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Matter 4 – Revision of Green Belt Boundaries and Development in the Green Belt 

 

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 – Principle of Green Belt Release 

Q12: Are the revised boundaries capable of enduring in the long term, beyond the plan period? 

 

Allocation site BP9 has been identified for removal from the Green Belt because it is contiguous with 

Beaconsfield Old Town and sits on the primary road transport corridor linking the town with the M40 

Motorway. For many years the roundabout on the A355 which provides access to the town has been 

a notorious bottleneck for road congestion. The construction of the A355 Relief Road when 

completed, will relieve this congestion. In so doing, the new road will create a new “defensible 

boundary” to the east of the town which will release much needed land on which new housing can be 

built. The existing A40 forms the southern boundary to BP9 which is also a strong “defensible 

boundary” for the remaining Green Belt.  

 

 

Q13: Paragraph 138 of the Framework states that plans should set out ways in which the impact of 

removing land from the Green Belt can be offset through compensatory improvements to the 

environmental quality and accessibility of remaining Green Belt land. In response to the Inspectors’ 

Initial Questions the Councils included a table of compensatory measures for each allocation. This 

includes, amongst other things, the retention and improvement of landscaping on each site, and the 

provision of links to existing public rights of way. However, how will improvements be achieved to the 

environmental quality and accessibility of remaining Green Belt land, especially where this may fall 

within separate ownership? 

 

Compensatory improvements to the remaining Green Belt can emerge through the provision of SANG 

area within retained Green Belt land, for example, on land immediately to the south of the A40. In 

addition, the provision of sports pitches outwith allocation boundaries would constitute an appropriate 

use of the retained Green Belt while providing potential opportunities for additional residential 

development and / or a reduced development density within the allocated areas. These measures 

would also help to reinforce the protected status of this part of the Green Belt located on the eastern 

edge of Beaconsfield Old Town. 

 
 


