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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?  

 
1. Our main concern with the process is that the Green Belt sites were selected first 

from a call for sites and not included in the HELAA. The development of Green Belt 
appears to have been taken ‘as read’ before a full assessment of available sites was 

undertaken. 
 
2. To comply with the requirements of paragraph 137 of the NPPF, the Councils are 

required to consider brownfield sites and underutilised land and consider increased 
densities in built up areas before considering taking land out of the Green Belt. 

 
3. There are clearly other opportunities for development in the settlements where 

Green Belt releases are proposed. As part of the consideration of an overall Spatial 

Strategy for the Plan, the Councils should assess whether the development of the 
HELAA sites is sufficient and then restrict the number of new houses in the Green 

Belt through applying paragraph 11 of the NPPF. 
 

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?  

 

4. The process seems to rely heavily on sites put forward through a call for sites. They 
were not informed by an overall Spatial Strategy for the two districts. 

 
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?  

 
5. The Sustainability Appraisal tested the Green Belt sites selected plus a few others. 

There does not appear to be a detailed assessment of options to concentrate 

development within the urban settlements, such as Chesham and Beaconsfield. To 
comply with paragraph 137 of the NPPF, the Councils are required to consider 

brownfield options and increased densities first. 
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Q4. What is the justification for excluding sites in the Green Belt from the Housing 

and Economic Land Availability Assessment Update (January 2020) (HELAA)?15 Is 

the approach consistent with guidance in the PPG?  

 

6. It is unclear why Green Belt sites were excluded. It appears that it was assumed 
that these sites would be required without undertaking the assessment under 
paragraph 137. 

 
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?  

 

7. A decision had already been made before the HELAA was produced. 
 
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?  

 

8. No comments. 
 

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?  

 
9. The Sustainability Appraisal of the site at Whielden Street, Amersham, did not 

recognise that the site is within the AONB and gave it a neutral score in relation to 
landscape. This is not acceptable because the AONB is a nationally important 

landscape and the site makes a significant positive contribution to the landscape. 
 
10. The Council prepared a Landscape Capacity Study to consider each of the Green 

Belt options. The recommendations for some of the sites was that there should be a 
lower number of houses or no development at all. The findings of the study appear 

to have been ignored in the Plan and the Sustainability Appraisal. Given that the 
Chilterns is a nationally important landscape and many of the areas proposed form 

the settings of settlements, landscape capacity is a vitally important issue. 
 
11. We will address this further in relation to the hearings on individual settlements. 

 
Q8. How were site areas and dwelling capacities determined? Are the assumptions 

justified and based on available evidence?  

 
12. No comments. 
 

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

preparation of the Plan?  

 

13. No comments. 
 

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

determined?  

 

14. No comments. 
 
Issue 2 – Employment Site Allocations Methodology  

 
15. No comments. 


