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Envlronmenl and community 4.0/5 Comment Potential area of developmenf

1. Dees the scheme provide • No specific new community i 1.0

Icommunity facilities? facHities provided.
• Accessible for buses, shops in local !centre ;

• Sectian 106 contribution for !
education £220.000 I

2. Isthere an accommodation • Yes, accommodation mix reflects 1.0
mix that reflects the needs requirements af the locai
and aspirations of the local community.
community? I

3. Isthere a tenure mix that • Yes, tenure mix reflects 1.0 ,
reflects the needs and reqUirements ot the lacal I

aspiratians of the lacai community.

Icommunity?

4. Does the develapment • No new bus facUitiesare provided. I 1.0
have easy access to public though there is existing easy
transport? access to bus fadifies and train I

~
station in local centre

5. Does the development 0
have any features that I
reduce environmental Jimpact?



Character 5/5 I
6. Isthe design specific to the • The loyout Isdeveloped 1.0

scheme? specifically according to site
opportunities and constraints.
Further information required
bespoke House types ond
Including a range that allows for
comer tume". linked homes. etc

7. Does the scheme exploit • Buildingsare positioned to refteci 1.0 I

ex~ting bundings. the ex~ting road geometry.
iandscape or topography? • Vie'N'Shave been maximised.

• POSis inteorated
8. Does the scheme feel like a • Character areas are being carried 1.0

place with distinctive through strongly from varied
charocter? building heights etc. The

character areas and the mix and
iayout and types of units appear
qUite slmnarthroughaut.

I

9. Do the buildings and layout • May be overly regimented and 1.0
Imake it easy to find your too small.

way around? • Building heights strategy- does I
give distinctiveness to different I
streets and different character

Iareas
•

10.Are the streets defined by a • Yes. though perhaps overly 1.0
well-structured building repeated.
layout?

I

I



Streets, park/ng, pedestrlanlsaflon

J4/5
11 Does the building layout • Yes 1.0

Itoke priority over fhe sfreets • Very formal and regimented.
and parking so that fhe
highways do nof dominafe?

-'12.ls the cor parking well • Yes. good range of parking types 1.0
integrated and sifuated so • Parking courts ore generally
that it supporis the street overlooked. though natural
scene? surveillance and enclosure could

be imoroved in some instances.
13.Are the sfreets pedesfrian. • .Yes. natural traffic calming and 1.0

cycle and vehicle friendly? raised table are incorporated in
the design. --'4. Does the scheme integrate • Yes connections provided to the 0.5

with existing streets. paths eXisting streets.
and surrounding • Footpath connection to existing
development? network.

----- .._.__ .- -.---------.
15.Are public spaces and • Yes on the whole. though there 0.5

I
pedestrian routes may be potentia! improvements to
overlooked and do they some parking courts and cui de
feel safe? sacs

[



Design and canstJucllon l/S I
16.lspublic space well • Public Open Space to the north is 1.0

Idesigned and does it have well designed and will have
suitable management management. Iarrangements in place~ \

17.Do the buildings exhibit • No house types so not 0.0
orchltectural quality? demonstrated.

18.Do Intemal spaces allow for • No house types so not 0.0
adaptation, conversion or demonstrated.
extensIon?

19.Hasthe scheme made use • Not yet demonstrated 0.0
of advances in construction
or technology that

l
enhances itsperformance
and attractiveness?

20.Do buildings or spaces • Not yet demonstrated 0.0
outperform staluto'Y
minima such as Building
Reos?

Total: 14/20


