
Site Assessment Analysis 

 

A number of potential development sites were offered by local land owners.  The challenge for the 

Neighbourhood Plan team was to priorities these potential development sites according to their 

suitability and desires of village residents.   

 

In the 2015 Survey “About You and Your Ideas” Q5 asked people to select, from a list of statements, 

“those which most closely represents your views”.  The top two were: 

 

 The provision of affordable housing for people with local connections with a score of over 86%  

 A gradual addition of the dwellings through to 2031 with a score of over 81% 

 

The above provided the foundation for the housing policy within the Neighbourhood Plan. 

 

A process was been developed that incorporates feedback from local residents.  This makes the 

allocation of development sites inclusive and collective exercise, in-line with the ethos of the 

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF).   

 

Residents were asked two fundamental and important questions at the 16th and 18th January, 2016, 

open day: 

 

1. Where they would like to build (WTB) and where they would like not to build (WNTB), and 

2. What were the most important criteria to consider when deciding the suitability of a 

development site? 

 

The criteria are as follows, which are listed in order of priority according to resident feedback. 

 Flooding 

 Landscape Sensitivity High 

 Landscape Sensitivity Med/High 

 Conservation Area 

 Green Finger 

 AONB 

 Green  Separation Corridors 

 VDS Views 

 Green  Entry Corridors 

 Habitat  High (4-6) 

 Habitat Low (1-3) 

 Ridge & Furrow 

 Medieval Settlement 

 Footpath 

 Medieval Earthworks 
 

Feedback from WTB and WNTB was incorporated with resident input on the above criteria that 

should be considered when deciding the suitability of a development site.   

 



A call for possible development sites was made as part of the NP process.  Land owners came 

forward with sites, which were clearly marked on local maps, enabling the boundaries of each site to 

be determined.   

 

Each site was researched using published data and maps to see if a specific criterion applied.  For 

example: the conservation area for Lower Brailes is clearly marked on the village map.  If a site, or 

part of a site, fell within conservation area the site received an adverse score.  This process was 

carried out for all the sites and all the criteria. 

 

The data on whether a particular criterion applied to a site was then entered into the evaluation tool 

– see figure below.   Each site was then processed through the evaluation tool to allow a comparison 

to be made of all the sites on their location and development suitability. 

 

 
 

The result of this analysis is presented in the table below.  The most suitable site is at the top, and 

the least at the bottom.   

 



 
 

RESULTS

Compton Estates 222 East 0.30

Righton 189 Sutton Lane 3.22

Righton Allotment 7.15

Bryony 425e 9.17

Compton Estates 221 West 9.21

Binns 999 Location 9.26

Manley 422 CH Lane N 9.60

Pogmore 513 11.72

Clark 999 Location 12.26

Salt 538e 12.26

Righton 154 Cow Lane 12.50

Manley 512 CH Ln S 13.95

Henbrook 553 14.78

Scarfe 545/546 16.92

Taylor Mid Only 16.99

Manley 516 High St 18.67

Manley 517 Centre N 19.77

Taylor Mid + Con 21.63

Taylor Con Only 21.63

Taylor Whole Field 35.63


