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1 Important information about the Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment

1.1

In order to avoid any misunderstanding, the council would like to make the following
disclaimer on the Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA) and any
other reports relating to its findings:

The SHLAA only identifies opportunities for development on sites which are
considered to be deliverable, developable and available. It does not allocate sites
for development. The allocation of sites for future development will be identified
through the Greater Manchester Plan for Homes, Jobs and the Environment
(GMSF), Oldham Local Plan (once adopted), any Neighbourhood Plans in the
district or any sites that are included on Part 2 of the Brownfield Land Register
(sites with Permission in Principle).

The identification of potential development land within the SHLAA does not imply
that planning permission would be granted on these sites if an application were
to be submitted. All planning applications will continue to be considered against
the appropriate policies within the adopted Local Plan, having regard to any other
material considerations, including national planning guidance. The identification
of potential housing sites within the SHLAA also does not preclude them from
being considered for other uses.

The SHLAA includes potential sites which are suitable to accommodate 5 housing
units or more V). The exclusion of sites from the SHLAA which fall below this
threshold does not preclude the possibility of a planning application being
submitted and later granted. Suitable sites (particularly small sites) for residential
development that have not been identified in the SHLAA will continue to come
forward through the usual planning process. Site boundaries are based on the
information available at the time of the assessment. The SHLAA does not limit
an extension or contraction of these boundaries for the purpose of a planning
application.

The classification of sites in relation to when they are likely to come forward for
delivery is based on an assessment of the site at the time the SHLAA was
undertaken. In practice, circumstances or assumptions may change which could
mean that sites could come forward sooner or later than envisaged in the SHLAA.
The commentary that accompanies the SHLAA is based on the information
available at the time of the assessment. As such there may be additional
constraints that were not identified as part of the initial assessment. Additionally,
some of the original constraints may no longer apply since the information was
compiled. The SHLAA is one of a number of background documents used to
inform the preparation of the Oldham Local Plan, Brownfield Land Register and
guide the housing land supply position. It is a living document which will be
regularly updated to take account of development taking place, new development
opportunities and other changes in circumstances.

1

Sites below this threshold may be included if they have an extant (current) planning permission or which
are under construction for housing.



2 Executive Summary
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2.2

2.3

2.4

2.5

2.6

2.7

This report sets out Oldham Council’s Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment
(SHLAA). The SHLAA is a technical document identifying land that might have potential
for housing at some stage in the future, as required by the National Planning Policy
Framework (NPPF). This states that a housing assessment should be used to establish
realistic assumptions about the availability, suitability and the likely achievability
(economic viability) of land to meet the identified housing need.

The report contains the methodology used to identify and assess sites, the findings
from the assessment and the council’s position in relation to meeting its housing land
requirement. Maps of potential sites and a brief summary assessment are found in
the appendices.

The SHLAA forms a key component of the evidence base underpinning housing policies
and land allocations in the Greater Manchester Plan for Homes, Jobs and the
Environment (GMSF) and Oldham’s Local Plan (and informs the council’s Brownfield
Land Register). This will help the Local Plan to meet the area’s housing needs and
demonstrate whether we can provide a continuous five years’ supply of housing land.
It also identifies potential development land for up to fifteen years after the Plan is
adopted.

The SHLAA identifies the development potential of land that could be capable of
delivering dwellings through an assessment of suitability, availability and achievability
and indicates when it may come forward for development.

Whilst the SHLAA is an important evidence source it does not, in itself, determine
whether a site should be allocated for development. Allocation will take place through
the GMSF, Local Plan, any Neighbourhood Plan and any site which may be granted
Permission in Principle and included on Part Il of a Brownfield Register. Instead, the
purpose of the assessment is to provide information on a range of options to allow an
informed decision to be made on which sites are most suitable to meet needs. The
council will then be able to plan proactively by choosing sites to go forward into relevant
development plan documents. The land included in the SHLAA forms the “baseline”
housing land supply and does not include those strategic allocations which are being
considered as part of GMSF.

The SHLAA has followed the methodology set out in national Planning Practice
Guidance (PPG) which states that it should assess each site’s suitability, availability
and achievability (including the economic viability of a site). It should then identify the
potential type and quantity of development that could be delivered on each site,
including a reasonable estimate of build out rates.

This assessment will provide the information as to whether a site can be considered
“deliverable” or “developable”:



To be considered deliverable, sites for housing should be available now, offer a
suitable location for development now, and be achievable with a realistic prospect
that housing will be delivered on the site within five years. [These are the sites
that will form the five year housing land supply];

To be considered developable, sites should be in a suitable location for housing
development with a reasonable prospect that they will be available and could be
viably developed at the point envisaged [These are the sites that may form part
of the post-five year housing land supply].

SHLAA findings / Housing land availability position

2.8

2.9

The sites within the SHLAA are split into different categories depending on their planning
status and position within the housing land supply:

Sites under construction (sites that have received planning permission and a
material start has been made on site; the capacity figure quoted is the remaining
number of dwellings yet to be completed as at 01/04/19);

Sites with extant (current) full or outline residential planning permission as at
01/04/19;

Saved housing allocations (UDP Phase 1 and 2);

Lapsed and Stalled housing sites (sites that have previously had planning
permission for housing but where this has expired before being implemented;
also “stalled” sites where a material start has been made but where there has
been no development activity for at least five years);

Potential sites (sites that have been identified as being suitable for housing in the
future but have not as yet received permission for housing or are not allocated
for residential use. On the whole, these sites are considered unconstrained in
relation to significant policy or physical limitations).

Table 1 below sets out the number of dwellings in each of these categories and places
them in five year time periods, up to 2029 and beyond. The column headed "Total
Dwellings 2019-2024" represents the five year housing land supply. “Potential” sites
included in this are those which have yet to receive permission as of 01/04/19 but
where we are confident they will be delivered within five years e.g. they have been
sold to a developer and/or a planning application has been submitted or is being
prepared.



Table 1 Strategic Housing Land Supply 2019

Total Additions Total Additions Total Additions Total Additions

2019-2024 2024-2029 11+ All Periods

Sites under 1,203 0 0 1,203
construction

Sites with extant | 745 461 200 1,406
planning
permission

Saved UDP 0 374 0 374
Phase 1
housing
allocations

Saved UDP 63 351 22 436
Phase 2
housing
allocations

Lapsed and 0 591 402 993
stalled sites >5
dwellings

Potential sites 370 2,439 2,406 5,215

Subtotal 2,381 4,216 3,030 9,627

Current small 0 270 540 810
sites allowance
minus any small
sites already
identified in
supply

Current -20 -20 -40 -80
clearance
allowance

Total 2,361 4,466 3,530 10,357

2.10 Following consultation in 2018 on changes to the methodology, the Government has
confirmed that the 2014-based household projections will provide the demographic
baseline for assessment of local housing need, rather than the latest 2016-based
household projections. This baseline is then adjusted for affordability.

2.11 Based on the above methodology, Local Housing Need (LHN) for Oldham has recently
changed to 692 homes per year. This is due to the publication of the latest housing
affordability ratios by the Office for National Statistics (ONS) in March 2019 and the
subsequent adjustment this has made to Local Housing Need. Projected clearance is
considered within the SHLAA and will need to be met on top of the local housing need.



3 Introduction

3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

The Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA) is a technical document
comprising a list of sites that might have potential for housing at some stage in the
future by assessing the suitability, availability and achievability of these sites. The
requirement to undertake a SHLAA is set out in paragraph 67 of the National Planning
Policy Framework (NPPF) 2019. This states that authorities should have a clear
understanding of the land available in their area through the preparation of a SHLAA.
It goes on to state that, from this, planning policies should identify a sufficient supply
and mix of sites, taking into account their availability, suitability and the likely economic
viability (achievability).

The council will also be undertaking an Employment Land Review which will help to
better understand the area's land supply. When completed, the employment land
review will feed into future housing assessments by analysing the quality and suitability
of existing economic land to determine whether it is still fit for purpose and consequently
whether the land could be better developed for another use, such as housing.

The SHLAA forms a key component of the evidence base which will underpin housing
policies and land allocations in the Greater Manchester Plan for Homes, Jobs and the
Environment (GMSF) and the Oldham Local Plan. Paragraphs 73-75 of NPPF make
reference to the need for local planning authorities to ensure the Local Plan meets the
area’s housing needs and to ensure a continuous five years’ supply of housing

land. This will be informed by evidence such as the SHLAA, which will contribute to
identifying specific sites or broad locations for growth for a further six to ten years and,
where possible, up to fifteen years after the Plan is adopted. The SHLAA therefore
identifies a wide range of sites from those which form part of the five year housing
supply (including sites which are already under construction) to those which may have
potential in the longer term.

It is also used to inform the council’s Brownfield Land Register which is published
separately. The regulations M on this require the publication of registers of previously
developed land that is considered appropriate for residential development. The
assessment of sites carried out as part of the SHLAA will help the council to decide
which sites could be added to the Register.

Whilst the SHLAA is an important evidence source it does not, in itself, determine
whether a site should be allocated for development. Instead, the purpose of the
assessment is to provide information on a range of options to allow an informed decision
to be made on which sites are most suitable to meet needs.

Greater Manchester Plan for Homes, Jobs and the Environment (GMSF)

3.6

Oldham Council is working with the Greater Manchester Combined Authority (GMCA)
and the nine other GM authorities to develop the GMSF. The plan sets out how we'll
make Greater Manchester one of the best places to live and work in the world. It's
being produced by all 10 Councils working together in partnership, which will ensure
that we have the right land available in the right places to deliver the homes and jobs
we need up to 2038. It will also identify the new infrastructure such as transport, schools,
health centres and utility networks required to achieve this.

1

Town and Country Planning (Brownfield Land Register) Regulations 2017.


https://www.oldham.gov.uk/info/200585/local_plan/2043/brownfield_land_register

3.7

3.8

3.9

The GMSF will identify what is needed to meet demand for housing and business
development and will help manage the supply of land across the city-region. This will
include determining how many new homes and how much land is needed for new jobs
over the next 20 years, as well as identifying broad locations for development.

Public consultation on the draft GMSF was carried out from January to March 2019.
The consultation responses are available through the GMCA website. The next
consultation on the plan will be carried out in Summer 2020.

The SHLAA methodology outlined in this report follows the relevant Planning Practice
Guidance (PPG) note updated in July 2019 by the Ministry of Housing Communities
and Local Government (MHCLG), which sets out the core outputs and process
requirements for the assessment. PPG recommends that a “call for sites” is undertaken
as part of the SHLAA process. The GMSF consultation in 2016 included a GM-wide
call for sites where local residents, businesses, land owners and developers were
invited to submit details of sites that they thought could be suitable for housing or
economic development. Alongside the sites identified through other sources (see
Table 2), the results of this call for sites process will contribute to the range of the sites
and broad locations that are considered in the SHLAA where they fall within the urban
area (and not in the Green Belt).

Scope of Assessment

3.10

3.1

3.12

PPG states that the area selected for the assessment should be the housing market
area (HMA). Discussions on the Areas of Assessment for housing land requirements
were carried out through the first GMSF consultation. The Options Paper concluded
that, given the complex functioning of housing and labour markets within GM, the
issues of district identity, and the availability of population and household projection
data, it was considered that the most appropriate unit of analysis below GM was the
individual districts. These were subsequently used as the areas of assessment for
the October 2016 draft GMSF. Therefore the area of geographical assessment for
the SHLAA — which equates to the Housing Market Area - is the Oldham Borough
boundary (apart from those parts of the Borough that fall under the responsibility of
the Peak District National Park Planning Authority).

As stated, the council is working collaboratively with the GMCA and the other nine GM
districts to ensure that, whilst each authority will undertake their own SHLAA, the broad
approach is consistent and will be used to inform the GMSF.

This report updates the 2018 SHLAA, published in December 2018. The baseline for
this assessment is 1% April 2019. It provides the five year land supply position covering
the period between 1% April 2019 and 31% March 2024, and also identifies the potential
supply for the medium (years 6 to 10) and longer term (11 years plus).



4 Methodology

4.1 The purpose of this section is to outline the procedure used for completing the various
stages of the SHLAA, informed by the methodology set out in the current PPG (updated
July 2019). The guidance recommends the use of this standard process as it makes
clear what inputs and processes are required in order to create a robust assessment
of land availability, helping to ensure a consistent and thorough review is undertaken.
It states that the assessment should:

° Identify sites and broad locations with potential for development; assess their
development potential; and assess their suitability for development and the
likelihood of development coming forward (the availability and achievability);

° Set out the potential type and quantity of development that could be delivered on
each site/broad location, including a reasonable estimate of build out rates, setting
out how any barriers to delivery could be overcome and when;

° Include an indicative trajectory of anticipated development and consideration of
associated risks.

4.2 The flow chart overleaf sets out the various stages in the methodology:



Figure 1: SHLAA Methodology
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Stage 1: Site and Broad Location Identification
Determining which sites and areas will be surveyed

4.3 PPG advises assessing a range of different site sizes from small-scale pieces of land
to potential large-scale development parcels. The guidance suggests applying a
minimum size threshold of sites and broad locations to include only those capable of
accommodating five or more dwellings or economic development on sites of 0.2ha (or
500m? of floor space) and above. However, the guidance allows for Local Planning
Authorities to consider alternative thresholds if they feel this is appropriate.

4.4 As ageneral rule, aside from small sites under construction or which have an extant
(current) planning permission for housing, rather than a specific site area, the threshold
of a capacity of 5 dwellings or more has been used to determine which sites should
be included in the SHLAA. This threshold relates to the small sites allowance which
is discussed in more detail in section 4.48 onward.

Data sources

4.5 Table 2 below identifies the data sources from which the list of sites and broad locations
has been selected for this assessment:



"MBIADY UB|d [BD07 8U} pue UoIe}NSuU0d 4SIND 8y} Ag pepasiadns Usaq MOU Sey Juswnoop SUoeoO|Y 8)IS 8y} jo uoieledald ey

Auy ‘8102 Ul YV THS snoinald ay} jo ued se paysiignd sem ydiym as101oxd sa)is
Joy ||eo Bulobuo ue osje si a1y | "(Hudwinooq ue|d JuswdojaAaq Suoied0||y dUS
pasodoud uay} 8y} WwIojuI 0} ‘Z1L0Z Ul ABAINS S8)IS 10} [|BD, B YOOuapuUN I2UN0) 8y |

(8102 YVTHS
wloJ}) asI01axa Sa)Is 10}

[leo Buiobuo pue sesioiaxs
S9)IS 10} ||BD |BOO| SNOIABIH

"VVIHS 9y1 ybnouy} Juswissasse |ea0]| Joj papnjoul usag os|e
aAey salis ‘(jJ@g uaals) ay) Ul Jou) Bale UeqJn 8y} UIYIM |e) Aay} alaym Jng |9A8]
INS 1e 1IN0 pallIed usaq sey asay} Jo Juawssasse ay| ‘Juswdojanap JuswAojdwa

Jo Buisnoy o} 8jgeyns aq pjnod ybnoy Aay) 1eyy salis Ayiauspi 0} siedojenap
puUB SIBUMO pue| ‘S9SSauISNg ‘SjuspIsal |ed0] payse siyl "/ 10z Aleniga4
Ul pasO|0 pue G| 0Z JoqWIBAON Ul payoune| Sem asI01axa Sa}Is 1o} ||ed ND V

"UOIE)NSUOD ASIND BY} JO
Med se uayeuspun ‘esioiexa
S3)IS 10} |9 SpIM-ND

siedojonap
pue slaumopueg]| ‘sjuapisal
Aq pspiwgns se)g

"(S}SIA 8)IS pue SpJ02al Xe) [I9UN0d ‘spJodal |043u0d Buipjing Buisn) suonadwod
Buisnoy piodai pue Aiddns pue| Buisnoy sy} Jojiuow 0} pasn s siy| “aseqelep V1H
By} OjuUl palajus pue (piejody) walsAs piodas uoneoldde Bujuueld s [10UunNod By}
wioJj uaye) ale asn |enuapisal oy uoissiwliad Buluueld pajuelb salis ||e Jo s|ielaqg

(Buluue|q oi6ajeNS

Aq pidy) (V1H) Hpny

pueT BuisnoH / (plejody)
spJooal uoneoldde Buluue|d

‘paj|els sey uoionJjsuod
alaym Jo pasde| sey
uoissiwiad alaym sayis Aue
sopnjoul siy| usawaalby
901 S e Jo uons|dwod

ay) 0] 109[gns uoissiwiad
Buiuue|d 1ueib 0] parjosal
Sey [IUN092 8y} 8I8YM 1o
Buisnoy o} uoissiwiad
Buiuueld ypm says

"uonew.Jloyul UISIA 8)IS pue Xe| [Iouno) ‘josuo) Bulping
wou} Aauenb palojuow ale sbBuljjemp Jo suona|dwos pue sjusWsoUsIWO)D

uoneue|dxgy

SpJ02al XB} |1IoUn0Y /(pIe|ody)
spJodal |04ju0d Bulping

921n0g eje( |BNUd}Ood

uoIONJISUOD
Japun says Buisnoy
uo Ajoedeo Buluiewasy

a)s JO adAL

UOIED1J1JUBPI UOIJBIO[/AYS 10} S8DINOS BJep [BIIUS}Od Z d|qeL

11




SWAYDS JUSWAO[OASP [BJ0]/0C MOMAUIE]] JUSWAO[OASP [BJ0] 9y} Ul SIUaWnoop/60Z00¢/0JUlSNACD WeYpP[o MMM//-SaRY :2Wayos

uawdojaAa( [e007 S,[IDUNOD BY} Ul PUNO} 8¢ UBD UoljewIoul Jayung “paysiignd pue paledald aie ue|d |00 8y} Jo sabels Jualsayip ay) se aoe|d
9)E} [|IM UOIJE}NSUOD [BUOIIPPY UIBJUOD PINOYS UB|d [BD0] MU U} JBym Uo SMaIA Buiyeas /0g 1snBny pue Ainp Bulinp uoije)nsuod [eijiul Ue Yoouapun [19uUnod ay |
‘uononpoud ueld jo sabejs |eniul 8y}
0} Buneal sanuoyine Buiuueld [e00) Joj sjuswalinbal oy10ads 10 s18s Z L0z suonenbay (pueljbug) (buluueld [e207) Buluue|d Aiunod pue UMo] a8y} Jo gL uonenbay

"Jjog uealo) JO SSO|
83U} 8SIWIUIW 0] 8JISBP 8Y) PUB MBIABI UB|d |E20] Mau 8y} Jo 1yBI| ul palapisuoosl
aq ||m 8say) pue aoueljdwoo-uou Aoijod Jawioy 0} anp jsed 8y} Ul pajuNoosIp
usaq aAey Aew asay) Jo awos ‘Juswdojarap Joj [enusjod Buiney se paiiuapl
usaq Ajsnoinaid aABY Yolym S8)is JO aseqelep aAISUs)Xa Ue Sey |1Iounod ay |

aseqelep VVI1HS

sojepdn

VVTHS / VVHS paysiignd
snolAald pue aseqgejep
So}IS [enusajod Bunsix3

‘'sue|dia)sely 84jua) uMo] uojhAoy pue asuad
UMO] Weyp|O Se Yons sjuswnoop ul sasn [eljuapisal [elusajod oy payiuapl sa)is

sjalq
uswdojaaa / suejdisisely

‘0002 (dan) ue|d wuswdojaraqg Aienun snoinaid

ay) wolj |10z 1equianoN ul paydope (gdQ 1ulor) uswnooq ue|d juswdojaaaq
juswabeue|) Juswdojaaag pue ABajelis 8109 JUIor 8y} OjUl PJBMIO) PALIED SloM
yolym suoneoojje buisnoy g pue | aseyd paaes (padojorap-un "a°1) buluieway

Buisnoy
Joj suoneodo|e ueld |eo07

uoissiwJiad

Buiuue|d yym 104

Jou says uo suejdialsel
/ Sja1iq Juswdojanap
8)IS pue suoledo|e
Buisnoy bunsixg

"(e)S!U} UO Uoneynsuoo Aues ey jo ed se

UONBJBPISUOD J0) PaliLgNSs 81oMm SalIs JO Jaquinu Y "MaIAS. UB|d [e00 Mau 8y}
Jo BuuuiBaq ay) Buniiew £}0g ul ‘) 820U | uonenBay e panss! 1ounod 8y L

uone}Nsuod
ue|d |eoo Jayuny Aue
o ued se papiwgns salis

"@1epdn 1xau 8y} |uUn Yy HS SIYl 01 8suodsal ul papiwgns aq 0] salis 10} uado
urewal ||Im salis JoJ ||eo BuloBuo 8y uoNeISpISUOD 0} Y THS @Y1 Ul papnjoul
uaa( aABY BLIBILIO UOIBIO0| pUE 8)IsS 8y Joaw pue padojaAspun ulewal Yolym sa)is

uoneuejdxgy

921n0g eje( |elUadlod

9IS JO adA)

12


https://www.oldham.gov.uk/info/200709/documents_in_the_local_development_framework/230/local_development_scheme

‘lenusyod
wswdojaaap Buisnoy Jiay) 10) passasse uaaqg aAey sBuip|ing pue pue| Juedep

Apnis aoedg uadp

sosegelep Auadoud
[e10JBWWOD)

pueT padojaraq
A|snoinaid-eseqgeleq
s pueT |euoneN

J9)s16a1 Auiedoud
Adwa Ajuoyine |07

:9pN[oul $82IN0g

(lenuapisal

0} sao1y0 "6 8 sebueyd
uswdojanap papiwiad
lenusjod ‘sBuipjing
[eanynoube pasnsip pue
uepunpai ‘sswoy Aydwa
Buipniour) sBuip|ing pue
pue| 101|948p pue JuBdBA

‘ybnouioq
ay} ssouoe sue|d uoneoojal Jo saniunyoddo Juswdojaasp |enuajod Jo aleme ale
puUB SJ0}SBAUI pUB SSBUISN( YlIIM A|9SO|0 3JOM UOI}08S uoljelauabay s, 1ounod ay |

uonoss uonelauabay
YsM suoissnosi(g

‘lenuajod |eluapisal ainyny SSaSSe 0} Y THS 9y} Ul papn[oul usaq aAey

A8y} ‘pue| pjaisUMOIQ JO 824n0S Juenodwi Ue WIoy S8)IS ||Iw 8y} Sy “S||IW JO asn
Bunsixe pue Aouedno20 ‘UoiRIPUOD By} paplodal SIy] 910z Ul puejbug oL0)SIH
AQ N0 paled sem S|jiw 9|iIxa) J10)SIY S, Weyp|O 1o AeAins aAlsuayaldwod vy

Asning [N

uswdojaaap Buisnoy 1o}

|enuajod aney Aew yaiym
sasn Jayjo Joj pajeubisap
|/ sS@snh paysl|geisa

ul sapiunyoddo [euolippy

‘'sieyenspun Aloyniels ‘siapinoid Ajjin ‘saolnleg
al14 ‘921|0d ‘©9IAI8S Y}|edH [BUOljEN ‘JUBWIUIBAOS) |Bljud) SE Yyons Salpoq J0}0as
a1lqnd Jayjo jo sueid a16ajels yum uswabebus pue sdew pue spiooal Buissassy

dew uoissiwwo) pue /
pue| J0308s 21|gnd JO SpPJ0oaY

pue| 10}09s
o1lgnd snjdins awo02aq
0} Ajay1| pue snjding

‘aoeds uado Buisixa pue sa)s pales|o ‘sbuipjing/sanijioe;
[1oUNO2 Juepunpal apnoul Aew siy] -ajelidosdde alaym |epusjod juswdojorsp
J18y} J0} passasse a(q [|IM |esodsip 10} pasapisuod Buiaq aie yolym sa)s

uoneuejdx3y

Apn)g aoedg
uadQ / MaInaY 18SSY 1o11SIq
/ 1818169y 19SSy S,|1oun0D

22IN0g eje( |B)Ud}Od

diysiaumo
S.JIOUN0) Weyp|O ul puen

a)Is JO adAL

13




‘sjesodoud uswdojanapal /
aoueles|o Japim Jo Jed se abiswa Aew pue| g|gejieAe Aimau 1o Ajoeded jeuonippy

sjesodoud /
seale Auoud uonelsusboy

seale

OlWIOU093 JO [eljuUapISal
Bunsixe jo ubisapal pue
swdojarapal a|eas ablieT

‘suoneynsuod / sdoysxyiom je suonsabbns

ybnouy} pue abpamouy| |B20] ‘S)SIA 8)is ‘sdew |euse pue SO Buisiunnios
as10Jaxa doj] ysap e se auop sem siy} ‘uoisuedxa ueq.n Joy [enuajod Aue Ajuapi 0}
passasse aJam saiiunuoddo |iul jeiuajod pue seale uegun Bunsixa Jo sabpa ay |

Aydeiboyoyd
|[euay / sdew Asaing
9oueuplQ / sAanins 8)IS

eale
uegJn ay) Jo abps punole
pue| pjeyuaalb JaylQ

uoneuejdxgy

Aoning N
MBIASY pue JuswAhojdw

921n0g eje( |elUadlod

9IS JO adA)

14



Stage 2: Site / Broad Location Assessment

Desktop review of existing information

4.6

4.7

4.8

4.9

In accordance with the PPG, the long list of sites and broad locations derived from
data sources and the call for sites was assessed against national policies and
designations to establish the development potential of the land and whether they should
be included in the SHLAA survey.

All sites included within the SHLAA have been plotted onto the council’s Geographical
Information System (GIS). A dedicated SHLAA database of known sites and locations
also records the following information:

e  Site name, address and other details (including location coordinates);

e  Nature of the land and surrounding area (e.g. brownfield / greenfield; residential,
industrial etc.);

e  Existing and / or previous uses, where known;
e  Planning history;

° Land ownership details, where known;

) Constraints information;

e  Accessibility;

e  Site visit notes;

e Development potential (if not already identified through existing planning
permission);

e  Assessment of deliverability and developability (informed by of an assessment
of the site’s suitability, availability and achievability).

A review of existing information held by the council will also be used to identify potential
constraints to development. Such sources include information held by Development
Management (conservation areas, listed buildings, tree preservation orders etc.),
Environmental Health (contaminated land, noise, proximity to landfill sites etc.), and
Strategic Planning and Information (public transport accessibility, access to key services,
current Local Plan designations etc.). There will also be consultation with key
organisations (such as Environment Agency, United Utilities and Highways Agency)
and other sections within the council as appropriate. GM Mapping tools and data,
which provides information on key constraints and infrastructure, has also been used
to inform the assessments.

PPG states that those sites where particular policy constraints have been identified
through the desk-top analysis should still be included in the wider assessment process
for the sake of comprehensiveness but these constraints must be clearly set out.
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Importantly, however, it must be borne in mind that the desktop review should test the
previously defined constraints on whether they are still relevant and appropriate, rather
than unquestionably re-use them.

4.10 PPG makes clear that the site survey should be proportionate to the level of detail
required for a robust appraisal. Therefore, a greater level of assessment has been
carried out on those sites that are considered to be realistic candidates for development,
particularly those that could come forward in the shorter term.

Assessing Suitability, Availability and Achievability of Sites / Broad Locations for
Development

4.11 Assessing the suitability, availability and achievability (including the economic viability
of a site) will provide the information as to whether a site can be considered deliverable
or developable. NPPF defines these terms as follows:

To be considered deliverable, sites should be available now, offer a suitable
location for development now, and be achievable with a realistic prospect that
housing will be delivered on the site within five years. These are the sites that
will form the five year housing land supply;

To be considered developable, sites should be in a suitable location for
development and there should be a reasonable prospect that the site is available
and could be viably developed at the point envisaged. These are the sites that
may form part of the post-five year housing land supply.

Assessing the suitability of sites / broad locations for development

4.12 An assessment will be made of the suitability of the identified use or mix of uses of a
particular site or broad location, including whether the development may meet the
needs of the community.

4.13 The assessment of suitability should be guided by:

National planning policy set out in the NPPF, local planning policies in the adopted
Local Plan (where these are considered up-to-date and are relevant to the SHLAA)
and emerging Local Plan documents;

any physical and other constraints identified through desk top surveys and site
visits such as access, infrastructure, ground conditions, flood risk, hazardous
risks, pollution or contamination;

landscape features, nature and heritage designations;

appropriateness and likely market attractiveness for the type of development
proposed;

contribution to regeneration priority areas;

environmental / amenity impacts experienced by would be occupiers and
neighbouring areas.
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4.16

When assessing the sites against the adopted Local Plan, it will be necessary to take
account of how up to date the policies are and whether identified constraints are still
appropriate. The extent to which constraints can be overcome will also need to be
considered, as well as the necessary action required to achieve this. This may include,
for example, investment in new infrastructure, dealing with land ownership issues,
environmental improvement and considering whether current development policies
are responsible for constraining development. An indication of when and how the
action could be delivered will also need to be given, as well as stating how this will
affect the subsequent deliverability of the sites. Oldham’s Local Plan is currently being
reviewed and will be influenced by the outcomes of the GMSF. Policies and approaches
emerging from this, alongside changes to national policy guidance and legislation, are
very likely to have to be taken into account.

Sites allocated in existing plans or with extant planning permission will generally be
considered suitable for development, given that an assessment of suitability formed
part of the decision to grant planning permission or allocate the site. However, it may
be necessary to assess whether circumstances have changed which would alter their
suitability.

In determining the suitability of sites, the following key assumptions have been made:

e  Although the NPPF encourages the use of previously developed land, it does not
promote a sequential approach to the use of land. Therefore, greenfield sites
which do not have any other policy protection or constraints may be considered
suitable for development;

e  Apart from those sites identified for development in the draft GMSF (or which
have planning permission), sites in the adopted Green Belt have been considered
unsuitable for development given their conflict with Local Plan policy and the very
strong protection afforded to the Green Beltin NPPF. These sites have not gone
through any further suitability assessment;

e Land within established employment areas (in particular allocated Business
Employment Areas and Saddleworth Employment Areas) have generally been
considered unsuitable for housing development. This is unless there is known
developer interest in a site and it is considered likely that justification for the loss
of employment land could be provided. This is also the case for mills and other
employment sites that are in good condition, are occupied or are providing an
important economic function. These will continue to be reviewed but if they
appear to be economically viable or still provide an important local employment
function, the recommendation will usually be that they remain in their current use.
As this is only a general assessment, some employment sites identified as suitable
may prove not to be when assessed in more detail (i.e. when more evidence is
available);
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Sites which are constrained by current open space policy will need to be subject
to a more detailed open space audit and review before being considered for
housing, assessing it against current and future needs of local residents. This is
unless current circumstances suggest they could be suitable;

Other Protected Open Land (OPOL): this is a local designation and sites currently
allocated as OPOL are being reviewed as part of the preparation of the new Local
Plan to assess whether they still meet the criteria for future protection. An initial
assessment of these sites has suggested that some areas may have housing
potential. However, in order for these sites to be available for development they
would need to be de-designated as a protected site through the Local Plan
process. Those sites which are currently felt to have potential therefore remain
as discounted but this will continue to be reviewed as part of future SHLAAs. Any
OPOL which form part of a GMSF allocation has been assessed separately.

4.17 Other reasons which may make a site unsuitable:

Sites where there is no physical point of access to the highway and no prospect
of creating an access within the landholding;

The topography of the site makes development difficult;

The site is significantly affected by pylons and/or masts which would reduce the
developable area;

Land identified by the environment agency as falling within flood risk zones 3a
and/or 3b;

Sites within national designations including SSSIs, Special Areas of Conservation
and Special Protection Areas;

Sites where it is known that they are not available and there is no reasonable
prospect of residential development being achieved;

Current use of the site is the most appropriate and should be retained e.g.
employment, allotments, car park, open space.

4.18 Sites considered unsuitable are deemed as having no housing potential and will not
be put through the full assessment process and no potential dwelling capacity will be
counted towards the land supply.

Assessing the availability of sites / broad locations for development

4.19 Asiteis considered available for development, when, on the best information available,
there is confidence that there are no legal or ownership problems, such as unresolved
multiple ownerships, ransom strips, tenancies or operational requirements of
landowners. This will often mean that the land is controlled by a developer or landowner
who has expressed an intention to develop or sell the land for development.

4.20 In assessing the availability of sites for development, land ownership constraints have
been examined in the following ways:



4.21

Determining whether a site is in active use and how likely it is that this will cease
and the site will become available for other uses;

The likely disposal date of any council or other public sector land;
Ownership information from planning application forms (with the assumption that
if the applicant was also the owner of the site at the time of the application, then

it is reasonable to assume there are no ownership issues to prevent development);

Knowledge of whether a site is owned by a developer, has had developer interest
or has been marketed for sale;

Sites suggested for development through a call for sites process (including local
call for sites and through the GMSF consultation).

Where potential availability problems have been identified, then a judgment will need
to be made as to how and when they can realistically be overcome. This will help to
determine where they may sit in the housing land supply. Consideration should also
be given to the delivery record of the developers or landowners putting sites forward,
whether the planning background of a site shows a history of unimplemented
permissions or how well the promotion of a site through the development plan process
has been translated into the implementation and delivery of new housing on the ground.

Assessing the achievability (viability) of sites / broad locations for development

4.22 Asite is considered achievable for development where there is a reasonable prospect
that the particular type of development will be developed on the site at a particular
point in time. This is essentially a judgement about the economic viability of a site, and
the capacity of the developer to complete and let or sell the development over a certain
period.

4.23

In assessing whether each site is achievable, account has been taken of adjacent
uses, attractiveness of the locality and the level of potential market demand. In addition,
the following factors have been considered:

Whether planning permission has been implemented / construction has
commenced on the site;

The known intentions of the developer/landowner in bringing the site forward for
development;

Evidence of viability prepared to support the development of the site e.g.
documents submitted as part of a planning application or in a call for sites
submission;

Obvious costs that would impact on a scheme’s viability (for example, remediation
costs on a site that has had previous industrial uses or landfill).
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Estimating the development potential of each site

4.24

4.25

4.26

4.27

4.28

4.29

When assessing the capacity of a site, it is acknowledged that not all of a site will be
built on. Site areas are recorded in ‘gross’ hectares but in order to reflect the realities
of development it is necessary to identify the ‘net’ development area. If a site were to
be developed in real-life this developable area would need to exclude areas such as
major distributor roads, community facilities (such as a new school or health centre),
significant areas of open space and landscaping and green infrastructure. In general
the greater the site area, the greater the area given over to supporting infrastructure.

For the SHLAA the following assumptions on net developable area were used (in line
with the approach taken from the GMSF strategic allocations):

e Large Sites (100 hectares +): likely to have greater requirements for ancillary
facilities/uses, for example schools, open space, roads therefore assume 70%
of gross area;

e  Small Sites (less than 100 hectares): these are smaller in size therefore fewer
infrastructure/service requirements — assume 80% of gross area.

As there are no large sites assessed in this SHLAA, the 80% assumption has been
used for all sites which do not already have an identified capacity.

Having calculated the developable area, it is then necessary to estimate the potential
development capacity of each site i.e. the number of dwellings the site could
accommodate. Many of the sites have been put forward with an indicative site capacity
or this has already been established through the plan making or planning application
process. Where detailed information from planning applications, masterplans or
information provided from Call for Sites is available, that will be used to allocate dwelling
yield to the appropriate timeframe.

For other sites where there is no suggested capacity, the SHLAA has adapted the
density assumptions used for different locations in the draft 2019 GMSF (adjusted for
any individual site characteristics or physical constraints). Increasing residential
densities is an essential element of the GMSF town centre strategy and new
development should take advantage of high public transport connectivity in these
areas. This is set out in Table 3 overleaf.

The draft GMSF, published in January 2019, set out proposed density assumptions
for new housing developments. These have been used to inform the density
assumptions and as such the capacity of sites within the SHLAA where appropriate.
The assumptions are set out in the table overleaf:



Table 3 Draft GMSF 2019 Density Assumptions for New Housing

Location (highest = Minimum net residential density (dwellings per hectare)
density applies
when site falls Within the location Within 400 metres | Within 800 metres

within more than
one location)

Designated centres:

City Centre 200 120 70
Designated town 120 70 50
centres
Other designated 70 50 35
centres

Public transport stops:

Main rail stations and | N/A 200 120
Metrolink stops in the

City Centre

Other rail stations N/A 120 70

and Metrolink stops
in large designated
centres

Other rail stations N/A 70 50
with a frequent
service and all other
Metrolink stops

Areas within GMAL | 50 35 35
6 and above

All other locations: minimum net residential density of 35 dwellings per hectare

4.30 The policy states that lower densities may be acceptable where they can be clearly
justified, including where there is a demonstrable need for a particular type of housing
that cannot be delivered at higher density or site-specific issues, such as design or
impact on landscape.

4.31 In order to deliver a mix of housing, the densities above should typically be delivered
as follows:

a. 35-70 dwellings per hectare: primarily houses;

b. 70-120 dwellings per hectare: mix of houses and apartments;

c. 120+ dwellings per hectare: primarily apartments, incorporating houses and/ or
ground-floor duplexes where practicable.
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4.32

4.33

In identifying the capacity of Potential Sites within the SHLAA, the density assumptions
set out above were applied. In the case of historic mills, which are often large,
multi-storey buildings with a large existing floorspace, a higher density has been applied
to account for possible conversion to apartments or, if the mill is to be demolished, to
make the most efficient use of land.

The true potential of a site can only be determined by more detailed assessment having
regard to a number of factors outside the scope of this assessment so it should be
noted that the dwelling capacity of sites in this report is indicative only. It should not
be assumed that planning permission may be granted for the number of dwellings
identified in the SHLAA.

Timescales and rate of development

4.34

4.35

4.36

4.37

The information gathered from assessing the suitability, availability and achievability
of the development land will be used to determine the likely timescale within which
each site is capable of development. This may include indicative lead-in times and
annual build-out rates.

Having regard to the definition of 'deliverability' in the glossary of NPPF, there is an
assumption that sites with full planning permission for residential use are deliverable
within the next five years, unless there is clear evidence that they will not be
implemented within this timescale. Sites with outline permission or existing housing
allocations may be included in the five year supply if there is evidence to suggest that
they will be delivered in the short term, or they do not constitute 'major' development
(i.e. they have a capacity of under 10 dwellings).

Alongside sites with planning permission, some sites without extant permission (as of
1 April 2019) have been included in the five year supply. These are generally those
which have previously been identified as a potential housing site and which are going
through the planning permission process and/or where the council is satisfied that the
landowner/developer has demonstrated there will be development on the site within
the next five years.

For other sites, an estimate has been made as to when they will come forward for
development, informed by the following factors:

e  The size of the site, assuming that (for sites without an extant
permission) development that is not major (i.e. less than 10 dwellings) is
usually likely to be deliverable sooner than larger, more complicated sites;

e  Whether a site already benefits from outline permission or the landowner has
shown as interested in developing the site;

° Regeneration and funding priorities;

o  Whether the site is occupied or whether existing uses will need to be relocated;
) Whether there is known developer interest in the site;

e  Evidence relating to financial viability of the site;

e Any need for site assembly or any legal or ownership constraints;



4.38

4.39

4.40

4.41

e  The need for mitigation or particular infrastructure provision before development
can take place;

) Market conditions.

In order to establish realistic delivery rates, some analysis has been undertaken of the
average time taken between a grant of planning permission and start of construction
— and then the number of completions that take place per year. To be meaningful,
this analysis can only include larger sites of at least 50 dwellings and those being built
by private developers. Other types of development, such as those including affordable
homes, are often driven by funding commitments and tend to be built out relatively
quickly and are therefore not necessarily typical of the housebuilding market.

This found that the average lead-in time between permission and first commencement
was approximately 6 months and that an average of 40 dwellings per year were
completed. However, there have been relatively few large-scale, fully private
developments in recent years and more evidence will need to be gathered to establish
this as a consistent trend. A relatively modest completion rate assumption of 30
dwellings per year has therefore been used in this SHLAA, unless additional information
known about individual sites suggests that a higher or lower delivery rate should be
applied.

Having regard to the above considerations, each site was placed into one of three
categories:

e Likely to be developed within 1 to 5 years (i.e. 01/04/19 to 31/03/2024);

e Likely to be developed within 6 to 10 years (i.e. 01/04/2024 to 31/03/2029);
e Likely to be developed 11 years plus (i.e. 01/04/2029 onwards).
The categorisation of sites within the above timescales is based on the circumstances

of the site and officers’ views held at the time of the assessment. Circumstances may
change resulting in sites coming forward sooner or later than first envisaged.

Stage 3: Windfall Assessment

4.42

443

The following section discusses whether an allowance needs to be made for larger
windfall sites i.e. those which have not been specifically identified as available for
housing but have unexpectedly come forward and have subsequently been identified
as having potential or have been granted planning permission. Local authorities have
traditionally made ‘allowances’ for windfall sites when demonstrating the supply of land
in their areas, to reflect the fact that sites continually come forward despite not being
specifically allocated in the local development plan or being identified as part of the
supply within studies such as the SHLAA.

As mentioned in paragraph 70 of NPPF, a windfall allowance may be justified as part
of the housing land supply if there is compelling evidence that such sites will continue
to provide a reliable source of supply. The allowance must be realistic and the results
of this SHLAA exercise, historic windfall delivery rates and expected future trends will
assist in determining this.
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4.44

4.45

4.46

4.47

Oldham does not have a Site Allocations DPD and the only specific housing allocations
comprise of a limited number of allocated sites which were brought forward from the
2006 UDP. Therefore, for Oldham, a “windfall” is defined as a site that, at the time
that planning permission was granted for housing, had not previously been a housing
allocation or had not appeared on a previous list of sites that made up the housing
land supply (as part of the SHLAA or partial update of this).

There will always be a large number of sites coming forward for housing which have
not previously been specifically identified as having housing potential. The nature of
these (for example, changes of use, conversions or sub-divisions of existing buildings,
relocation of existing businesses which frees up land for other uses and so on) can
often mean that their redevelopment is difficult to anticipate in advance, especially if
they are relatively small.

One way to calculate an indicative delivery rate is to identify all sites which would have
been considered a “windfall” at the time it was first granted permission and calculate
completions that have taken place on these sites. For historical data, it has proved
difficult to establish whether some sites would have been windfalls as they may have
been built out over a number of years and the original permission may pre-date the
consistent monitoring data that is currently available. Therefore, the most practical
period to choose for this analysis was to use the base date of the first full SHLAA of
1* April 2012. Initial results suggest that a relatively significant number of dwellings
have been granted permission on such sites. However, this is not considered a long
enough timeframe to establish a consistent trend, especially as there is inevitably some
lag between sites gaining permission and completions coming forward.

Therefore, it is considered most appropriate not to have a windfall allowance until there
is more evidence available. It is considered that windfall sites will continue to supply
a relatively significant proportion amount of housing land and therefore, instead of a
specific allowance, there is an assumption that if some sites identified in the housing
land supply are not delivered in the timeframe anticipated, these will be replaced by
windfall sites.

Approach to small sites in the planning system

4.48

4.49

The council does consider that it is appropriate to make an allowance for small sites
(i.e. those below the SHLAA threshold of 5 dwellings). This is because it is difficult
and resource intensive to specifically identify and assess small sites that have potential
for residential development for inclusion in the SHLAA.

The allowance rate is based on an analysis of housing completions on small sites over
a five year period 01 April 2014 to 31 March 2019. This shows that 250 homes have
been completed on small sites in this period (an average of around 12% of all
completions over this time), equating to an average of 50 homes per annum.



Table 4 Housing Completions on sites producing less than 5 dwellings 01/04/2014 to 31/03/2019

Total completion on sites under 5

dwellings
2014/15 15
2015/16 25
2016/17 35
2017/18 86
2018/19 109
TOTAL 270
Average p.a. 54
4.50 Any small sites allowance would only be applied from year 6 as small sites are already

4.51

included in years 0-5 (where it is known they have planning permission or are under
construction). Account must be taken of any small sites that are already in the post-five
year supply and the capacity of these sites must be subtracted from the allowance in
order to ensure there is no double-counting. In previous years, a number of small sites
were included in the post-five year supply (mainly those with a lapsed permission) but
these have now been removed and the allowance will apply.

Table 4 shows that, based on the average number of homes delivered over the past
five years, there could be an allowance of 810 dwellings applied from 1st April 2024
and beyond.

Clearance Allowance

4.52

4.53

Similar to having an allowance for additional dwellings that are not already accounted
for, an estimate needs to be made of how many dwellings may be cleared or lost from
the housing land supply. The capacity of sites in the SHLAA shows a net figure which
already takes account of demolition and replacement. For example, if one house is
demolished and replaced by two, the capacity would only show a net gain of one; or
if two dwellings are converted into one, a net loss of one would be recorded. However,
there are also circumstances where dwellings are cleared or lost but are not replaced
by new residential development. For example, houses cleared to make way for wider
non-residential redevelopment or through change of use of a dwelling to another use.
In previous years, large scale renewal schemes have led to relatively high clearance
rates but, more recently, most clearance/loss is on a very small scale.

This SHLAA has analysed the actual number of planning permissions that would result
in the loss of a dwelling (not including demolition and replacement which is already
accounted for) and the results can be seen in Table 5.
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Table 5 Clearance / loss of dwellings 01/04/2014 to 01/04/2019

No. of dwellings included in  Has the loss taken place

permissions resulting in (no. of dwellings lost)?
clearance/loss*

2014/15 2 2

2015/16 6 1
2016/17 5 1
2017/18 6 1
2018/19 10 9
TOTAL 29 14
Average p.a. 5.8 2.8

4.54 *Not including sites where cleared dwellings are replaced by new dwellings

4.55 Table 5 shows that clearance/loss of dwellings to other uses has been minimal over
the last five years, with 29 dwellings being granted permission for change of use or
demolition and only 14 actual losses. A relatively small clearance allowance of 4
dwellings a year has therefore been applied, as an average of both permissions granted
for demolition/ change of use and the actual losses. This will be reviewed in future
SHLAAs.




5 Findings

Results of the Assessment

5.1 The sites within the SHLAA are split into different categories depending on their planning
status, position within the housing land supply and the level of assessment required
within the SHLAA:

Sites under construction (remaining capacity as at 01/04/19);
Sites with extant residential planning permission as at 01/04/19;
Saved housing allocations (UDP Phase 1 and 2);

Lapsed and Stalled housing sites;

Potential sites;

Discounted sites.

5.2 All sites and broad locations are placed within one of the above categories and the
assessment then determines how many homes are likely to be delivered on each site
(if any) and when. This calculation then informs the housing trajectory to determine
short and long term housing potential across the borough.

Please note that these findings are based on the housing land supply position as at 1% April
2019. Whilst it has been informed by the latest information available during its preparation,
inevitably, the status of many of the sites included in the SHLAA will have changed by the
time it is published. Changes will be picked up in future updates of the SHLAA.

Breakdown of Housing Land Supply

See Appendix 1 for full listing of sites.

5.3 The tables below provide a summary of the capacity of sites in the overall land supply.
Table 6 shows a summary of the housing land supply by ward and the following tables
break the supply down by site category. Further detail and an explanation of the
categories of sites in the SHLAA is set out in the following section.
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Table 6 Ward Summary of Housing Land Supply

Alexandra 14 228 117 359
Chadderton Central 166 225 349 740
Chadderton North 3 58 91 152
Chadderton South 37 151 204 392
Coldhurst 133 68 339 540
Crompton 6 5 0 11
Failsworth East 96 280 10 386
Failsworth West 349 105 43 497
Hollinwood 142 210 71 423
Medlock Vale 244 199 33 476
Royton North 70 24 123 217
Royton South 70 234 123 427
Saddleworth North 94 225 101 420
Saddleworth South 111 159 24 294
Saddleworth West & Lees | 107 309 31 447
Shaw 113 93 127 333
St James' 200 222 91 513
St. Mary's 176 845 1036 2057
Waterhead 129 158 112 399
Werneth 121 418 5 544
Total 2,381 4,216 3,030 9,627

5.4 See appendix 1b for a full breakdown of sites by ward and appendix 2 for a borough
map showing the sites.



Sites Under Construction

5.5 Table 7 shows sites within the supply that have received planning permission and this
permission has been implemented i.e. a material start has been made to the
development of the site. The capacity figure quoted is the remaining number of
dwellings yet to be completed as at 1* April 2019. Sites in this category will be at
different stages in the construction process, ranging from sites where some dwellings
have been completed and are already occupied to those which have just started ground
works. Table 7 shows that there were 1,203 dwellings available on 109 sites that were
under construction as at 1% April 2019. Sites in this category are included in the current
five year housing land supply.

Table 7 Sites Under Construction

SHLAA Category Total Dwellings @ Total Total Total Dwellings
2019-2024 Dwellings Dwellings - All Periods
2024-2029 Years 11+
Sites under 1,203 0 0 1,203
construction

Sites with an Extant Planning Permission

5.6 Table 8 above shows sites within the supply that had an extant (current) full or outline
planning permission for residential development (including mixed use sites), as at
1% April 2019. It shows that there were 1,406 dwellings available on 181 sites with an
extant planning permission for housing as at 1% April 2019. This includes saved UDP
Phase 2 allocation Holden Fold Lane (H1.2.13) which had outline permission for 12
dwellings as at 1st April 2019 (and which has since had reserved matters approval).

Table 8 Sites with Extant Planning Permission

SHLAA Total Dwellings Total Dwellings Total Dwellings | Total Dwellings
Category 2019-2024 2024-2029 11+ - All Periods

Sites with extant | 745 461 200 1,406
planning
permission

5.7 Sites in this category are included in the current five year housing land supply if they
have a full planning permission for residential or, for sites with only outline permission,
there is evidence to suggest they will be delivered within five years. For large sites of
over 150 dwellings it is expected that, based on a delivery rate of 30 dwellings per
year, some dwellings will be delivered beyond year 5.

Saved UDP Housing Allocations

5.8 This category includes those sites that have been specifically allocated for residential
development in whole, or as part of a mixed-use scheme within the adopted Oldham
Local Plan and which have yet to be developed. These sites were saved allocations
from the previously adopted Unitary Development Plan (UDP) and are split into Phase
1 and Phase 2.
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5.9

5.10

The saved UDP housing allocation policy sets out that Phase 1 housing allocations
are considered to be a priority for development. Some of these are therefore included
in the five year supply if there is evidence to suggest they are deliverable in the short
term. The remaining Phase 1 sites have been placed in the post five year housing
land supply. Phase 2 housing allocations are those that were considered to be
developable in the medium to long term and are therefore included in the post five
year supply (with the exception of Phase 2 site H1.2.13 Holden Fold Lane, Royton
which is included in the five year supply).

All allocations will be subject to a comprehensive review as part of the revised Local
Plan preparation, although they are not fully assessed in this SHLAA they are
considered capable of being delivered within the short, medium and long term. Table
9 shows that there were 810 dwellings available on 16 sites within the remaining
housing allocations without permission as at 1% April 2019. This includes 63 dwellings
on sites considered deliverable in the short term and 747 dwellings on sites considered
deliverable in the medium to long term. A number of these sites have received planning
permission after the monitoring period or are pending decisions on planning applications
- these will be presented as appropriate in future updates of the SHLAA.

Table 9 Saved UDP Housing Allocations

SHLAA Category Total Total Total Total
Dwellings Dwellings Dwellings Dwellings -
2019-2014  2024-2029 11+ All Periods

Saved UDP Phase 1 0 374 0 374

Housing Allocations

Saved UDP Phase 2 63 351 22 436

Housing Allocations

Total Saved UDP Housing | 63 725 22 810

Allocations

Lapsed and Stalled Sites

5.11

5.12

This category includes sites that have previously had planning permission for housing
but where this has expired before being implemented. It also includes “stalled” sites
which are classed as those that have been granted permission and construction has
begun (or a material start has been made) but where there has been no development
activity for at least five years (i.e. before the previous NPPF was published).

Only those sites identified as being capable of delivering 5 dwellings or over have been
specifically identified in the SHLAA. Any lapsed or stalled site less than 5 dwellings
are not included but their capacity is accounted for through the small sites allowance
(see Section 4.48). There is a general presumption that sites within this category
remain deliverable, unless there is a known constraint which would impede their future
development.



Table 10 Lapsed and Stalled Sites

SHLAA Category Total Total Total Total Dwellings

Dwellings Dwellings Dwellings - All Periods
2019-2024 2024-2029

Lapsed and Stalled |0 591 402 993
sites >5 dwellings

5.13

Table 10 shows that there were 993 dwellings available on 43 sites in this category.
Of these, 591 dwellings are considered deliverable within the medium term and 402
in the long term. Although they have the advantage of previously receiving planning
permission for housing, sites that are only considered deliverable in the longer term
are generally those that have been lapsed or stalled for some time. This could suggest
that there may be some issue with the immediate viability of the sites. If they require
a new planning permission, they would also need to be reconsidered against more
recent national and local planning policy.

Potential Sites

5.14

5.15

This category includes sites that have been identified as being suitable for housing in
the future but do not, as yet, have any existing residential planning history (i.e. have
not previously received permission for housing or are not allocated for residential use).
On the whole, these sites are considered unconstrained in relation to significant policy
or physical limitations. Please note that the term “unconstrained” relates to the sites’
general suitability rather than their deliverability. Some of the sites in this category
may have some development issues that will need to be fully assessed and resolved
before they could receive planning permission and be developed.

The category includes some sites that are currently in other uses, such as employment
but there are reasons to assume that housing could be achievable on the site in future.
Reasons which may make such a site suitable include:

e the site has been suggested as potential housing land through the Call for Sites
process as the owner has indicated they have plans to relocate their business to
another site;

) it is within an existing residential area;

° land adjacent or close to the site has been granted permission for housing and
this may have changed the character of the area;

° it is not fully occupied or is no longer fit for purpose to meet modern business
needs or practices;

e  circumstances have changed which mean that a former use is no longer viable
or appropriate.
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5.16 Please note that there are some sites in this category that have recently gained or are
likely to gain planning permission for housing, including Shaw Hall Bank, Grasscroft
(SHA0103) which was granted planning permission (subject to legal agreement) for
20 dwellings in June 2019. For the purposes of this SHLAA, these sites remain in the
“potential” category as this is the status they had at 1™ April 2019.

5.17 Their capacity is counted within the current five year supply and, depending on
development progress, they will move into the “Sites with Extant Planning Permission”
or “Under construction” category from 1% April 2020. Additionally, there are some
potential sites where there may be no policy restrictions preventing them from coming
forward in the short term. These may form part of the five year supply in future updates.

5.18 Table 11 shows that there were 5,215 dwellings available on 97 “potential” sites as at
1 April 2019. Of these, 370 dwellings are considered deliverable in the short term
(those with, or pending, planning permission); sites which have the potential to provide
2,439 dwellings are considered deliverable in the medium term and sites providing
2,406 dwellings are considered to have potential in the longer term.

Table 11 Potential Sites

SHLAA Total Dwellings | Total Dwellings Total Dwellings Total Dwellings

Category 2019-2024 2024-2029 11+ - All Periods

Potential Sites | 370 2,439 2,406 5,215

Location of sites

5.19 Appendices 1 to 3 set out the location of all sites identified within the SHLAA. Appendix
1 presents the housing land supply sites in tables based on the site category. These
are accompanied by an overall borough map showing all the sites in Appendix
2. Appendix 3 provides a more detailed assessment of each new “potential” site
identified as part of the SHLAA 2019.

Discounted sites

5.20 The SHLAA has attempted to identify as wide a range as possible of sites and broad
locations for consideration. Sites which have particular policy constraints have been
included to test the appropriateness of previously defined constraints. There were 205
discounted sites identified - the list is set out in Appendix 4.

5.21 The “discounted” sites are currently constrained for housing, either because of physical
or planning policy restrictions or are otherwise considered unsuitable, unavailable or
unachievable. These sites have been sub-divided into a number of categories
depending on the reasons for discounting.

5.22 It should be noted that just because a site appears within the discounted site list this
does not preclude it from coming forward in the future if it is considered suitable at that
time. For some of the sites, the term “constrained” mainly relates to the sites’ current
suitability for housing rather than deliverability and there may be some potential for
the site to come forward in the future if circumstances were to change. This is especially
the case for those sites which would need to be assessed more fully in the context of
a strategic review of employment land and open space provision. Other sites may



have potential but are not currently considered available. Some, however, are likely
to remain unsuitable, for example if they are significantly affected by Flood Zone 3b
or are physically inaccessible.

Discounted — Business and Employment Areas and Saddleworth Employment Areas

5.23

5.24

The current Local Plan identifies established employment areas known as Business
and Employment Areas (BEAs) and Saddleworth Employment Areas (SEAs). These
were designated for employment-generating uses, aiming to help meet the needs of
the local economy and provide opportunities for investment. The policy for these
employment areas permits uses which fall within business and industrial uses.

As these sites are considered to provide important employment land, any site identified
through the potential sources review (see methodology chapter) which falls within the
boundaries of a BEA or SEA has been automatically discounted. This is unlessitis
considered that the loss of the site to housing would not have a detrimental effect on
the remainder of the employment site or wider economy. If this is the case, the site
may appear in the “potential” category (see individual site assessments in Appendix
3) where it meets the criteria for inclusion.

Discounted — Existing Employment

5.25

5.26

5.27

These are sites which do not fall within an established BEA or SEA but are currently
in active employment use, or are within a wider commercial/industrial area and are
considered to provide an economic function. As with the BEAs and SEAs, such sites
are considered to provide important employment land which should be secured.

Generally, this is also the case for mills which are fully occupied, are in good condition
and where it is considered most appropriate for them to remain in employment use.
Any existing employment site where circumstances suggest they could be an
appropriate housing site have been identified in the “potential” category (see individual
site assessments in Appendix 3).

As mentioned earlier, the established employment areas and other employment land
will be subject to a full assessment which will be set out in the forthcoming Employment
Land Review. This will help inform future suitability of employment land for other uses
and it may be through this process that more sites are included in the housing land

supply.

Discounted - Other Protected Open Land (OPOL)

5.28

5.29

As far as possible, the SHLAA has identified relevant land outside the existing Green
Belt for consideration. This includes designated OPOL land which is currently protected
from large scale development through Local Plan policy. As with employment land,
OPOL will be subject to a full assessment to determine whether it should remain as
protected land (albeit possibly under an amended policy designation).

It is considered that appraisal of the suitability for housing of any current OPOL through
this SHLAA would be premature. Therefore OPOL has been discounted until the
findings of the OPOL review are available and this is explored through the Local Plan
process. Any OPOL which forms part of a GMSF allocation is being assessed
separately.
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Discounted — open space

5.30

5.31

The SHLAA has considered a number of existing open space sites, some of which are
in council ownership which have been identified for consideration through an asset
review. Some of these sites are considered surplus to stock and are being disposed
of or are for possible disposal at some point in the future.

On the whole, existing open space is not considered suitable for development unless
there are circumstances which suggest that housing could be appropriate. For example,
the site may be a cleared housing site which was intended for future redevelopment,
pending a suitable proposal coming forward. Future suitability assessment will be
subject to a wider review of open space provision, which will look at the relationship
between future housing requirements, existing spaces and consequent open space
needs.

Discounted — Green Belt

5.32

Identified sites (such as those submitted through Call for Sites) which fall within the
existing Green Belt have been discounted as development of such sites would not
comply with national policy. Green Belt sites which are brownfield and are otherwise
considered compliant with national policy may continue to come forward through the
planning system. Those Green Belt sites which form part of the GMSF allocations are
being assessed separately.

Discounted — other

5.33

Some sites have been discounted due to other policy and / or physical constraints
which would make development inappropriate. Reasons include being located in an
area which is incompatible with housing, falling below the size/capacity threshold for
inclusion and being within Flood Zone 3b.

Potential capacity from discounted sites

5.34

5.35

5.36

Table 12 identifies the potential capacity from the discounted sites if the identified
in-principle constraints could be removed. This shows that there could be 23,660
dwellings available on 205 sites which are currently discounted as at 1 April 2019.
These figures show that the potential from constrained sites could be significant and
includes a large potential capacity of 2,213 dwellings on 67 mill sites within BEAs,
SEAs and other employment areas.

However, it must be borne in mind that the capacity is based only on a rough estimate
using a standard density of 35 dwellings per hectare multiplied by the net developable
area of the site (80% of the total site area). If any of these sites were to be developed,
the true capacity would likely reflect the fact that not all the land would be developed
or be physically suitable, particularly for OPOL or Green Belt sites.

Whilst some of the sites may come forward as “windfalls” over future plan periods or
further assessment may determine that they could be suitable, most are likely to remain
in their current use and/or will continue to be regarded as unsuitable for housing and
only a proportion of this capacity will be achieved.



Table 12 Discounted sites - potential capacity

Discounted Site Category Number of sites Indicative capacity
Sites in BEAs/SEAs 41 1,305
Other active employment sites 35 1,418
Discounted OPOL (this includes all OPOL, 26 7,589

some of which is considered undevelopable
e.g. river valley )

Discounted existing open space 19 444
Discounted other 2 16
Discounted Green Belt 82 12,888
TOTAL 205 23,660

Update on SHLAA 2018 sites

5.37 Appendix 5 provides an update on sites that were part of the housing land supply in
the previous published SHLAA but no longer appear in this report. This may be because
the site is now built out or they are no longer available/ suitable for housing. It should
be noted that some sites may have moved between categories rather than no longer
being included e.g. a previous “potential” site may have received planning permission
or may now be on the discounted list. Furthermore, the removal of a site from the
SHLAA which had previously been included, does not prejudice that site coming forward
for housing, being granted planning permission for housing or being re-considered for
it's inclusion in future SHLAAs. The SHLAA is an assessment of suitable, available
and achievable housing land at a point in time and is therefore subject to change.
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6 Housing Trajectories

6.1

6.2

6.3

This section of the report provides some information on dwelling completions in recent
years and examines the envisaged completion rates up to 2028/29 and beyond.

Following consultation in 2018, the Ministry of Housing and Local Government (MHCLG)
introduced a standard methodology for calculating local housing need in February
2019. Oldham's current local housing need based on this standard methodology is
692 new homes per year. The draft GMSF published in January 2019 set a housing
requirement for Oldham of 752 new homes per year. This requirement represents a
significant increase on the previous housing requirement of 289 homes per year set
out in the current Local Plan. The following section presents Oldham's current five
year and post five year housing land supply trajectory, against the current housing
requirement.

The housing trajectories take account of all sites identified in the housing land supply
set outin the SHLAA for years 0-5 and beyond and shows the net additional dwellings
which are expected over this time period. It takes account of projected clearance
(which is 4 dwellings per annum) and the small sites allowance of 54 dwellings per
annum (applied from year 6 onwards).



Recent completions

6.4 Table 13 and Figure 2 below provide information on the number of housing completions
since 2008/09 to 2018/19. These have been amended following a monitoring anomaly
which identified 119 missed completions from 2008/09, to backdate the missed
completions into the relevant years. This is fully set out within the Authorities Monitoring
Report 2019, available at: https://www.oldham.gov.uk

Table 13 Housing Completions 2008/09 to 2018/19

2008/09 403 114
2009/10 -80 -369
2010/11 65 -224
201112 11 -278
2012/13 257 -32
2013/14 363 74
2014/15 594 305
2015/16 296 7
2016/17 374 85
2017/18 345 56
2018/19 410 -282
Total 3,038 -544

*prior to 2018/19 the housing requirement was as set out in the adopted Local Plan, at 289
homes per year. For 2018/19 onwards, this Housing Requirement has changed as per the
introduction of the standard methodology by MHCLG, to 692 homes per year.
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Figure 2: Housing Completions 2008/09 to 2018/19
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6.5

Compared to past completions, the above trajectory illustrates that there is expected
to be an increase in the annual average completion rate over the next five years
(2019/20 to 2023/24) with 2,359 net completions over this period (taking account of
expected clearance). This equates to an annual average of 472 dwellings over this
period and reflects the assumed delivery of sites that are either currently under
construction or have an extant planning permission, together with other identified sites
that are expected to come forward in the short term.

Post Five-Year Supply

6.6

The trajectory indicate that a further 7,995 dwellings are expected to be delivered
beyond the next five years. These are expected on sites that would either require a
full or reserved matters application, a new planning application, construction would
need to resume or, for potential sites, be granted planning permission for housing.

Previously Developed Land

6.7

6.8

6.9

In 2018/19, 56% of dwellings were completed on previously developed (brownfield)
land in Oldham. The previously developed land (PDL) trajectory shows:

e  Projections for the next five years show that 69% of the five year housing land
supply is on PDL,;

e  Overall, an average of 71% of all dwellings identified as part of the borough's
potential housing land supply are on PDL.

The PDL projections relating to the housing land supply do not include dwellings
delivered on sites that are a mixture of greenfield and brownfield land within the site.
The five-year housing land supply includes a further 334 dwellings on mixed sites (14%
of the five-year supply). The post five-year housing land supply includes 1,239 dwellings
on mixed sites (17% of the post five-year supply).

In total 83% of the five-year housing land supply and 88% of the post five-year housing
land supply is made up of previously developed land or mixed sites.
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7 Conclusion

71

7.2

7.3

7.4

This SHLAA report provides a snapshot of the housing land supply position as of

1% April 2019. The housing land supply is constantly evolving with new sites gaining
permission, sites being completed and potential land coming forward. As such, the

SHLAA will be reviewed regularly to capture changes which have taken place since

the publication of the previous report.

The SHLAA process also provides an opportunity for stakeholders to be involved in
shaping the land supply position. Suggestions for additional sites are welcomed,
alongside the provision of additional information on any of the existing sites contained
within the SHLAA.

Oldham's current local housing need based on MHCLGs standard methodology is 692
new homes per year. Projected clearance is considered within the SHLAA and will
need to met on top of the housing need figure.

This requirement represents a significant increase on the previous housing requirement
of 289 homes per year set out in the current Local Plan. Whilst the SHLAA demonstrates
that there is a considerable amount of potential housing land currently available, with
the majority of this being brownfield, there will be a need to identify further land if future
housing targets are to be met.



7.5 See separate documents for appendices

Appendix 1a SHLAA Schedule of Sites by Category
Appendix 1b SHLAA Schedule of Sites by Ward

Appendix 2 Borough Map of Housing Land Supply

Appendix 3a Potential Sites Ward Maps

Appendix 3b Detailed 'New' Potential Site Assessment Tables
Appendix 4 SHLAA Discounted Sites

Appendix 5 Update on 2018 SHLAA Sites
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