
Matter 5 – Residential and Employment Site Allocations 
Issue 1 – Residential Site Allocations Methodology 

 
Q1. Is the approach taken to the assessment and selection of allocated 

residential sites, as set out in response to the Inspectors’ Initial Questions, 
justified? Does the submitted evidence demonstrate that the sites have 
been selected based on a robust, consistent and objective approach? 

 
No, when examining the evidence in detail, it fails to be robust, 

consistent or have an objective approach. 
 
Q2. How was the scale and spatial distribution of allocations determined? For 

example, why do some settlements have allocations, but others do not? 
How were the allocations informed by the spatial strategy of the Plan? 

 
Q3. Has the site selection process for the residential site allocations been based 
on sound process of Sustainability Appraisal and the testing of reasonable 

alternatives? Are the reasons for selecting the preferred sites and rejecting 
others clear and justified? Do the reasons given in the SA and other evidence 

available comprehensively and consistently explain why the site allocations were 
selected or rejected? 

 
No, the site allocation process is not sound or sustainability appraisal 
done using evidence. Just considering site 1.30 and comparing the SA 

report against the site in Iver Heath or Beaconsfield will very easily 
highlight that the plan is not evidence based. 

 
Q4. What is the justification for excluding sites in the Green Belt from the 
Housing and Economic Land Availability Assessment Update (January 2020) 

(HELAA)? Is the approach consistent with guidance in the PPG? 
 

Q5. If sites were discounted at the first stage of the HELAA, how did the 
Councils ensure that the allocations in the Plan are justified and appropriate 
having regard to reasonable alternatives? How did the Councils ensure that 

sites put forward for allocation in the Green Belt were assessed on a 
consistent and transparent basis? 

 
The Council has not used evidence to assess reasonable alternative. 
 

Q6. Does the Plan identify land to accommodate at least 10% of the housing 
requirement on sites no larger than one hectare, as required by paragraph 68 of 

the Framework? 

 

Q7. How have the constraints of each site been taken into account and any 
necessary mitigation been considered as part of the process of allocating 

land for housing? In particular, how have the Councils considered and 
assessed the impact of development on transport infrastructure, air quality, 

heritage assets, drainage, schools and health care provision? Where is this 
set out? 
 

Q8. How were site areas and dwelling capacities determined? Are the 
assumptions justified and based on available evidence? 



 
Q9. Are all sites viable? How has viability been considered as part of the 

preparation of the Plan? 
Q10. For the larger, mixed-use allocations, how was the range of uses 

determined? 


