
 

 

 

 

 

Initial draft Tarrington Neighbourhood Plan  

Draft September 2016 

Herefordshire Council Neighbourhood and Strategic Planning 

responses – September 2016. 

Please find attached comments from the Strategic Planning and Neighbourhood Planning 

teams to the Draft Tarrington Neighbourhood Plan. If you have any queries regarding the 

comments or issues raised below, please contact the Neighbourhood Planning team in the 

first instance.  

 

Below are combined comments and related to general conformity with the Core Strategy 

and the NDP regulation requirements.  

General 

comments 

No significant conformity issues with the exception of housing issues 

Introduction 

/preparing the 

plan 

Reference should be made to the Steering Group working on behalf of 

Tarrington Parish Council. The parish council are the legal body for 

producing a NDP. The regulations require assurance that the work is 

undertaken ultimately by the parish council as the qualifying body) 



Housing 

provision and 

Objective 2 

Overall impression of the plan is that it is fairly negative regarding the 

provision of housing 

For example, the key issues quite appropriately set out to protect the 

environment, enable businesses and protect and enhance local facilities 

but in respect of housing the key issue is expressed as “Assessing the 

amount and location of new housing”.  Which immediately seems to be a 

less than enthusiastic stance on meeting housing needs and 

requirements which is a vital conformity issue with the Core Strategy. 

This is further reflected in the housing objectives which again do not 

explicitly set out to meet the adopted strategic requirements for the 

parish but rather to “help meet community needs”.  Other housing 

objectives again give the impression that they are predominantly set out 

to restrict new housing. 

This may not have been the intention but it is consider the initial 

impression of reading these early sections of the plan is that it is not 

positively planning to meet housing needs and requirements. 

Para 5.10 / para 

5.29 

Does the proposed Local Green Space meet the requirements of para 

77 of the NPPF? The guidance is clear that LGS should not be used to 

stop development of land. Previous NPPF examinations have 

demonstrate that any LGS which does not meet the criteria full is 

removed from the plan.  

Para 5.11 Is there sufficient capacity within the settlement boundary for the smaller 

sites referred to in the paragraph to occur? With an allocation of 6 and 

‘windfalls’ of 10, this is still significantly short of the Core Strategy 

requirement.  

Para 5.12 Care should be taken when using historic windfall figures as every 

application within the Malvern Hills and UDP plan periods would have 

been classified as windfall as there were no site allocations. 

Policy TA5 and 

associated text 

Clearly considerable work has been undertaken with the local housing 

land assessment and I’m not in a position to comment on the merits of 

individual sites that have been assessed.  Although I recognise that this 

detailed work has recommended the inclusion of only one of all the sites 

assessed I have got some concern that such significant weight seems to 

have been given to landscape issues and little discussion has been set 

out as to why this is considered to outweigh the need to meet housing 

requirements particularly when there appears to be no national 

designations in the area which would add weight to the position of not 

meeting the full housing requirement 

Allocation site In respect of the identified site itself I cannot see any overriding reason 

why the site is limited to only 6 dwellings. This does not appear to be the 

most efficient use of the land particularly when the suggestion in TAR8 

is for modest 2 or 3 bedroom dwellings. In my view there should be no 



restriction on dwelling numbers but I think it would be appropriate to 

include criteria to ensure the scheme is well designed.  I cannot why a 

well-designed scheme of 10-12 dwelling (an average density for a site of 

this size) should be refused in preference to an average scheme of 6 

dwellings.  In any event the Core Strategy Inspector made it clear that 

housing targets should be set as a minimum. 

Policy TA5 

criteria 2 

Suggest that the windfall “allowance” should be deleted.  Consider that it 

is appropriate to have an estimate of windfalls should be undertaken and 

this estimated delivery of windfalls included within the text of the plan but 

to set a precise “allowance” in policy would again be contrary to the 

Core Strategy approach of  not setting maximum targets.   

Windfall sites by their very nature are unknown (otherwise they should 

be identified) and should more than 10 be advanced over the plan 

period this policy should not be used to prevent their development. 

Especially as allocations of the proportional growth targets are 

significantly short of the minimum. 

Para 5.17 If the site 16 has been subject to a site assessment and is forming part 

of the delivery strategy, why is it not possible to allocate this site? 

Policy TA7 

Criteria 1 

Criterion 1 of this policy refers to the provision of affordable housing.  

Given the other policies of the plan and in particular TAR5 there will not 

be any affordable housing delivery in the Plan area as the identified site 

is below the threshold for requiring affordable housing.   

Suggest at the very least therefore a positive reference should be made 

to rural exception sites for affordable housing in accordance with Core 

Strategy H2. 

The remaining criteria of the policy do not have conformity issues but do 

duplicate issues already addressed by the Core Strategy. 

Policy TA8 Other than the issue set out in respect of the number of dwellings there 

is not a conformity issue with the policy but it would be worth getting a 

DM perspective upon the practicality of implementing such a detailed 

policy.   

Given the relatively small scale of the housing proposal and the 

extensive requirements for open space it would be useful to have an 

indication of the impact on the viability of the housing element and an 

understanding of how the open space would be retained and managed 

in the longer term. 

Para 7.12 Who will maintain the new local green space created? 

Policy TAR15 Given the levels of development being promoted (smaller, single windfall 

developments) there is potential that this will be CIL exempt.  

 


