AREA: HAWORTH

Site count Capacity Overview Headline Analysis | Detailed Tables
ALL SITES SITES WITHIN TRAJECTORY
(DELIVERABLE OR DEVELOPABLE)
Total No Of Sites 16 No of Green Field Sites 10
Total Area (Ha) 30.52 No Of PDL Sites 2
RUDP Phase 1 Housing Sites 1 Mixed PDL / Green Field 1
RUDP Phase 2 Housing Sites
Sites with Outline / Full pp for Housing 2 Wholly / mainly within flood zone 2 1
Suitable Now 7 Wholly / mainly within flood zone 3a 1
Potentially Suitable (Policy Constraints) 8 Wholly / mainly within flood zone 3b
Potentially Suitable (Physical Constraints) Within / partly within green belt 3
Unsuitable 1 Within / partly within local wildlife
designations
Within partly within local green space 5
desig_]nations

DWELLING CAPACITY
(Based on Median of Upper and Lower)

No Of | Hectares | Short Medium Long Total | % of District
Sites Total
13 26.29 254.5 527.5 71 853 2.3%

HEADLINES / MAIN POINTS

Haworth has a mixed supply of future housing oppomtnities, the majority on land within the
urban area. Half the sites considered deliverablenithe short term period are Greenfield sites, but
are on land either unallocated in the RUDP or idenfied as housing sites in the RUDP, but as yet
undelivered The Safeguarded Land site has been ed out as unachievable on the basis of the
number of protected trees on the site and part ot ifalling within a wildlife area.

Spread of housing across the area is uneven witlrited number in the long term period and if it
comes forward should be spread evenly across theajectory.




‘Deliverable Sites’

‘Developable Sites’

SHORT TERM MEDIUM TERM LONG TERM TOTAL
Years 1-6 Years 7-12 Years 13-17
Lower Upper Mid Lower Upper Mid Lower Upper Mid Lower Upper Mid
Forecast | Forecast| Point Forecast | Forecast| Point Forecast | Forecast| Point Forecast | Forecast| Point
Haworth 228 281 254.5 431 624 527.5 61 8l 71 720 986 853
Trajectory Total

Green Field 85 99 92 385 513 504.5 61 81 71 531 693 612

Mixed 43 52 47.5 46 111 78.5 89 163 126

PDL 100 130 115 100 130 115

PDL 121.5 156 138.75 23 55.5 39.25 1445 2115 178

Consolidated*

PDL % 53.3 55.5 54.5 53 8.9 7.4 20.1 215 20.9
Haworth 0 0 0
Residual ...

Residual — Mixed I I :

Residual PDL
Haworth 720 986 853

Capacity Total




Suitable Now

1.77

355.5

Potentially Suitable — Policy Constraints

18.52

497.5

Potentially Suitable — Physical Constraints

Unsuitable Sites

0.37




SHORT TERM MEDIUM TERM LONG TERM TOTAL
Lower Upper Mid Lower Upper Mid Lower Upper Mid Lower Upper Mid
Forecast | Forecast | Point Forecast | Forecast | Point Forecast | Forecast| Point | Forecast| Forecast| Point
Haworth 228 281 254.5 431 624 527.5 61 8l 71 720 986 853
Trajectory Total
Suitable Now 228 281 254.5 66 136 101 294 417 355.5
Potentially Suitable 365 4388 426.5 61 8l 71 426 569 497.5
(Policy Constraints)
Green Belt 235 314 274.5 6l 8l 71 296 395 345.5
Other 130 174 152 130 174 152
Potentially Suitable
(Physical Constraints)
Residual Supply*
Haworth
Residual Supply Total
Potentially Suitable
(Policy Constraints)
Green Belt
Other
Potentially Suitable g i i i i s i iR e
(Physical Constraints) [ e
Haworth = (Essaissaassas s s s s i s i i i e s e s 720 086 853

Capacity Total




v\ © Low P p L2
) SLMES TANE g
) Q o Wood A ,;\x g
— == Lodge 3 NN ! SN
o Fargn N - A Lower Pierce’Closeyt _
- > >
Low Laithe ., R < A R (¢ N
Farm ey N
2 3
X . vale =
Hebble'Row Q rm
“Weir Back Myrtlg
S . , f
A Terracedl ¥
& Qs o &
2 ya /s o
o
d
P
=‘\ )
o N
ringhead AR

} Lo e
[ Y
. Mill H‘fej/ o

9
%
% Burial
s Gd
)

Lower
oldfield
Fafm Oldfield .
Ic:i::r?] Cricket PW
Ground ol
Pav = AN
\ % ‘ g S AN\
Path iy PR ) < > 3 g %&/, § N Staples
3 : Middle i ' TN Brow
\ 7 : g TN 4 y Browy( BRMTOPYS, MX
te .:— i v \ \ \ Z : : Farm A Nl st \
¥ A ‘ 7 Springfield Farm \ || ="
¥ (Riding School)
=
- Py
a
Sowdens
Farm
)
2
=2
A
i
y Win \
G Turbjne } N
N T Lol 5 A Naylor Hill | N
| Legend X Fam o 3 PN \
& ) gl\‘\ FB L {Sandstone)
N ) " \
™ D Floodzone 3 - V.3_9 \ 1
n -
- Zone 3b Washlands <\ N\ Hal\:,vkcﬁﬁe ‘j L —"Cullingworth Moor
- |:I Adopted Green Belt £l A 5 K 3
B \
< Field Head /XA < = i
.DSettlement Area Boundary IeFar n;aa / R \%\ , \ L ¢a\s\t£:w ,Titiab Ring
. . Pipeli RS ((
.| Shlaa Sites - In Trajectory N . NUAT 8 22 it 3, AN
] /// . \%‘ Y ! \\ (\‘ H
|| Suitable Now o / Al Y R Upper Naylor Hil
F . . . . - 1 7 \’ am
D PotentiallySuitable - Physical Consraints DXK y s, 2 W2 New Bridge
. . . . -1 . % ottage
PotentiallySuitable - Local Policy Constraints =4 4 g : \
v B . . . II'Iead Vs 4 | N . Sluice Ives
Shlaa Sites - Not in Trajectory i~ v Marshend 3\ Planiation jr ] 3\Bottom
1 Old Hall y €25
E Q\ jus] O(GOId'g):ﬁ‘nhope Depot & ’ f;f \ Uph lve Stones Clough
| 1 i 0 Royd.H
Not In Trajectory AT & UN®rih Ives<z Far
ANAY \ = 1\ AN ?S'o N l ridge D If H"
! (FB) - e I
Qaga \\ \ \ \ \ X N I/\ e \ Farm






