Great and Little Kimble-cum- Marsh
Neighbourhood Plan Publication Stage
Consultation Comment Form
December 2019 – February 2020
Comments form: Great and Little Kimble-cum-Marsh
Neighbourhood Plan publication stage
Part A: Contact details
In this section, we would like some information about you. We will need your contact details in
order to take your comments into account. Personal details will not be published by us, other than
your name and organisation.
1. Your details
Name

Dr Lucy Murfett

Job title (where relevant)

Planning Officer

Organisation (where
relevant)

Chilterns Conservation Board

2. Agent details (if you are responding on someone’s behalf)
Name

Job title (where relevant)
Organisation (where
relevant)
Address
Postcode
Email
Phone number
3. Which of the following do you consider yourself (please tick only one):
Adjoining Local Authority
Other Local Authority
Local resident
Parish or town councillor
Developer / housebuilder
Community group
Environmental organisation
✓

Other (please specify)
We are the statutory body for the Chilterns Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty
4. Keeping in touch – please tick if you wish to be kept updated on any of the following:

✓

Please inform me of Wycombe District Council’s decision to ‘make’ the
Neighbourhood Plan (Regulation 19).

✓

Please notify me of future Local Plan consultations.

✓

Please add me to the mailing list for the Weekly Planning Bulletin, for planning
news and information of wider interest.
End of part A

Part B: Comments on the neighbourhood plan
Please note all comments will be made publically available. Please continue on a
separate sheet if necessary.
Which part of the Great and Little Kimble-cum-Marsh Neighbourhood Plan does
your comment relate to?
Please see letter attached
1. What part of the Basic Conditions does your comment relate to? (please tick all
that apply)
✓

having regard to national policies

✓

the achievement of sustainable development

✓

general conformity with the strategic policies contained in the development plan
area

✓

compatibility with EU obligations

2. Please make your comments here. Please be as clear as possible and ensure any
relevant supporting information is included, and continue on additional sheets if
necessary. There will not normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further
comments.

Please see letter attached

End of part B
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Contact: Lucy Murfett
Tel: 01844 355507
Fax: 01844 355501
E Mail: planning@chilternsaonb.org
www.chilternsaonb.org

Chairman:
Vice Chairman:
Chief Officer:

Cllr Ian Reay
Ray Payne
Dr Elaine King

13th February 2020

Neighbourhood Plans team
Wycombe District Council
By email to neighbourhood.planning@wycombe.gov.uk
Cc Julie Bunker, Parish Clerk, clerk@kimblecouncil.org
My Ref.: F:\Planning\Development Plans\Wycombe\Kimble Neighbourhood Plan

Dear Sir/Madam,
Consultation response – Great and Little Kimble-cum-Marsh Neighbourhood Plan
Consultation, February 2020
The Chilterns AONB is nationally protected as one of the finest areas of countryside in the
UK, with equal planning status to National Parks (National Planning Policy Framework
para 172). Public bodies including Parish Councils have a statutory duty of regard to the
purpose of conserving and enhancing the natural beauty of the AONB (Section 85 of
Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000). The Chilterns Conservation Board wishes to
make the comments detailed in the attached Appendix 1 by way of response to the
submission draft neighbourhood plan. We have made similar comments at the 3 previous
stages of consultation on this neighbourhood plan (2017, 2018, 2019) but they have
remained largely unaddressed.
The Chilterns Conservation Board is a body that represents the interests of all those
people that live in and enjoy the Chilterns AONB. It is made up of representatives
nominated by the organisations listed in Appendix 2.
The attached response has been prepared under delegated powers and will be presented
for approval at the next Chilterns Conservation Board Planning Committee. Should you
require any further information do not hesitate to contact me.
Yours sincerely,

Lucy Murfett MRTPI
Planning Officer
For and on behalf of the Chilterns Conservation Board
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Appendix 1: Our Response
1.

Section 2. Neighbourhood plans are a chance to recognise and protect features
that are important or distinctive in a parish. This neighbourhood area contains
natural and historic environment assets which are rare, nationally and even
internationally important, but this does not come through clearly in the plan. This is
no ordinary parish and the plan should explain this.

2.

The description of the neighbourhood area currently has no section on landscape,
only land use. We suggest the following addition before the land use section:
“Landscape
The south eastern third of the neighbourhood area falls within the Chilterns Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB), nationally designated as one of the country’s
finest landscapes, and much of the area that is not designated AONB forms part of
the setting of the Chilterns AONB. The panoramic views over the parish from the
top of the escarpment (especially from Beacon Hill, Coombe Hill and Whiteleaf) and
the views to the dramatic iconic chalk landform of Beacon Hill from the villages
makes this a special and remarkable area of which the parish is justly proud.
Beacon Hill is one of the most dramatic and easily recognisable landmarks in the
Chilterns.”

Beacon Hill from Coombe Hill

3.

Photo: Richard Gillin

Para 2.2 mentions ‘nature reserves and a Site of Special Scientific Interest’ but this
could be expanded into a separate section on biodiversity. We suggest:
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“Biodiversity
The parish is rich in biodiversity and contains habitats identified as of international
value (Special Area of Conservation) and national value (SSSIs and ancient
woodland), local wildlife sites and biodiversity opportunity areas. The parish
contains the largest native box woodland in the country. The southern area of the
Parish falls within the Chiltern Beechwoods Special Area of Conservation, an
internationally important biodiversity designation. Any developments that could have
an adverse effect on a Special Area of Conservation will require a Habitat
Regulations Assessment. An initial screening stage would be required, followed by
an Appropriate Assessment.”
4. Para 2.8 describes the Ridgeway as skirting the north of the parish, this should be
corrected to the south of the parish. It could be referred to as a National Trail, rather
than a ‘national long-distance path’. It is one of only 15 national trails in England
and Wales. A map of Public Rights of Way would be a good addition to the plan.
5. Para 2.11 is too brief on the historic assets of the Parish. It should list the
Scheduled Ancient Monuments in the parish, including Cymbeline’s Castle, and
refer to the Chequer’s Registered Park and Garden. More description could be
added on the parish, for example that it is a long, narrow strip parish so classic of
the northern scarp of the Chilterns. That Pulpit Hill has a prehistoric hillfort at its
summit, that there was a Roman villa at Little Kimble, and a Norman motte and
bailey castle at Little Kimble which later became a moated medieval house. That an
act of rebellion in the parish in the seventeenth century was one of the incidents
that sparked the English Civil War. And that Chequers has been the official country
residence for every British Prime Minister and has national importance, a point also
raised by Historic England in their SA response: “It also seems remiss not to note
that it has formed an official residence for every British Prime Minister since 1921
and has and continues to host numerous official visits for foreign statesmen and
women and, as such provides an important impression of Britain as a nation
through its carefully conserved landscape and scenic beauty”.
6. Section 3 of the neighbourhood plan addresses Planning Policy Context for the
neighbourhood plan.
Para 3.2 needs to add reference to the NPPF:
“Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (para 172)”
Para 3.6 should refer to Wycombe local plan policy:
“DM30 The Chilterns Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty”.
7. Para 5.1 Vision please correct Chiltern AONB to Chilterns AONB. Why only refer to
harm to the character of the Chilterns AONB? This could also say ‘harm to the
character, wildlife, habitats, tranquillity, dark skies and recreational enjoyment of the
Chilterns AONB’. Or to the ‘character and local distinctiveness of the Chilterns
AONB’. Or to the ‘character and special qualities of the Chilterns AONB.’
8. KIM2 is not complaint with the local and national policy because it only requires
“where practical” a long-term and measurable gain in biodiversity. Delete “where
practical”.
9. KIM3. The Chilterns Conservation Board objects to all sites proposed for allocation
which have not been assessed for their landscape and visual impact. Only site 14
and 17a were included in the Wycombe DC Kimble Area Landscape Sensitivity &
Capacity Study (Sept 2017). Both sites were found to have landscape constraints,
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with medium landscape sensitivity, value and capacity. There is no landscape
evidence base for the allocation of sites 1, 10 and 15. This is a key part of the
evidence base that has not been addressed and is needed for the examination.
10. Wycombe Local Plan policy RUR 6 requires that for the Kimbles Neighbourhood
Plan “The selection of sites should be based on an appraisal of local issues,
including an assessment of the capacity of the landscape to:
• Accommodate development without having a major impact of the setting of
Chilterns Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB)”
The neighbourhood plan is not in conformity with the local plan policy because no
assessment has been done for sites 1,10 and 15, and in the Chilterns Conservation
Board’s judgement, the allocations do impact negatively on the setting of the AONB.
11. The site that the Kimble Area Landscape Sensitivity & Capacity Study identified as
having the highest capacity for development in landscape terms (site 5 in that
study), and the only one with high capacity, is not allocated.
12. All five allocations are greenfield sites around the villages. They are all in the setting
of the Chilterns AONB.
13. The scale of development proposed at 160 homes is disproportionate to the small
size of Little Kimble and Smokey Row.
14. KIM3 allocations show a worrying lack of understanding about what the setting of
the Chilterns AONB is. For example, para 5.14 reads “The site has a boundary on
Grove Lane (Ref: Site 15,) lies outside the setting of the AONB”. The setting of the
AONB is not a narrow geographic zone directly adjoining the AONB. Developments
several miles from the AONB can affect the Chilterns AONB and be in its setting.
The plan fails to understand that all the Kimble sites are in the setting of the
Chilterns AONB. The degree of harm and acceptability will depend on multiple
factors that need assessing, both visual and non-visual. Please see the Chilterns
Conservation Board’s Position Statement on Development Affecting the Setting of
the AONB. It explains how developments outside the AONB but in its setting can
affect the AONB.
15. The new Chilterns AONB Management Plan 2019-2024 contains the following
policy DP4 and supporting text on the setting of the AONB:
“Policy DP4
In the setting of the AONB, take full account of whether proposals harm
the AONB. For example, development of land visible in panoramic views
from the Chilterns escarpment, or which generates traffic in or travelling
across the AONB, or which increases water abstraction from the chalk
aquifer, thereby reducing flow in chalk streams.
A development outside the AONB boundary can cause harm to the AONB,
even if it is some distance away. The local authority’s legal duty towards the
AONB applies when a proposal affects land in the AONB, regardless of where
that effect originates (inside or outside the AONB). We have produced special
advice in a Position Statement on Development Affecting the Setting of the
AONB. The setting of the AONB is not a geographic zone that can be mapped,
nor does it cover a set distance from the AONB boundary. Tall structures like
chimneys that break the skyline or large growth proposals even far away can
have an impact on the AONB, and so fall within the setting. Adverse impacts
are not only visual, a noisy development may impact adversely on the
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tranquillity of the AONB even if not visible from the AONB. We consider that
the setting of the Chilterns AONB is the area within which development and
land management proposals (by virtue of their nature, size, scale, siting,
materials or design) may have an impact, either positive or negative, on the
natural beauty and special qualities of the area.”
16. The sites in KIM3 are all likely to be visible from the escarpment, generate traffic
travelling across the AONB and increase water abstraction from the chalk aquifer.
17. AONB Management Plan policies should be taken into account in Local Plans and
any neighbourhood plans in these areas, as instructed by the NPPG
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/natural-environment see Paragraph: 004 Reference
ID: 8-004-20140306.
18. It is noticeable that the two sites which have a landscape evidence base (14 and
17a) include safeguards for the landscape within the policy. For example, for Land
off Kimblewick Road (Ref: No.14) the policy includes “The building types, layout and
landscape in the development should be designed to minimise the prominence of
the scheme in the wider landscape when viewed from within and outside the
AONB’. For site 17a the policy requires “The layout and landscape of the
development should deliver a defensible northern boundary to the site to prevent
any further encroachment of development into the countryside”. Landscape
evidence should have tested the suitability of the other sites 1, 15 and 10 and if
assessed as acceptable, provided bespoke policy recommendations on landscape.
Landscape assessment might, for instance, find that sites can accommodate no
development, or only accommodate development on part of the site, so a reduced
development area should be identified.
19. By way of example, Dacorum Borough Council proposed an allocation in the AONB
west of Tring, to which Chilterns Conservation Board objected at Examination. The
Planning Inspector concluded1: “I have reflected on what I heard at the hearing
sessions where this site was discussed, as well as the submitted written evidence.
On the basis of this verbal and written evidence I have serious concerns that the
gypsy and traveller site element of site LA5 is unsound. This is because of the
lack of a formal assessment by the Council to assess its likely impact on the
Chilterns Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) and in particular
whether it would conserve and enhance the natural beauty of the AONB… In
conclusion, for the Plan to be found sound the Council will need to, as a minimum,
advance main modifications to remove reference to the provision of a gypsy and
traveller site as part of LA5”. The proposed allocation in the AONB was
subsequently deleted from the plan.
20. Where there are strong views from the AONB towards sites which are currently
open and developed, particularly where these views are from popular panoramic
public viewpoints on the Chilterns escarpment e.g. Beacon Hill, Coombe Hill,
Whiteleaf, or on the Ridgeway National Trail, these sites should not be taken
forward for development. Sites 1, 14, 15 and 17a have characteristics that raise
concerns about views from the AONB and need further detailed landscape
assessment.
21. Equally where development would damage views to the AONB, particularly views
from public footpaths (like the Aylesbury Ring) towards the Chilterns escarpment,
1

https://democracy.dacorum.gov.uk/ieDecisionDetails.aspx?AIId=4447 See Local Planning Framework site
allocations Annex A – Inspector’s Post Hearing Note
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by blocking or interfering with open views to the hills, sites should be discounted.
22. For example, the photo below shows how development on the north side of nearby
Chinnor has damaged the setting of the AONB because it has harmed the view
towards the escarpment. The edge of Chinnor is now very visible from the Thame
Road and the Emmington Road and the public footpaths in between. The
development is particularly visible because of the alignment of the houses tightly
packed in a row parallel to the escarpment, and the lack of screening
planting. Sites 1, 15 and 17a in the Kimble plan in particular have some
characteristics in common with this landscape mistake.

The development of Site 15 at the area proposed would impact on public views of
the dramatic and eye-catching landform that is Beacon Hill. It would block and harm
views to the AONB. Landscape evidence is required before this site is allocated.
23. Three of the allocations (Sites 1, 10 and 17a) have policy requirements to retain
‘glimpse views’ through the sites. The views are specified (but not shown on a map)
and are views from main roads to the countryside beyond the sites. There are other,
arguably more important, views that should be protected from development and
could have been identified in a landscape study and mapped within the plan. The
Chilterns Conservation Board would like policies protecting clear views to the
escarpment, particularly to the remarkable landform of Beacon Hill, and to
Ellesborough Church on its mound. So while the plan has made efforts to protect
some ‘glimpse views’, they are not the most important views from a national AONB
perspective, which are views of the hills and panoramic views from the AONB.
24. Site 10 appears to be the least harmful to the AONB, but this needs proper
landscape assessment by a qualified landscape practitioner as part of the evidence
base.
25. KIM5 landscape buffer is supported. This will help protect part of the setting of the
Chilterns AONB from urban encroachment.
26. We strongly suggest that the arable land between Grove Lane and the Station
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should also be designated as a landscape buffer as this land is outside the AONB
and very sensitive in views to and from the AONB. This would help ensure that
Smokey Row and Little Kimble retain their separation.
27. We would welcome policies in the neighbourhood plan about preventing and
reducing light pollution from households, businesses, street lights, community
facilities and the railway. It is already referred to in KIM 6 but could also be included
within Policy KIM7. Flood lighting or high fencing around the community facilities or
the new public park on site 14 could be harmful day and night-time views from the
AONB. The policy should specify no floodlighting to protect the dark skies of the
Chilterns AONB, an intrinsically dark zone.
28. KIM8 protecting international habitats is supported in principle, but it is deferring
consideration of the effects of development proposals until the planning application
stage. This is undesirable because it is harder to assess cumulative effects at that
stage, it should be addressed at plan-making stage. The wording of the policy
should match the Habitats Directive, rather than reinterpreting it as “no material risk
of an adverse effect on the integrity of the Chiltern Beechwoods Special Area of
Conservation”. The subsequent sentence should delete both instances of “where
practical” as this is not complaint wording.
29. There is no standalone policy on the Chilterns AONB. Suggest adding a Policy
KIM9 and using the Chilterns AONB model planning policy (see box overleaf, plus
advice on our neighbourhood planning webpage).
Policy KIM9 The Chilterns Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty
Permission for major developments in the Chilterns Area of Outstanding
Natural Beauty will be refused unless exceptional circumstances prevail as
defined by national planning policy. Planning permission for any proposal within
the AONB, or affecting the setting of the AONB, will only be granted when it:
a. conserves and enhances the Chilterns AONB’s special qualities,
distinctive character, tranquillity and remoteness in accordance with
national planning policy and the overall purpose of the AONB
designation;
b. is appropriate to the economic, social and environmental wellbeing of the
area or is desirable for its understanding and enjoyment;
c. meets the aims of the statutory Chilterns AONB Management Plan,
making practical and financial contributions towards management plan
delivery as appropriate;
d. complies with the Chilterns Building Design Guide and technical notes by
being of high quality design which respects the natural beauty of the
Chilterns, its traditional built character and reinforces the sense of place
and local character; and
e. avoids adverse impacts from individual proposals (including their
cumulative effects), unless these can be satisfactorily mitigated.
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Comments relating to the Sustainability Appraisal
30. We are concerned that there is no Sustainability Appraisal objective about the
Chilterns AONB, this is a serious omission (see SA page 13). The SA Objective on
Landscape and the Historic Environment (page 13) should refer to the Chilterns
AONB and the setting of the setting of the AONB. Instead it refers to townscape
when there are no towns in the neighbourhood area. It appears these generic
objectives have been cut and pasted from elsewhere with no consideration of the
local area, they are not strong enough for a landscape of this status (the nationally
protected landscape of the Chilterns AONB).
31. There are no SA assessment questions about the AONB, even under the landscape
heading. The SA should be revisited and amended by adding text in bold:
Will the option/proposal help to:
• Conserve and enhance the nationally protected of the Chilterns AONB
and its setting?
• Support landscape character reflecting the sensitivities of the two local
character areas covering the Neighbourhood Plan area (NCA Profile 108:
Upper Thames Clay Vales (NE570) and NCA Profile 110: Chilterns
(NE406))?
32. The SA is not therefore meeting the Parish Council’s statutory duty of regard to the
purpose of conserving and enhancing the natural beauty of the AONB (Section 85
of Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000). The SA fails to be shaped by the WDC
RUR6 policy “Accommodate development without having a major impact of the
setting of Chilterns Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB)”. The plan,
particularly the KIM3 allocations, should be tested in the SA against whether it has
a major impact on the setting of the Chilterns AONB.
33. The SA does not correctly address or assess the setting of the Chilterns AONB.
34. For example, Site 1 is described in the SA in relation to landscape character as
follows “the site is not within the direct setting of the Chilterns AONB, which is
located c.175m east of the site.” This shows a misunderstanding of AONB setting. It
is not a narrow geographic zone that can be mapped. Ditto other sites which repeat
the same statement e.g. site 15 “In relation to landscape character, the site is not
within the direct setting of the Chilterns AONB, which, whilst less than 50m east of
the site, is screened by the railway corridor and road.” The SA appears to be
describing whether the site is in the AONB, and failing to understand that all the
Kimble sites are in the setting of the Chilterns AONB. The degree of harm will
depend on factors including visual intervisibility with the AONB, whether it blocks
views to the AONB, or views from the AONB, breaks wildlife corridors, causes light
pollution, harms tranquillity etc. Impacts that affect the AONB can be visual or nonvisual. Please see the Chilterns Conservation Board’s Position Statement on
Development Affecting the Setting of the AONB. It explains what the setting is and
what to look for in assessing whether development in the setting of the AONB will
adversely affect the AONB.
35. Given the flawed approach to the setting of the AONB in the SA, the Chilterns
Conservation Board disagrees strongly with the conclusions in the SA’s Landscape
and Historic Environment section (para 5.27) about the effects of the
neighbourhood plan. We do not agree that “Residual neutral effects are predicted
overall against this SA theme.” The impact of just 8 new houses at Redding Court
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on views across the fields to the iconic Beacon Hill are clear. Building 160 new
homes in this rural parish will undoubtedly change its landscape character and
historic character.
36. The SA fails to address cumulative effects, for example looking at the allocated
sites together rather than individually. The total could be different from the sum of
its parts. For example the view from Whiteleaf, Beacon Hill or Coombe Hill could be
harmed by experiencing views of development on multiple sites across the parish,
changing its overall loose knit character and its appearance of small places set in
open green fields.

Panoramic view of the Kimbles from western slopes of Beacon Hill, Feb 2020

37. Page 10 of the SA report states that “Due to the absence of any significant air
quality issues within the Neighbourhood Plan area, air quality has been scoped out
for the purposes of the SA process.” We disagree. This is only taking into account
the public health aspects of air quality. The Government’s updated Planning
Practice Guidance on Air Quality (para 006 Reference ID: 32-006-20191101) sets
out that planning considerations include potential adverse effects of air pollution on
biodiversity, especially where it would affect sites designated for their biodiversity
value. The Chiltern Beechwoods SAC in within the parish and is already in
exceedance for nitrogen deposition (see para 40 overleaf).
38. The SA also fails to consider cumulative effects on the Chilterns AONB of the
Kimbles’ growth plus other nearby planned development such as the expansion of
Princes Risborough and Aylesbury, and the construction of HS2. The Chilterns
Conservation Board has advice in our Position statement on Cumulative Impacts of
Development on the Chilterns AONB.
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Comments relating to the Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA)
39. The approach to HRA does not inspire confidence. It passes the buck both up to the
completed HRA for the Wycombe Local Plan, and down to the planning application
stage, when policy KIM8 will apply. We have no certainty that the pressures on
internationally important and rare habitats in the Chilterns AONB will be adequately
protected. These pressures include increased dog walking (and dog fouling) from
new residents, extra domestic cats and increased traffic leading to more nitrogen
deposition.
40. The Chiltern Beechwoods SAC has already breached the critical loads for air
pollution. Natural England’s Supplementary Advice for Chiltern Beechwoods SAC,
Nov 2018 http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/4808896162037760
explains (page 12) that:
"The supporting habitat of this feature is considered sensitive to changes in air
quality and is currently exceeding the critical load for nitrogen (October 2018). This
habitat type is considered sensitive to changes in air quality. Exceedance of these
critical values for air pollutants may modify the chemical status of its substrate,
accelerating or damaging plant growth, altering its vegetation structure and
composition and causing the loss of sensitive typical species associated with it.”
The critical empirical load for nitrogen for the Chilterns Beechwoods SAC is 10-20
kg per hectare per year (see database at http://www.apis.ac.uk/srcl/select-afeature?site=UK0012724&SiteType=SAC&submit=Next). Current levels already
exceed this. This means that however good the work done by wardens and site
managers to conserve species and habitats in our most protected nature reserves,
rare species could be lost because of air pollution driven by development decisions.
Further advice is available on the statutory nature conservation designations
which are most relevant to air pollution assessment (which includes AONBs)
here
http://www.apis.ac.uk/overview/regulations/overview_designations.htm
along with the Plantlife report ‘We need to talk about Nitrogen’
https://www.plantlife.org.uk/uk/our-work/campaigning-change/nitrogen
and advice from APIS on nitrogen deposition
on broadleaved woodlands http://www.apis.ac.uk/node/965
and chalk grassland http://www.apis.ac.uk/node/966
41. There is no certainty that KIM8 will deliver proper consideration of effects on the
SAC in combination with other planned development (e.g. 2,500 home expansion of
Princes Risborough and 13,500 homes at Aylesbury) when each of the individual
planning applications come in for the housing developments at Kimble under KIM3.
The same argument will be used then as is being used now re RUR6: a higher level
decision has already been made (KIM3), even though the impacts were not then
known.
42. If we can help further through the examination of the neighbourhood plan we would
be happy to assist. Please contact the Chilterns Conservation Board’s planning
officer at planning@chilternsaonb.org.
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Appendix 2: About Us

The Chilterns Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty
The Chilterns AONB was designated in 1965 for the natural beauty of its landscape
and its natural and cultural heritage. In particular, it was designated to protect its
special qualities which include the steep chalk escarpment with areas of flower-rich
downland, woodlands, commons, tranquil valleys, the network of ancient routes,
villages with their brick and flint houses, chalk streams and a rich historic environment
of hillforts and chalk figures.
Chilterns Conservation Board
The Chilterns Conservation Board is a statutory independent corporate body set up by
Parliamentary Order in 2004 under the provisions of Section 86 of the Countryside
and Rights of Way (CRoW) Act 2000.
The Board has two statutory purposes under section 87 of the CRoW Act:
a)
To conserve and enhance the natural beauty of the AONB; and
b)
To increase the understanding and enjoyment by the public of the
special qualities of the AONB.
In fulfilling these roles, if it appears that there is a conflict between those purposes,
Conservation Boards are to attach greater weight to (a). The Board also has a duty to
seek to foster the economic and social well-being of local communities within the AONB.
Like all public bodies, including ministers of the Crown, local authorities and parish
councils, the Chilterns Conservation Board is subject to Section 85 of the CRoW Act
which states under “General duty of public bodies etc”
“(1) In exercising or performing any functions in relation to, or so as to affect,
land in an area of outstanding natural beauty, a relevant authority shall
have regard to the purpose of conserving and enhancing the natural
beauty of the area of outstanding natural beauty.”
List of Organisations providing Nominees to the Chilterns AONB Conservation Board
The Chilterns Conservation Board has 27 board members, all drawn from local
communities:
• Buckinghamshire, Hertfordshire and Oxfordshire County Councils
• Central Bedfordshire and Luton Borough Councils (unitary authorities)
• Aylesbury Vale, Chiltern, North Hertfordshire, South Buckinghamshire, South
Oxfordshire, Three Rivers and Wycombe District Councils
• Dacorum Borough Council
• The Central Bedfordshire, Buckinghamshire, Hertfordshire and Oxfordshire Parish
Councils (6 elected in total), and
• DEFRA (8 in total).
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