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In August 2019 the Beaconsfield Cycle Path Action Group (BCP), objected to a number of DM Policies in 
the draft Local Plan relating to Cycling and Cycling Infrastructure provision. In principle, BCP support the 
cycling aims and objectives of the draft Policy DM DP9 “to ensure streets are safe, convenient and 
comfortable to use for pedestrians and cyclists, and that cycle storage is well located (convenient), 
attractive and secure” but unfortunately other draft Policies do not go far enough to support these aims 
and objectives. 
 
We have provided additional representations below on the ‘Matters, Issues and Questions’ for Stage 1 
which we would ask the Inspectors to take into account: 
 
Matter 1; Issue 2 Sustainability Appraisal: 
Q5. Has there been a material change in circumstances since the latest iteration of the SA? If so, what 
implications does this have on the robustness of the assessment?  
 
Yes; in our opinion, there has been a material change in circumstances. The January 2020 Infrastructure 
Delivery Plan Post-Submission Update, states: “16. This version of the IDP also incorporates ….. comments 
on the publication version of the Local Plan and the submission evidence base for the Local Plan”. There is 
no explanation of how the ‘comments’ have been incorporated and no detailed explanation of the 
changes that have been made. 
 
The 2020 IDP Post-Submission Update clearly states at paragraph “112. In addition, new and improved 
walking and cycling links, including the provision of cycle parking, will be required to provide sustainable 
travel opportunities linking new developments with local services, employment and recreation areas, and 
with onward travel options”. However, this clear objective becomes ‘watered-down’ in the Movement 
and Access Infrastructure Requirements at Appendix 1 of the 2020 IDP at page 32 where reference to 
‘Improvements to public transport/walking and cycling links to increase sustainable transport options 
between employment, services, housing and onward travel options’ only requires the delivery “of some 
improvements linked to site allocations set out in Appendix 2” [our underlining]. 
  
We then see no requirement at the 2020 IDP Appendix 2 for draft Policy SP BP9 Beaconsfield to provide 
‘sustainable travel opportunities linking new developments with local services, employment and 
recreation areas, and with onward travel options’. Indeed, the Council’s response of  20th December 2019 
to the Inspector’s Initial Questions, refers on page 23 under SP BP9 to the “on-site delivery of pedestrian 
footpaths and cycleways towards Beaconsfield Town Centres and railway station” [our underlining] 
 
BCP therefore remains of the view that draft Policy SP BP9 item 4(3) must be extended to include 
necessary off-site footway and cycleway improvements, to be consistent with the aims and objectives of 
the draft Local Plan and to comply with National Planning Policy Guidance, as follows: 3. On-site delivery 
of pedestrian footpaths and cycleways, and any necessary off-site footway and cycleway improvements, 
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towards Beaconsfield Town Centres and railway station, Beaconsfield medical centres and Seer Green 
Railwat station as parts of the development are closer to Seer Green than Beaconsfield. 
 
In addition, draft Policy SP BP9 now needs to be amended and expanded to take into account the material 
change in circumstance of the Government’s announcement on 11th February 2020 of £5billion 
investment   over the next five years to improve bus and cycling services in England, so that local 
infrastructure can improve quality of life and productivity. Such plans include cycling lessons for all 
children, the  creation of “ hundreds of miles” of new cycle paths and plans to make cycling safer in towns 
by expanding projects known as “mini Holland” schemes. Such aim to create “ low-traffic neighbourhoods 
“ outside of London is part of the Government’s plans to double  rates of cycling by 2025. This Government 
policy should be reflected in draft Policy SP BP9 now. 

    
. 
 
 
Q7. How have the constraints of each site been taken into account and any necessary mitigation been 
considered as part of the process of allocating land for housing? In particular, how have the Councils 
considered and assessed the impact of development on transport infrastructure, air quality, heritage 
assets, drainage, schools and health care provision? Where is this set out? 
 
The assessment of the impact of development on transport infrastructure is focussed on unlocking 
capacity for car travel and not on delivering integrated sustainable travel opportunities. This is 
inconsistent with advice in NPPF and contrary to the Councils statement on climate emergency. 
 
 
In Conclusion 
 
We would be grateful if the Inspectors would take these further representations into account and BCP 
remains of the view that draft Policy SP BP9 item 4(3) must be extended to include necessary off-site 
footway and cycleway improvements, to be consistent with the aims and objectives of the draft Local Plan 
and to comply with National Planning Policy Guidance. 
 
We will be appearing at the Stage 2 Hearing Sessions to discuss these points further. 
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