
RESPONSE FROM SENSE 
CHILTERN AND SOUTH BUCKS LOCAL PLAN 2036 EXAMINATION  
 
MATTER 3 – SPATIAL STRATEGY 
 
We write on behalf of SENSE a local action group formed in Chalfont St Peter (“CSP”) over fourteen 
years ago to assist local residents in dealing with village threatening planning matters.  We are a 
volunteer-run organisation, our website is available at www.sense4csp.org and currently we have 
over 1,000 Chalfont St Peter households on our mailing list.  We have extensive and detailed local 
knowledge of the village and its surrounding areas, engaged a barrister to represent us at the 
planning enquiry into the original proposed housing application by the Epilepsy Society in 2005 and 
have submitted numerous submissions to Chiltern District Council (“CDC”) over the years.  We also, 
in conjunction with Chalfont St Peter Parish Council (“CSPPC”), held a standing room only meeting in 
Chalfont St Peter  in June 2019 to discuss the Local Plan proposals. 

Representatives of SENSE (including the principal author of this further and our original submission) 
are part of a joint working party with CSPCC formed to respond to the Local Plan on an ongoing 
basis. We write this further brief response to the Inspectors’ Matters, Issues and Questions Stage 1 to 
be discussed at the Stage 1 hearings in March 2020 . 

SENSE has decided at this stage not to participate in the Stage 1 hearings in person but do wish to 
appear in person or by professional representative at the Stage 2 hearings into the sites in question in 
Chalfont St Peter. 

The comments below are to be read in conjunction with our original submission which remains valid 
and indeed further validated by many of the Inspectors apparent concerns. The references below are 
to the individual questions raised by the Inspectors. 

Matter 3 – Spatial Strategy 
 
Issue 1 – Distribution of Growth 
 
Question 1 
 
How can it be that 20% of all new homes in Chiltern District will be provided in the unsustainable 
location of Chalfont St Peter?  This is unsound.  Why is no development planned in Gerrards Cross 
(which is sustainable)? And it is simply not true to claim Chalfont St Peter and Gerrards Cross is one 
urban area. 
 
Question 2 
 
This question centres on a remarkable statement from the Councils.  The Councils claim to have 
focussed on, inter-alia, “Green Belt release close to train stations”.  This is absolute nonsense 
particularly in the case of Chalfont St Peter.  The two sites selected by the Councils for Chalfont St 
Peter as is clear from our submission are miles from any railway station and simply not 
sustainable.  To make matters worse, the Councils have deliberately ignored other sites (without 
justification or explanation), for example at Rylands Farm in Gerrards Cross which is both sustainable 
and within walking distance of a railway station.  There are several other examples of these 
inappropriate development selections. 
 
Question 5 
 
It is not apparent that the Councils have logically or properly decided on the scale and level of growth 
in the various towns and villages within the Plan.  For example, Gerrards Cross has no dwellings at 
all, there are very few in Amersham and significantly given the size of the settlement, a huge number 
in unsustainable locations in Chalfont St Peter.  There appears to be a complete lack of “joined up” 
thinking. 
 
 
 

http://www.sense4csp.org/


Question 10 
 
It is apparent to us that the spatial strategy-if there is one- is not justified.  It doesn’t outline why 
certain housing allocations are made in some towns and villages but not others, and it seems to be 
concentrating mostly on development in unsustainable locations such as those sites in Chalfont St 
Peter.  Local housing needs have clearly not been distributed across the plan area in any justified 
manner.  The requirements of paragraph 65 of the National Planning Policy Framework seem to have 
been ignored. 
 
Insufficient provision has been made for infrastructure, particularly in Chalfont St Peter, or for the 
necessary improvements to the natural environment particularly in the light of the increased carbon 
footprint. 
 
The Councils have clearly not considered development in the largest towns in the area of Amersham 
or Chesham in preference to development in Chalfont St Peter.  It is absolute nonsense to try to 
consider Chalfont St Peter as one urban area with Gerrards Cross.  
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