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Matter 3 – Spatial Strategy 

 

We support the responses relating to this Matter made under separate cover on behalf of the 

Beaconsfield Landowners consortium (IDs - 1224878, 1224430, 1224099, 1224528, 1226279, 

1224554, 1224499). In addition we make the following comments on behalf of Jellybaby Ltd (ID: 

1226279):  

 

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? 

 

These criteria would appear to be a reasonable basis for helping to meet the needs for additional 

housing and employment. However, it is considered the proposed allocation of 1600 units for BP9 is 

conservatively stated and may not represent the most efficient use of this land. Through a reduction in 

the amount of provision for employment land coupled with the provision of SANG in the vicinity, the 

effective capacity of the area for housing offers the potential to be more sustainably optimised.   

 

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? 

 

Unlike Amersham, the allocation at Beaconsfield is located close to the M40 and proximate to two 

railway stations. CSBDC’s evidence base indicates that Beaconsfield is consequently likely to have a 

greater capacity for new development. Furthermore, the allocation includes large areas of designated 

brownfield land and areas of poor quality and underutilised agricultural land that are capable of 

delivering much needed sustainable housing along with associated infrastructure and amenities. 

 

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? 

 

Concentrating development on larger allocation sites allows for improved opportunities to provide the 

associated infrastructure and economic benefits. These may include inter alia schools, community 

hubs with local shops, sports pitches and the like. Large scale masterplanning can help identify the 
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most appropriate locations for such facilities within the larger allocation areas, while taking into 

account existing facilities in the surrounding area.   


