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1. We act on behalf of Kebbell Homes who have a controlling interest in part of the 

land proposed for allocation for housing (and associated) development in Policy 

SP BP8 of the submitted plan.  

 

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? 
 

2. The Council’s submitted plan and supporting evidence base explain that the plan 

area is rural / semi-rural across its majority. Further the plan area is subject to 

tightly drawn Green Belt boundaries, an AONB allocation covering the majority of 

Chiltern District and a European Special Area of Conservation site (Burnham 

Beaches) covering part of the southern section of the plan area. The Council’s 

HELAA identifies a supply of housing located on previously developed land and / 

or inside the existing urban areas (as summarised at paragraph 5.18 of the 

submitted plan). In addition, the plan identifies a number of releases from the 

Green Belt. The Council’s Exceptional Circumstances Report at paragraph 4.1 

confirms that the proposed sites to be released can be released without damage 

to its overall Green Belt purposes and are based on strong recognisable features. 

One such Green Belt release forms land to the south east of Chalfont St Peter, 

identified as a sustainable location in the Council’s Exceptional Circumstances 

Report. The need for Green Belt releases in order to meet housing needs within 

the plan area is evident and the SP BP8 site provides one example of an 

appropriate, sustainable Green Belt release.  

 

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?  
 

3. As referenced in our response to Question 1 above and in our response to the 

matter 4 questions, the Council have rightly identified the exceptional 

circumstances to justify the necessary release of Green Belt land for housing 

development purposes. This decision has been predicated upon an approach 

consistent with that referenced in the 2015 Calverton Parish Council v Greater 
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Nottingham Councils case. An urban area capacity has been identified; the tightly 

drawn existing Green Belt boundaries assessed; neighbouring authorities 

engaged to consider the ability to accommodate some need; and the opportunity 

for Green Belt releases that limit breaching the overall purposes identified.  

 

4. The sites that the Councils propose to release from Green Belt are relatively well-

served in terms of their connections and links to existing settlements, especially 

when considered within the context of LPA’s that are relatively rural in nature 

(when compared to neighbouring LPAs, e.g. Wycombe, Slough etc.). Having 

specific regard to SP BP8 and consistent with the Council’s Exceptional 

Circumstances paper, the area is in a sustainable location and includes part 

previously developed land. As referenced in our Regulation 19 representations, 

the land abuts the Chalfont St Peter settlement boundary and is well related to 

Chalfont St Peter District Centre (as identified in Policy SP EP1) that benefits 

from a number of key services including GP surgeries, schools, shops/banks, a 

supermarket, public houses, a football club and village hall. This is also 

acknowledged in the Council’s Settlement Capacity Study that referred to 

Chalfont St Peter (together with Gerrards Cross) as one of the more accessible 

locations in the plan area, enjoying a high level of provision of facilities. 

 

5. From the site’s existing access point, the land is approximately 950 metres from 

the District Centre and this distance is reduced further if one were to use existing 

public rights of way to access the centre. The settlement of Chalfont St Peter is 

also connected to Gerrards Cross that includes a main train station. In addition, 

the policy includes provision for enhancement of existing bus services and the 

upgrade of the aforementioned existing public rights of way such that connections 

can be further enhanced. It follows that the land’s allocation is consistent with 

NPPF paragraph 103.  

 

 

Q10. Is the spatial strategy justified? Does it represent an appropriate 

strategy when considered against the reasonable alternatives available? 

 

6. For reasons discussed in response to the above questions and in our response to 

later matters, the need for housing in the plan area is very strong and the 

Council’s ability to deliver housing inside tightly drawn settlement boundaries is 
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limited. The need for Green Belt releases and the associated exceptional 

circumstances therefore exist.  

 
********** 


