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Objections to the Sustainability Appraisal (policy SPBP9 Beaconsfield). 
 
The Sustainability Appraisal was published too late to inform the C and SBDC councillors. 
Therefore the Plan was not positively prepared and is unsound as the appraisal was not 
taken into account. 
  Chapter 6 - There is nothing in the Local Plan to effectively mitigate the 
Sustainability Appraisal’s projections for extra traffic, pollution and the impact on the 
residents: 
• Firstly the National Policy Framework states that Green Belt land should not be 
released unless under exceptional circumstances of which there is no sign here. 
• Increased pressure on local water resources where no further licences are available 
to meet the water needs of an increased population (up by 1/3rd). 
• The two footpaths mentioned (BEA/17/1 and BEA/44/1) currently lead to the SE & 
SW of the Wilton Park development and only have a logic if the area between the M40 and 
the A40 is included in development. These footpaths do not connect with other pavements, 
footpaths or to civic amenities northwards where the bulk of Beaconsfield lies. 
• There is no provision to increase the frequency of existing bus links. 
• There is no provision to make a link between the Wilton Park development and 
Seer Green and Jordan railway station by extending the BEA/17/1 footpath to reduce traffic 
/pollution. 
• No electric vehicle charging points in the existing town car parks only in new builds. 
• There is no provision for a more frequent (than hourly) bus services. 
• The Local Plan proposes local shops in the development area bounded by the 
A355. However; the Council has failed to persuade Inland Homes to incorporate any civic or 
retail functionality in the Wilton Park area or to connect the A355 Relief road to the Pyebush 
roundabout until the 99th house is built.  There is little chance there will be adequate 
facilities in the second phase with another developer who has seen what Inland Homes has 
got away with!  
• No mention of upgrading existing footpaths in Beaconsfield for pedestrian and 
cycle traffic safety. 
• No local shops or services planned in the (initial) Wilton Park development to 
reduce the need to drive to the shops in the centre of Beaconsfield. 
• The Local Plan will encourage more traffic into Beaconsfield with a 4th supermarket 
in the town centre rather than locating it to the proposed area South of Pyebush 
roundabout.   
Chapter 7 – Biodiversity The Local Plan will build on greenfield sites “which provide a link 
between important habitats”. This will lead to fragmentation of the flora and fauna as natural 
corridors for wildlife will be built upon. This will eventually lead to a loss of biodiversity. 
• The Plan is not positively prepared as it does not address the effect of increased air 
pollution, fragmentation and increased pressure from humans on ALL the flora and fauna 
under threat. 



Chapter 8 - Climate Change  
• The local carbon footprint is forecast to increase by 21% or more - The current 
government has a target to reduce carbon output by 80% from a 1990 base line by 2050. 
• The Mitigations in Box 8.2 are insufficient to stop the increase of 21% greenhouse 
gases or more: 
• A low car site development i.e. eco town is not being proposed in the Local Plan 
• Provision of additional cycle parking in the town centre is not mentioned in the 
Local Plan. 
• There is no mention of carbon offsetting. 
Summary 
Even if ALL of the mitigation activities identified in the body of the Sustainability Appraisal 
were implemented there would still be “a limited number of residual impacts which are 
difficult to mitigate” (section 14.1.1 of the SA). These limited impacts include (from table 
14.1): 
• Decrease in air quality – remember Bucks currently has a mortality rate higher than 
the average in England. 
• Exacerbate impact of climate change by increasing local carbon footprint by 21%. 
• Degradation of the environment, tranquillity, loss of soil, reduction in water quality 
and increased pressure on the ecosystem. 
• Increased health and welfare risks to residents. 
Conclusion: The Local Plan is not positively prepared in that it does not propose mitigating 
actions in any significant way that counter the negative health implications for the residents 
that are documented in the Sustainability Appraisal.  The increase in residents and transitory 
vehicles along the relief road will inevitably lead to an increase in air pollution. There will also 
be more movement into the town because the new development will have inadequate 
facilities. 
• There is nothing of practical relevance in the Local Plan (page 179) that will impact 
the projected increase in greenhouse gases associated with this development. The projected 
increase is not sustainable and thus the Local Plan is unsound. 
  


