
From Colette Browne MA FCIM  

 

 

  

Written request to speak a hearing by the inspectorate as a local resident and owner of several 

businesses in the area.  

The issues I would like to speak to the inspector at the hearings about the following:  

Matter 4 – Revision of Green Belt Boundaries and Development in the Green Belt (Policies SP PP1 

and DM PP1-DM PP3) 

4  - The Greenbelt. 1 

The Greenbelt is a last resort measure. It must only be used as a last resort. This plan demonstrates 

am astounding vanity in that it does not provide any proposals or demonstrate a consideration of any 

other areas, including the North of Buckinghamshire.  

The plan sought and found the most expensive area to build the bulk of housing on the map in 2015. 

In 2020 after a non-compliant and overly secretive Regulation 18 and an even more quiet Regulation 

19, the area for the most residential houses remains the same.  

THE AREA in HP9 that looks like a squirrel – the most expensive post code in the area. HP9 

Beaconsfield. 

 

                                                           
1 https://www.gov.uk/guidance/national-planning-policy-framework/13-protecting-green-belt-land The 

fundamental aim of Green Belt policy is to prevent urban sprawl by keeping land permanently open; 
the essential characteristics of Green Belts are their openness and their permanence. (e) to assist in 
urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land.27 Mar 2012 The 

Government 

https://www.gov.uk/guidance/national-planning-policy-framework/13-protecting-green-belt-land


 

The area after Regulation 18 and 19  consultations. The same.  

 

It must provide a full and final justification for the use of Green Belt. I cannot see any measure taken 

by SB&C council which researched fully other areas which could have been considered. The plan was 

devised in 2015, and has not changed. The Alternatives, including doing nothing have not been shown 

to be fully considered.  The requirements for environmental assessment2 have also not been satisfied.  

In conclusion the test of ‘soundness’ set out in the National Planning Policy Framework (the 

‘Framework’) (2019) have not been met with this plan and I ask that you the inspectors use you power 

to reject the plan in it’s entirety and ask that the new unitary council begin anew.  

 

 

                                                           
2 See Beaconsfield Society objection  


