
Mater 2, Ques�on 2.2 - Addi�onal informa�on requested regarding 
Small Growth Villages 

A) A list of villages that fall immediately below small growth village status.
B) a list of setlements which respondents thought should be small growth villages.

A: Village Assessment 

A desktop study was carried out at Regula�on 18 stage for the villages at Stage 1 of the 
methodology, taken from Background Paper 2: Distribu�on of Growth [C2]. Below is 
Appendix 1: Stage 1 – Summary of Ini�al Si� Assessment for Regula�on 18 of Background 
Paper 2 Distribu�on of Growth [C2], pages 210-212 

Examination Library Document Reference EX034(a)



 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

In addi�on, are two Extracts from Appendix 2: Summary Review of Iden�fied Small Growth 
Villages Regula�on 19, page 213. 

 

 

 

The methodology set out in Chapter 4 of Background Paper 2 [C2] requires a minimum of 1 
key service and 4 secondary or desirable services for Small Growth Villages. The following 
tables provide informa�on on the villages that did not meet the required amount of services 
and facili�es and as such fall outside the small growth village status according to the 
methodology used. 

 

 



Table 1: Villages as described in the key below 

Key:  

10 Villages with one key service and three secondary or desirable services 
6 Villages without a key service but 4 or more secondary or desirable services 

 

Village Number of 
 Key services 

Number of secondary or 
desirable services 

Beeston Regis 1 3 
Bodham 0 4 

Cley next the Sea 0 5 
Edgefield* 0 6 
Holkham 0 5 

Iteringham 1 3 
Langham** 1 3 
Nea�shead 1 3 
Northrepps 1 3 

Ryburgh 1 3 
Salthouse 0 5 
S�bbard 1 3 
S��ey 0 5 

Swanton Abbot 1 3 
Tunstead 1 3 
Worstead 1 3 

*Edgefield reviewed at Regula�on 19 stage only added for context (see extract from Appendix 2 of Background Paper above) 

**Langham - assessment updated to reflect Regula�on 19 review (see extract from Appendix 2 of Background Paper above) 

 

Table 2: Remaining villages assessed at Regula�on 18 stage with fewer services and 
facili�es. 

Village Number of Key Services Number of secondary or 
desirable services 

Anthingham 0 2 
Colby 1 1 

East Ruston 1 2 
Erpingham 1 2 

Felmingham 1 2 
Gresham 1 2 
Hickling 0 3 

Hindringham 1 2 
Kelling 1 2 

Raynham (East & West) 1 2 
Wicken Fen 1 2 

 

 

 



B: Consulta�on feedback seeking small growth designa�on under SS1 

Table 3: List of consulta�on comments reques�ng villages to be considered as Small 
Growth Villages taken from Regula�on 18 Appendices A, B & C – Schedule of 
Representa�ons [A5.1, A5.2, A5.3]  

Village Name Reference Comment 
Bodham 
 

Mr Callum 
Ringer 
 
 
Armstrong Rigg 
Planning on 
behalf of 
Hopkins Homes 
 

LP772 
 
 
 
LP803 

Would not be against, for example, 
further small scale developments in 
Bodham. 
 
Bodham is a village that our client is 
interested in for small scale 
development of approx. 27 dwellings. 

Northrepps Bidwells on 
behalf of Mr 
Simon Gurney 

LP357 Supports the eleva�on of Northrepps 
from Countryside Area to Small Growth 
Village, promo�ng site H0180 

Edgefield Bidwells on 
behalf of Mr Iain 
Wilson 

LP305 Suppor�ve of alloca�ng sites for small 
scale development. Supports Edgefield 
as  a Small Growth Village. 

 

Table 4: List of consulta�on comments reques�ng villages to be considered as Small 
Growth Villages taken from Regula�on 19 Appendix H Schedule of Representa�ons [A5.8] 

 

Village Name Reference Comment 

Edgefield Bidwells on 
behalf of The 
Pigs Edgefield 

LP378 Land off Plumstead Road, Edgefield 

Suppor�ve of alloca�ng sites for small 
scale development. Supports Edgefield 
as a Small Growth Village par�cularly as 
it is in close proximity to higher order 
setlements. Edgefield is approximately 
3 miles from Holt. The village that has 
the capacity to absorb further growth, 
ensuring the vitality of the village is 
preserved. No evidence has been 
provided to our knowledge that 
demonstrates why other setlements 
have been selected above Edgefield. 

Langham Mr Patrick Allen LPS330 Reinstate Langham as a Small Growth 
Village with in the text of the 
document to comply with it's iden�ty 
on the maps. Consider that Langham 
does s�ll meet the required level of 



services – one key service in the form of 
the Village school, 4 secondary or 
desirable services in the form of the 
Church, the Pub,  the Village Hall, and 
the Harper Hotel as ‘an area of 
Employment land’, something that has 
been overlooked. 

S��ey Planning Places 
Ltd on behalf of  
Mr Tom Abrey & 
Ms Laura 
Caraccio-Hewit 

LPS475 Sites such as Hillcrest in S��ey  
should be considered for small housing 
development to help make the plan 
more consistent with na�onal policy 
and ul�mately more sound. S��ey is 
currently designated as countryside 
despite local shops, pubs, and regular 
bus services (mul�ple �mes a day 
throughout the week). 
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