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Comment: 

This submission is made on behalf of Farmglade who act as agents for other Group 
companies which own the freeholds of the relevant sites. 
 
Specifically in relation to this Plan and Sustainability Appraisal, Farmglade make comments in 
relation to landholdings at: 
1. Longbottom Lane, Beaconsfield - Learmount Castle Developments Ltd are owners 
of 27 acres of land to the east of the junction with Amersham Road. This land is currently 
open space within the Green Belt, with an existing structure on part of the site. It has a 
planning permission for a recreational use (6 hole golf course). 
2. Tatling End – Capswood Investments Ltd are owners of the site of Phoenix House. 
Farmglade have made comments in relation to Draft Local Plan Policy DM3 in relation to 
Employment designations. 
 
Farmglade therefore objects to this policy and the allocation of site KE18 at Tatling End for 
employment use. 
 
The Bucks Growth Strategy identified that employment land and premises need to be 
enhanced to take account of opportunities around transport hubs and Enterprise Zones (EZ). 
KT18 is not located around a transport hub or in or near an EZ. It is located adjacent to 
existing residential uses in a sustainable location for residential development. This site is 
suitable for development for residential purposes and through its redevelopment would 
make a valuable contribution to a strong residential need in this area, supporting economic 
growth in more suitable locations such as Slough and Uxbridge. 
 
This location does not fulfil a strong employment or economic function and therefore its 
change to a residential use, would make an equally if not better use of this land and meeting 
the requirements in terms of development in the Plan period. 
 
Fundamentally this site (KT18) was not adequately assessed in terms of its use in the 
assessment of its release from the Green Belt. In the Sustainability Appraisal, Appendix B sets 
out the Green Belt Assessments undertaken. This includes an area of 21.11 ha at Tatling End 
(B23) (1.17) (p200 of Appendix B). 
 
In Table B.2.1 this area is not identified for a particular use, whilst others are specifically 
noted where they are considered for residential use. It is not clear in this document or the 
supporting evidence why this was not identified and why it was not also assessed for 
residential use, where it could make a valuable contribution for this purpose. 
 
In the pre-mitigation matrix (Table B2.2.2) the site scores most positively for transport and 
average for residential. The other negative scores, such as for cultural heritage and impact on 
listed buildings, landscape, pollution and health for example, are all shown to be capable of 



mitigation in the Post Mitigation Impact Matrix. These would equally be capable of 
mitigation in a residential as employment use. 
 
Whilst it is recognised that the score would be lower for employment in a loss of 
employment use scenario, this would also be offset by a more positive residential score and 
there is no reason why other matters could not equally be offset in a residential as 
employment use scenario. 
 
It is therefore considered that the impact of either use would be comparable, but that there 
is no reason this area has not more clearly been assessed for residential use in the SA. 
 
Therefore, in the context of the known residential need and demand and the challenge not 
only for Chiltern and South Bucks, but also for Aylesbury Vale in meeting the housing 
numbers in this Plan, the area of Tatling End (particularly KT18) could make a valuable 
contribution to this requirement. Furthermore, this area has not adequately been considered 
in terms of alternative uses in the preparation of the Plan and there is no justification for this. 
  


