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Issue 1 – Distribution of Growth 

 

We note from the Councils’ answers to questions put by the Inspectors (reference: Councils’ 

Responses to the Inspectors’ Initial Questions, 20 December 2019, specifically paragraph 

6.2) that they admit they have not properly set out their Spatial Strategy in the draft Local 

Plan (they say they “await the relevant hearing sessions to propose modifications”).  At the 

very least this means the whole draft Plan will need to be fully consulted on after the 

Inspection, when all such issues have been addressed by what will clearly be “Main 

Modifications”.  This seems an absurdly back-to-front way of going about consultation and 

will take us into a time when the new Unitary should be doing this for the whole County. 

 

In the context of many of the questions1 asked by the Inspectors, we would draw attention 

to the fact that the draft Local Plan has completely ignored the Chesham Masterplan.  Time 

and again the Government has encouraged, and said that it supports, local people’s 

involvement in planning their communities.  Only last year, the Secretary of State for 

Housing, Communities and Local Government said: 

 

“Communities are the bedrock of our society. I am proud to champion faith organisations, 

civil society, volunteer groups and the local people who play active roles in helping to shape, 

make and strengthen the places they call home  …….. We recognise that communities want 

more power and control and there is more that we can do. This document sets out our vision 

for active citizenship and marks a new beginning for government to help local people build 

stronger and thriving communities for all. We are committed to listening to communities and 

working with them through national conversations across the country. In this spirit, we are 

committed to matching this ambition and driving forward this agenda in a White Paper.”  

[Forward to “By deeds and their results: How we will strengthen our communities and 

nation”, July 2019] 

 

Yet here we have a District Council that has completely failed to take on board the proposals 

made by the Chesham Renaissance Community Interest Company (CRCIC) to re-vitalise 

Chesham.  The CRCIC’s proposals set out in their Masterplan, which has had widespread 

public support, include a well-documented and evidenced plan to include hundreds of 

homes within the Town.  These are exactly the kind of plans we need to create sustainable, 

thriving, communities and go a long way to achieving the Council’s own climate emergency 

aims.  Yet the draft Local Plan instead prefers to build yet more retail developments in a 

town that already has a considerable percentage of empty shop units, flying in the face of 

the evidence that the High Street is fundamentally changing. 

 

We would go further, and suggest to the Inspectors that – if this can be achieved in 

Chesham, then why not in other towns in the two Districts?  If Chesham can achieve several 

hundred new homes within the Town, then imagine how many thousands could be built in 

all of the Towns in the Districts.   It requires the Councils to take a lead on making 

constructive proposals for other towns which it has totally failed to do. 

 
                                                      
1
 Questions 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 & 10 are all relevant to this Statement 



A further point that we would make on the subject of Spatial Strategy is that there is no 

evidence in the draft Local Plan that the implications of growth on infrastructure have been 

understood, discussed (eg: with the County Council) or planned for.  The draft Local Plan 

does not, for example, even mention the Buckinghamshire Strategic Infrastructure Plan, 

which IS discussed (again, for example) in the Wycombe Local Plan.  The draft Local Plan is 

full of vague statements such as “there will need to be more cycle routes” or “there will 

have to be more footpaths” but nothing to give any confidence that any effort has gone into 

making those happen.  At some of the nominated development sites, such new routes and 

pathways may be difficult to achieve over private land. 
 

_______________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

That concludes this Hearing Statement.  We hope that the Inspectors will take these 

statements into consideration. 
 


