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Matter 3 – Spatial Strategy 
 
This statement has been prepared on behalf of Frontier Estates Ltd and responds to Issue 1 (Q’s 2, 7 & 
10) and 2 (Q1). 

 

Issue 1 – Distribution of Growth 
 
Q2 – Paragraphs 8.9-8.10 of the Councils response to the Inspectors’ Initial Questions states that in 
exploring options for growth, the Councils focussed on:  

• A more efficient use of land;  
• Extensions to principal settlements; and  
• Green Belt release close to train stations.  

 
How has the distribution of housing and economic development proposed in the Plan responded to these 
development options? 
 
The distribution of housing and economic development proposed in the Plan responds to the options for 
growth as set out above, and where Green Belt is to be released close to train stations. By way of an 
example, the site allocation at ‘Land adjacent to Taplow Station’ (ref: policy SP BP14) represents proposed 
Green Belt release immediately adjacent to a train station – and thus supports the strategy for the 
distribution of growth. 
 
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?  
 
The spatial strategy and distribution of development is consistent with paragraph 103 of the Framework 
in focusing development in sustainable locations. 

Where Green Belt release is made adjacent to train stations (as at ‘Land adjacent to Taplow Station, policy 
SP BP14), this can be considered as a sustainable location appropriate for growth to meet an identified 
need.  Furthermore, that site benefits from its proximity to other public transport (including bus routes) 
and cycle links. Here, a site allocation can clearly be supported as responding to the Councils options for 
growth (Green Belt release close to train stations) and where this spatial strategy will focus development 
in sustainable locations. 

Q10 –Is the spatial strategy justified? Does it represent an appropriate strategy when considered against 
the reasonable alternatives available? 

As also referenced in our Hearing Statement for Matters 2 and 4, there is a clear identified need for housing 
(including specialist accommodation for older people) within the Districts and available sites within the 
urban area will not be capable of meeting that demand in its entirety.  

As such, and where it has been assessed and its release is justified on that basis, some sites will be 
removed from the Green Belt to accommodate the identified need.   

This represents an appropriate strategy when considered against reasonable alternatives, and where the 
Plan should make provision for at least the minimum requirements so that it is positively prepared. 

The approach is considered justified, and positively prepared. This sustainable approach will provide for 
effective distribution of growth across the Districts. 
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Issue 2 – Location of New Development 
Q1 – Is it clear to decision-makers, developers and local communities where new housing and economic 
development will be permitted? Is the Plan effective in this regard? 
 
In general terms the Plan provides appropriate guidance as to where new development will be permitted, 
including on site’s allocated for specific uses.  Thus, the Plan is generally effective in confirming where new 
development would be permitted.  
 
However, and as set out in our Hearing Statement for Matter 2, it is considered that allocating sites to 
allow for the provision of specialist housing for older people would provide much greater clarity and 
certainty for delivery of the significant identified un-met need for the same – and It is suggested that the 
proposed site allocations could make provision for class C2 development (which could include the 
provision of care homes as an employment generating use that also meets the objective of delivering 
‘housing’ across the District).   
 
Specifically, we consider there is scope to include provision for class C2 floorspace at Land Adjacent to 
Taplow Station (proposed site allocation policy SP BP14), which is identified and as sustainable location 
and to make effective use of the land released from the Green Belt (as set out further our Hearing 
Statement, for Matter 4). 


