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Comment: 

The plan is supposed to run for 20 years from 2016 to 2036.  Consultation took place and 
initial representations were made to CDC back in March 2016. 

There has then been a delay of 3 years before the draft plan was produced with no further 
consultation despite the fact that during this time many things have changed, for example 
the commencement of HS2 works, proposals with regard to the Oxford- Cambridge Arc, and 
increase in concerns over climate change, the environment and sustainability and most 
importantly the fact that CDC will cease to exist with effect from 1 April 2020 and be 
replaced by a unitary authority Buckinghamshire Council. 

It is almost impossible for the draft plan to have gone through consultation and to be 
adopted before 1 April 2020 as has been conceded by CDC.  Furthermore there is no 
requirement on the new authority to adopt the plan in place of CDC although they may well 
choose to do so. 

Regardless of this the fact that the plan and sustainability plan makes no reference to the 
change is a serious omission.  Wherever there is talk of partnership working and potential for 
CDC to hold another authority to account be it AVDC in the provision of housing by 
agreement, or Bucks CC in terms of highways maintenance  that potential safeguarding 
disappear with effect from 1 April next year. 

Furthermore there is nothing within the sustainability report to suggest that any account has 
been taken of these changes. How can the plan be deemed sustainable when it is based on 
an authority that will cease to exist and which cannot bind its successors? 

It appears that the current draft plan and sustainability assessment are both based on 
consultation and events as at early 2016 some 3 years ago and some 4 years before eth plan 
is likely to be adopted, at which point 2o% of the length of time covered by the plan will 
have expired 

It is accepted that the plan is designed to be aspirational and strategic and there are many 
good points with regard to future developments, although any significant developments are 
unlikely to take place within   the parish of GM due to the Green Belt and AONB, as well as 
the conservation area in GM itself. 

The plan is said to positively provide for the community needs and put in place the 
infrastructure to support development whilst protecting the environment so the 
infrastructure plan comments are clearly also important. 

The claim from CDC is that the plan is sound, evidence based and delivers in a sustainable 
way the outcomes needed by the communities. 



The aims of the plan are said to be 

to maximise meeting development needs in the context of environmental policy and 
constraints such as GB, AONB, SAOC, flooding, heritage and wildlife assets. 

Efficient use of developable land is key and affordable housing is a factor.   GMKPC would 
say that there is little if any real provision of affordable housing or housing suitable for the 
increasing percentage of and older population along with the necessary infrastructure to 
support them 

Plans for increasing the stock – or indeed maintaining a stock of affordable accommodation 
appears to be limited in the extreme. The target is supposed to be 28%.  There is reference 
to rural workers requiring provision and yet there appears to be nothing to suggest that any 
developments of rural enterprises will if permitted include provision at that time for 
associated or required accommodation. 

The projected numbers for house builds fail to take into account that the current housing 
targets are not being met so any increase  

Waste reduction and increased recycling is to be supported – and yet the council are at the 
same time as professing this to be an aim removing the recycling facilities within local car 
parks at a time when the County Council has already reduced its recycling facilities 

Impact of major infrastructure projects is to be minimised 

Healthy sustainable community 

Assist business growth and yet in the detail of the approach to increasing business growth 
there is no account taken of the impact of such growth on services and demand so for 
example increased waste, energy use and water use. The assumptions made are that 
business growth will not impact significantly or at all and no plans are made to deal with any 
such issues. Indeed the sustainability appraisal assumes no waste will be generated by 
increased employment facilities within the District, despite the fact that there are plans to 
increase local business opportunities. 

Play an active role in Oxford to Cambridge Arc Growth Board (but it is questionable how far 
this plan can achieve that for an authority that will not exist  and whose replacement 
authority will have wider considerations 

One aspect of the draft plan is to take into account: Factors  of ageing population, 
unaffordable housing special care requirements and a focus on disadvantaged communities 
as well as support for town and local centres and protection of assets be they natural or 
historic building etc 

The draft plan makes specific reference to certain key old towns of historic interest such as 
Amersham and Beaconsfield old towns. Whilst it is accepted that Great Missenden is a much 
smaller commercial centre, it is the most northerly commercial centre within the district and 
is within a Conservation Area.  It is also significantly affected by the proximity of HS2. Its 
continuity is vital to support the local hilltop villages and yet there is barely a mention of it 



within the plan.  This is despite the plan having aspirations that any new development should 
build a sense of community and provide the supporting infrastructure to ensure 
sustainability.  In light of this it seems remiss not to provide plans to help support and 
sustain existing infrastructure for communities that are under threat  

In general issues regarding sustainability do not appear to have been considered on the 
basis of current data or to an adequate level and specific examples and concerns are set out 
below:- 

 Foopaths, cycle ways and pavements 

The plan seems to focus very heavily on provision of footpaths and cycle ways to ease the 
traffic flow on the roads.  However with the exception of larger new developments and a 
requirement in planning to provide for new home to have cycle storage space, there seems 
to be little to encourage either cycle ways of footpaths. The fact that a project has to be put 
forward for the cycle way through Angling Spring Woods not funded by Bucks CC speaks 
volumes. So too does the fact that maintenance of pavements is a very real issue. For 
example the issue of the footpath on Martinsend Lane has been raised with both CDC and 
Bucks CC. This might be one of the potentially busiest footpaths bearing in mind the 
proportion or the parish who live in Prestwood and either commute to London or elsewhere 
on the train, or simply travel to the village for school or shops.  

Firstly there are no street lights which make it difficult to use particularly in the Autumn and 
winter. 

Secondly it is difficulty to get action taken by BCC in respect of overhanging trees and 
outgrowing hedges from properties adjoining the pavements. Once it is a unitary authority it 
is difficult to see that this would improve. 

Thirdly there is the issue of Angling Spring Woods which overhang a large stretch of the 
pavement. This means that branches, leaves etc fall on to the pavement and this is rarely if 
ever cleared. It makes the pavements wet and slippery, especially in the dark and even 
impacts on the drainage on the road. 

There is simply no guidance in the plans as to how these issues would be tackled 

Water supply  and drainage 

The plan refers to the Misbourne as being a chalk stream identified as being of major 
significance in European circles ( internationally rare and important) and yet there is nothing 
in the plans to either protect the Misbourne or to facilitate its recovery, and all of this is in 
the context of the Sustainability plan making it clear that there are water supply shortages in 
the district. 

 

 

 



Services- electricity, gas etc   

Highways 

There are references to the issues of transport north- south along the CDC South Bucks 
Corridor and indeed through Bucks as a whole.  The main north to south arterial route is the 
A413. It will of course be impacted by HS2 and the fact that in the adjoining northerly district 
some 5,500 new homes are to be built as a part of the agreement between AVDC and CDC.  
These factors will inevitably have a significant impact upon the A413, and yet mention of it is 
virtually non-existent, and there is no mention of any plans to improve it to provide any level 
of sustainability. 

  


