Further justification of my response:

The Claypole Parish Council held a public engagement event which 98 local residents attended and raised the following list of questions and issues raised in relation to the proposed housing allocation SKPR-322:

1. Are the criteria used to determine whether a village is considered a small village or a large village clear and appropriate?
1. Will the plan for the proposed allocation ensure that there will be sufficient spaces at the local junior school for students who want them?
1. With the proposed allocation there are likely to be more cars going through the village causing more congestion on Main St. How will this be resolved as part of the SKDC plan?
1. How will the plan for the proposed allocation consider the impact of more traffic through the surrounding roads to Claypole?
1. How does this planned allocation, take into account other developments in the surrounding area. For example, the development of Fernwood and houses adjacent to Shire Lane generating more traffic congestion?
1. How will SKDC ensure that there is adequate drainage capacity not only for the development site, but also for existing roads which are likely to become the recipient of flood water from the proposed allocation site?
1. How will SKDC ensure that there will be appropriate levels of infrastructure to support the development and growth of Claypole Village? (This will link to item 1 above and the criteria for being a larger village).
1. How will SKDC ensure that the mixture of property on an allocated site is appropriate to the local needs of the community, as per the National Planning Policy Framework?  

There were a number of other potential concerns raised, but the above summary encapsulates the main areas of concern.

In addition, I would like to highlight further points to reinforce our objection

The rationale for the allocation of housing has not been made clear for larger villages, covering questions like why this particular location, and why development, why the disproportionate share allocated to villages rather than towns?

Within the NPPF all plans should promote a sustained pattern of development which meets the development needs of all the stakeholders in an integrated approach including housing, employment, community facilities and services, yet there is strong opposition at a local level to large scale development which is not in character with the village.
Our neighbourhood plan outlined this intention very clearly which was ‘made’ with an overwhelming majority.

There are historic environmental records of Ridge and Furrow earthworks, but non-designated heritage assets are not shown to have been included in the assessment.

There is a clear risk of flooding with this land and the consequently the surrounding land yet a strategic flood risk assessment has not been carried out – a sequential test is needed.

The settlement hierarchy test scoring is incorrect and inconsistent, it is not the same as the one used for the current local plan, so it’s not the same as the one found to be ‘sound’ by the local planning inspector. The planning consultant engaged by the village highlighted these inconsistencies within his report earlier this year in the spring submission. This would make your SP2 settlement hierarchy approach unsound – as it is not positively prepared, justified and effective.

An employment land study has not been done, so your local plan review doesn’t set out your strategy to balance housing and employment needs.

The sustainability appraisal objectives aren’t being met with this allocation, the location will encourage less sustainable means of transport and accessibility. This will cause more congestion on Main Street at the known pinch points.

NPPF page 95 outlines the need for developments to promote social interaction with different people. The proposed allocation is visually not part of the village, it is isolated from the rest of the village.

There is no GP or medical practice in Claypole, the nearest is Long Bennington or Balderton, both of which entail long walking distances if public transport is used. This will also encourage unsustainable transportation or significant difficulty.

