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What is the timetable? 

 

Public Consultation until 5 pm on 14 March 2016 

October/ November 2016 - Preferred Options 

Consultation  

Early 2017 – Draft Plan for public consultation 

Later in 2017 – Submission of Plan 

 

The timetable is said to be subject to review as it 

is understood that national objectives/ 

procedures for plan-making could change.  
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Amersham Chesham Chalfont St 
Peter 

Little 
Chalfont 

Newland Park 
(application for 
309 homes 
awaiting 
decision) 

Completions Apr 2006 
– Mar 2014 

290 319 56 262 0 

Strategic and MDS 
Sites 

32 45 334 45 309 

Total 322 364 390 307 309 

Mar 2011 census: 
Number of Properties 

6,086 9,049 5,073 2,479 

Dwellings percentage 
growth 

5.3% 4.0% 7.7% 12.4% 

Have we already taken more than our 

share?  

In the planning period April 2006 – Mar 2014 

the following completion of new homes, and 

zoning for housing of large sites as yet unbuilt 

took place. 
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Two key ELP evidence documents 

•Housing and  economic land availability assessment  

 

•Buckinghamshire Green Belt Assessment 
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5 

Two key ELP evidence documents 

•Housing and  economic land availability assessment  

 

•Buckinghamshire Green Belt Assessment 

 



National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 

Paragraph 79 

The fundamental aim of Green Belt policy is to prevent urban sprawl by keeping 

land permanently open. 

In paragraph 80 the NPPF details five ‘purposes of the Green Belt’ 

To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas; 

To prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another; 

To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment; 

To preserve the setting and special character of historic towns; and 

To assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and 

other urban land. 

Paragraph 83 

Once established, Green Belt boundaries should only be altered in exceptional 

circumstances, through the preparation or review of the Local Plan. 

 

What does the Government  say about 

the Green Belt? 
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What does the law say about the Area of 

Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB)?  

 

The National Parks and Access to the 

Countryside Act of 1949 defined the purpose of 

the AONB as ‘to conserve and enhance the 

natural beauty’ 

 

The Countryside and Rights of Way Act of 2000 

placed a duty on public bodies to ‘have regard 

to the purpose of the AONB’.  

 

8 



Other important documents on Chiltern 

District Council website? 

 

Sustainability Appraisal of the Chiltern and 

South Bucks Local Plan Initial Consultation 

(Regulation 18) Incorporating Issues and 

Options. January 2016. 

 

Chiltern and South Bucks Settlement 

Infrastructure Capacity Study.   Report of 

Settlement Findings – Baseline Assessment 
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In Consultation Document:- 

Question 13: Local Green Space Designations 

Mention 

Small green spaces such as the Village Green, the 

area between Amersham Way and the A404 etc. 

Question 14: Local Measures 

Mention 

Nature Park 

Plan for new Community Centre 
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CONCLUSIONS  
 

Remove Little Chalfont from the list of ‘Main Settlements for Growth 

Oppose any release of the green belt areas shown on the options maps 

of Little Chalfont  

Stress the legal requirement to have regard to the purpose of the AONB 

Produce evidence against release of each individual site. That will be in 

our draft response soon.  

Challenge methodology of evidence documents 

Point out that we have already taken more than our share of local 

development 

Stress well-known infrastructure problems 

Strengthen our campaign by using a professional consultant and 

invoking the help of our MP. 
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‘Issues and Options’ Green Belt 
Proposals 



After ‘Green 

Belt Review’? 



Buckinghamshire Green Belt 
Assessment  
 

•Was undertaken by consultants, Arup.  

•The existing Green Belt area was broken up into general 
areas for assessment.  

•Each general area was assessed against the 5 purposes of 
the Green Belt in paragraph 80 of the NPPF.  

•General areas or parts of general areas that did not 
perform well against the purposes of the Green Belt were 
recommended by Arup for a phase two assessment.  

•Any potential alterations to the Green Belt must be based 
on a new ‘permanent and defensible boundary’.  



NPPF Definitions 

 

Green Belt serves five purposes: 

•To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas; 

•To prevent neighbouring  towns merging into one 
another; 

•To assist in safeguarding the countryside from 
encroachment; 

•To preserve the setting and special character of historic 
towns; and 

•To assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the 
recycling of derelict and other urban land. 



Example: General Area 22a and 22b  
From General Area 22 to General Areas 22a and 22b 
(and 22c)?  
 



At some point this was 
changed? 



Is this a ‘permanent and 
defensible frontier’? 



Things to consider(1): 
 
•Do you support the principle of the Green Belt 
Appraisal? 

•Do you support the methodology of the Green Belt 
Appraisal? 

•How were the ‘parcels’ identified? 

•Are they logical e.g. do the boundaries represent 
natural defensible long term boundaries? 

•Why were some boundaries chosen and not others? 

•Why were some parcels ‘divided’, fragmenting their 
value as Green Belt 



Things to consider (2) 
•Were these decisions made impartially by the consultants or 
others? 

•Do you support the evaluation scoring and weighting, are 
these logical? 

•How does the Green Belt Review fit in with the Issues and 
Options : 
• Methodology? 

• Process? 

• Timescales? 

•Although Review does not commit to release of Green Belt 
it provides an ‘evidence base’ for hostile developers 

•Land released but not allocated for housing is vulnerable in 
next ‘refresh’ of Plan 



Infrastructure? 

•NPPF reduces ability to oppose development on 
grounds of infrastructure. 

•But: 
• Access to some locations via very narrow country lanes 

• Likely congestion leading to road widening 

• Widening of many access points such as Church Grove, 
Amersham Way, Burtons Lane, Nightingales Lane 
potentially? 

• Station and Village parking? 

• Education provision. How will these be funded and impact 
on Selective system as new Grammars cannot be built? 



Next Steps? 
•Obtain all information needed to respond to ‘Issues and 
Options’ 

•Potentially obtain professional planning support (at a 
cost) to review the ‘Issues and Options’ and advise on 
‘evidence base’ and methodology 

•Ask CDC how and when consultation on the Green Belt 
Review will be undertaken (prior to ‘Preferred 
Options’?) 

•Campaign team to mobilise village? 

•‘Fighting fund’? 

•Detailed response for circulation and submission? 

•Meeting with MP? 


