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The Development Control Committee is invited to APPROVE application no. CM/0020/20 
subject to the conditions set out in Appendix A and to any necessary amendment of the 
detailed wording of the conditions by the Head of Planning and Environment. 

1.0    Introduction

1.1 The application seeks planning permission to continue the use of the application 
site as a Household waste Recycling Centre as currently permitted to the sole 
benefit of the County Council pursuant to planning permission no. CC/3/83.  

1.2 The application was submitted to the County Council and subsequently validated 
on 23rd January 2020. The development was screened under the Town and 
Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations) 2017. It was 
considered the proposed development was not EIA development and so no EIA 



was considered to be required.  The application was advertised by site notice and 
neighbourhood notification. The thirteen-week determination date is 23rd April 
2020.

2.0 Site Description

2.1 The Bledlow Household Recycling Centre is located on the eastern side of Wigans 
Lane, Bledlow Ridge. Woodland lies to the north, east and west and the boundary 
to Wigans Lane is also wooded. Both the site and the wooded area to the north, 
east and west was formerly a waste landfill site. The entire site is set at a lower 
level than Wigans Lane. It lies in the parish of Bledlow-cum-Saunderton. The site 
lies entirely within the Green Belt and the Chilterns Area of Outstanding Natural 
Beauty (AONB). The site also lies within the outer impact risk zone to the Lodge 
Hill Site of Special Scientific Interest. A Grade II listed building, Harpers, lies 
approximately 340 metres to the south-west and a Grade II listed building, Callow 
Down Farmhouse, lies approximately 390 metres to the north-east.  The site lies 
within Flood Zone 1. Ancient and Semi-Natural Woodland lies approximately 260 
metres to the west (Frenches Wood) and 460 metres to the east of the site. The 
nearest residential properties are at Wigans Farm, approximately 150 metres to the 
south-west of the site. Public footpath no. BCS/54/1 runs off Wigans Lane, 
approximately 50 metres to the south of the site, in a south-easterly direction. 

Figure 1: Aerial photograph showing the location of The Bledlow Ridge Household Recycling 
Centre and the application site (Aerial photograph sourced from Google Maps copyright Map 
Data @2020).



                 

Figure 2: Location of The Bledlow Ridge Household Recycling Centre and the application 
site.

3.0 Site History

3.1 The site lies on the location of a former waste landfill site which was run by the 
former Wycombe Borough Council. Subsequent to this, planning permission was 
granted to application no. CC/3/83 on 4th April 1984 for “Household waste site, 
collection for final deposit elsewhere”. That planning permission was subsequently 
implemented and the site was run by the County Council until its closure on 31st March 
2019. Although the County Council closed the site, the planning permission remains 
extant. The permission was granted under Regulation (4) of the Town and Country 
Planning General Regulations 1976. Counsel’s advice has been obtained and this 
advises that as such the benefit of the planning permission enures solely to the County 
Council. Therefore for any third party to operate the same use a further planning 
application is required to be made.



4.0 Description of the Proposed Development

4.1 The development covers a total area of approximately 0.3 ha. The existing 
Household Recycling Centre contains two entrances/exits onto Wigans Lane, one 
which was used for general purposes and the other which was used for the bulk 
waste collection vehicles to take away the full skips. The site is laid out with hard 
surfaces which extend to meet Wigans Lane at the two access/egress points, with 
the top part of the site set at a lower level. Metal fencing separates the lower level 
area from the upper level. The site is laid out such as to accommodate 10 skips of 
30 to 40 m3 capacity for the collection of material, set at the lower level, and for 
the parking of 15 cars for staff and public use. There are existing pole-mounted 
lighting and CCTV cameras. There is a separate container for the collection of 
waste oil. There are two portacabins which did and are proposed to provide staff 
welfare and office facilities. There is a grassed bank along the northern, eastern 
and southern boundaries of the site with security fencing around the site boundary 
on all sides.  The application seeks planning permission to carry out the 
development as permitted under planning permission no. CC/3/83 utilising the 
existing site infrastructure. There are no proposed physical changes to the site’s 
infrastructure as set out on the ground and described above and the application 
proposes to restart the development as currently consented in April 2020, subject 
to the grant of planning permission. Daily hours of operation would be 8.00 am to 
6.00 pm including Sundays and Bank Holidays (other than Christmas Day, Boxing 
Day and New Year’s Day) although it is anticipated these would be more restricted 
to 9.00 am to 4.00 pm in the winter months. The proposed throughput of material 
would be 5,500 tonnes per annum. It is anticipated that there would be an average 
of 265 vehicle movements per day, although the majority would be at weekends 
and on public holidays. There would be regular removal of waste from the site in 
order to maximise operational efficiency and avoid or minimise adverse 
environmental effects associated with odours, insects, pests and vermin.

4.2 The catchment area would include Princes Risborough, Bledlow cum Saunderton, 
Radnage, Haddenham, Lacey Green, Stokenchurch and Longwick in 
Buckinghamshire and Chinnor, Thame, Towersey, Tetsworth and Aston Rowant in 
Oxfordshire.

4.3 In support of the application it is stated that following the County Council’s closure 
of the site a local action group was set up with the aim of reinstating the recycling 
centre. As explained above, in order for this to be achieved, it is necessary for 
planning permission to be secured by the local action group. Once planning 
permission has been obtained the action group will seek local companies to tender 
to operate the site on a commercial basis.



4.4 The applicant considers that the proposed development accords with the National 
Planning Policy for Waste and the development plan, including policy 11 of the 
Buckinghamshire Minerals and Waste Local Plan, which identifies the targets for 
waste management capacity needs for Buckinghamshire. In terms of the site’s 
location in the Green Belt and Chilterns AONB, it is considered that as there would 
be no new development there would be no material change in terms of the impact 
on these designations. It is also considered that the site is well screened by 
surrounding vegetation and its re-opening would have no impact on the local 
landscape or the wider landscape setting, there will be no impact on any 
neighbouring amenities, there will be no increase in noise or light emissions from 
the current use and there will be no material impact on the highway network.

5.0 Planning Policy and Other Documents

5.1 Section 38(6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 requires that 
planning applications are determined in accordance with the development plan 
unless material considerations indicate otherwise. Section 85 of the Countryside 
and Rights of Way Act 2000 requires that in exercising a function affecting land in 
an AONB, the County Council shall have regard to the purpose of conserving and 
enhancing the natural beauty of the AONB.

5.2 The development plan for this area comprises of:
 Buckinghamshire Minerals and Waste Local Plan 2019 (BMWLP)
 Wycombe District Local Plan 2019 (WDLP)
 Wycombe District Adopted Adopted Delivery and Site Allocations Plan 2013 

(ADSAP)
 Bledlow-cum-Saunderton Neighbourhood Plan 2016 - 2033 (BSNP)

The following policies are considered relevant to the proposed development:

Buckinghamshire Minerals and Waste Local Plan (BMWLP) 
 Policy 11 (Waste Management Capacity Needs)
 Policy 13 (Spatial Strategy for Waste Management)
 Policy 14 (Development Principles for Waste Management Facilities)
 Policy 16 (Managing Impacts on Amenity and Natural Resources)
 Policy 17 (Sustainable Transport)
 Policy 18 (Natural Environment)
 Policy 19 (Historic Environment)
 Policy 20 (Landscape Character)
 Policy 21 (Green Belt)
 Policy 22 (Chilterns AONB)
 Policy 23 (Design and Climate Change)



 Policy 24 (Environmental Enhancement)
 Policy 26 (Safeguarding of Minerals Development and Waste Management 

Infrastructure)

Wycombe District Local Plan (WDLP) 
 CP1 (Sustainable Development)
 CP8 (Protecting the Green Belt)
 CP10 (Green Infrastructure and the Natural Environment)
 CP11 (Historic Environment)
 CP12 (Climate Change)
 DM30 (Chilterns AONB)
 DM31 (Development Affecting the Historic Environment)
 DM33 (Managing Carbon Emissions: Transport and Energy Generation
 DM34 (Delivering Green Infrastructure and Biodiversity in Development)
 DM38 (Water Quality and Supply)
 DM39 (Managing Flood Risk and Sustainable Drainage Systems)
 DM42 (Managing Development in the Green Belt)

Wycombe District Adopted Delivery and Site Allocations Plan 2013 (ADSAP)

 DM1 (Presumption in Favour of Sustainable Development)
 DM14 (Biodiversity in Development)

Bledlow-cum-Saunderton Neighbourhood Plan (BSNP)
 Policy 1 (Spatial Plan for the Parish)
 Policy 6 (Design Management in the Parish)
 Policy 10 (Environment)

5.3 In addition, I consider the following documents are relevant for the determination 
of the application: 

 National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 
 National Planning Policy for Waste (NPPW)
 National Planning Practice Guidance (NPPG)
 The Chilterns AONB Management Plan 2019-2024 (CMP) strategic objectives 

D01, D02 and D03 and development policies  DP1, DP2, DP3, DP8, DP10 and 
DP13.

6.0 Consultation Responses (Consultee comments may be viewed on the 
council’s planning applications website -   

https://publicaccess.buckscc.gov.uk/online-applications/)

https://publicaccess.buckscc.gov.uk/online-applications/


6.1 The consultation responses are summarised in Appendix B.

7.0     Representations

7.1 Representations have been received from members of the public: 67 objections, 
498 in support and five neither in objection nor support but raising concerns. The 
reasons for support, objection and concerns raised are summarised in Appendix 
C.  

8.0 Discussion

8.1 This is an unusual planning application. No new operational development or 
change of use of the application site is proposed. It is solely proposed to continue 
the use of the existing permitted Household Recycling Centre as it currently exists 
at the site for which planning permission exists solely for the benefit of the County 
Council. Whilst the County Council as waste management authority chose to close 
the site on 31st March 2019, it is a permanent planning permission; there is no end 
date condition or restoration condition on it. This is a material consideration in the 
determination of this application. The discussion below is therefore set in the 
context of the planning position being that the site exists and that the application 
does not propose any additional development beyond that which is already 
consented and this is the development which falls to be determined against the 
development plan and any other material planning considerations. 

8.2 Comments have been received in objection to the application regarding the 
commercial intentions and capabilities of the applicant with regard to the running 
of the site, should permission be granted, and the possibility of further 
development of the site beyond the existing situation. The application is for the 
same development as already consented and it is not considered that the 
applicant’s business plan is a material planning consideration. Any future 
proposed development of the site would require a further planning application to 
be made which would need to be considered on its own merits at that time. 

8.3 I consider that the main issues to be considered are the waste management policy 
context, the site’s location in the Green Belt, its location in the Chilterns AONB, 
amenity impacts, highway impacts, biodiversity and the historic environment. 

Waste Management policy context

8.4 BMWLP Policy 11 sets out the waste management capacity needs for the county 
over the plan period. This sets out the need for recycling of municipal and 
commercial and industrial waste from both existing and proposed facilities at 0.541 
million tonnes at the end of the plan period in 2036. Whilst the existing planning 



permission remains extant, if permission were to be granted to this application, it 
would then run with the land and provide the opportunity for third parties to provide 
the capacity that was effectively lost when the County Council closed the site. The 
reopening of the site would help to ensure waste is collected and transferred 
elsewhere for re-use and recycling and so moved up the waste hierarchy. BMWLP 
Policies 13 and 14 provide support to the application being in compliance with the 
spatial strategy and allowing communities to take responsibility for their waste in 
line with the waste hierarchy and the proximity principle. 

8.5 BMWLP policy 26 seeks to safeguard existing waste management sites with 
extant planning permission and associated infrastructure from other forms of 
development. Appendix 2 to the BMWLP sets out waste development 
commitments at the end of 2016. This includes the application site. The site is 
therefore safeguarded as a waste management site from other forms of 
development. As the application is to continue the development currently permitted 
there is no conflict with this policy.

8.6 It is therefore concluded that the continued use of the site for waste management 
development which would facilitate the collection of waste for re-use and recycling 
is in accordance with the above policies.

8.7 Objections have been raised to the application with regard to the catchment area 
which would be served by the site. There is no current condition geographically 
restricting the area from which waste may be received on the existing planning 
permission. However, the location of the site close to the county boundary with 
Oxfordshire and the lack of any Household Waste Recycling Centre in Thame or 
otherwise in the eastern part of Oxfordshire (the nearest Oxfordshire facility is 
understood to be in Wallingford) and the considerable number of representations 
for support received for the facility from Oxfordshire residents and Thame Town 
Council, indicates that the site would be convenient for and potentially used by 
Oxfordshire residents, as well as Buckinghamshire ones. The County Council 
through the BMWLP is required to make provision for net self-sufficiency for the 
management of the equivalent of its own waste arisings, but it is accepted that 
there will always be cross-county boundary movements of waste streams. 

Green Belt

8.8 BMWLP policy 21 supports the development of waste management facilities in the 
Green Belt where it can be demonstrated that the development would not form 
inappropriate development and provided that it preserves the openness of, and 
does not conflict with the purposes of including land in, the Green Belt. 
Circumstances where development would not be inappropriate include the 
extension or alteration of an existing waste management facility, provided that it 
does not result in disproportionate additions over and above the size of the original 
building, or the replacement of an existing waste management facility, provided 



the new building is for waste management use and not materially larger than the 
one it replaces. WDLP policies CP8 and DM42 seek to protect the Green Belt from 
inappropriate development. In this case, there would be no new built development 
or change of use from the existing situation on the ground in accordance with the 
existing planning permission. It is therefore considered that the development 
would not be inappropriate and accords with these policies. It would nonetheless 
be appropriate to attach a condition to any permission granted to remove any 
permitted development rights which could lead to the erection of built development 
which may otherwise conflict with openness and the purposes of including land in 
the Green Belt.

Chilterns AONB

8.8 BMWLP policy 22 states that proposals for waste development should conserve 
and enhance the Chilterns AONB, comply with the prevailing AONB 
Management Plan and other relevant guidance, and demonstrate exceptional 
circumstances and that the development is in the public interest. Proposals for 
waste development within the Chilterns AONB and its setting will be permitted 
where it can be demonstrated that it does not result in harm to the AONB and 
does not conflict with the purpose(s) of the designation; and  contributes 
towards provision of waste management capacity for preparing for reuse and 
recycling; and  supports the economies and social well-being of local 
communities in the area; and includes opportunities, where appropriate, to 
enhance the character, assets and appearance of the AONB and its setting, 
including ensuring a high standard of design for development and integration of 
the site within its landscape setting; and is compliant with other BMWLP 
policies. BMWLP policy 20 states that proposals for minerals and waste 
development should protect and enhance valued landscape in a manner 
commensurate with their status recognising their importance and contribution to 
wider networks. BMWLP policy 24 makes similar provision.

8.9 WDLP policy DM30 seeks that development conserve and, where possible, 
enhance the natural beauty of the Chilterns AONB, is appropriate to the economic 
and social wellbeing of local communities within the AONB, delivers the highest 
quality design which respects the natural beauty and built heritage of the Chilterns 
and enhances the sense of place and local character. Planning permission for 
proposals which constitute major development within the Chilterns Area of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty will only be permitted in accordance with national 
policy, and will otherwise be refused. BSNP policy 10 states that development 
proposals must conserve and enhance designated environmental and landscape 
assets, especially the Chilterns Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty.

8.10 Paragraph 172 of the NPPF states that great weight should be given to conserving 
and enhancing the landscape and scenic beauty of AONBs and permission for 
major development should not be granted other than exceptional circumstances 



and where it can be demonstrated that it is in the public interest. Appendix B to the 
NPPW states that in determining planning applications consideration should be 
given to the need to protect AONBs.

8.11 Although the development arguably does not conserve or enhance the Chilterns 
AONB, the site is safeguarded for waste use in the BMWLP and the application is 
for the same development as already consented and which already exists in situ.  
Although all waste development is defined as major development, the site area is 
relatively small; the application site covers an area of approximately 0.3 ha. It 
would contribute to recycling waste as set out above and would arguably support 
the local economy and social well-being of the local community in terms of 
providing a facility for the collection of their household waste for recycling. There 
would be no greater impact on the Chilterns AONB than from the operation of the 
site under the terms of the existing planning permission and no demonstrable 
additional harm to the landscape setting and scenic beauty. 

8.12 It is appropriate to consider whether there is the opportunity for the development 
now proposed to enhance the Chilterns AONB compared to the existing situation. 
The site is well screened by the existing vegetation surrounding the site and is set 
at a lower level than the surrounding land and there does not seem scope for or 
obvious benefit to the Chilterns AONB in providing additional planting. There could 
be some scope for biodiversity enhancements as discussed below but again this 
would seem limited. CMP policy DP8 seeks to keep skies dark at night by only 
using light where and when needed, to the minimum required and which meets or 
exceeds guidance for intrinsically dark zones. There is scope to limit the impact of 
the lighting on the site by controlling its hours of operation. The on-site lighting 
would not generally be required during the proposed operational hours of 8.00 am 
to 6.00 pm during the summer months. The applicant has indicated that it is 
anticipated the winter operational hours would in any instance be limited to 9.00 
am to 4.00 pm. It is therefore proposed that should planning permission be 
granted the hours of use of the facility and so the lighting during the period from 1st 
November to 28th February be limited to 8.30 am to 4.30 pm which would allow 
time for staff to set up and tidy-up the site for half an hour either side of its opening 
hours. Comment has also been made with regard to the site having an operational 
management plan to prevent the spilling of waste out of the site and littering. This 
would be controlled by the Environmental Permit for the site which would need to 
be obtained separately to the planning process from the Environment Agency, but, 
as set out below in the discussion on amenity impacts, the provision of a site 
management plan where appropriate is provided for through other BMWLP 
policies and so can be covered by condition.

8.13 It is considered that with the proposed limitations on hours of use set out in the 
discussion of amenity impacts below, the lighting would be acceptable in terms of 
balancing the impact on the Chilterns AONB and the need for safety and security 
of the site. Taking this into account, whilst the application is for major 



development, it is not considered that there would be any significant impact on the 
Chilterns AONB beyond the existing permitted situation. The proposed 
development is considered to be generally in compliance with the aims of BMWLP 
policies 20, 22 and 24, WDLP policy DM30 and BSNP policy 10.

Amenity impact

8.14 Objections and concerns have been raised to the application with regard to the 
impact on the amenity of local residents including from associated vehicle 
movements. BMWLP policy 16 seeks to see waste management developments 
secure a good standard of amenity including to human health and well-being and 
amenity to communities. WDLP policy DM5 seeks to protect the amenities of 
neighbouring land and property.   

8.15 The development would be a continuation of that already permitted and  the impacts 
on health, well-being and amenity are likely to be similar to those experienced 
previously when the site was in operation as a Household Recycling Centre. The 
site is well screened by existing vegetation. The closest residence to the site is 
approximately 340 metres distant and the nearest public footpath to the site is 
approximately 50 metres distant. Any direct impacts on health, well-being and 
amenity are therefore considered likely to be limited. The greatest impact is likely to 
be from the traffic associated with the operation of the site on residents alongside 
the rural roads serving the site including through Bledlow Ridge village and other 
road users including pedestrians, horse-riders and cyclists. The associated vehicle 
movements would be at their peak at weekends and on Bank and Public Holidays 
and the bulk of the movements would be by private cars/vans. It is considered that it 
is necessary to limit the impact of the development such that it would be no greater 
than that which would pertain if the site were to be re-opened under the terms of the 
existing planning permission as any greater impact has not been assessed. Whilst it 
would be very difficult to apply a daily vehicle movement restriction on the numbers 
of private car/van users visiting the site, the applicant has stated that the annual 
throughput of the site would be around 5,500 tonnes per annum which is in line with 
that which the site catered for in its last years of operation. It is therefore advised 
that should planning permission be granted to the application it is subject to 
conditions limiting the annual throughput to 5,500 tonnes per annum along with a 
condition requiring that the tonnages accepted at the site are provided to the County 
Planning Authority on a quarterly basis.

8.16 As set out above, the impact of lighting from the site could be covered by a 
condition limiting the hours of use of the site in the winter months. Concerns have 
also been raised with regard to matters such as litter which were a problem 
previously and whilst these are matters which may be controlled by the 
Environmental Permit, BMWLP policy 16 does state that a site-specific 
management plan should be developed where appropriate to mitigate impacts and 
this could be required to be submitted prior to any permission granted to this 



application being first implemented. It would also be in the interests of the amenity 
for the existing site fencing to be maintained and the site gates to be secured 
outside the hours of operation. This can be required by condition.

8.17 Therefore, whilst there would be impacts, subject to the conditions suggested above 
it is considered that these would not be at such a level as to warrant refusal of the 
application. Subject to this, the application is therefore considered to be in general 
compliance with BMWLP policy 16 and WDLP policy DM5.

Highways Impacts 

8.18 BMWLP policy 17 supports sustainable transport including consideration of adverse 
impacts on the community and environment and the mitigation measures required. 
WDLP policy DM33 makes similar provision. The site is clearly not well-located in 
terms of its access to the strategic highway network. However, the County Council 
as Highway Authority has not objected to the application on the basis that there 
would be no increase in the tonnage of material exported from the site from that 
which pertained when the site was operational under the existing planning 
permission. It is therefore considered that grounds for refusal of the application on 
the grounds of the capacity or suitability of the local highway network or road safety 
could not be sustained, although these are clearly concerns which have been raised 
with regard to the application. As set out above, whilst a daily vehicle limitation on 
would not be practical, a limitation on the annual tonnage in line with that which the 
site was previously handling and as proposed by the applicant would be appropriate 
in order to limit the highway impacts to those which existed previously and could 
exist again if the site were to be re-opened by the County Council at any time in 
accordance with the existing planning permission. 

8.19 Subject to the attachment of such a condition, the application is considered to be in 
compliance with aims of BMWLP policy 17 and WDLP policy DM33.

Biodiversity

8.20 BMWLP policy 18 requires that mineral and waste related developments should 
conserve and enhance natural assets and resources, including protected and 
notable species. It goes on to state with regard to SACs and SSSIs that there 
should be no likely adverse effects on the site’s notified special interest features 
resulting from the development. Further, it states that Ancient woodland along with 
aged and veteran trees are an irreplaceable resource that should be protected. 
Permission will only be granted where it can be demonstrated that the need for, and 
benefits of, the development clearly outweighs the loss.  Where adverse effects are 
likely permission will only be granted where it can be demonstrated that the benefits 
of the development clearly outweigh the impacts. BMWLP policy 24 makes similar 
provision. WDLP policy CP10 seeks to secure a net gain in biodiversity and policy 
DM34 seeks to protect biodiversity and also achieve improvements. ADSAP policy 



DM14 makes similar provision. BSNP policy 10 states that any development 
proposals should contribute to and enhance the natural environment by ensuring 
the protection of local assets such as mature trees, hedgerows and woodland, and 
the provision of additional habitat for wildlife and green spaces for the community.

8.21 The application site is not subject to any specific biodiversity designations and the 
nearest SSSIs and Ancient Woodland are at some distance from the site. Neither 
the County ecology officer nor Natural England has raised objection to the 
application. There is very limited scope for any further biodiversity enhancements 
within the existing site which is small and constrained by the existing banking and 
security fencing, with the operational area being hard-surfaced with no substantive 
buildings. The site is surrounded by woodland on three sides with the boundary to 
Wigans Lane also being substantially wooded. In this instance therefore it is 
considered that there is no practical likelihood of achieving any biodiversity 
enhancements and that a refusal of permission on this ground could not in this 
situation be supported. It is considered that the proposed development is otherwise 
in accordance with these policies.

The Historic Environment

8.22 BMWLP policy 19 requires that minerals and waste development must conserve 
heritage assets in a manner appropriate to their significance and enhance the 
historic environment. WDLP policy DM31 makes similar provision. The site is not 
subject to any historic designations and is at some considerable distance from the 
nearest listed buildings, such that it is not considered to affect their settings. No 
additional development is proposed to that which is already existing at the site and 
so there would be no excavation carried out and so no archaeological impact. It is 
therefore considered that the proposed development is in accordance with these 
policies.

The Water Environment

8.23 BMWLP policy 16 seeks to protect the water environment from adverse impacts of 
waste management developments. WDLP policy DM38 seeks to protect sources of 
water supply from contamination. WDLP policy DM39 seeks to see development 
carried out in the areas of lowest flood risk. The site is located in the location of a 
historic landfill site and concerns have been raised with regard to potential 
contamination. However, no new development is proposed beyond that which exists 
in situ and there would be no change to the site’s existing drainage system. Neither 
the Lead Local Flood Authority nor the Environment Agency have raised any 
objection to the application on the grounds of surface waste drainage or pollution 
concerns, or requested the provision of further information. The District 
Environmental Health Officer has not raised objection or concerns. The site is 



located in Flood Zone 1 which is the area which is least likely to flood. It is therefore 
considered that there is no conflict with these policies. 

Sustainable development and Climate Change

8.24 BMWLP policies 16 and 23 taken together seek to support sustainable 
development. Policy 23 states that minerals and waste development should secure 
high quality design and minimise adverse effects on and from climate change. 
WDLP policy CP1 supports sustainable development and policy CP12 promotes 
mitigation and adaptation to climate change. ADSAP policy DM1 makes similar 
provision.  

8.25 As set out above, there would be no new development beyond that which is already 
permitted. The development would therefore operate within the same terms other 
than any new conditions which may now be judged necessary to make the 
development acceptable which have also been discussed above. Although the site 
is supported in principle by development plan waste management policies as set 
out above, it is accepted that it is not a sustainable location for such a facility, being 
in a rural area without ready access to the strategic highway network. Nonetheless, 
the provision of a facility for the collection of waste for recycling elsewhere which 
may otherwise be disposed of is in principle sustainable development which serves 
to mitigate against the effects of climate change. It is therefore considered that on 
balance the development would contribute towards the aims of these policies.

Equality and Diversity issues

8.26 In writing this report due regard has been taken of the need to eliminate unlawful 
discrimination, harassment and victimisation, advance equality of opportunity 
between different groups and foster good relations between different groups. It is 
not however considered that any issues with regard thereto are raised in relation to 
consideration of this application. 

Conclusion

8.27 As set out above, the starting point for this application is that it is for a continuation 
of the development permitted for the benefit of the County Council under the 
existing consent. No new built development or change of use of the land is 
proposed. The development would accord with the aims of development plan waste 
management policies and would have no greater impact on the Green Belt or 
Chilterns AONB than the existing situation. It would not have any greater health, 
well-being or amenity impacts  or impacts on the natural environment than the 
existing in situ development. It is therefore recommended that the application be 
approved.

 



Appendix A - Schedule of Conditions

Time limit for commencement 

1. The development shall commence no later than three years from the date of this 
consent. No later than seven days before the date of commencement, written 
notification of the date of commencement shall be provided to the County Planning 
Authority.

Reason: In accordance with Section 91 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990.

Approved Plans

2. The development hereby permitted shall not be carried out other than in complete 
accordance with the submitted documents and the following drawing:

 Drawing no. 01 Rev A Location Plan & Site Plan

Reason: To define the development which has been permitted so to control the 
operations in accordance with policies 16 and 28 of the BMWLP.

Pre-commencement Conditions

3. Prior to the commencement of the development, a site management plan identifying 
the potential impacts of the development and the measures to be taken to mitigate 
them including from litter shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the County 
Planning Authority.  The development shall be carried out in accordance with the 
approved site management plan.  

Reason: In the interests of the amenity of local residents and visitors and users of 
Wigans Lane in accordance with policy 16 of the BMWLP.

On-going conditions

4. The security fencing around the boundary of the site shall be maintained throughout 
the duration of the development and the site gates shall be secured closed outside the 
permitted hours of operation.  

Reason: In the interests of the amenity of local residents and visitors and users of 
Wigans Lane in accordance with policy 16 of the BMWLP.  



5. The site shall not open other than during the following hours:

8.00 am to 6.00 pm daily 1st March to 31st October
9.00 am to 4.00 pm daily 1st November to 28th February (29th February in Leap Years).

Other than that staff may enter the site half an hour before opening and must leave the 
site half-an hour after closing. 

The site shall not open on the Christmas Day, Boxing Day or New Year’s Day 
Bank/Public Holidays.

Reason: In the interests of the amenity of local residents and visitors and users of 
Wigans Lane in accordance with policy 16 of the BMWLP.

6. No lighting shall be used other than during the following hours:

8.30 am to 4.30 pm daily 1st November to 28th February (29th February in Leap Years).

 
Reason: In the interests of the amenity of local residents and visitors and users of 
Wigans Lane and to preserve the dark skies of the Chilterns Area of Outstanding 
Natural Beauty in accordance with policies 16, 22 and 24 and WDLP policy DM30 and 
BSNP policy 10.

7.  No additional lighting shall be provided at the site other than in accordance with a 
detailed lighting scheme which shall be first submitted to and approved in writing by 
the County Planning Authority.

Reason: In the interests of the amenity of local residents and visitors and users of 
Wigans Lane and to preserve the dark skies of the Chilterns Area of Outstanding 
Natural Beauty in accordance with policies 16, 22 and 24 and WDLP policy DM30 and 
BSNP policy 10.

8. The annual tonnage of waste imported to the site shall not exceed 5,500 tonnes.  
Returns of the tonnage of waste imported to the site during the preceding Quarter 
shall be provided to the County Planning Authority no later than 15th January, 15th 
April, 15th July and 15th October in each calendar year that the site is operational. 

Reason: In the interests of the amenity of local residents and visitors and users of 
Wigans Lane and to limit the impact on the highway network to that which has been 
previously permitted and on which the acceptability of the development has been 
considered, in accordance with policies 16 and 17 of the BMWLP.



9. Notwithstanding the provisions of the Town and Country Planning (General Permitted 
Development) (England) Order 2015 as amended or any subsequent revisions, 
modifications, revocation or re-enactment, no industrial buildings shall be erected, 
extended or altered pursuant to Schedule 2 Part 7 Class H and no extension or 
alteration of a building shall be carried out or replacement plant or machinery installed 
pursuant to Schedule 2 Part 7 Class L.

Reason: The site is located in the Metropolitan Green Belt and the Chilterns Area of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty and these restrictions on permitted development rights 
are necessary to ensure that no development which would otherwise be inappropriate 
in the Green Belt or which would not conserve and enhance the Chilterns Area of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty in accordance with policies 21 and 22 of the BMWLP. 

INFORMATIVES

Compliance with Article 35 of the Town and County Planning (Development 
Management Procedure) (England) Order 2015
In determining this planning application, the County Planning Authority has worked 
positively and proactively in accordance with the requirements of the National Planning 
Policy Framework, as set out in the Town and Country Planning (Development Management 
Procedure) (England) Order 2015. In this instance, no issues arose which required  
resolution with the applicant. 

Environment Agency
Environmental Permit - Advice to LPA/applicant This development will require an 
environmental permit under the Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 
2016, Regulation 12. 

The development will either require a new permit or transfer of the existing permit we 
suggest you contact the Environment Agency. Additional ‘Environmental Permitting 
Guidance’ can be found at: https://www.gov.uk/environmental-permit-check-if-you-need-one

Appendix B – Consultation responses

1 Wycombe District Council has no objection the application.
 

2 Bledlow-cum-Saunderton Parish Council objects to the application as follows:

Following representations made to the Parish Council by residents, Bledlow - cum - 
Saunderton Parish Council (BcSPC) has determined, by way of a motion voted on at 
the Parish Council meeting held on 6th February, to object to the above planning 
application/consultation. 



The Parish Council's grounds for objection are: - 

The planning application has been submitted on the basis that the scope and 
scale of the site operation will simply resume 'as was' prior to the site closing in 
April 2019. The Parish Council does not believe that the planning application should 
go forward on this basis: - 

 No account has been made of the significant number of new homes that have 
been and are being built in and around Chinnor, Thame and Longwick since the 
HRC was closed. Together with the planned expansion of Princes Risborough 
(2500 dwellings) demand for HRC facilities will increase. The Parish Council 
does not believe the current site and local road network (see 'Traffic and 
Highway Safety' below) will be able to absorb this increased demand without 
detrimental impact on the surrounding communities and infrastructure. 

 The operating model being proposed is, we understand, changing to a 'pay per 
visit/ tonnage' model. The Parish Council understand that any HRC needs to be 
financially viable, however the move to a 'pay per visit/tonnage' model implies 
an opportunity for the appointed Commercial operators to use pricing to attract 
users from the established Local Authority funded sites. 

 Under the 'Commercial' model there is no guarantee that further planning 
applications to increase the scale and scope of the operation (e.g. the 
acceptance of 'Trade Waste' will not come forward. 

Traffic and Highway Safety At the time of closure in 2019 there were already 
concerns about road safety issues at the entrance to the site. These were raised by 
BcSPC in their 2017 and 2018 consultation responses to the Princes Risborough 
Town Plan and then in the subsequent WDC Local Plan that incorporated the PRTP. 
Specifically, the Parish Council's issues are: - 

 Queuing vehicles in Wigan's Lane waiting to access the site, on busy weekends and 
public holidays. The site entrance is located c. 150 m from a blind summit on Wigans 
Lane (national speed limit) and occasions of vehicles cresting the summit at or near 
the national speed limit and having limited or insufficient time to stop prior to the rear 
of the line of standing traffic were regularly observed by residents. 

 Due to highways weight and height restrictions HGVs servicing the site will need to be 
routed either from the A4010 via Upper Icknield Way or from the A40 through West 
Wycombe and Bledlow Ridge via Chorley Road, Loxborough Hill and Chinnor Road. 
Both routes are unclassified. 

 Upper Icknield Way is narrow with several blind bends and crests. The road is 
regularly blocked by flooding and is generally in a poor state of repair. In addition, the 



construction of the proposed Princes Risborough Relief Road may end direct access 
from the Upper Icknield Way onto the A4010. 

 Loxborough Hill is steep with tight bends. Vehicles frequently misjudge the bends and 
there have been many accidents on this stretch of road. 

 The route through Bledlow Ridge passes the popular Village School and the Village 
Playground. Congestion is already an issue during the morning and evening 'school 
run' periods and increased HGV traffic would create significant road safety and air 
quality concerns. 

 Both Wigans Lane and Upper Icknield Way are on the Chiltern Cycleway and intersect 
the Ridgeway long distance footpath and bridleway. Both routes are heavily used by 
cyclists, walkers and horse riders during weekends and holidays, exactly those times 
identified in the application as having highest throughput. 

Ecology concerns. Arguably an Ecological Report would not have been relevant had 
the HRC transitioned seamlessly from BCC to Commercial operation, however the fact 
that the site has been closed since April 2019 means that it should not be assumed 
that there will be no ecological impact. 

 The area including the HRC has been highlighted as an important habitat for 
bats. 

 Local residents in the immediate vicinity of the development have had to 
undertake Ecological Reports for far more minor development than the 
operation of an HRC. 

 Although the origins of the site are historical HRC type operations are 
intrinsically unsuitable for a location in an AONB and the Green Belt. 

Failure to acknowledge BcSPC Neighbourhood Plan. The Planning Application 
statement fails to reference the BcSNP. 

 Bullet 5 of Policy 6 of the NP, Design Management in the Parish necessitates 
development within the Parish to have regard to the “protection of the 
intrinsically dark skies of the parish and AONB by minimising light pollution 
through adherence to the appropriate industry guidelines.” The NP defines this 
further as “Lighting of external areas meets the appropriate standards 
(Guidance Notes for the Reduction of Obtrusive Light GN01:2011) as published 
by the Institute of Lighting Professionals. the relevant Zones being E2 within 
Settlement Areas and E1 elsewhere.



 This should be drawn out in the planning statement with proposed mitigation 
measures.”

3 County Highway Authority – It is my understanding that the planning permission 
sought is merely to transfer the operation rights of the Household Waste Recycling 
Site from the County Council to the applicant (or nominated operator). Therefore, on 
the expectation that there are no physical changes to the site or elements that will 
increase the tonnage of material exported from the site, there are no highway grounds 
on which an objection could be based. Furthermore I do not believe that there are any 
conditions of relevance that I could recommend if you were minded to permit this 
application.

4 County Lead Local Flood Authority - Having reviewed the information submitted to 
accompany this application, Buckinghamshire County Council as the Lead Local Flood 
Authority (LLFA) has no comments on this planning application due to the type of the 
development and no change in impermeable area.

5 County Ecology Officer – We have reviewed the information submitted with the 
application and concluded there are unlikely to be any adverse impacts on ecology. 
We therefore have no objection to the approval of the application.

6 Thames Water - no comments received.

7 The Environment Agency - The site lies on a historic landfill and a principal aquifer. 
The site also lies within Flood Zone 1 in accordance with our flood map for planning. 
Flood Zone 1 is defined as having a low probability of river flooding in accordance with 
Table 1 Flood risk of the Planning Practice Guidance.

We have no objections to the proposed development as submitted.
From a groundwater quality perspective we have reviewed the design and access 
statement and as the proposal does not include any new intrusive works, we will not 
request further work. It should be noted however if any new intrusive works were to 
take place we would request a site investigation as the site over lies a former landfill 
which took a variety of wastes. Any changes to the site have the potential to mobilise 
pollution.

The development will require an environmental permit under the Environmental 
Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2016, Regulation 12. The development 
will either require a new permit or transfer of the existing permit, we suggest you 
contact the Environment Agency. Additional 'Environmental Permitting Guidance' can 
be found at: https://www.gov.uk/environmental-permit-check-if-you-need-one

https://www.gov.uk/environmental-permit-check-if-you-need-one


8 Wycombe District Council Environmental Health Officer - There are no objections 
from the Control of Pollution Team to the proposed application. There is no material 
impact on the amenity of the area and therefore no objection is made at this time.

9 Bucks Fire and Rescue Service – no comments received. 

10 Chiltern Conservation Board – The application before the Waste and Minerals 
Authority allows for a fresh 'denovo' consideration of the planning merits. Those merits 
must, as a starting point be based upon the high level and robust decision-making 
duties that apply in a nationally protected landscape. We fully accept that weight must 
be given to the planning history here but that any proposed continuation must be 
assessed against this fundamental starting point. There can be little doubt that 
landscape quality and scenic beauty is high and the Bucks Landscape Character 
Assessment denotes this character type (17) within the dipslope, with a 'Rolling and 
undulating topography, with steep slopes contrasting with flatter valley ridges. A 
smooth and sweeping landform'. Weight must be given to the importance of this 
nationally protected landscape in any planning determination. 

The Waste and Minerals Local Plan does not identify the Bledlow Ridge site as 
exceptional (as it does for High Heavens).Adopted Waste and Minerals Plan policy 22 
states that Policy 22: Chilterns Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty Proposals for 
minerals and waste development should conserve and enhance the Chilterns AONB, 
comply with the prevailing AONB Management Plan and other relevant guidance, and 
demonstrate exceptional circumstances and that the development is in the public 
interest (and continues). Policy 14 also applies Development Principles for Waste 
Management Facilities, which adds a degree of policy sophistication that would not 
have applied in 1983 when the original consent was granted. We particularly focus on 
the AONB Management Plan 2019-2024 and particularly policy DP13 (see below). 
Planning weight must be given to the enhancement of the landscape and that also 
involves an assessment of traffic/transport and ecological matters. 

The site is sensitively located. The DEFRA Magic web resource denotes a priority 
habitat to the immediate east (Priority habitats and species: Species and Habitats of 
Principal Importance included in the England Biodiversity List published by the 
Secretary of State under section 41 of the Natural Environment and Rural 
Communities Act 2006). This envelopes the site (deciduous woodland priority habitat) 
and to the west a tract of ancient and semi - natural woodland lies beyond the farm. 
The NPPF at paragraph 174 (b) states that 'To protect and enhance biodiversity and 
geodiversity, plans should promote the conservation, restoration and enhancement of 
priority habitats, ecological networks and the protection and recovery of priority 
species; and identify and pursue opportunities for securing measurable net gains for 
biodiversity'. CCB is cognisant of the planning history here and the planning status of 
site. In light of a fresh application being considered it is timely that attention is paid to 
the enhancement of the landscape. That requires ecological assessment and an 
opportunity to enhance ecology around the site, allied with opportunities to reduce the 



concrete surfacing and site coverage. CCB would ask that the internal consultation on 
ecological maters be re-visited in light of the AONB duties that prevail. 

The CCB wrote to the former operator in 2018 to draw attention to the profusion of 
litter spilling out from the site onto the egress and verges. This was noticeable and 
distracting. It is entirely possible that the operator as a community trust may take a 
more pro-active stance on such matters. If a consent were forthcoming then an 
operational management plan would be required and one drawn up with an awareness 
of the site's sensitivity within the AONB. 

The new Chilterns AONB Management Plan 2019-2024 was adopted in February 
2019 and may be a material consideration when assessing planning applications (as 
set out in Government's PPG para 040 on the Natural Environment). The planning 
objectives in the Management Plan are:

DO1 Ensure planning decisions put the conservation and enhancement of the AONB 
first.
DO2 Ensure that where development happens, it leaves the AONB better than it was 
before - richer in wildlife, quieter, darker at night, designed to have a low impact on the 
environment, and beautiful to look at and enjoy.
DO3 Embrace opportunities to restore natural beauty on sites currently degraded by 
unsympathetic development, infrastructure or dereliction.

A number of detailed Chilterns AONB Management Plan policies are relevant to this 
application:

DP1 Ensure planning decisions take full account of the importance of conserving and 
enhancing the natural beauty of the AONB and the great weight given to its protection.
DP2 Reject development in the AONB unless it meets the following criteria:

a. it is a use appropriate to its location,

b. it is appropriate to local landscape character,

c. it supports local distinctiveness,

d. it respects heritage and historic landscapes,

e. it enhances natural beauty,

f. ecological and environmental impacts are acceptable,

g. there are no detrimental impacts on chalk streams,

h. there is no harm to tranquillity through the generation of noise, motion and light 
that spoil quiet enjoyment or disturb wildlife, and



i. there are no negative cumulative effects, including when considered with other 
plans and proposals.

DP3 Refuse planning permission for major development in the AONB unless there are 
exceptional circumstances and where there is a clear demonstration it is in the public 
interest.
DP8 Keep skies dark at night by only using light where and when needed. All new 
lighting should be the minimum required and meet or exceed guidance for intrinsically 
dark zones. Avoid architectural designs that spill light out of large areas of glazing.
DP10 Make sure that all development that is permitted in the AONB or affecting its 
setting delivers a net gain for the Chilterns by (a). on-site improvements for 
biodiversity, landscape, the rights of way network, AONB visitor facilities, and/or (b) b. 
financial contributions, secured through s1065, CIL, or offsetting schemes, towards 
wider green infrastructure projects that enhance the AONB by meeting the aims of this 
AONB Management Plan.  DP13 Support opportunities for enhancing the AONB by 
removing derelict or detracting developments and infrastructure. There are some 
places in the AONB where buildings and structures like pylons, rail gantries, telecoms 
masts, television masts, waste sites, minerals sites, and farm infrastructure have 
scarred the beauty of the Chilterns. The removal of unsightly structures can help 
restore beauty and rural character. Infrastructure providers should remove all 
redundant masts and equipment. We welcome continued investment in 
undergrounding overhead electricity lines in the AONB and recommend that that all 
new supplies should be undergrounded unless there are ecological or archaeological 
constraints to this.  The Chilterns AONB is nationally protected as one of the finest 
areas of countryside in the UK. Public bodies and statutory undertakers have a 
statutory duty of regard to the purpose of conserving and enhancing the natural beauty 
of the AONB (Section 85 of CroW Act).

The Chilterns Conservation Board is a body that represents the interests of all those 
people that live in and enjoy the Chilterns AONB. 

In summary here, CCB accepts that the planning history of the site must be taken into 
account but that a fresh denovo consideration of the planning merits affords an 
opportunity to reappraise the delivery of adopted Waste and Minerals Local Plan 
Policy 22. This requires a review of traffic/transport, ecological and landscape matters 
to seek site improvements. We identify the potential for ecological improvements and 
a management regime that will be sensitive to the nationally protected landscape 
within which this use is located. Further, Policy 14 of the Waste and Minerals Local 
Plan also indicates a much more sophisticated policy approach than would have 
applied when this use was first approved in 1983. In light of the important tests in 
section 85 of the CROW Act 2000 and the NPPF at 172, CCB has concluded that a 
real and meaningful opportunity exists to enact enhancements in the consideration of 
this application.



11 County Council Minerals and Waste Policy team – no objection to the 
application. While the BMWLP does not identify a need for HRC capacity in Policy 
11: Waste Management Capacity Needs, this application will contribute to reinstating 
some of the capacity that was lost when Buckinghamshire County Council closed the 
site. Based on the waste throughputs provided as part of the application, the 
reopening of the site will help to ensure waste is recycled and moved up the waste 
hierarchy.
As stated in paragraph 5.91 proposals in relation to HRCs will be considered in 
accordance to Policy 13: Spatial Strategy for Waste Management and Policy 14: 
Development Principles for Waste Management Facilities. The proposal is in general 
confirmatory with Policy 14, being in compliance with the spatial strategy, 
complementary use and allowing communities to take responsibility for their waste in 
line with the waste hierarchy and the proximity principle. It is for this reason we have 
no objection to this application.

12 Oxfordshire County Council – no objection to the application.

13 Natural England – No objection. Based on the plans submitted, Natural England 
considers that the proposed development will not have significant adverse impacts on 
statutorily protected nature conservation sites.

14 Affinity Water Ltd – no comments received.

15 County Council as Waste Management Authority – no comments received.

16 Thames Valley Police Crime Prevention Advisor – no comments received. 

17 Strategic Access Officer (County Rights of Way) – no comments to make.

Appendix C – Representations

The reasons for support, objection and concern raised are summarised as follows:

Support

a) Ease of access for local residents taking larger items for responsible recycling than 
sites in Aylesbury and High Wycombe and elsewhere and there can be traffic 
congestion problems at High Wycombe at weekends;

b) Fly-tipping in the local area and use of bonfires for disposal of waste has increased 
since the Household Recycling Centre closed and this would serve to assist 
reducing it;



c) Reduced transport costs and carbon footprint compared to trips to recycle items 
elsewhere;

d) The site would help maximise recycling of waste;

e) The site is well-screened by existing vegetation;

f) Benefits to the Green Belt and Chilterns AONB and wildlife habitats of reduced fly-
tipping;

g) It will create employment;

h) Benefits to air quality of reduced distance require to drive to Household Recycling 
Centres elsewhere;

i) Increased housing expansion in settlements in the area means there is a need for 
such a facility to be provided;

Objection/concern

a) Danger to other highway users of local roads, many of which have no pavements 
including Wigans Lane, and in local villages, principally Bledlow Ridge, where there 
are shops schools and other community facilities, including pedestrians, cyclists and 
horse riders from traffic associated with the development including failure of drivers to 
observe speed limits and queuing of vehicles waiting to use the facility resulting in 
hazard;

b) Lack of need for such a facility in this local area. The Household Recycling Centre 
at High Wycombe is perfectly satisfactory to serve local residents;

c) Unsuitability of the local highway network which are rural, minor roads for large 
vehicles and large volumes of traffic;

d) Decrease in litter and fly-tipping since the Household Recycling Centre closed;

e) Impact on the Chilterns AONB including to dark skies from site lighting;

f) Kerb-side collections render the need for such a facility unnecessary and unwanted;

g) Impact on the Green Belt;

h) Impact on fauna and flora including protected species;

i) Catchment area includes larger settlements such as Princes Risborough, Chinnor 
and Thame which are centres for housing expansion and growth leading to a greater 
demand and more traffic on a facility at this location;

j) Impacts of a commercial development will be different from the former Household 
Reycling Centre. Any commercial operator will seek to expand the operations onto the 
surrounding land should permission be granted to this application;

k) The site is located on a former landfill which is contaminated land;

l) Impact on local agriculture which is the primary local employer including on use of 
local roads by agricultural vehicles;



m) Impact on the countryside and rural environment;

n) The applicant has no previous experience of managing a waste management site 
unlike the County Council which ran it with care and consideration and public 
accountability;

o) The site could be used for the disposal of hazardous waste;

p) Noise pollution;

q) If such a facility is required it would be better to find a more suitable location with 
safer access more suited to a higher traffic flow;

r) Use of site by non-Buckinghamshire residents due to location close to county 
boundary with Oxfordshire with at least a third of users being from Oxfordshire;

s) The business model for the site is uncertain and likely that to make it viable will 
need to serve a wider catchment area and will cater for more business and trade 
vehicles than members of the public with different associated impacts to the former 
Household Recycling Centre;

t) Lack of consultation and perception that the application is being rushed-through the 
system without the consideration which would be given to other applications;

u) Failure of the applicant to take into account the Bledlow-cum-Saunderton 
Neighbourhood Plan;

v) The development would be contrary to national and local plan policies;

w) The site should be cleaned up and used for residential development.

Amongst the comments received, some Parish and Town Councils have commented 
on the application, although not directly consulted. Their comments are summarised 
as follows:

Longwick Parish Council – the application has its full support. 

Radnage Parish Council - support this application for continuation of use of the site 
as the Bledlow Household Recycling Centre, which since its closure has been greatly 
missed by our residents, and those in neighbouring Parishes. It is an important 
community asset and was used by a large number of members of the public every 
year from across the region who now have to travel to either High Wycombe, 
Aylesbury, Aston Clinton, Oxford or Watlington. Local residents have also been 
consistently concerned about the increase in fly-tipping since the closure of the HRC 
on 31st March. As a Parish Council we have been providing alternative options for our 
residents to assist them in the short-term but would very much welcome the re-
opening of our local facility.

Lacey Green Parish Council - support this application on the basis that a provides 
parishioners extended choice for recycling within the locality.



West Wycombe Parish Council - support the proposed continuation of the use of the 
land as a Household Waste Recycling Site as it is far nearer to the parish and far 
easier to access. As we no longer have waste collection containers in the West 
Wycombe Garden Centre car park it is important to have this facility to prevent fly 
tipping within our parish.

Thame Town Council - would like to lend its support to the reopening of the Bledlow 
Recycling Site. We are aware of the rise of fly tipping in the surrounding area 
(Bucks/Oxon) as a result of not having a Recycling Centre in the area. This has a 
negative effect on the environment, public health and the street scene. The Town 
Council with Thame Green Living are progressing a plan to improve our environment 
in multiple ways. The opening of the Recycling Centre is a welcome addition to meet 
these aims.


