers 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 Popl and There is not sufficient capacity in GIS Layers for n/a 0
local/community facilities and human health | Kinross Primary school to cope with school
infrastructure (see notes) or material the projected growth; however the catchments
assets proposal is for employment uses so




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 not impact on this.

To what extent will the proposal | Popl and There is potential for open space GIS layers for 0 Policy on Provision of Open +
affect the quality and quantity human health | provision to be sought in accordance | core paths Space
of open space and connectivity or material with policy and rights of
and accessibility to open space assets 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 The allocation is for general Check CFS 0 n/a +
employment employment so it has some potential | form
land/opportunities? to create employment opportunities

Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material Brownfield and greenfield GIS aerial + Consider retention of Radar
brownfield land? Assets and map/site visit housing
Soils

Are there any contaminated Material The site lies within a 3.2 classification | GIS Layers for | 0 n/a 0
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and which is just out with the prime carbon
(see notes) Soils agricultural land and has no peat richness

content.

(which shows
whether there
is peatland),
and prime
agricultural
land (LCA
50K))




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

Deliverability/sustainability constraints

Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes Check CFS 0 n/a 0
the LDP timeframe? assets form
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic Development could make use of Check CFS 0 Considering potential for +
best use of solar gain? Is the factors open south facing elevations; the site | form, aerial planting along the watercourse
site protected from prevailing is fairly open to prevailing winds. map and could potentially provide some
winds? possibly site shelter from prevailing winds
visit
Vehicular Access constraints or Material There are no known capacity issues Check CFS 0 Access road would need to be 0
opportunities - assets and form, aerial to the satisfaction of the
Road network capable of climatic rr.1a.p and site Council as Roads Authority
. ) factors? visit
accommodating traffic
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic The site is not within easy access of GIS layer for - n/a -
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and services and facilities but lies close to | bus stops has
by public transport? human health | a bus stop which provides a a 400m buffer
connection. 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 Material n/a GIS layers for 0 n/a 0
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and pylons, gas
other site servicing constraints, Population pipelines,
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human 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
underground gas pipelines etc. Health buffer
Check the
health and
safety
consultations
at the back of
the LDP (they
are not
digitised)
Check for
pylons on OS
and site visit
Does the proposal support a Material n/a 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 Possibly GIS aerial 0 Consider retention of Radar 4
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit housing
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape It will not affect any landscape GIS layers for 0 n/a 0
f:le5|gnlated sites be affected — designated sites. NSA, LLA
including NSAs and local
landscape designations?
Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests




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
Does the proposal ensure that Landscape The site is highly visible site from the | Check existing | - Consider whether the golf ball +
development does not exceed A977. LDP can be kept.
th ity of the | t . e . . .
aci:rilﬁgld\a/tz it?e(saer:adrsmz?c:se) ° The golf ball is a very distinctive GIS layer wild Consider potential for
’ landmark feature in the landscape. land woodland planting associated
Check the to the watercourse.
landscape
impact using
capacity study
if one is
available
Site visit
Will the proposal have an Popl and N/a 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 N/a 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
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?




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Cultural Heritage

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

; . Cultural It includes the radio station/satellite | GIS layers 0 Consider whether the golf ball +
cultural heritage asset or their . . . .
. heritage, incl ground terminal/golf ball and is part . can be kept.
setting? . . . Listed
architectural of the wider Balado Bridge buildin
and airfield/RAF Balado site. SAMS &
archaeological L Archaeological assessment
. Conservation .
heritage (and required?
. . Areas,
links with
landscape) Gardens and
P Designed
Landscape
Battlefields,
Archaeology
Site Vlsit
To what extent will the proposal . . . . .
W . X W! . prop Cultural It includes the radio station/satellite 0 Consider whether the golf ball/ | +
result in the opportunity to . . . . . . . .
. heritage, incl ground terminal/golf ball and is part interpretation information of its
enhance or improve access to . ) . h
the historic environment? (see architectural of the wider Balado Bridge previous use can be kept.
’ and airfield/RAF Balado site but there
notes) . . .
archaeological | may be little scope to keep existing
heritage and buildings in any redevelopment.
links with
landscape
Constraints
Is the site impacted o _ o .
. . Could relate Yes the site lies within 400m of an OS map and 0 The site is not suitable for 0
by/compatible with . o . . . .
. . to all SEA active sand and gravel quarry to the site visit residential/ tourism/leisure
neighbouring uses? . o o .
topics west. The site is also within 200m of development; it has been
depending on | two poultry farms and 300 metres identified for employment uses
neighboring from another, each of which lay to as this would be compatible
uses the north. with existing neighbouring uses.

Pollution from Agricultural Activity



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

paragraph 13.14 states ‘When
designing new buildings, consider
their siting in relation to residential
accommodation, and avoid sites
within 400m of such developments.’

Allocation is for general employment
uses so these would be compatible.

Are there any known constraints
to development e.g. ownership,
marketability etc.

Material Marketability issues due to Check Call for | - Restrict to employment uses -
Assets neighbouring uses Sites form




Site Name: Blairforge1

Source of site suggestion: All
landowners/interested parties
identified/aware?

Shand Architecture on behalf of
the landowner Mrs E Nelson.

Settlement: Blairforge1

GIS Site Ref:

MIR Site Ref:

Pre-MIR Site Ref: Blairforge 1
Proposed Plan Ref: H148

Outside or adjacent to a settlement
boundary?

Outwith

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

There is currently no settlement boundary for
Blairforge. The proposal was considered in
LDP it was not an identified settlement so
considered that it was more appropriately
assessed against housing in the countryside
policy and supplementary guidance. Resisted
through previous LDP, and reporter agreed
with Council’s position.

OS Grid Ref: 313841 696343

Site Size (ha): 1.9 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):

Vacant unused and it is suggested
that it is brownfield having been
previously used to deposit road
planning from the nearby B9097.
However there has been no built
development on this site.

Proposed Use:

Residential

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.
Blairforgge 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.

Summary Description (topography,
features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Open to the north and west but bounded by the
Kinnaird burn, and bounded by the B996 to the
south and the existing properties in Blairforge
to the east.




In any case there are also site specific
concerns relating to possible loss of
trees along the southern boundary and
relating to the size and scale of the
proposal, and to maintaining an
appropriate rural character to the area.

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 Possibly. Check on 0OS - Apply policy Water 0




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

negative impact on the water
environment? (see notes)

Related SEA

topic if
applicable

Comment

The groundwater status is poor.

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

map

GIS Landuse
layer

Waste water
drainage
hotspots

Private water
supplies (risk
assessed)
layer

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Environment to
avoid/reduce/mitigate and
enhance any possible impacts
on the water environment —
and require appropriate SUDS

Scoring —
post
mitigation

affected by flooding issues.

Can the option connect to the Water No there is no public drainage GIS Layer for

public foul sewer? system to connect to. existing
network

Is the site thought to be at risk Water, Significant areas of SEPA surface Check all the

of flooding or could its Climatic water flood risk to the north of the GIS Layers for

development result in additional | Factors and site. flood risk

i ?
flood risk elsewhere? Human The developable area will be
Health

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

Policy Foul Drainage

Requirement for a DIA and for
design and layout to reflect its
outcomes.

Apply policy Surface Water
Drainage re SUDs




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 | Bio flora and Possible but it is not within the Loch GIS layers 0 Policy Biodiversity. +
affect Plodlver5|ty, flora and fauna Levgn catchment and there are no SAC/SPA/SSSI/ Policy Foul Drainage
fauna interests? designated sites.

NNR/

TPO/protecte

d species

Loch Leven

Catchment

Lunan Valley

catchment

River Tay

Catchment
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 lot of trees no this site. GIS aerial Retention of trees where -
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna map/0S possible and compensatory
the proposal — will it result in map/site visit planting if necessary, but there
habitat fragmentation or would be loss of mature trees
greater connectivity? to the south to give the houses

suitable amenity.
Air Quality

Could the option lead to Local Air No GIS Layers 0 n/a 0

Air Quality Management




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

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)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Service Infrastructure

What will be the impact on Popl and No Cleish primary school is already GIS Layers for | - Proportional developer 0
local/community facilities and human health | over capacity. school contributions will be sought
infrastructure (see notes) or material catchments towards primary education
assets provision.

To what extent will the proposal | Popl and There are no core paths within the GIS layersfor | O Application of Policy Provision +
affect the quality and quantity human health | site and there is no maintained open | core paths of Open Space ensures
of open space and connectivity or material space within the site. and rights of appropriate provision of
and accessibility to open space assets way and informal and formal open space
or result in a loss of open space? maintained alongside any development

open space proposals.

and existing

LDP for open

space Create a path network

allocations alongside the Kinnaird burn for

the community.
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population Possibly as houses will be designed Check CFS + n/a +
employment to encourage home working with form
land/opportunities? studio/offices
Soils

Is the option on greenfield or Material Greenfield GIS aerial - Greenfield -
brownfield land? Assets and 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
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material There is no peat content but it is GIS Layers for | - Reuse soils locally. -
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and prime agricultural land. carbon . S
. . Deal with contamination issues
(see notes) Soils richness . .
. from previous use of the site.
(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 n/a 0
the LDP timeframe? assets form
. . L . Design and layout to maximise
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic The site layout could make the most | Check CFS - o frtunitiesyfor solar gain -
best use of solar gain? Is the factors of the south facing slope and aspect | form, aerial PP gain.
site protected from prevailing but is relatively open to prevailing map and
winds? winds. possibly site
visit
Vehicular Access constraints or Material No known capacity issues Check CFS 0 In accordance with the Roads 0
opportunities - assets and form, aerial Authority
climatic map and
Road network capable of p. .
. ) factors possibly site
accommodating traffic ..
visit
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic Partially lies within 400 m of an GIS layer for Smaller site/limited housing -

facilities? Can these be accessed
by public transport?

factors and
human health

existing bus stop, but the primary
school is in Cleish, and there are no
local faiclities within easy active
travel distance.

bus stops has
a 400m buffer
SO you can see
if it is within




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

The scale of development may not
be sustainable for housing in the

countryside given the size of the site.

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

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

Yes the northern part of the site is
within a Scottish Gas Pipeline band
or interest

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
site visit

Does the proposal support a
designated National Planning
Framework national priority or a

Material
Assets

LDP requires to be compatible
with TAYplan and it’s tiered
approach to concentrating
development on the principal

Check NPF3
and TAYplan
SDP

Mitigation/Enhancement if

appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

Requirement to consult on
pipeline issue and limit
development accordingly

There is no significant wider
benefit to justify allocation of

this proposal however a
small proposal could be




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 identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?

settlements, and directing the
majority of allocations to the main
settlements whilst allowing limited
development in other areas.

considered under the
Councils Housing in the
Countryside policies.

Will the site make use of Material No GIS aerial 0 n/a 0
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape It lies within the Loch Leven and GIS layers for - Retain woodland within the -
designated sites be affected — Lomond Hills SLA and there is NSA and SLA SNWI to the north of the site
including NSAs, Regional Scenic woodland within the Scottish natural ’
Areas, and local landscape woodland inventory.
designations?
Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests

Does the proposal ensure that Landscape The scale of the site identified Check existing Reduce the size and scale of the | 0
development does not exceed suggests that the level of LDP proposal, and ensure
the capacity of the landscape to development would be GIS laver wild appropriate rural character of
accommodate it? (see notes) inappropriate, and out of character land ¥ development.

Check the

landscape

impact using

capacity study

if one is

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




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 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 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 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 - - .
P . y . Cultural The forge is a listed building to the GIS layers - Need to respect the setting of 0
cultural heritage asset or their . . . . .
. heritage, incl south of the site. . the listed building and the
setting? . Listed
architectural S
and building,
. Scheduled
archaeological
. Monuments,
heritage (and )
. . Conservation
links with
landscape) Areas,
Gardens and
Designed
Landscape,
Battlefields,

Archaeology




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

To what extent will the proposal Cultural N/a n/a n/a n/a

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

Is the site impacted

. . Could relate It is compatible with residential areas | OS map and 0 n/a 0
by/compatible with o
. . to all SEA nearby site visit
neighbouring uses? .
topics
depending on
neighboring
uses
Are there any known constralpts Material No Check CES 0 n/a 0
to development e.g. ownership,
Assets form

marketability etc.
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Site Name: Blairingone1

Source of site suggestion: All
landowners/interested parties
identified/aware?

Holder Planning on behalf of the
landowner Johnny Stewart
(northern site) and Mr James
Manclark (southern site)

Settlement: Blairingone

GIS Site Ref:

MIR Site Ref:

Pre-MIR Site Ref: Blairingone1
Proposed Plan Ref: H149

Outside or adjacent to a settlement
boundary? Partially inside and outwith
the existing settlement boundary.

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

This proposal is partially within a current
housing allocation H74 and partially outwith the
settlement boundary for Blairingone.

OS Grid Ref: 2982 6968

Site Size (ha): 10.4 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):

Currently in agricultural use

Proposed Use:

Residential development

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.

This may be a suitable site (if scale of
development is still restricted to 30
homes within the LDP period) as it: fits
with the pattern of development and
comfortably within the landscape
contained by a burn and woodland to
the south, is easily serviced, and offers

Summary Description (topography,
features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Consists of relatively flat agricultural land with
a burn and some woodland to the south, the
A977 running through the middle, with the local
primary school lying to the immediate east.




opportunity to address local issue if it
can help sustain the primary school,
and help address the traffic issues on
the A977.

A public consultation February 2017
will help establish the local
support/opposition to the site and the
potential community benefits it could
bring, and this consultation will inform
the Council’s decision.




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 resultin a Water Possibly. Check on 0OS No culverting, and restoration
tivei t th t . f wat that h b
neg:a ive impact on the water The groundwater status is poor but map o] W? ercourses at have been
environment? (see notes) L . previously diverted
the pressure is mining and quarrying | GIS Landuse
of coal. layer And development should be set
k from th rcourse.
Waste water back from the watercourse
drainage Provided by application of
hotspots policies Water Environment
. which offers potential to
Private water . .
. . avoid/reduce/mitigate and
supplies (risk S
enhance any possible impacts
assessed) .
on the water environment —
layer . .
connection to public sewerage
system + must meet discharge
consents at the waste water
treatment works, and requiring
appropriate SUDS.
Can the option connect to the Water Yes but an upgrade to the WWTW GIS Layer for Policy Foul Drainage
public foul sewer? will be required. existing
network
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, There is no SEPA flood risk identified | Check all the n/a
of flooding or could its Climatic within the site. GIS Layers for
development result in additional | Factors and flood risk
flood risk elsewhere? Human
Health
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and There is a burn and woodland to the | GIS layers Survey required of woodland.

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 if appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

fauna interests? fauna south of this site. SAC/SPA/SSSI/ Retention of woodland in line
NNR/ with policy.
TPO/protecte Setback development from the
d species
burn.
Loch Leven Retain important trees and
Catchment . . .
provide appropriate planting,
Lunan Valley set development sufficiently
catchment back from existing and
River Tay proposed woodland
Catchment Conservation of the burn and
its banks and wider biodiversity
and to provide open space
adjacent to the burn to
enhance its landscape and
biodiversity interest
Are there any local geodiversity There are no local geodiversity sites GIS Layersfor | O 0
sites or wider geodiversity or interests that could be affected. 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 Possibly due to watercourse and GIS aerial 0 Survey required of woodland. 0
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna woodland within the site. map/0S

the proposal — will it result in
habitat fragmentation or
greater connectivity?

map/site visit

Retention of woodland in line
with policy.

Setback development from the
burn.




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

Retain important trees and
provide appropriate planting,
set development sufficiently
back from existing and
proposed woodland

Conservation of the burn and
its banks and wider biodiversity
and to provide open space
adjacent to the burn to
enhance its landscape and
biodiversity interest

Air Quality

Could the option lead to Local Air No GIS Layers 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 Popl and There is sufficient capacity in GIS Layers for The developer offers
local/community facilities and human health | Blairingone Primary school to cope school potential/discretionary benefits
infrastructure (see notes) or material with the projected growth and more | catchments of a community hall and village
assets development could help sustain this store.
facility.
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and There are no core paths within the GIS layers for 0 Application of Policy Provision 0

affect the quality and quantity human health | site and there is no maintained open | core paths of Open space ensures




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

of open space and connectivity or material space within the site. and rights of appropriate provision of
and accessibility to open space assets way and informal and formal open space
or result in a loss of open space? maintained alongside any development
open space proposals.
and existing
LDP for open
space
allocations
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population The site is proposed for solely Check CFS - n/a -
employment residential purposes. form
land/opportunities?
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material The site was previously used for GIS aerial - n/a 0
brownfield land? Assets and mining. map/site visit
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material There is no peat within the soilsand | GIS Layers for | - Updated ground condition -
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and it does not lie within prime carbon investigations will be required.
(see notes) Soils agricultural land. richness
There were coal mining activities in (which shows
whether there
the past and an assessment was .
carried out for the northern part of 'S peatl:and),
this site. anc! prime
agricultural
The southern part has not been land (LCA 50K)
assessment but it is believed it has
been previously infilled.
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material It is indicated that it can be delivered | Check CFS 0 n/a 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 if appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

the LDP timeframe? assets within the LDP timeframe. form
. . S . - The site is south-facing which
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic The site does have a principal south Check CFS - . . g 0
. . . . provides opportunities to make
best use of solar gain? Is the factors facing aspect and there is some form, aerial .
. - best use of solar gain through
site protected from prevailing woodland to the south. map and . .
. . . the detailed layout and siting of
winds? possibly site
L the new development.
visit
Vehicular Access constraints or Material In accordance with the Roads Check CFS - Potential for traffic calming +
opportunities - assets and Authority form, aerial measures on the A977 should
climatic map and be considered
Road network capable of p. .
. ) factors? possibly site
accommodating traffic ..
visit
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic There is no longer an operational bus | GIS layer for - n/a -
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and service however the site lies within bus stops has
by public transport? human health | close proximity of the primary a 400m buffer
school. 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 Material There are no known constraints of GIS layers for - There will be no built 0
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and this nature apart from the pylons pylons, gas development in the area
other site servicing constraints, Population which run through the northern edge | pipelines, affected by the pylons.
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human of the site. scottish gas
underground gas pipelines etc. Health networks
network rail
buffer




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
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, the proposal is contrary to Check NPF3 n/a
designated National Planning Assets TAYplan spatial strategy 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 n/a 0
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape It will not affect any designated sites. | GIS layers for 0 n/a 0
designated sites be affected —
including NSAs and local NSA, and SLA
landscape designations?
Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests




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

Does the proposal ensure that Landscape The site lies within the settlement Check existing | - LVIA required informing -
development does not exceed boundary. LDP proposal.
the capacity of the landscape to . . . .
pacity . P The David Tyldesley and Associates GIS layer wild Retain important trees and
accommodate it? (see notes) . . .
Settlement Strategy Landscape land provide appropriate planting,
Capacity Study identifies this land to set development sufficiently
. . . . Check the .
north as: being visually contained if back from existing and
) landscape
confined to lower slopes; would . . proposed woodland.
. ) impact using
detract from linear form but fit ) .
L capacity study Conservation of the burn and
within infilled areas to south; and . . . . - .
. ; if one is its banks and wider biodiversity
forms part of the village setting. . .
available and to provide open space
Similar observations regarding L adjacent to the burn to
Site visit .
settlement pattern are made for the enhance its landscape and
southern part and that this land is biodiversity interest.
prominent from the A977 .
. . Phasing development to ensure
descending from the church which .
. . that early landscaping has
would require further mitigation if to
be screened from bypass chance to mature before full
yp development has been built.
The site has some mature trees on
the southern boundary which help
contain the site but which may be at
risk from any potential bypass line.
Will the proposal have an Popl and N/a 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 N/a GIS layer for 0 n/a 0
waste management site and Assets and waste
could therefore compromise the | Human management




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

Site visit

waste handling operation? Health sites
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
P . y . Cultural There are no features that would be GIS layers 0 n/a 0
cultural heritage asset or their . . .
. heritage, incl affected by this proposal. .
setting? . Listed
architectural S
and building,
. Scheduled
archaeological
. Monuments,
heritage (and .
. . Conservation
links with
landscape) Areas,
Gardens and
Designed
Landscape,
Battlefields,
Archaeology




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

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

There are no features that would be
affected by this proposal. However
the scale of the proposal is
significant in the landscape and
would change the character of the
village.

LVIA to inform proposal, also
slow phasing of development
could ensure some
landscaping/planting has
chance to mature before full
development is fully built.

marketability etc.

traditional delivery methods.

links with
landscape
Constraints
Is the site |r.npact'ed Could relate The sites potential residential OS map and - n/a -
by/compatible with . L
neighbouring uses? to all SEA development would be compatible site visit
' topics with the nearby residential areas and

depending on | the primary school

neighboring

uses
tAc:Zte:ZIrs ar:y;:pzwnocxgztrl::]l?ts Material Ground conditions and marketability | Check CFS

P & Pl Assets may limit viability/development by form
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Site Name: Blairingone H74

Source of site suggestion:
Existing LDP site added by the
Reporter so full assessment was
not completed last time.

Settlement: Blairingone

GIS Site Ref:

MIR Site Ref:

Pre-MIR Site Ref: Blairingone
H74

Outside or adjacent to a settlement
boundary? Inside the settlement
boundary

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

Within a current housing allocation H74

OS Grid Ref: 2982 6968

Site Size (ha): 2 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):

Currently in agricultural use

Proposed Use:

Residential development

Officer Comments

This is a suitable site as it: fits with the
pattern of development and
comfortably within the landscape
contained by the woodland to the east
and the village to the west, is easily
serviced, and offers opportunity to
address local issue of need to sustain
the primary school, and possibly help
address any traffic issues on the A977.
However there are known constraints.
It is unclear due to ground conditions
whether this site is viable

Summary Description (topography,
features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Consists of relatively flat agricultural land with
the existing the local primary school and
woodland lying to the immediate east with the
A977 to the south.




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 Possibly. Check on 0OS - Provided by application of 0

map policies regarding Water
Environment and Drainage
which offer potential to
avoid/reduce/mitigate and

It is not in a waste water drainage Waste water enhance any possible impacts
hotspot. drainage on the water environment —

negative impact on the water

. The groundwater status is poor, but
environment? (see notes)

the pressure is mining and quarrying | GIS Landuse
of coal. layer




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

hotspots

Private water
supplies (risk
assessed)
layer

connection to public sewerage
system + must meet discharge
consents at the waste water
treatment works, and requiring
appropriate SUDS.

Catchment

Can the option connect to the Water Yes it lies close enough to the GIS Layer for - Policy: Water Environmentand | 0
public foul sewer? existing network (but awaiting existing Drainage
further comment from Scottish network
Water regarding capacity — it is
understood that an upgrade will be
required)
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, There is no SEPA flood risk identified | Check all the 0 n/a 0
of flooding or could its Climatic within the site. GIS Layers for
development result in additional | Factors and flood risk
flood risk elsewhere? Human
Health
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and There is woodland to the east of this | GIS layers - Survey required of woodland. 0
:\;‘Lenc: ibr::::::tl;s?lty' flora and fauna site. SAC/SPA/SSSI/ Set development sufficiently
’ NNR/ back from existing woodland
TPO/protecte
d species
Loch Leven




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

Lunan Valley

catchment
River Tay
Catchment
Are there any local geodiversity There are no local geodiversity sites GIS Layersfor | O n/a 0
sites or wider geodiversity or interests that could be affected. Geological
interests that could be affected Conservation
by the proposal? Review sites,
SSSl, and
Tayside
Geodiversity
Sites
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and Possibly due to woodland to the east | GIS aerial 0 Survey required of woodland. 0
wildlife corrldors.bt'—:- affecte.d by | fauna of the site. map/QS N Retention of woodland in line
the proposal — will it result in map/site visit . .
habitat fragmentation or with policy on Forestry,
8 L Woodland and Trees.
greater connectivity?
Set development sufficiently
back from existing woodland
Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air No GIS Layers 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)




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)

Service Infrastructure

What will be the impact on
local/community facilities and
infrastructure (see notes)

There is sufficient capacity in
Blairingone Primary school to cope
with the projected growth and more
development could help sustain this
facility.

GIS Layers for
school
catchments

n/a

To what extent will the proposal | Popl and GIS layers for Application of Policy concerned | +
affect the quality and quantity human health core paths with Open Space Retention and
of open space and connectivity or material and rights of Provision ensures appropriate
and accessibility to open space assets way and provision of informal and
or result in a loss of open space? maintained formal open space alongside
open space any development proposals.
and existing
LDP for open
space
allocations
Will the proposal create/reduce | Population The site is proposed for solely Check CFS n/a -
employment residential purposes. form
land/opportunities?
Soils
Is the option on greenfield or Material The site was previously used for GIS aerial n/a 0
brownfield land? Assets and mining. map/site visit
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material There is no peat within the soils and GIS Layers for Updated ground condition 0
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and it does not lie within prime carbon investigations will be required.
(see notes) Soils agricultural land. richness

(which shows




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

There were coal mining activities in
the past and an assessment was
carried out.

whether there
is peatland),
and prime
agricultural
land (LCA 50K)

Deliverability/sustainability constraints

facilities? Can these be accessed
by public transport?

factors and
human health

service however the site lies within
close proximity of the primary
school.

bus stops has
a 400m buffer
SO you can see
if it is within
easy active
travel distance

Check
distance to

Will the site be delivered within | Material It is unclear due to ground conditions | Check CFS n/a
the LDP timeframe? assets whether this site is viable. form

. . L . o The site is south-facing which
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic The site does have a principal south Check CFS . . 8 +

. . . . provides opportunities to make

best use of solar gain? Is the factors facing aspect and there is some form, aerial .

. o . . best use of solar gain through
site protected from prevailing existing development to the west map and site . .\

. . . . the detailed layout and siting of
winds? and southwest which could provide visit

o . the new development.
some limited shelter from prevailing
winds.
Vehicular Access constraints or Material Check CFS Access road would need to be -+
opportunities - assets and form, aerial to the satisfaction of the
climatic map and site Council as Roads Authority.
Road network capable of factors? visif ¥
accommodating traffic ) Potential for traffic calming
generated? measures on the A977 should
be considered

Is the site close to a range of Climatic There is no longer an operational bus | GIS layer for 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

local services
and amenities
Is the site within a Health and Material There are no known constraints of GIS layers for - There will be no built 0
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and this nature apart from the pylons pylons, gas development in the area
other site servicing constraints, Population which run through the northern edge | pipelines, affected by the pylons.
e.g. electricity pylons, and Human of the site. 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
and site visit
Does the proposal support a Material No NPF3 and 0 n/a 0
designated National Planning Assets TAYplan SDP
Framework national priority or a
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material No GIS aerial 0 n/a 0
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit




Related SEA Comment
topic if

applicable

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

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

Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Landscape Designated sites

To what extent will any Landscape It will not affect any designated sites. | GIS layers for 0 n/a 0
designated sites be affected —
. . NSA, SLA
including NSAs and local
landscape designations?
Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests
Does the proposal ensure that Landscape The site lies within the settlement Check existing | + Set development sufficiently +
development does not exceed boundary. LDP back from existing woodland.
;tigiﬁggztzf;ge(ir;d:;:zse) to The David Tyldesley and Associates GIS layer wild
' Settlement Strategy Landscape land
Capacity Stu.dy |d.ent|f|es this .Iand .to Check the
north as: being visually contained if
) landscape
confined to lower slopes; would . .
. . impact using
detract from linear form but fit capacity stud
within infilled areas to south; and . P .y y
forms part of the village setting if one s
’ 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 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




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
" the op .|on atrect any . Cultural There are no features that would be | GIS layers 0 n/a 0
cultural heritage asset or their . . .
. heritage, incl affected by this proposal. .
setting? . Listed
architectural S
building, SMs,
and .
. Conservation
archaeological
. Areas,
heritage (and
. . Gardens and
links with .
landscape) Designed
P Landscape
Battlefields,
Archaeology
Site visit
To what extent will th |
o what extent Wit the proposal | o jtural There are no features that would be 0 n/a 0

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

affected by this proposal.

Constraints
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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

. . Could relate The sites potential residential OS map and
by/compatible with ) o
. . to all SEA development would be compatible site visit
neighbouring uses? . . . .
topics with the nearby residential areas and
depending on | the primary school
neighboring
uses
Are there any known constraints . . .
to develo mzlant ew ownershli Material There are known constraints. It is Check CFS
P & P | Assets unclear due to ground conditions Sites form

marketability etc.

whether this site is viable.

n/a

n/a




Site Name: Carnbo

Source of site suggestion:

Landowner J Russell Esq
represented by Montagu Evans
LLP

Settlement: Carnbo

GIS Site Ref:

MIR Site Ref:

Pre-MIR Site Ref:
Proposed Plan Ref: H150

Outside or adjacent to a settlement
boundary?

Outside

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

Considered as a Call for Site to LDP1.
A planning permission has been granted to the

immediate east of this site 29.7.15 for 4
houses.

OS Grid Ref:

703129 305214

Site Size (ha): 0.63 hectares

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):

Agricultural

Proposed Use:

Housing

Officer Comments:

LDP requires to be compatible with
TAYplan and it’s 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.

No Carnbo has no services, other than
a village hall. There are already
sufficient housing infill opportunities
available within Carnbo, as evidenced
by the planning permission for 4
houses to the immediate east of the
site, and the permission for 5 homes to
the south side of Carnbo. This means
that the justification for any additional
site has to be about delivering benefits
and it is considered that there are
insufficient wider benefits to this

Summary Description (topography,
features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

The site is covered in scrub and has a
watercourse running through it along the
southern boundary. The site has areas of
hedging within it and on the southern boundary
with the road. The site would form the entry to
Carnbo from the West. The site is fairly flat but
drops on the western side towards the river.




proposal.

Also taken together with other
proposals it would not be of a scale
appropriate for Carnbo and would not
be able to successfully integrate with
the existing community here.

This site lies outwith the settlement
envelope and would extend the
existing form of the settlement. In
terms of setting planting to the north
and east could help make the case for
this site in the future.

There are doubts about the
effectiveness of the proposal as the
policy and SG for drainage within Loch
Leven catchment would be applied but
because of the scale of development it
is perhaps unlikely to be able to meet
this requirement and find acceptable
mitigation measures.

The proposal is to set development
back from the watercourse however
SEPA comments on the planning
permission to the east suggests that
this lade is not functional and in terms
of following settlement pattern it would
be better to bring development close to
the road frontage.







Site assessment question (click

Related SEA

Comment

Information

Mitigation//Enhancement if
appropriate? post

mitigation

Apply policy Water 0
Environment to
avoid/reduce/mitigate and
enhance any possible impacts
on the water environment —
connection to public sewerage
system + and requiring
appropriate SUDS

If any land drains are
encountered during the
construction of the dwellings,
contact should be made with
the flood prevention authority
and SEPA.

on links embedded in the text topic if available —
for further guidance) applicable GIS/site visit?
Water
Could the option resultin a Water A FRA carried out for another site Check on 0OS
negative impact on the water locally looked into the condition of map
. 5 .
environment? (see notes) this lade that runs élor?g the . GIS Landuse
southern part of this site and it
. layer
found that it was no longer
functioning but there could be a Waste water
number of small field drains located drainage
along the former route of the lade. hotspots
Private water
li isk
The groundwater status is good. supplies (ris
assessed)
layer
Can the option connect to the Water No, and the site lies within Loch GIS Layer for
public foul sewer? Leven catchment existing
network
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, There is SEPA medium river flood risk | Check all the
of flooding or could its Climatic within the site at the Southern end. GIS Layers for
development result in additional | Factors and flood risk
flood risk elsewhere? Human

Application of Loch Leven policy | -
and SG, but unclear whether an
acceptable solution can be
provided

FRA may be required (A FRA 0
carried out for another site
locally looked into the condition
of this lade that runs along the
southern part of this site and it

Scoring —




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 found that it was no longer
functioning) and avoidance of
areas at a medium risk as per
SPP.

Locally there are a number of
flooding issues due to surface
water runoff. Itisimperative
that the runoff from this
development is controlled and
released at greenfield runoff
rates.

Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna

To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and Lies within the Loch Leven GIS layers Policy and SG for drainage -
affect 'blodlver5|ty, flora and fauna Catchment SAC/SPA/SSSI/ within Loch Leven catchment,
fauna interests? NNR/ but because of the scale of

TPO/protecte developmeth proposed it is

. perhaps unlikely to be able to
d species . . .
meet this requirement and find

Loch Leven acceptable mitigation

Catchment measures.

Lunan Valley

catchment

River Tay

Catchment
Are there any local geodiversity No GIS Layersfor | O n/a 0
sites or wider geodiversity Geological

interests that could be affected Conservation




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

by the proposal?

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Review sites,
SSSl, and
Tayside
Geodiversity
Sites

Mitigation//Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and It will not result in habitat GIS aerial It could benefit from plantingto | O
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna fragmentation or better connectivity. | map/0S the east and north to help
the proposal — will it result in map/site visit contain/provide a setting for
habitat fragmentation or the development
greater connectivity?
Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air No GIS Layers 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 Popl and It lies within the catchment of GIS Layers for 0
local/community facilities and human health | Fossoway Primary School and it is school
infrastructure (see notes) or material not currently a catchment where catchments
assets contributions will be sought
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and There Is no existing open space or GIS layers for Application of open space +
affect the quality and quantity human health | core paths/rights of way within the core paths policy ensures appropriate
of open space and connectivity or material site. and rights of provision of informal 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

and accessibility to open space assets way and formal open space alongside
or result in a loss of open space? maintained any 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?
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 peatland within the soil. GIS Layers for | - Good quality soils should be 0
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and This is non-prime but arable quality. carbon removed for use in other parts
(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 There is unlikely to be a market for Check CFS n/a
the LDP timeframe? assets this scale of development in this form

location when you take other infill
opportunities into account.




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 has a south facing aspect Check CFS + +
. . . take account of solar
best use of solar gain? Is the factors and it has some shelter from form, aerial . .
. -~ orientation.
site protected from prevailing woodland to the west. map and
winds? possibly site
visit
Vehicular Access constraints or Material There are no known capacity issues Check CFS 0 Access roads would need to be 0
opportunities - assets and form, aerial delivered to the satisfaction of
climatic map and the Council as Roads Authority.
Road network capable of p. . y
. ) factors? possibly site
accommodating traffic ..
visit
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic No Carnbo has no services other GIS layer for n/a

facilities? Can these be accessed
by public transport?

factors and
human health

than a village hall.

A bus service is available which runs
twice weekly and an additional
school bus runs during the school
term.

A single post box and telephone box
are available on the main road.

Settlement on the A91, nearest main
settlement is Milnathort/Kinross
approximately 5 miles to the East.

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,

Material

Assets and
Population
and Human

GIS layers for
pylons, gas
pipelines,
scottish gas
networks

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

underground gas pipelines etc. Health 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 when you consider the permitted | Check NPF3
designated National Planning Assets infill developments already within and TAYplan
Framework national priority or the settlement boundary this SDP
is it consistent with the Strategic extension would undermine the
Development Plan? spatial strategy by its scale.
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.
Will the site make use of Material No GIS aerial
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit




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)

Landscape Designated sites

To what extent will any
designated sites be affected —
including NSAs and local
landscape designations?

Landscape

It lies within the Ochil Hills Special
landscape Area

GIS layers for
NSA, and SLA

Ensure any woodland planting
is native or other suitable
species

Non designated landscape features and k

ey landscape interests

Does the proposal ensure that Landscape The settlement strategy landscape Check existing A requirement for new native
development does not exceed capacity study for the Kinross Local LDP woodland planting toward the
the capacity of the landscape to Plan 2005 did not cover this area. GIS layer wild north and west would minimise
accommodate it? (see notes L . the landscape the visual impact
( ) This site lies outwith the settlement land P P
of the development.
envelope and would extend the
L Check the . . .
existing form of the settlement. landscape Also sensitive/high quality
. . P . design and layout following the
The proposal is to set development impact using o -
. existing pattern and bringing
back from the watercourse however | capacity study
. . . development close to the road

SEPA comments on the planning if one is frontage

permission to the east suggests that available ge.

this lade to the south is not N

. . . Site visit

functional and in terms of following

settlement pattern it would be

better to bring development close to

the road frontage.
Will the proposal have an Popl and No GIS layer
adverse impact on the integrity human health greenbelt
of the greenbelt? or material

assets




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

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
annex B of the Zero Waste Plan?
Cultural Heritage
Will the option affect an
P . y . Cultural No GIS layers 0 0
cultural heritage asset or their . .
. heritage, incl .
setting? . Listed
architectural S
and building,
. Scheduled
archaeological
. Monuments,
heritage (and .
. - Conservation
links with
landscape) Areas,
Gardens and
Designed
Landscape,
Battlefields,
Archaeology

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

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

No

by/compatible with Could relate Tak'en together with other proposals QS mfauf) and - -
neighbouring uses? to all SEA no it would not be of a scale site visit

topics appropriate for Carnbo and would

depending on | not be able to successfully integrate

neighboring

uses
tAorZz:::s;r:z:::\ghocx::rs?;)ts Material Yes marketability of this scale of Check CFS - -

" | Assets development in this location form

marketability etc.
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Site Name: Crook of Devon 1

Source of site suggestion: All
landowners/interested parties
identified/aware?

Tullibole Developments

Settlement: Crook of Devon

GIS Site Ref:

MIR Site Ref:

Pre-MIR Site Ref: part of Crook
of Devon 2 (but just land north of
the railway)

Proposed Plan Ref: H151

Outside or adjacent to a settlement
boundary?

outwith

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

The site lies outwith but adjacent to the
settlement boundary.

OS Grid Ref:

303083 699819

Site Size (ha): 1.1 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):

It is the residual element of the
Glebe land of the Fossoway St
Serfs Devonside church and

comprises a single fallow field.

Proposed Use: Housing

Officer Comments

There are 2 proposals suggested on
this land, the proposal for a manse and
community carparking has not been
assessed as this is properly assessed
against the policies of the LDP and
would not result in an allocation in the
LDP. However the proposal for
residential assessment could
potentially be an allocation in the LDP
and therefore needs to be assessed.

LDP requires to be compatible with
TAYplan and its tiered approach to
concentrating development on the
principal settlements, and directing the

Summary Description (topography,
features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

The site is triangular and bounded by the rear
gardens of the houses on West Crook Way,
private access road to Hairlaw Farm and the
old unadopted road to Harelaw Farm.




majority of allocations to the main
settlements whilst allowing limited
development in other areas.

There are already sufficient housing
opportunities within Crook of Devon.
This means that the justification for any
additional site in a non-tiered
settlement site has to be about
delivering benefits and it is considered
that there are no significant wider
benefits to this proposal.

There are also landscape and visual
settlement form impacts associated to
this proposal, and potential for odour
nuisance from the nearby sewerage
works.




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 resultin a
negative impact on the water
environment? (see notes)

Water

Possibly.

The groundwater status is good.

Check on OS
map

GIS Landuse
layer

Waste water
drainage

Apply policy Water 0
Environment to
avoid/reduce/mitigate and
enhance any possible impacts
on the water environment —
and require appropriate SUDS




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

hotspots

Private water
supplies (risk
assessed)
layer

Can the option connect to the Water Yes but with regard to any capacity GIS Layer for - Policy Foul Drainage 0
public foul sewer? issues in the public drainage network | existing
(Scottish Water will advise further). network
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, Significant areas of SEPA surface Check all the 0 0
of flooding or could its Climatic water probability to north and west GIS Layers for
development result in additional | Factors and of the site. flood risk
i ?
flood risk elsewheres Human The landowner states that remedial
Health . .
drainage works are underway in the
field opposite the garage.
The developable area will be
affected by surface water issues.
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and Possible but it is not within the Loch GIS layers 0 Policy Biodiversity. +
affect biodiversity, flora and fauna Leven catchment and there are no SAC/SPA/SSSI/ Policy Foul Drainage

fauna interests?

designated sites.

NNR/




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

TPO/protecte

d species

Loch Leven

Catchment

Lunan Valley

catchment

River Tay

Catchment
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 The current landuse is agricultural. It | GIS aerial 0 Retention of trees where 0
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna will not result in habitat map/0S possible and compensatory
the proposal — will it result in fragmentation. map/site visit planting if necessary.
habitat fragmentation or
greater connectivity?

There are some trees bounding the
site.
Air Quality

Could the option lead to Local Air No GIS Layers 0 n/a 0

Air Quality Management
thresholds being breached
within the Perth and Crieff Air




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)
Service Infrastructure
What will be the impact on Popl and Yes the current spare capacity of GIS Layers for | - Proportional developer 0
local/community facilities and human health | Fossoway primary is limited. school contributions will be sought
infrastructure (see notes) or material catchments towards primary education
assets provision.
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and There are no core paths within the GIS layers for 0 Application of Policy Provision +
affect the quality and quantity human health | site and there is no maintained open | core paths of Open Space ensures
of open space and connectivity or material space within the site. and rights of appropriate provision of
and accessibility to open space assets way and informal and formal open space
or result in a loss of open space? maintained alongside any development
open space proposals.
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 - 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 | O n/a 0
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and and it does not have any prime carbon




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

facilities? Can these be accessed
by public transport?

factors and
human health

existing bus stop, but the primary
school is at the opposite end of the
village.

bus stops has
a 400m buffer
SO you can see
if it is within
easy active
travel distance

(see notes) Soils agricultural land. 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 n/a 0
the LDP timeframe? assets form
. . . . . Desi dl tt imi
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic The site layout could make the most | Check CFS esign an. . ayoutto max!mlse 0
. . . I opportunities for solar gain and
best use of solar gain? Is the factors of the south facing aspect but is form, aerial )
. o . N shelter planting to the south
site protected from prevailing relatively open and lacking in shelter. | map and and west
winds? possibly site '
visit
Vehicular Access constraints or Material Check CFS Delivered in accordance with 0
opportunities - assets and form, aerial the Roads Authority.
limati .
Road network capable of climatic r’r.ra.p and site
. ) factors? visit
accommodating traffic
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic Partially lies within 400 m of an GIS layer for 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?

Check
distance to
local services
and amenities

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

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
site visit

n/a

Does the proposal support a
designated National Planning
Framework national priority or a
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?

Material
Assets

LDP requires to be compatible
with TAYplan and it’s tiered
approach to concentrating
development on the principal
settlements, and directing the
majority of allocations to the main

Check NPF3
and TAYplan
SDP

n/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

settlements whilst allowing limited
development in other areas.

This means that the justification
for any new site has to be about
delivering benefits and it is
considered that there are no wider
benefits to this proposal.

Will the site make use of Material No GIS aerial 0 n/a 0
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit

Landscape Designated sites

To what extent will any Landscape It will not impact any designated GIS layers for 0 n/a 0
designated sites be affected — area.
NSA, and SLA
including NSAs and local »an
landscape designations?
Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests
Does the proposal ensure that Landscape The David Tyldesley and associates Check existing A strong landscape framework -
development does not exceed Landscape Capacity Study does not LDP provided by planting to the
the capacity of the landscape to identify this as land with GIS laver wild southern and western edges
accommodate it? (see notes) development potential it identifies land ¥ would help contain the site

this as a sensitive edge of the better.

settlement with important landscape | Check the

features or views beyond it. landscape
. . impact usin
The open fields here are considered P . &
. .. | capacity study
to give a strong rural character and it i one i

is identified as conspicuous land on

. available
prominent slopes.

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
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 N/a GIS layer for n/a 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
Will the option affect an
P . y . Cultural No GIS layers n/a n/a n/a
cultural heritage asset or their . .
. heritage, incl .
setting? . Listed
architectural S
and building,
. Scheduled
archaeological
. Monuments,
heritage (and .
. ; Conservation
links with
landscape) Areas,
Gardens and
Designed
Landscape,
Battlefields,




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
Archaeology
Site visit
To what extent will the proposal
. . prop Cultural N/a 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 . . . . .
by/com atiblloe with Could relate It is compatible with residential areas | OS map and - The nearest property on West -
y. P . to all SEA nearby however the western end of site visit Crook Way is c. 38 metres from
neighbouring uses? . o L
topics the site lies close to the sewage the sewage works and a similar
depending on | works and so part of this area may buffer zone distance could be
neighboring need to be left undeveloped to defined in relation to the site if
uses provide a suitable buffer. necessary.
Possible requirement for an
odour assessment to assess
impact and other mitigation
measures such as planting
could be considered through
the planning application
process.
Are there any known constraints . . e .
Y . Material Potentially marketability issues given | Check CFS - n/a -
to development e.g. ownership, .
Assets proximity to the sewerage works form

marketability etc.



http://www.historic-scotland.gov.uk/index/heritage/valuingourheritage.htm
http://www.historic-scotland.gov.uk/index/heritage/valuingourheritage.htm




Site Name: Crook of Devon 2

Source of site suggestion: All
landowners/interested parties
identified/aware?

Suggested by Newbigging
partnership of Harelaw Farm

Settlement: Crook of Devon

GIS Site Ref:

MIR Site Ref:

Pre-MIR Site Ref: Crook of
Devon 2

Proposed Plan Ref: H152

Outside or adjacent to a settlement
boundary?

outwith

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

This site was previously considered through
the adopted LDP and the Reporter backed the
Council’s decision to exclude this site stating
that “The development of the substantial open
field to the east of the village hall would erode
the countryside gap between Crook of Devon
and the outlying hamlet of Drum, and would be
prominent on the approach to the village from
the east. Even if there were a need for further
housing in the village this site would not be
suitable.”

OS Grid Ref: 303510 700037

Site Size (ha): 4.5 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):

Undeveloped, pasture used for
grazing.

Proposed Use: Housing

Officer Comments

As per TAYplan “LDPs can provide for
some development in settlements that
are not defined as principal
settlements where this can be
accommodated and supported by the
settlement....provided that the
development genuinely contributes to
the outcomes of this Plan and meets
specific local needs or supports
regeneration of the respective
settlement.” In this case there is merit
in considering this site to see whether
it can deliver benefit in terms of
supporting public drainage
improvements and potentially
junction/pedestrian safety

Summary Description (topography,
features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Bounded to the west by the A977 and the
village hall, to the north by the B9097, to the
east by the woodland of the Crook Moss, and
to the south. There is potential for a layout
which makes most of south/north aspect and
run parallel to the A977 and there is some
shelter from existing woodland/ settlement to
the east and west respectively.




improvements.

However there is concern that this
level of development (approximately
100+ homes) in a non-tiered
settlement would still be contrary to the
TAYplan spatial strategy regardless of
the wider benefits it could secure.
There are already sufficient housing
opportunities available within Crook of
Devon. Thereare also significant
landscape, settlement pattern/form,
along with surface water issues
associated to the development of this
site.




Water

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 Scoring —
appropriate? post
mitigation

Could the option resultin a
negative impact on the water
environment? (see notes)

Water

Identified in the landscape capacity
study as physically constrained due
to wetlands within site.

Also areas of SEPA surface water
probability to north and west of the

Check on OS -
map

GIS Landuse
layer

Apply policy Water 0
Environment 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

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

site.

Identified as having good
groundwater status.

Waste water
drainage
hotspots

Private water
supplies (risk
assessed)
layer

and require appropriate SUDS

Itis likely that the developable
area will be affected by surface
water issues.

The SUDS for development
proposals should include
sufficient attenuation to protect
those watercourses which flow
into Loch Leven from erosion
during periods of heavy rainfall.

site lies within the Loch Leven

Can the option connect to the Water Yes but there are capacity issues in GIS Layer for Policy Foul Drainage 0
public foul sewer? the public drainage network existing
network
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, Significant areas of SEPA surface Check all the Drainage impact assessment 0
of flooding or could its Climatic water probability to north and west GIS Layers for required at the planning
development result in additional | Factors and of the site. flood risk application stage to define area
flood risk elsewhere? Human . at risk and appropriate detailed
The landowner states that remedial
Health . . layout and levels and SUDS
drainage works are underway in the
field opposite the garage. It is likely that the developable
area will be affected by surface
water issues.
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and Whilst the majority of Crook of GIS layers - Policy Biodiversity. +
affect biodiversity, flora and fauna Devon is outwith the catchment this SAC/SPA/SSSI/ Policy Water Environment




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?

catchment..

NNR/
TPO/protecte
d species

Loch Leven
Catchment

Lunan Valley
catchment

River Tay
Catchment

Crook of Devon was previously
screened out from HRA as it is
largely outwith the Local Leven
Catchment. Although this site
lies within the catchment it is
being included to help secure
public drainage improvements
and therefore it is anticipated
that it would have a neutral
impact and potentially
beneficial impact as there are
existing properties that cannot
secure connection to the mains
drainage at the moment.

Construction Method
Statement to be provided
where the development site
will affect a watercourse.
Methodology should provide
measures to protect the
watercourse from the impact of
pollution and sediment so as to
ensure no adverse effects on
Loch Leven SPA.

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

n/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
Sites
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and The current landuse is improved GIS aerial 0 At planning application stage 0
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna pasture. It will not result in habitat map/0S ensure sufficient setback from
the proposal — will it result in fragmentation. map/site visit the woodland to the east of the
habitat fragmentation or site.
greater connectivity?
Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air No GIS Layers 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 Popl and Yes the current spare capacity of GIS Layers for | - Proportional developer 0
local/community facilities and human health | Fossoway primary is limited. school contributions will be sought
infrastructure (see notes) or material catchments towards primary education
assets provision.
To what extent will the proposal | Popland There are no core paths within the GIS layers for 0 Application of Policy Provision +
affect the quality and quantity human health | site and there is no maintained open | core paths of Open Space ensures
of open space and connectivity or material space within the site. and rights of appropriate provision of
and accessibility to open space assets way and informal and formal open space
or result in a loss of open space? maintained alongside any development
open space proposals.
and existing
LDP for 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
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 - Greenfield -
brownfield land? Assets and map/site visit
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material The majority of the site is class 5 in GIS Layers for If'development \_NOUId_ -
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and terms of its peat content but it does carbon disturb carbon rich soils,
(see notes) Soils not have any prime agricultural land. | richness development should be
(which shows informed by
whether there e An appropriate peat survey
is peatland), and management plan;
and prime * Any disturbance or
agricultural excavation be minimised;
land (LCA 50K) and
e Suitable mitigation
measures implemented to
abate carbon emissions
Deliverability/sustainability constraints
Will the site be delivered within | Material Yes Check CFS 0 n/a 0
the LDP timeframe? assets 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

Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic The site layout could make the most | Check CFS 0 Design an.d' layout to max!m|se +
best use of solar gain? Is the factors of the south facing aspect by running | form, aerial opportunities for solar gain.
site protected from prevailing parallel with the A977 to the north, map and
winds? and there is some woodland to the possibly site
south, and housing to the west which | visit
could provide some shelter.

Vehicular Access constraints or Material Transport statement showed that Check CFS 0 n/a 0
opportunities - assets and the roundabout is not required, form, aerial
Road network capable of climatic other measures sugges'ted btfs map.and .
accommodating traffic factors? shelters and new crossing point. pf):<,5|b|y site

visit
generated?
Is the site close to a range of Climatic It lies within 400 m of an existing bus | GIS layer for 0 n/a 0
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and stop, and the primary school bus stops has
by public transport? human health 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 Material No GIS layers for 0 n/a 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

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

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

Scoring —
post
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 This level of development in a non- Check NPF3 n/a
designated National Planning Assets tiered settlement would be and TAYplan
Framework national priority or a considered to be contrary to the SDP
site identified in the Strategic TAYplan spatial strategy.
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material No GIS aerial 0 n/a
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape The David Tyldesley and associates GIS layers for High quality design and layout,

designated sites be affected —
including NSAs and local
landscape designations?

Landscape Capacity Study identifies
“wetland and ground conditions” as
being a physical constraint here, and
that the “old moss is an important
landscape feature characteristic of
the area”. The study also considers

and landscaping (perhaps
limiting development in
northern part of this site/ or
splitting the site in two with
development associated to
Drum junction then having a

NSA, and SLA




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA
topic if
applicable

Comment

that development of this area
“would not link to settlement
pattern, would blur distinction
between Crook of Devon and Drum”,
and would be a “conspicuous site
from main roads”

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Scoring —
post
mitigation

landscaping gap before
development associated to the
village hall) could help retain
some sense of a gap between
Crook of Devon and Drum.

If a high quality design and
layout addresses the A977 road
frontage then because it is
prominent it could have a
significant positive contribution
to the village as a gateway
development.

However the settlement form
impact would still be a
significant as it takes
development south of the old
railway line.

Non designated landscape features and k

ey landscape interests

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

Landscape

The David Tyldesley and associates
Landscape Capacity Study identifies
“wetland and ground conditions” as
being a physical constraint here, and
that the “old moss is an important
landscape feature characteristic of
the area”. The study also considers
that development of this area
“would not link to settlement
pattern, would blur distinction
between Crook of Devon and Drum”,
and would be a “conspicuous site
from main roads”

Check existing
LDP

GIS layer wild
land

Check the
landscape
impact using
capacity study
if one is
available

Site visit

Well-designed proposal -
meeting the criteria of Policy on
Placemaking.

The scale of the proposal would
still be an issue for the
character of the place if over
LDP period, and development
would affect the setting of
Crook of Devon and Drum.




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 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 N/a GIS layer for n/a 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 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
P . y . Cultural No GIS layers n/a n/a n/a
cultural heritage asset or their . .
. heritage, incl .
setting? . Listed
architectural .
and building,
. Scheduled
archaeological
. Monuments,
heritage (and .
. . Conservation
links with
Areas,
landscape)

Gardens and
Designed




marketability etc.

to provide significant roads
infrastructure (roundabout) Also
doubt about demand for this scale of
development here.

doubt.

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,
Battlefields,
Archaeology
Site visit
To what extent will the proposal
what ex Wi the prop Cultural N/a n/a n/a 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 . . .
I I. P . Could relate The proposal is compatible with the OS map and 0 n/a 0
by/compatible with . . . . o
neighbouring uses? to all SEA adjacent village hall, residential site visit
) topics areas, and Crook Moss.
depending on
neighboring
uses
Are there any known constraints . . o
to develooment e.¢. ownershi Material Question mark over be viability of Check CFS - Does not need roundabout but | -
P & Pl Assets this level of development if it needs form market demand remains a
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Site Name: Crook of Devon 3

Source of site suggestion: All
landowners/interested parties
identified/aware?

Suggested by Newbigging
partnership of Harelaw Farm

Settlement: Crook of Devon

GIS Site Ref:

MIR Site Ref:

Pre-MIR Site Ref: Crook of
Devon 3

Proposed Plan Ref: H153

Outside or adjacent to a settlement
boundary?

outwith

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

This site was previously considered through
the adopted LDP and the Reporter backed the
Council’s decision to exclude this site stating
that “The development of the substantial open
field to the east of the village hall would erode
the countryside gap between Crook of Devon
and the outlying hamlet of Drum, and would be
prominent on the approach to the village from
the east. Even if there were a need for further
housing in the village this site would not be
suitable.”

OS Grid Ref: 303510 700037

Site Size (ha): 37 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):

Undeveloped, pasture used for
grazing.

Proposed Use: Mixed — housing,
community facilities,
employment/industrial space and
possibly a bypass for the village

Officer Comments

LDP requires to be compatible with
TAYplan and it’s 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

This means that the justification for any
site has to be about delivering benefits
and it is considered that there are no
significant wider benefits to this
proposal.

However this level of development in a
non-tiered settlement is considered to

Summary Description (topography,
features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Bounded to the west by the A977 and the
village hall, to the north by the B9097, to the
east by the woodland of the Crook Moss, and
to the south there is the Gairney Water. There
is potential for a layout which makes most of
south/north aspect and runs parallel to the
A977 but the land to the southwest is currently
open.




be contrary to the TAYplan spatial
strategy and unsustainable and out of
character to Crook of Devon
regardless of other benefits it may
provide. There is also doubt about the
deliverability, marketability and viability
of this scale of development with the
associated level of investment in
infrastructure that would be required.

There are already sufficient housing
opportunities available within Crook of
Devon. There are also both significant
landscape, settlement pattern issues
and also some surface water issues
associated to the development of this
site.

(Crook of Devon 3 also includes Crook of Devon 2 on map below)




Water

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 Scoring —
appropriate? post
mitigation

Could the option resultin a
negative impact on the water
environment? (see notes)

Water

Identified in the landscape capacity
study as physically constrained due
to wetlands within site.

Also areas of SEPA surface water
within the site.

The groundwater status is good.

Check on OS -
map

GIS Landuse
layer

Waste water
drainage

Apply policy water environment | 0
to avoid/reduce/mitigate and
enhance any possible impacts
on the water environment —

and require appropriate SUDS

Itis likely that the developable
area will be affected by surface




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

hotspots

Private water
supplies (risk
assessed)
layer

water issues.

The SUDS for development
proposals should include
sufficient attenuation to protect
those watercourses which flow
into Loch Leven from erosion
during periods of heavy rainfall.

Can the option connect to the Water Yes but there are capacity issues in GIS Layer for Policy Foul Drainage 0
. 5 . . -
public foul sewer? the public drainage network E):\I,Igfk This proposal could be the
growth project that leads to
public drainage improvements.
Is the site thought to be at risk Water, Significant areas of SEPA surface Check all the Drainage impact assessment 0
of flooding or could its Climatic water probability within the site. GIS Layers for required at the planning
development result in additional | Factors and The landowner states that remedial flood risk app.llcatlon stage t(? define a.rea
flood risk elsewhere? Human . . at risk and appropriate detailed
drainage works are underway in the
Health ) . layout and levels and SUDS
field opposite the garage.
It is likely that the developable
area will be affected by surface
water issues.
Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna
To what extent will the proposal | Bio flora and Whilst the majority of Crook of GIS layers - Policy: Biodiversity. +
affect Plodlver5|ty, flora and fauna Qevqn is crutywth the catchment this SAC/SPA/SSSI/ Policy: Water Environment and
fauna interests? site lies within the Loch Leven .
NNR/ Drainage




Site assessment question (click

on links embedded in the text
for further guidance)

Related SEA

Comment

Information
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

catchment..

TPO/protecte
d species

Loch Leven
Catchment

Lunan Valley
catchment

River Tay
Catchment

Crook of Devon was previously
screened out from HRA as it is
largely outwith the Local Leven
Catchment. Although this site
lies within the catchment it is
being included to help secure
public drainage improvements
and therefore it is anticipated
that it would have a neutral
impact and potentially
beneficial impact as there are
existing properties that cannot
secure connection to the mains
drainage at the moment.

Construction Method
Statement to be provided
where the development site
will affect a watercourse.
Methodology should provide
measures to protect the
watercourse from the impact of
pollution and sediment so as to
ensure no adverse effects on
Loch Leven SPA.

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

n/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
Sites
How will habitat connectivity or | Bio flora and The current landuse is improved GIS aerial 0 At planning application stage 0
wildlife corridors be affected by | fauna pasture. It will not result in habitat map/0S ensure sufficient setback from
the proposal — will it result in fragmentation. map/site visit the woodland to the east of the
habitat fragmentation or site, and the watercourses.
greater connectivity?
Air Quality
Could the option lead to Local Air No GIS Layers 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 Popl and Yes the current spare capacity of GIS Layers for | - Proportional developer 0
local/community facilities and human health | Fossoway primary is limited. school contributions will be sought
infrastructure (see notes) or material catchments towards primary education
assets provision and the proposal
includes community facilities.
To what extent will the proposal | Popl and There is a core path within the site GIS layers for - Application of Open Space +
affect the quality and quantity human health | but no formal open space. core paths Policy ensures appropriate
of open space and connectivity or material and rights of provision of informal and
and accessibility to open space assets way and formal open space alongside
or result in a loss of open space? maintained any development proposals and
open space the core path will need to be
and existing




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 retained.
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 - Greenfield -
brownfield land? Assets and map/site visit
Soils
Are there any contaminated Material There are class 5 soils with probable | GIS Layers for Apply policy on climate change | -
land/soils issues on the site? Assets and peat content, but it does not have carbon and carbon reduction to
(see notes) Soils any prime agricultural land. richness minimise disturbance of carbon

(which shows
whether there
is peatland),
and prime
agricultural
land (LCA 50K)

Deliverability/sustainability constraints

rich soils.

Where exceptions allow for
development that would
disturb carbon rich soils,
development should be
informed by

e An appropriate peat survey
and management plan;

¢ Any disturbance or excavation
be minimised; and

¢ Suitable mitigation measures
implemented to abate carbon
emissions




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 be delivered within | Material No, due to the scale of development | Check CFS n/a -
the LDP timeframe? assets this would not be desirable or form
possible
Site aspect — does the site make | Climatic The site layout could make the most | Check CFS Design an.d_ layout to max!m|se =
. . . . opportunities for solar gain and
best use of solar gain? Is the factors of the south facing aspect by running | form, aerial .
. - . landscape framework to include
site protected from prevailing parallel with the A977 to the north, map and .
winds? and there is some woodland to the possibly site structural planting.
south, and housing to the west which | visit
could provide some shelter. However
the southwest portion of the site is
open.
Vehicular Access constraints or Material Possible issue with existing A97 Check CFS Transport assessment to define | 0
opportunities - assets and B9097 junction? form, aerial requirements
Road network capable of chmatlc? Suggestion that this could help map.and .
accommodating traffic factors deliver a bypass p.oj¢,5|bly site
generated? visit
Is the site close to a range of Climatic Partially lies within 400 m of an GIS layer for Extend bus services within the -
facilities? Can these be accessed | factors and existing bus stop, and the primary bus stops has site
by public transport? human health | school 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 Material No but pylons run through the GIS layers for Design and layout to respondto | O
Safety Consultation Zone or any | Assets and southern part of the site. pylons, gas this constraint.




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/Enhancement if
pre appropriate?
mitigation

Scoring —
post
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 This level of development in a non- Check NPF3 n/a
designated National Planning Assets tiered settlement would be contrary | and TAYplan
Framework national priority or a to the TAYplan spatial strategy. SDP
site identified in the Strategic
Development Plan?
Will the site make use of Material No GIS aerial 0 n/a 0
existing buildings? Assets map/site visit
Landscape Designated sites
To what extent will any Landscape No designated area will be affected GIS layers for 0 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 and local
landscape designations?

NSA, and SLA

Non designated landscape features and key landscape interests

Does the proposal ensure that Landscape The David Tyldesley and associates Check existing High quality design and layout, -
development does not exceed Landscape Capacity Study identifies LDP and landscaping (perhaps
the capacity of the landscape to “wetland and ground conditions” as GIS laver wild limiting development in
accommodate it? (see notes) being a physical constraint here, and land ¥ northern part of this site) could
that the “old moss is an important help retain some sense of a gap
landscape feature characteristic of Check the between Crook of Devon and
the area”. The study also considers landscape Drum.
that development of this area impact usin . . .
“ p. P . & If a high quality design and
would not link to settlement capacity study
N . . layout addresses the A977 road
pattern, would blur distinction if one is o
” . frontage then because it is
between Crook of Devon and Drum”, | available - .
“ . . prominent it could have a
and would be a “conspicuous site o L . I
. ” Site visit significant positive contribution
from main roads .
to the village as a gateway
development.
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 N/a GIS layer for n/a 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

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 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
i ) y . Cultural No GIS layers n/a n/a n/a
cultural heritage asset or their . .
. heritage, incl .
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 the proposal
prop Cultural N/a n/a n/a n/a



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
available —
GIS/site visit?

Scoring —
pre
mitigation

Mitigation/Enhancement if
appropriate?

Scoring —
post
mitigation

. . Could relate The proposal is compatible with the OS map and
by/compatible with . . . . o
neighbouring uses? to a.II SEA adjacent village hall, re5|def1t|al site visit

topics areas, and Crook Moss but is not of a
depending on | suitable scale for the character of the
neighboring place.
uses
tAOrZter\lzlrs;r:z:::ghocwozzj:;ts Material Question mark over be viability of Check CFS
" | Assets this level of development. form

marketability etc.




Site Name: Crook of Devon 4

Source of site suggestion: All
landowners/interested parties

identified/aware?

Settlement: Crook of Devon GIS Site Ref: Outside or adjacent to a settlement
MIR Site Ref: boundary?
Pre-MIR Site

Ref: Crook of Devon 4
Proposed Plan Ref:

outwith

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

The site lies outwith the settlement boundary.
Site was previously rejected at LDP Proposed
Plan stage, Reporter agreed and supported
this position.

OS Grid Ref: 303949 700869

Site Size (ha): 5 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):

Agricultural field.

Proposed Use: Housing (15-20
houses)

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.

There are already sufficient housing
opportunities within Crook of Devon.
This means that the justification for any
additional site in a non-tiered
settlement site has to be about
delivering benefits and it is considered
that there are no significant wider
benefits to this proposal.

The proposal for 15-20 homes in this
location would be out of character to
the linear roadside development here.
It is very prominent approaching from

Summary Description (topography,
features, boundaries, neighbouring issues,
access, exposure, aspect etc).

Field to the north western edge of Crook of
Devon bounded by a road to the north and
properties at Wester Crosslands to the south, a
track to the west and further properties to the
east.




the west and does not have a footpath
connection to the village. This area of
land was considered through the David
Tyldesley and associates Landscape
Capacity Study which identifies it as
‘Open, rising ground in the Devon
Valley detached from the villages, (with
a) strong rural character’ and
developing it ‘would detract from the
linear form of Drum and Crook of
Devon and the settlement pattern
between them.’




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 Possibly. Check on 0OS - Apply policy Water 0
negfa\tlve impact on the water The groundwater status is good. map env!ronment to N
environment? (see notes) avoid/reduce/mitigate and

GIS Landuse S

enhance