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DAY 3 – THURSDAY 19th MARCH 2020 
 
Matter 3 – Spatial Strategy  
 
Issue	1	–	Distribution	of	Growth	
	
Q3. Does the Plan adequately set out an overall strategy for the pattern, scale 
and quality of development as required by paragraph 20 of the Framework? Is 
this sufficiently clear to decision-makers, developers and local communities? 
 
For Chesham the answer is ‘No’. 
 
Q5. How did the Councils decide on the scale and level of growth attributed to 
the towns and villages in the Plan? For example, why do the allocations in the 
Plan propose significantly more new dwellings in Beaconsfield than Amersham? 
What was the process and what alternative strategies were considered?  
 
Equally one could ask why two similar size Towns, Amersham and Chesham, 
have been allocated 598 and 1,361 dwellings respectively.  
 
Q6. What is the justification for the scale of development proposed on individual 
sites at Beaconsfield and Chesham? Why does the Plan seek to allocate large, 
single allocations, rather than several smaller sites in and around the towns?  
 
Chesham Masterplan has identified several smaller brownfield sites within the 
Town being close to transport facilities, shopping etc., in compliance with NPPF 
and more sustainable. CRCIC is now discussing with the Planning Authority a 
scheme, for 80 new dwellings in the centre of the town. These homes would be 
built on land currently in employment use (5 jobs) with the occupier being 
relocated to a peripheral site.   
 
Q7. Is the spatial strategy and distribution of development consistent with 
paragraph 103 of the Framework which states that the planning system 
should actively manage patterns of growth and focus significant 
development in locations which are, or can be made sustainable?  
 
For Chesham in particular it is necessary here to refer to pages 12 and 29 of 
APPENDIX 1 Infrastructure Delivery Plan for Chiltern and South Bucks Local Plan 
2036 – Post-Submission Update.  
 
The following Infrastructure measures seek to make peripheral development in 
Chesham sustainable. 
 



Page 12 - WATER ISSUES - Chesham Flood alleviation scheme – town centre 
proposals, potentially including deculverting the River Chess along St Mary’s 
Way and measures to improve flood water storage on the periphery of £7m to 
£20m - EA/Other Contributions Options for the route still under discussion with 
the Environment Agency - Critical. 
 
The Environment Agency funding for this project has expired and proposals for 
peripheral flood water storage were found unworkable some years ago. 
 
Page 29 – TRANSPORT – ROAD - Signalisation /improvement of Junctions on 
A416, Chesham – Broad Street/ A416 junction and A416/ Park Road. Pinchpoint 
funding application for A416 corridor in Chesham due Jan 2020.  
 
Following a further Report from Ringway Jacobs the expectation of a reduction to 
congestion was found to be unattainable and the funding application has been 
withdrawn. Thus the expected significant increases in travel time (up to 725%) 
projected in Jacobs earlier report (June 2018) in St Mary’s Way and the AQMA 
will be inevitable if a strategy of peripheral development in Chesham is pursued. 
 
See Appendix 1 – Copy email from Buckinghamshire County Council. 
 
 
Q10. Is the spatial strategy justified? Does it represent an appropriate strategy 
when considered against the reasonable alternatives available?  
 
We have not been able to find a Spatial Strategy or any alternative strategies 
that have been properly examined. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Appendix 1 - Copy email from Buckinghamshire County Council. 
 
“Good Morning 
  
Further to my previous email, I am writing to update you on the A416 Chesham 
Town Centre Improvements scheme that was being considered for the 
Department for Transport's Local Pinch Point Fund. The main aim of this funding 
is to ease congestion issues on non-Major Road Network routes. 
  
When we first considered submitting a scheme for funding, it was at a very early 
concept stage. Our consultants Ringway Jacobs were subsequently 
commissioned to investigate a possible scheme involving the signalisation of, 
and pedestrian crossing provision upgrades at, two key junctions on the A416 St 
Mary's Way (White Hill and Park Road). We were awaiting the outcomes of this 
modelling work to determine whether to proceed with submitting an Expression 
of Interest form for the scheme. 
  
The results of this modelling work have now been received, and highlight that 
the proposed scheme to signalise these junctions will not significantly resolve 
the current congestion issues on the A416, therefore unfortunately the proposed 
scheme would not meet the criteria for the Local Pinch Point Fund.  This 
information has been presented to the Cabinet Member, and the County Council 
has made the decision that we should not proceed with submitting an Expression 
of Interest form for the A416 Chesham. 
  
We will keep you informed of any future work in this area 
  
Kind Regards 
  
Jess Everett-Puttur 
Transport Strategy Officer 
Growth and Strategy 
Transport, Economy and Environment 
  
Buckinghamshire County Council 
County Hall 
Walton Street 
Aylesbury 
HP20 1UA 
  
Tel: 01296 383976 
Email: jeverettputt@buckscc.gov.uk” 
	

	


