


Secondly, the assessment takes no account of the value of time. Exchange land that 
can be made available during construction is clearly preferable to exchange land that 
only becomes available once construction is completed. In this respect the land at 
EL2 is clearly preferable to the land at EL4 because adaptation of EL2 for 
recreational use can begin immediately that the land is acquired, whereas EL4 will 
be affected by construction access requirements. 

 

It is clear that, once these two fundamental methodological flaws are eradicated, 
then the exchange land at EL2 is the optimal solution, not the land at EL4, as shown 
in this alternative version of Table C below. 

 

MARK CHAPLIN 

 

 

Revised Table C Exchange Land Assessment 

 

EL number Quantity Quality Access Time Total 
EL1 4 2 1W 3E = 2 1 9 
EL2 5 2 1W 3E = 2 3 12 
EL3 5 2 1W 1E = 1 3 11 
EL4 5 2 3W 1E = 2 1 10 

 

Once the east side requirement is considered EL4 scores 2 instead of 3 for quality, 
and there is nothing to choose between the sites on this criterion. Accessibility is an 
average of separate scores for eastern and western access, with EL4 western 
access reduced to 3 as it is clearly not an enhancement on the current situation. 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 




