
 

Stage 1: POL & 
Safeguarded Land

Sites Considered Suitable 
for Allocation

No: not allocated Yes: proposed allocation

Stage 2: Site within Area 
of Search based on Site 

Selection Criteria

No - Site does not 
progress

(Appendix 5)

Yes - Site moves to Stage 
3

Stage 3: Assessment of sites within Areas 
of Search 

Professional Judgement

Constaints, Site Suitability, Rules

No - site is innappropriate

Site does not progress

Yes - site is appropriate 
Site moves to stage 4

Stage 4: Detailed Analysis 
of remaining Sites

Site has significant 
Constraints

Site  does not progress

Site has no signifciant 
contraints

Site progresses to 
allocation consideration

Suitable Sites proposed 
for allocation

Call for Sites Introduced to 

process as sufficient land not 

identified to meet the needs 

for both housing and 

employment, plus a suitable 

flexibility allowance.  

Residential: Considered if 

appropriate against constraints 

and suitability. Also considered 

“rules” which ensures Spatial 

Strategy would be met. 

Employment: Primarily 

considered against Spatial 

Strategy and objectives to 

support strong continued 

growth at core, boost the 

economic competitiveness of 

the north and sustain the 

competitiveness of the 

southern area. 

Site Suitability and Planning constraints considered 

from Stage 3 

In addition:  GM Stage 2 Green Belt Harm Assessments 

| Masterplanning / policy requirements – all only able 

to be assessed/ completed once site boundaries drawn 

Spatial Strategy – Rules for residential and Strategy 

for employment   

Professional Judgement. 

 

JPA16: Cowlishaw (Oldham)  
JPA12: Beal Valley (Oldham) (part POL) 
JPA14: Broadbent Moss (Oldham) (part POL) 
JPA24: Roch Valley (Rochdale) 
JPA25: Trows Farm (Rochdale) 
JPA33: New Carrington (Trafford) (part POL) 
JPA36: Pocket Nook (Wigan)  
 
All POL / Safeguarded land in existing Local Plan and their 

subsequent position in PfE published in PQ34 response 

 

Planning Constraints: Health & Wellbeing | Social Infrastructure 

| Carbon Emissions | Ecological Designations |Flood Risk | 

Landscape Character | Heritage | Green Belt | Agricultural Land 

Site Suitability: Connectivity and Accessibility | Transport 

Infrastructure Capacity | Deprivation | Health and Wellbeing | 

Social Infrastructure Access | Efficient Patterns of Movement | 

Air Quality| Biodiversity and Green Infrastructure | Flood Risk | 

Water Resources | Landscape and Heritage | Land Resources  

Rules: objectives of the Spatial Strategy 

Professional Judgement. 

Site Selection Criteria established to identify Areas of Search 

Reasonable alternatives – 

Appendix 7 

Reasonable alternatives – 

Appendix 7 

 

Reasonable alternatives: sites that left the 

process at Stage 3 and Stage 4. 

More suitable sites: Those that remained in 

the process at Stage 3 and Stage 4. 
Allocations considered formally through I.A 

Process – SA and HRA 

Boundaries refined 

 

Criteria 1-5 mapped (criteria 6 and 7 not spatially distinctive) 

Call for sites mapped 

Areas of Search drawn around areas where call for sites fitted 

best with Spatial Strategy, as mapped in site selection criteria 




