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Summary of representation Proposed change to Local Plan 

Introduction               

6019   Alexander 
Riley 

    
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

  We need to involve other neighbouring authorities, such as Ipswich and Suffolk 
Coastal, on strategic cross border issues. Working across functional economic 
areas is positive, but infrastructure improvements must be a central concern for 
Colchester and our neighbouring local authorities. We could lobby a weakened 
government for devolved funding. Need to implement strategies to attract high 
value, innovative businesses from London and Cambridge to Colchester - the 
danger of not doing this and simply focussing on housing is that we become a 
dormitory town. 

 

6156   The 
University of 
Essex (The 
JTS 
Partnership) 

    
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

  The University of Essex welcomes the collaborative approach being taken by 
Colchester, Tendring and Braintree Councils towards the delivery of major 
infrastructure, housing and employment allocations across the North Essex area. 

 

6555   Colin 
Tuckwell 

yes no no V V V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

w yes The inherent ambition and opportunity within the plans is not nearly matched by 
the quality of strategic development thinking or understanding of delivery of such 
programmes. Essential in any programme like this is a clear definition of goals, 
priorities, dependencies, constraints and structures defining delivery approach 
and responsibilities. All are absent; delivery has ONE PAGE? Economic 
development thought is impoverished. The programme's scale would be of 
interest to people of world class skill, experience and investment credentials. Our 
communities should demand no less. Current thinking and advisers appear 
grossly limited for leading/facilitating a programme of this importance and 
opportunity scale. 

Please see attached document of August 
2016 & comments above. 

6725   Marks Tey 
Parish 
Council 
(PJPC Ltd) 

     
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  The strategic approach regarding the Garden Communities is supported and 
visionary / forward looking, However as they are extremely ambitious and 
potentially costly their viability must be proven. There should be clear indications 
that they will support and enhance existing communities through full collaboration 
and that they will provide fully sustainable settlements at each stage of 
development.  Clear parameters / principles must be enshrined within the plan to 
guide development now and in the future to avoid uncertainty, 

 

6802   Dedham 
Parish 
Council 
(Emma 
Cansdale) 

    
 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

   

Dedham Parish Council feel the Local Plan is Legally Compliant, they have 
complied with their duty to Co-operate, and the plan is Sound. In respect to the 
issues we raised regarding downsizing, Dedham Parish Council's views (as 
submitted at the last consultation) have been represented in the Settlement 
Boundary Review (updated June 2017) as part of the New Local Plan Evidence 
Base. 

 

7285   Bloor Homes 
(Strutt & 
Parker) 

no no no V V  
 

 

 

 

V h yes Rep to the SA. The NPPF requires decisions to be justified and based on 
proportionate evidence (p.182) the SA/SEA does not consider an alternative to 
the currently drafted SG8. As such, it is necessary for the SA/SEA to consider an 
alternative scenario for SG* which considers housing delivery through 
neighbourhood plans as a minimum and not for the proposed dwelling numbers to 
be treated as a ceiling. 

 

  

 

1 

  

 

Mr James 

 

 

No 

 

 

No 

 

 

No 

 
 

 

 

 
V 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

No 

  

You can't be doing you job if you advocate West of Braintree without even 
considering Wethersfield Airbase. 

 

  

 

 

 

23 

  

 

 

Mr Howard 
Phillips 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 Meetings have not been sufficient in respect of AECOM meetings in the early 
stages. Publicity for the meeting held at Braintree Town hall in respect of the plan 
was not even publicised outside of the venue until raised by myself when a small 
A4 sign was attached to the main door! Hardly the free and welcoming 
consultation that should be expected. 

 



 

  
42 

 Mrs Anne 
Aggiss 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
No 

 Failure to meet NPPF 155 . I cannot answer the question below whether I raised 
this before because I cant remember the answer is probably! 

 

  
104 

 Mrs Susan 
Baugh 

 
yes 

 
No 

 
No 

 
V 

 
V 

 
V 

 
V 

 
No 

 NPPF PARA 155 NON COMPLIANT.   IGNORING LOCAL RESIDENTS, 
INCLUDING THE VIEWS OF PARISH COUNCILS. 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

116 

  

Mr Kevin 
Fraser 
Principal 
Planner, 
Spatial 
Planning 
Team Essex 
County 
Council 
Spatial 
Planning 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

   

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

128 

  

 

 

 

 

 

Mr Nicholas 
Carey 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 it is not sound under NPPF para 182. It will be ineffective as there is no sound 
infrastructure delivery. Sections 1.13, 1.27, 1.28 and 1.31 have not been met. it is 
also not consistent with the policy of the NPPF.  it is not meeting policy SP 6, 
"place shaping principles" which states that all new deve should respond 
positively to local charac and context to preserve and enhance the quality of 
existing communities and their environs. is is also not meeting policy SP 7 which 
states "each new garden community will confirm to the following 
principles..."  Subsections IV, VI, VII and IX have not been met. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The local authority must adhere to the 
NPPF guidelines as clearly laid down. 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

134 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Mrs S 
Osborne 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 does  not apply with paragraph 155. ..meaningful engagement due to lack of 
detail. Especially with respect to west Tey. No meetings organised for local 
residents with developers. Doesn't comply with paragraph 10 of NPPF. Does not 
take in to context the constraints of historical infrastructure essentially single 
laned in places of coggeshall, kelvedon villages. Just because our villages lie 
next to the A12 and A120 it doesn't mean the roads can cope with excess 
development and increase in local traffic from west Tey, 1000 homes in Feering 
and several hundred homes in both Kelvedon and coggeshall. Neighbouring 
Colchester borough has grown & the local infrastructure and health provision has 
not kept up with pace. Gridlocked traffic around Tollgate & access roads in to 
Colchester. A12 and A120 at capacity with limited extra capacity even with 
planned improvements. There is a significant air pollution in both Bdc &cbc  Does 
not comply with paragraph73 ....visual impact on the Essex Way. 

To provide an actual map of West Tey 
would be a good start....but I do not feel 
West Tey will ever be a sound plan. They 
are stating it will be a self reliant garden 
city but all the evidence seen so far is it 
will become a dormitory town putting an 
increased strain on the local 
infrastructure. Where is the job provision? 
How will adding such significant and well 
above the required housing numbers be 
truely justified. Neighbouring colchester 
borough council need to respond first to 
it's infrastructure issues as they have 
consistently delivered higher numbers 
than the rest of the country. This level can 
not be sustained and for this reason I 
would propose a slow down and an 
exception is made for this area. Sort out 
the issues we are facing , once it has 
proved it is up to the present challenge 
and the issues the town faces then 
readdress the national housing problems. 
In the meantime concentrate on mainly 
affordable and social housing for it's 
current residents rather than trying to 
attract people in to the area. They have 
lost sight of the real issues this town is 
facing already due to overdevelopment 
Both Colchester borough council and 
Braintree district council failing to comply 
with national and local air pollution targets 
and legal policies set out by the clean air 
act. This causes a genuine risk of 
morbidity and mortality to it's present 
residents .West Tey will further increase 
these problems.General risk to health 
with overstretched health care provision. 
GP recruitment crisis. I work as a GP and 
have recorded wait times for ambulances 
going up in the last 4 years. I have asked 
for a patient to be picked up within the 
hour from the home due to requiring 
urgent hospital assessment. unless it is a 
blue light ( immediate risk to life ) I was 
advised the wait would be 7 hours. This is 
not safe practice. We are forced to take 
increasing medical risk with our patients 
due to shortages of ambulances in the 



 

              area and wait times in the local a&e 
departments and bed crisis in our 
hosiptals. Colchester hospital has already 
been put in special measures due to 
standard of care concerns. This is largely 
due to bed and staff shortages . If we 
increase the population at the rate 
advised in the local plan our residents life 
will be put more at risk due to lack of 
emergency , hospital and community 
health provision. 

  

 

 

 

143 

  

Mrs Rosie 
Pearson 
Secretary 
CAUSE 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

  

 

 

CAUSE will submit a representation for Section 1 via Colchester Borough 
Council.   We will address each element of the Plan. 

CAUSE will address the many changes 
required to make the Plan sound/legally 
compliant in our full representation which 
will be submitted via Colchester Borough 
Council. 

  

 
161 

 Mrs 
Jacqueline 
Kingdom 

 

 
No 

 

 
No 

 

 
No 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

V 

 

 
 

 

 
Yes 

 No demonstrated duty to co-operate with neighbouring council  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

218 

  

 

 

 

 

 
 

Mrs Geraldine 
Simmons 
Clerk 
Bardfield 
Saling Parish 
Meeting 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 Para 1.5 - Misleading comment. Failure to plan strategically Reconsult with all neighbouring 
authorities with a view to agreeing 
strategic priorities in accordance with 
Para 156 of the NPPF and more 
particularly a joined up approach to 
balance housing growth with upfront 
delivery of urgently needed improvements 
to infrastructure, water supplies, 
telecoms, adequate health facilities and 
mitigation of environmental and other 
impacts including landscape on local 
communities affected by any resulting 
development proposals 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

266 

 Mr Edward 
Gittins 
Chartered 
Town Planner 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Question 
not 
answered 

 We believe the Duty to Co-operate has not been adequately achieved in relation 
to Chelmsford and Uttlesford and that other elements of the Plan ñ such as the 
Settlement Hierarchy and Glossaries ñ have not been standardised to the same 
extent as the strategic policies. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Provide more information about the 
relationship on the proposals for how 
strategic issues and policies are co- 
ordinated with the neighbouring Districts 
of Uttlesford and Chelmsford in particular. 



 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
552 

  

 

 

 

 
St 
Edmundsbury 
Borough 
Council 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
No 

 We have no comments on Section 1 ñ the joint strategic plan with Tendring 
District and Colchester Borough Councils. 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
577 

  
Ms Sarah 
Nicholas 
Senior 
Planning 
Officer 
Uttlesford 
District 
Council 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Yes 

 General Comments and Summary 1.15 UDC Response: Uttlesford District 
Council and Braintree District Council have a strong working relationship bringing 
forward local plans for each authority area in accordance with the Duty to Co- 
operate requirements. Uttlesford District Council will continue to work closely with 
Braintree District Council on cross boundary local planning issues and the 
finalisation of a Joint Memorandum of Understanding between the two authorities. 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
639 

  

 

 

 

 
Dr Natalie 
Gates 
Principal 
Advisor, 
Historic 
Places Team 
Historic 
England 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

   

 

 

 
O/S No reference to distinctive character 
of Essex, no reference to protecting 
heritage assets. Historic England request 
that the Strategic Objectives be amended 
to include a requirement for new 
development to have regard to the 
historic environment, to reflect paragraph 
7 of the NPPF (the three dimensions to 
sustainable development). 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
658 

  

 

 

 

 
Mr and Mrs 
Christopher 
and Hazel 
Healey 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

  

 

 

 
We fully endorse the current version that is to be submitted for the Braintree area 
local plan. Nobody likes building sites, particularly in their area but this plan is the 
most sensible use of available land within the boundaries of the local roads in 
Braintree and the new suggested "garden villages" could also enhance the area 
and at the same time help to fulfil the need for more housing. 

 

  

 

 

11 

  

 

Mr Stephen 
Archer 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

No 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

No 

  

 

1.28 You cannot have a plan for housing without a plan for roads & other 
transport to serve current & furure needs. This does not do this 

a proper plan for roads to serve new 
houses & existing. I don't know about 
legality & am frustrated that I have to opt 
yes/no above!!!!! 

  
163 

 Mrs Anne 
Aggiss 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
No 

  
Infrastructure and Cluster economics 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

556 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Mr William 
Lee 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

  

The thrust of my argument is that these Garden Communities policies are not 
ambitious and prescriptive enough as regards realistic integrated transport and 
low energy use solutions, given the likely movement patterns of new residents 
and the need for a step change in the way we use energy to meet the UKs 
climate change commitments. In particular I do not consider the Braintree West 
site has been fully objectively tested. It performs much worse in terms of impact 
on valuable landscape and best and most versatile agricultural land, a policy 
condition and without an upfront commitment to a rail extension it will fail to meet 
the wider objectives, will perform poorly and will have perverse negative effects 
on North Essex. 

Delete words wherever possible. Delete 
word some. Add at the end add¦,but not 
so as to compromise the principles of 
sustainable development. Vision for NE 
Essex After the word designed add..low 
energy demanding and renewable energy 
heated¦. homes etc Delete¦.and space for 
sustainable drainage solutions. 1.31 para 
4 second sentence, second clause to 
read¦, to ensure that it is secured and 
delivered¦. Etc 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
664 

  

 

 

 

 

 
John and 
Susan 
Warrant 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

  

 

 
1.29 The NPPF expects local authorities to set out the strategic priorities for the 
area in the Local Plan. Of those listed in the Framework and based on the above 
key issues, this strategic plan chapter addresses: the homes and jobs needed in 
the area the provision of infrastructure for transport and telecommunications the 
provision of education, health, and community infrastructure, and conservation 
and enhancement of the natural and historic environment,  Including landscape 

 



 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

4 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Haines 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 The Spatial is too superficial. In particular, scoping fails to consider the following 
aspects: Availability and location of Health services.  These are a significant 
aspect of well-being for the population.   The majority of the Braintree DC 

(BDC) population fall within the Mid Essex Health  trust - which has the majority 
of its delivery capabilities outside of BDC.  Having a local plan that commits to 
population growth without having a leverage on improving local health care 
provision is not effective.  The spatial scope fails to consider the population 
demographics of the area in particular a failure to difference between: (1) levels of 
income in-equality across the region (2) the proportions of the population that are 
of working age and those that are retired.  There is a token, generic reference to 
these in Key Issues, Opportunities and Challenges, but a more detailed, fact 
based analysis should be provided. 

 

  
44 

 Mrs Anne 
Aggiss 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
No 

  
Falling down on Garden Communities Principles 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

117 

  

Mr Kevin 
Fraser 
Principal 
Planner, 
Spatial 
Planning 
Team Essex 
County 
Council 
Spatial 
Planning 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

  

 

 

 

Change required for clarification. The key generator of freight on the GEML is the 
Port of Felixstowe although Harwich contributes to this demand. ECC 
recommends an amendment to paragraph 1.18 as follows: The Great Eastern 
Main Line provides rail services between London Liverpool Street and the East of 
England, including Witham, Chelmsford, Colchester and Clacton-on-Sea. It also 
carries freight traffic to and from the Haven Ports including Harwich International 
Port, which handles container ships and freight transport to and from the rest of 
the UK. Harwich is also one of the major UK ports for ferry and cruise departures. 

 

  

 

 

6 

  

 

 

Haines 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

No 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

No 

 The Objectives have no quantitative targets or timescales.  The plan can only be 
Effective if it has measurable, trackable outcomes. "Fostering Economic 
Development"  is a process, not an Objective.  Similarly "Addressing" and 
"Ensuring"  are meaningless platitudes. 

 

  
12 

 Mr Stephen 
Archer 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
 

 
 

 
V 

 
 

 
No 

 1.31 You cannot have a plan for housing without a plan for roads & other 
transport to serve current & furure needs. This does not do this 

 

  
46 

 Mrs Anne 
Aggiss 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
No 

  
Not SMART objectives 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

51 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Sport England 
Sport England 
Planning 
Manager 
Eastern 
Region Sport 
England 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

  

 

 

 

 

 

In the context of the vision for North Essex including reference to providing leisure 
and recreation opportunities, the importance attached in Government planning 
policy (paragraph 69 of the NPPF) to promoting healthy communities and the 
corporate health and well-being priorities of the three local authorities it is 
surprising that there is not a strategic objective that specifically covers creating 
healthier and active communities.  While one of the objectives covers addressing 
healthcare needs, this only represents part of what is required to create healthier 
communities.  In particular, providing opportunities for people to be physically 
active through leisure and recreation opportunities will be an essential 
requirement to help encourage healthier lifestyles 

To ensure that the plan is sound in terms 
of meeting the justified and consistent 
with national policy tests It is therefore 
requested than an additional strategic 
objective is added to those listed in 
paragraph 1.31 (or the Addressing 
Education and Healthcare Needs 
objective is extended) which focuses on 
creating healthier communities through 
providing opportunities for physical 
activity in development by designing 
development to provide opportunities for 
healthy and active lifestyles, meeting 
leisure and recreation facilities needs (as 
well as providing for conventional health 
care needs) . 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

72 

 Mr 
Christopher 
Bailey Owner 
Agent: Mr 
Christopher 
Bailey 
Clockhouse 
Town 
Planning 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

This section makes a number of false statements. As such it is not justified. Being 
a core part of the plan it renders the plan ineffective and not positively prepared 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Redraft this section to reflect the reality 
and not present an unrealistic situation 
from whence the plan is not sound. 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

559 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Mr William 
Lee 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 The thrust of my argument is that these Garden Communities policies are not 
ambitious and prescriptive enough as regards realistic integrated transport and 
low energy use solutions, given the likely movement patterns of new residents 
and the need for a step change in the way we use energy to meet the UKs 
climate change commitments. In particular I do not consider the Braintree West 
site has been fully objectively tested. It performs much worse in terms of impact 
on valuable landscape and best and most versatile agricultural land, a policy 
condition and without an upfront commitment to a rail extension it will fail to meet 
the wider objectives, will perform poorly and will have perverse negative effects 
on North Essex. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1.31 para 4 second sentence, second 
clause to read¦, to ensure that it is 
secured and delivered¦. Etc 

  
43 

 Mrs Anne 
Aggiss 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
No 

  
Not Compliant with NPPF Paragraph 155 

 



 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

73 

 Mr 
Christopher 
Bailey Owner 
Agent: Mr 
Christopher 
Bailey 
Clockhouse 
Town 
Planning 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

  

 

 

 

 

 

Apart form minor changes, this plan repeats previous methodology that caused 
the housing crisis which is unsustainable.  It is therefore equally unsustainable 
and unsound. 

 

 

That the Inspector rejects the entire Plan 
as demonstrably unsustainable and 
instructs the LPA top start over again 
using a different approach that 
acknowledges our community is not a 
centrally planned command economy but 
is a market democracy. 

  
105 

 Mrs Susan 
Baugh 

 
Yes 

 
No 

 
No 

 
V 

 
V 

 
V 

 
V 

 
No 

 LACK OF STRATEGIC COOPERATION BETWEEN BDC AND UDC ON WoB 
DEMONSTRATE A FAILURE TO ADOPT A STRATEGIC APPROACH. 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

136 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Mrs S 
Osborne 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

  

 

 

 

I feel west Tey is a complete antithesis of Nppf 17 . The sprawl,of west Tey will 
not take in to account the different roles and character of the  different areas.It 
does not protect our green belt as unfortunately we have none round Colchester 
and Chelmsford . We are reliant on you as a planning inspector to recognise that 
a "green belt " of land is paramount between these different towns and 
settlements. By agreeing to West Tey there will be a lack of definition between 
settlements and loss of rural identity between settlements .They will not conserve 
heritage assets for future generations The over optimistic and vague with 
unrealistic financial contingency planning and lack of cohesiveness in their 
present individual council policies make it incredibly difficult for these two councils 
to make a success of this project. paragraph 22 lack of planning for employment 
site and no advantage of a enterprise zone to attract business.Earlier Haven 
gateway failed bid. 

I can not see anyway that West Tey will 
work with such poor planning to date and 
overly optimistic and unrealistic targets.I 
can not see how these two councils will 
be able to work together and give the 
realistic time and money to make this a 
success. Their housing numbers are too 
high , the infrastructure is not there . 
There contingency financial plans too low. 
They are out of their depth. They have a 
total disregard for the protection of the 
communities they represent and this was 
reflected in the poor quality of debate at 
Braintree district council. At least 
Colchester borough council seemed to be 
more aware of the real issues and 
concerns of the residents they represent. 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

205 

  

Mr Peter 
Williams 
Director 
Williams 
Group Agent: 
Mrs Teresa 
Cook 
Principal 
Consultant 
Emery 
Planning 
Partnership 
Ltd 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Yes 

  

 

 

 

 
 

The representations are made on the overall strategy for Braintree as well as a 
wide range of specific policies and in the context of our clients interests at 
Braintree Retail Park and land to the south-east of Braintree. The Williams Group 
considers that the underlying spatial strategy of the plan is misconceived ñ 
essentially giving insufficient priority to the growth of the town of Braintree and 
placing too much reliance upon new garden communities. The plan is unsound 
without the inclusion of a mixed use development at an intrinsically sustainable 
location to the south east of Braintree town. 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
219 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Mrs Geraldine 
Simmons 
Clerk 
Bardfield 
Saling Parish 
Meeting 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Yes 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Para 1.11- 1.13 The Councils have failed to plan strategically in accordance 
with their Duty to CoOperate under the Localism Act 2011 and para 156 of the 
NPPF 

Reconsult with all neighbouring 
Authorities, Essex County Council and 
the Highway Authority with a view to 
agreeing strategic priorities in accordance 
with Para 156 of the NPPF and more 
particularly a joined up approach to 
balance housing growth with upfront 
delivery of urgently needed improvements 
to infrastructure, water supplies, 
telecoms, adequate health and education 
facilities and mitigation of environmental 
and other impacts including landscape on 
local communities affected by any 
resulting development proposals. 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

582 

  

 

Mr Jeremy 
Potter 
Planning & 
Strategic 
Housing 
Policy 
Manager 
Chelmsford 
City Council 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Question not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Question 
not 
answered 

 The Council welcomes the commitment made is Section 1 to working closely with 
all transport bodies, including on Essex County Councils route-based strategy for 
the A131 ñ Chelmsford to Braintree, and the Great Eastern Main Line. The 
Council looks forward to reviewing the Strategic Growth Development Plan 
Documents for each Garden Community which will be prepared following 
adoption of the three Plans, and the accompanying Infrastructure Development 
Programme to provide detail on phasing and costing of infrastructure 
requirements, including transport. Officers are satisfied overall that the shared 
Section 1 of the three plans provides a coherent strategy for the future growth of 
the three areas and seeks to meet the identified objectively assessed 
development needs. 

 



 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
663 

  

 

 

 

 

 
John and 
Susan 
Warrant 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

 1.11  The Localism Act 2011 places a Duty to Co-operate on local planning 
authorities and other public bodies BDC needs to read and understand fully that 
The Localism Act does not stop at public bodies: The Localism Act includes: new 
freedoms and flexibilities for local government; new rights and powers for 
communities and individuals ; reform to make the planning system more 
democratic and more effective, and reform to ensure that decisions about housing 
are taken locally. Therefore BDC needs to state that where local communities 
have met/exceeded any reasonable requirement they will support them in fighting 
unwanted further development. 

 

LPA Response: Includes a range of general comments that are covered by other representations under each Policy. 

 
 

Vision 
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Summary of representation Proposed change to Local Plan 

6020   Alexander 
Riley 

    
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

  Large scale infrastructure should pre-empt large scale developments. There must 
be total adherence to the sustainable development principles expressed within 
the Vision for North Essex. These Garden Communities should've been 
developed from the ground up, was an opportunity to pilot true neighbourhood 
planning. Economic development and infrastructure improvement should be the 
initial priorities within the strategic objectives, these will facilitate the other 
objectives - especially housing growth. 

 

6157   The 
University of 
Essex (The 
JTS 
Partnership) 

    
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

  The University supports the Strategic Objectives and, in particular, the 
acknowledgement (para 1.31) that there is a current deficit in transport 
infrastructure and that further investment, and provision, is needed to support 
new development with proposals being delivered in a phased and timely manner. 

None 

6269   Marks Tey 
Church 

    
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

  
The Vision for Garden Communities is good in theory; but on past performance 
the local population do not trust CBC to deliver this. Community assets have not 
been delivered (at Myland and Tollgate), and Transport &amp; Communication 
Infrastructure (A12, A120, and railway) have been delayed. 

None 

6438   Andrew     
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

  The vision for the Strategic Area is fully supported, but we have reservations  
Martin about the likely effectiveness of the proposed 'new approaches to delivery'. 
Planning Further detail of our concerns and reasons are set out in our response to Policy 
(representing SP7 in respect of our proposals for Land at East Marks Tey. 
R F West) 

6788   Marks Tey 
Parish 
Council 
(PJPC Ltd) 

yes no yes V  
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

   

The vision should include reference to the need to have regard to appropriate 
integration or relation with existing communities in full collaboration with those 
communities. 

Refer to the need to have regard to 
integration / relation with existing 
adjoining communities 

6810   Maree Moore yes no yes V  
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

V w  The infrastructure (ie.water, drainage, internet ) of Abberton and Langenhoe 
cannot cope now , so will grind to a halt with extra building in the area. Facilities 
such as Drs., School, are already struggling to manage due to high numbers. The 
traffic will increase dramatically as we have no village shop, dentist, pub which 
means villagers have to travel to other villages/towns. we who choose to live in 
the countryside do so to enjoy the wildlife and green spaces, so  we do not want 
to see every inch built on. 

Build somewhere else or reduce the 
numbers of properties. 

6865   Martin 
Robeson 

  no V  
 
 
 
 
 

 

V  
 
 
 
 
 

 

h  Reservations - whilst there may be constraints, these are not so significant as to 
frustrate the greater proportion of future development needs that districts face, 
Colchester in particular. Vision needs to better articulate the manner by which 
existing urban areas will meet challenges going forward.  Vision also fails to 
address need to have secured economic success across the District particularly 
in light of strategic objectives explaining need to foster economic development. 

The Vision needs to better articulate the 
manner by which the existing urban areas 
will meet the challenges going forward. 
Such a challenge is recognised in respect 
of the garden communities, but that and 
the challenge for the existing urban areas 
could be better articulated as part of the 
Vision. 



 

6888   Natural 
England 

  no  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  Section 1 plan needs to have a high level strategic objective and specific 
overarching policy on the need to protect and enhance the natural environment. 

 

 

 

 

 
In particular, the Vision needs to reflect 
the particular challenges and issues for 
delivery wherever development is to be 
located. 

6935   Historic 
England 

  no  
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  Officer summary -Disappointing that there remains no reference in para 1.31 to 
require development to respond to distinctive character of North Essex. No 
reference to protecting heritage assets and the character of existing settlements. 
Historic England's comments on June 2016 Draft  Plan suggested that the 
Strategic Objectives could require "developments to respond to the distinctive 
character of North Essex as part of providing sufficient new homes and ensuring 
high quality outcomes." 

 
 

Historic England request that Strategic 
Objectives be amended to include a 
requirement for new development to have 
regard to historic environment, to reflect 
paragraph 7 of the NPPF 

7052   Boyer 
Planning 
(representing 
Andrew 
Mattin re 
Livelands) 

  yes  
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 yes We support the vision where it sets out Colchester will build on its progress to 
regenerate further brownfield sites where they before available. 

 

7106   Mark Tonge     
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  The plan does not have a real vision. The plan is tactical rather than strategic. 
Where is tbe economic generator for East Anglia akin to a 3rd runway at 
Heathrow or HS2 etc. Significant infrastructure development should be a key 
ingredient of any local plan to make it both viable and sustainable long term to 
create prosperous new communities that can thrive and succeed rather than 
create communities that would have a higher risk of dependencies on the public 
purse. The plan has no economic case and there is a big difference between 
having a genuine economic generator and economic activity that will simply 
derive from the local plan. 

None 

7141   Sport England   no  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V   In the context of the vision for North Essex  providing leisure and recreation 
opportunities, the importance attached in Government planning policy (paragraph 
69 of the NPPF) to promoting healthy communities and the corporate health and 
well-being priorities of the three local authorities it is surprising that there is not a 
strategic objective that specifically covers creating healthier and active 
communities.  The objective that covers addressing healthcare needs, only 
represents part of what is required to create healthier communities.  Providing 
opportunities for people to be physically active through leisure and recreation 
opportunities will be essential requirement to encourage healthier lifestyles. 

To ensure that the plan is sound in terms 
of meeting the 'justified' and consistent 
with national policy' tests It is therefore 
requested than an additional strategic 
objective is added to those listed in 
paragraph 1.31 (or the 'Addressing 
Education and Heathcare Needs' 
objective is extended) which focuses on 
creating healthier communities through 
providing opportunities for physical 
activity in development by designing 
development to provide opportunities for 
healthy and active lifestyles, meeting 
leisure and recreation facilities needs (as 
well as providing for conventional health 
care needs) . 

 5  Haines Yes Yes No V  
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

No  The Positively Prepared condition is failed if people cannot understand what is 
being proposed. As examples: The use of terms such as "blue infrastructure " are 
unclear as to their meaning.  The term "garden communities" has inherent 
marketing bias. 

 

 45  Mrs Anne 
Aggiss 

No No No  
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

No  Failure to acknowledge where growth and investment is really needed with in 
Essex 

 

 151  Henry Price No No No V V V  
 

 

 

 

 

Yes  The 'vision for standalone developments' is not justified in the LP and BDC has 
not shown adequately how it can be effective. Braintree is a failing town, pulled 
Eastwards by out of town shopping, and does not have the critical mass to 
sustain thriving retail/leisure at its centre. The obvious alternative to WoB, of 
focusing new housing on Braintree, has not been fully examined and fails to 
follow national policy on brownfield sites. 

- Alternatives to WoB need to be fully 
examined as the draft LP fails to justify 
this policy otherwise. - Justification needs 
to be given for building on prime 
agricultural land. This directly contradicts 
the LP objective of protecting and 
enhancing count 



 

 206  Mr Peter 
Williams 
Director 
Williams 
Group Agent: 
Mrs Teresa 
Cook 
Principal 
Consultant 
Emery 
Planning 
Partnership 
Ltd 

Yes Yes No V V V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes  The vision for North East Essex as currently drafted raises concerns over the 
focus of the strategy for the development of Braintree district in the coming 20- 
year period. Despite most of the new housing and other built development over 
this period in Braintree district being planned for delivery within or alongside the 
existing settlements, the emphasis of the strategic vision is tilted overwhelmingly 
towards the progression of the new garden communities. 

The Vision should include a statement 
placing the existing settlements and their 
capacity to accommodate sustainable 
change at the heart of the strategic vision 
for North Essex. Braintree (and 
Colchester) should be identified as the 
highest order settlements. The term blue 
infrastructure should be included in the 
glossary or explained elsewhere in the 
plan text. 

 220  Mrs Geraldine 
Simmons 
Clerk 
Bardfield 
Saling Parish 
Meeting 

Yes No No V V V V Yes 4634126 Para 1.30 - Proper interpretation of NPPF principles. Meaning of  

 240  Mr Bill 
Newman 
Corporate 
Manager - 
Strategic 
Planning 
Babergh & 
Mid Suffolk 
District 
Council 

Yes Yes Yes  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No  Paragraph 1.3 refers to Braintree sharing a border with both Babergh and Mid 
Suffolk. Whilst this is not considered to be an issue which goes to the soundness 
of the Plan, in fact only Babergh District shares a border with Braintree and 
reference to Mid Suffolk should therefore be removed. 

Reference to Mid Suffolk should be 
removed from paragraph 1.3. 

 558  Mr William 
Lee 

Yes Yes No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V V V Yes  The thrust of my argument is that these Garden Communities policies are not 
ambitious and prescriptive enough as regards realistic integrated transport and 
low energy use solutions, given the likely movement patterns of new residents 
and the need for a step change in the way we use energy to meet the UKs 
climate change commitments. In particular I do not consider the Braintree West 
site has been fully objectively tested. It performs much worse in terms of impact 
on valuable landscape and best and most versatile agricultural land, a policy 
condition and without an upfront commitment to a rail extension it will fail to meet 
the wider objectives, will perform poorly and will have perverse negative effects 
on North Essex. 

After the word designed add..low energy 
demanding and renewable energy 
heated¦. homes etc Delete¦.and space for 
sustainable drainage solutions. 

  LPPD13 Mrs Emma 
Goodings, 
Planning 
Policy 
Manager 
Braintree 
District 
Council 

Yes Yes Yes  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  Section 1 of the Local Plan has been constructed in close co-operation with 
Braintree District Council (BDC) and is supported. BDC are satisfied that 
Tendring has addressed strategic issues, including the requirement to meet 
objectively assessed housing need. 

None. 

  LPPD19 Mr Andrew 
Hunter, 
Planning 
Advisor - 
Sustainable 
Places Team 
Environment 
Agency 

Yes Yes No V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  Vision for North Essex We are supportive of the thrust of the Vision for North 
Essex. We are happy with the inclusion, in Objective 4, of references to ensuring 
that flood defence infrastructure and foul sewage infrastructure are considered by 
developers of future developments. The words in Objective 9 are good, but we 
currently have a problem with the Strategic Flood Risk Assessmentsô 
methodology for assessing the zonal extents of flood risk areas as a 
consequence of climate change as a means to support this objective. 

None. 

  LPPD30 Historic 
England 

Yes Yes No  
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

  [Officer summary] It is disappointing that there remains no reference, in the 
strategic objectives to require development to respond to the distinctive character 
of North Essex and that there is no reference to protecting heritage assets and 
the character of existing settlements. 

Include a requirement for new 
development to have regard to the 
historic environment, to reflect paragraph 
7 of the NPPF (the three dimensions to 
sustainable development). 

  LPPD34 Historic 
Environment 
Planning 
Adviser, 
Historic 
England 

Yes Yes No V  
 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

  [Officer summary] There is no specific consideration for the historic environment 
within these principles. It is essential that the local plan should contain a 
framework to guide how the boundaries and extent of the garden communities 
are determined in the subsequent development plan documents. Historic Impact 
Assessments should be undertaken for each of the proposed broad locations. 

Appropriate criteria for the protection of 
heritage assets and their settings need to 
be included in each of the policies and 
supporting text for the Garden 
Communities. 



 

  LPPD49 Miss Jane 
Mower, 
Estates 
Programme 
Manager NHS 
England and 
NEECCG and 
NHSPS 

Yes Yes Yes  

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

  "Broadbandñ please ensure that consideration is given to the technology agenda 
for the transformation of clinical services in the NHS. It is essential that 
Broadband infrastructure and connectivity is of a high speed and reliable in order 
to ensure that providing Primary Care at scale is achievable. The CCG would 
welcome inclusion in any discussions necessary with providers of broadband and 
telecommunications infrastructure. 

None. 

  LPPD52 Tetlow King, 
Tetlow King 
Planning 

Yes Yes No  

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

V  

 

 

 
 

 

  [Officer summary] The Strategic Objective for providing sufficient new homes 
needs to take account of future aspirations, in particular the desire to own a home 
in the future. 

We recommend the following 
amendment: "Providing Sufficient New 
Homes" to provide for a level and quality 
of new homes to meet the needs and 
aspirations of a growing and ageing 
population in North Essex. 

  LPPD93 Martin 
Robeson, 
Martin 
Robeson 
Planning 
Practice 

Yes Yes No  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  [Officer summary] The Vision needs to better articulate the manner by which the 
existing urban areas will meet their challenges going forward. The Vision also 
fails to address the needs to have secured economic success across the District 
particularly in light of the strategic objective to ñfoster economic developmentò 
which is defined as including the need to ñstrengthen and diversify local 
economieséò. 

[Officer interpretation] Amend the vision 
for the Strategic Area to explain how 
urban areas will meet their challenges 
and foster economic development. 

LPA Response: A range of opinions were expressed on the appropriateness and effectiveness of the vision and objectives for Section 1, including criticisms of the Garden Communities options, doubts over the delivery of 
supporting infrastructure, and concerns over the future for urban areas. Given the extent of joint work by the three authorities reflected on the overall vision for the Plan,  the vision is considered to provide a comprehensive and 
cohesive forward plan for the area, including the innovative proposals for Garden Communities as the most sustainable approach to growth. The Councils will continue to work with stakeholders developing Statements of 
Common Ground and agreeing Minor Modifications as required. Council works with Suffolk authority on strategic cross border issues as required, with the Haven Gateway Partnership providing an important co-ordinating role for 
cross Suffolk-Essex border work. Aside from any minor modifications that may be required , no other changes are considered necessary to the introduction and vision elements of Section 1. 
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Summary of representation Proposed change to Local Plan 

Introduction               

6019   Alexander 
Riley 

    
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

  We need to involve other neighbouring authorities, such as Ipswich and Suffolk 
Coastal, on strategic cross border issues. Working across functional economic 
areas is positive, but infrastructure improvements must be a central concern for 
Colchester and our neighbouring local authorities. We could lobby a weakened 
government for devolved funding. Need to implement strategies to attract high 
value, innovative businesses from London and Cambridge to Colchester - the 
danger of not doing this and simply focussing on housing is that we become a 
dormitory town. 

 

6156   The 
University of 
Essex (The 
JTS 
Partnership) 

    
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

  The University of Essex welcomes the collaborative approach being taken by 
Colchester, Tendring and Braintree Councils towards the delivery of major 
infrastructure, housing and employment allocations across the North Essex area. 

 

6555   Colin 
Tuckwell 

yes no no V V V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

w yes The inherent ambition and opportunity within the plans is not nearly matched by 
the quality of strategic development thinking or understanding of delivery of such 
programmes. Essential in any programme like this is a clear definition of goals, 
priorities, dependencies, constraints and structures defining delivery approach 
and responsibilities. All are absent; delivery has ONE PAGE? Economic 
development thought is impoverished. The programme's scale would be of 
interest to people of world class skill, experience and investment credentials. Our 
communities should demand no less. Current thinking and advisers appear 

Please see attached document of August 
2016 & comments above. 



 

             grossly limited for leading/facilitating a programme of this importance and 
opportunity scale. 

 

6725   Marks Tey 
Parish 
Council 
(PJPC Ltd) 

     
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  The strategic approach regarding the Garden Communities is supported and 
visionary / forward looking, However as they are extremely ambitious and 
potentially costly their viability must be proven. There should be clear indications 
that they will support and enhance existing communities through full collaboration 
and that they will provide fully sustainable settlements at each stage of 
development.  Clear parameters / principles must be enshrined within the plan to 
guide development now and in the future to avoid uncertainty, 

 

6802   Dedham 
Parish 
Council 
(Emma 
Cansdale) 

    
 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

   

Dedham Parish Council feel the Local Plan is Legally Compliant, they have 
complied with their duty to Co-operate, and the plan is Sound. In respect to the 
issues we raised regarding downsizing, Dedham Parish Council's views (as 
submitted at the last consultation) have been represented in the Settlement 
Boundary Review (updated June 2017) as part of the New Local Plan Evidence 
Base. 

 

7285   Bloor Homes 
(Strutt & 
Parker) 

no no no V V  
 

 

 

 

V h yes Rep to the SA. The NPPF requires decisions to be justified and based on 
proportionate evidence (p.182) the SA/SEA does not consider an alternative to 
the currently drafted SG8. As such, it is necessary for the SA/SEA to consider an 
alternative scenario for SG* which considers housing delivery through 
neighbourhood plans as a minimum and not for the proposed dwelling numbers to 
be treated as a ceiling. 

 

  

 

1 

  

 

Mr James 

 

 

No 

 

 

No 

 

 

No 

 
 

 

 

 
V 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

No 

  

You can't be doing you job if you advocate West of Braintree without even 
considering Wethersfield Airbase. 

 

  

 

 

 

23 

  

 

 

Mr Howard 
Phillips 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 Meetings have not been sufficient in respect of AECOM meetings in the early 
stages. Publicity for the meeting held at Braintree Town hall in respect of the plan 
was not even publicised outside of the venue until raised by myself when a small 
A4 sign was attached to the main door! Hardly the free and welcoming 
consultation that should be expected. 
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 Mrs Anne 
Aggiss 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
No 

 Failure to meet NPPF 155 . I cannot answer the question below whether I raised 
this before because I cant remember the answer is probably! 
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 Mrs Susan 
Baugh 

 
yes 

 
No 

 
No 

 
V 

 
V 

 
V 

 
V 

 
No 

 NPPF PARA 155 NON COMPLIANT.   IGNORING LOCAL RESIDENTS, 
INCLUDING THE VIEWS OF PARISH COUNCILS. 
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Mr Kevin 
Fraser 
Principal 
Planner, 
Spatial 
Planning 
Team Essex 
County 
Council 
Spatial 
Planning 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 
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Mr Nicholas 
Carey 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 it is not sound under NPPF para 182. It will be ineffective as there is no sound 
infrastructure delivery. Sections 1.13, 1.27, 1.28 and 1.31 have not been met. it is 
also not consistent with the policy of the NPPF.  it is not meeting policy SP 6, 
"place shaping principles" which states that all new deve should respond 
positively to local charac and context to preserve and enhance the quality of 
existing communities and their environs. is is also not meeting policy SP 7 which 
states "each new garden community will confirm to the following 
principles..."  Subsections IV, VI, VII and IX have not been met. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The local authority must adhere to the 
NPPF guidelines as clearly laid down. 
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Mrs S 
Osborne 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 does  not apply with paragraph 155. ..meaningful engagement due to lack of 
detail. Especially with respect to west Tey. No meetings organised for local 
residents with developers. Doesn't comply with paragraph 10 of NPPF. Does not 
take in to context the constraints of historical infrastructure essentially single 
laned in places of coggeshall, kelvedon villages. Just because our villages lie 
next to the A12 and A120 it doesn't mean the roads can cope with excess 
development and increase in local traffic from west Tey, 1000 homes in Feering 
and several hundred homes in both Kelvedon and coggeshall. Neighbouring 
Colchester borough has grown & the local infrastructure and health provision has 
not kept up with pace. Gridlocked traffic around Tollgate & access roads in to 
Colchester. A12 and A120 at capacity with limited extra capacity even with 
planned improvements. There is a significant air pollution in both Bdc &cbc  Does 
not comply with paragraph73 ....visual impact on the Essex Way. 

To provide an actual map of West Tey 
would be a good start....but I do not feel 
West Tey will ever be a sound plan. They 
are stating it will be a self reliant garden 
city but all the evidence seen so far is it 
will become a dormitory town putting an 
increased strain on the local 
infrastructure. Where is the job provision? 
How will adding such significant and well 
above the required housing numbers be 
truely justified. Neighbouring colchester 
borough council need to respond first to 
it's infrastructure issues as they have 
consistently delivered higher numbers 
than the rest of the country. This level can 
not be sustained and for this reason I 
would propose a slow down and an 
exception is made for this area. Sort out 
the issues we are facing , once it has 
proved it is up to the present challenge 
and the issues the town faces then 
readdress the national housing problems. 
In the meantime concentrate on mainly 
affordable and social housing for it's 
current residents rather than trying to 
attract people in to the area. They have 
lost sight of the real issues this town is 
facing already due to overdevelopment 
Both Colchester borough council and 
Braintree district council failing to comply 
with national and local air pollution targets 
and legal policies set out by the clean air 
act. This causes a genuine risk of 
morbidity and mortality to it's present 
residents .West Tey will further increase 
these problems.General risk to health 
with overstretched health care provision. 
GP recruitment crisis. I work as a GP and 
have recorded wait times for ambulances 
going up in the last 4 years. I have asked 
for a patient to be picked up within the 
hour from the home due to requiring 
urgent hospital assessment. unless it is a 
blue light ( immediate risk to life ) I was 
advised the wait would be 7 hours. This is 
not safe practice. We are forced to take 
increasing medical risk with our patients 
due to shortages of ambulances in the 
area and wait times in the local a&e 
departments and bed crisis in our 
hosiptals. Colchester hospital has already 
been put in special measures due to 
standard of care concerns. This is largely 
due to bed and staff shortages . If we 
increase the population at the rate 
advised in the local plan our residents life 
will be put more at risk due to lack of 
emergency , hospital and community 
health provision. 
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Mrs Rosie 
Pearson 
Secretary 
CAUSE 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

V 

 

 

 

 

V 

 

 

 

 

V 

 

 

 

 

V 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

  

 

 

CAUSE will submit a representation for Section 1 via Colchester Borough 
Council.   We will address each element of the Plan. 

CAUSE will address the many changes 
required to make the Plan sound/legally 
compliant in our full representation which 
will be submitted via Colchester Borough 
Council. 
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 Mrs 
Jacqueline 
Kingdom 

 

 
No 

 

 
No 

 

 
No 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

V 

 

 
 

 

 
Yes 

 No demonstrated duty to co-operate with neighbouring council  
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Mrs Geraldine 
Simmons 
Clerk 
Bardfield 
Saling Parish 
Meeting 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 Para 1.5 - Misleading comment. Failure to plan strategically Reconsult with all neighbouring 
authorities with a view to agreeing 
strategic priorities in accordance with 
Para 156 of the NPPF and more 
particularly a joined up approach to 
balance housing growth with upfront 
delivery of urgently needed improvements 
to infrastructure, water supplies, 
telecoms, adequate health facilities and 
mitigation of environmental and other 
impacts including landscape on local 
communities affected by any resulting 
development proposals 
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 Mr Edward 
Gittins 
Chartered 
Town Planner 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Question 
not 
answered 

 We believe the Duty to Co-operate has not been adequately achieved in relation 
to Chelmsford and Uttlesford and that other elements of the Plan ñ such as the 
Settlement Hierarchy and Glossaries ñ have not been standardised to the same 
extent as the strategic policies. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Provide more information about the 
relationship on the proposals for how 
strategic issues and policies are co- 
ordinated with the neighbouring Districts 
of Uttlesford and Chelmsford in particular. 
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St 
Edmundsbury 
Borough 
Council 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
No 

 We have no comments on Section 1 ñ the joint strategic plan with Tendring 
District and Colchester Borough Councils. 
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Ms Sarah 
Nicholas 
Senior 
Planning 
Officer 
Uttlesford 
District 
Council 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Yes 

 General Comments and Summary 1.15 UDC Response: Uttlesford District 
Council and Braintree District Council have a strong working relationship bringing 
forward local plans for each authority area in accordance with the Duty to Co- 
operate requirements. Uttlesford District Council will continue to work closely with 
Braintree District Council on cross boundary local planning issues and the 
finalisation of a Joint Memorandum of Understanding between the two authorities. 
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Dr Natalie 
Gates 
Principal 
Advisor, 
Historic 
Places Team 
Historic 
England 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

   

 

 

 
O/S No reference to distinctive character 
of Essex, no reference to protecting 
heritage assets. Historic England request 
that the Strategic Objectives be amended 
to include a requirement for new 
development to have regard to the 
historic environment, to reflect paragraph 
7 of the NPPF (the three dimensions to 
sustainable development). 
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Mr and Mrs 
Christopher 
and Hazel 
Healey 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

  

 

 

 
We fully endorse the current version that is to be submitted for the Braintree area 
local plan. Nobody likes building sites, particularly in their area but this plan is the 
most sensible use of available land within the boundaries of the local roads in 
Braintree and the new suggested "garden villages" could also enhance the area 
and at the same time help to fulfil the need for more housing. 
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Mr Stephen 
Archer 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

No 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

No 

  

 

1.28 You cannot have a plan for housing without a plan for roads & other 
transport to serve current & furure needs. This does not do this 

a proper plan for roads to serve new 
houses & existing. I don't know about 
legality & am frustrated that I have to opt 
yes/no above!!!!! 
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 Mrs Anne 
Aggiss 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
No 

  
Infrastructure and Cluster economics 
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Mr William 
Lee 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

  

The thrust of my argument is that these Garden Communities policies are not 
ambitious and prescriptive enough as regards realistic integrated transport and 
low energy use solutions, given the likely movement patterns of new residents 
and the need for a step change in the way we use energy to meet the UKs 
climate change commitments. In particular I do not consider the Braintree West 
site has been fully objectively tested. It performs much worse in terms of impact 
on valuable landscape and best and most versatile agricultural land, a policy 
condition and without an upfront commitment to a rail extension it will fail to meet 
the wider objectives, will perform poorly and will have perverse negative effects 
on North Essex. 

Delete words wherever possible. Delete 
word some. Add at the end add¦,but not 
so as to compromise the principles of 
sustainable development. Vision for NE 
Essex After the word designed add..low 
energy demanding and renewable energy 
heated¦. homes etc Delete¦.and space for 
sustainable drainage solutions. 1.31 para 
4 second sentence, second clause to 
read¦, to ensure that it is secured and 
delivered¦. Etc 
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John and 
Susan 
Warrant 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

  

 

 
1.29 The NPPF expects local authorities to set out the strategic priorities for the 
area in the Local Plan. Of those listed in the Framework and based on the above 
key issues, this strategic plan chapter addresses: the homes and jobs needed in 
the area the provision of infrastructure for transport and telecommunications the 
provision of education, health, and community infrastructure, and conservation 
and enhancement of the natural and historic environment,  Including landscape 
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Haines 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 The Spatial is too superficial. In particular, scoping fails to consider the following 
aspects: Availability and location of Health services.  These are a significant 
aspect of well-being for the population.   The majority of the Braintree DC 
(BDC) population fall within the Mid Essex Health  trust - which has the majority 
of its delivery capabilities outside of BDC.  Having a local plan that commits to 
population growth without having a leverage on improving local health care 
provision is not effective.  The spatial scope fails to consider the population 
demographics of the area in particular a failure to difference between: (1) levels of 
income in-equality across the region (2) the proportions of the population that are 
of working age and those that are retired.  There is a token, generic reference to 
these in Key Issues, Opportunities and Challenges, but a more detailed, fact 
based analysis should be provided. 
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 Mrs Anne 
Aggiss 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
No 

  
Falling down on Garden Communities Principles 
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Mr Kevin 
Fraser 
Principal 
Planner, 
Spatial 
Planning 
Team Essex 
County 
Council 
Spatial 
Planning 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

  

 

 

 

Change required for clarification. The key generator of freight on the GEML is the 
Port of Felixstowe although Harwich contributes to this demand. ECC 
recommends an amendment to paragraph 1.18 as follows: The Great Eastern 
Main Line provides rail services between London Liverpool Street and the East of 
England, including Witham, Chelmsford, Colchester and Clacton-on-Sea. It also 
carries freight traffic to and from the Haven Ports including Harwich International 
Port, which handles container ships and freight transport to and from the rest of 
the UK. Harwich is also one of the major UK ports for ferry and cruise departures. 

 

  

 

 

6 

  

 

 

Haines 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

No 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

No 

 The Objectives have no quantitative targets or timescales.  The plan can only be 
Effective if it has measurable, trackable outcomes. "Fostering Economic 
Development"  is a process, not an Objective.  Similarly "Addressing" and 
"Ensuring"  are meaningless platitudes. 
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 Mr Stephen 
Archer 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
 

 
 

 
V 

 
 

 
No 

 1.31 You cannot have a plan for housing without a plan for roads & other 
transport to serve current & furure needs. This does not do this 
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 Mrs Anne 
Aggiss 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
No 

  
Not SMART objectives 
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Sport England 
Sport England 
Planning 
Manager 
Eastern 
Region Sport 
England 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

  

 

 

 

In the context of the vision for North Essex including reference to providing leisure 
and recreation opportunities, the importance attached in Government planning 
policy (paragraph 69 of the NPPF) to promoting healthy communities and the 
corporate health and well-being priorities of the three local authorities it is 
surprising that there is not a strategic objective that specifically covers creating 
healthier and active communities.  While one of the objectives covers addressing 
healthcare needs, this only represents part of what is required to create healthier 
communities.  In particular, providing opportunities for people to be physically 
active through leisure and recreation opportunities will be an essential 
requirement to help encourage healthier lifestyles 

To ensure that the plan is sound in terms 
of meeting the justified and consistent 
with national policy tests It is therefore 
requested than an additional strategic 
objective is added to those listed in 
paragraph 1.31 (or the Addressing 
Education and Healthcare Needs 
objective is extended) which focuses on 
creating healthier communities through 
providing opportunities for physical 
activity in development by designing 
development to provide opportunities for 
healthy and active lifestyles, meeting 
leisure and recreation facilities needs (as 



 

              well as providing for conventional health 
care needs) . 
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 Mr 
Christopher 
Bailey Owner 
Agent: Mr 
Christopher 
Bailey 
Clockhouse 
Town 
Planning 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

This section makes a number of false statements. As such it is not justified. Being 
a core part of the plan it renders the plan ineffective and not positively prepared 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Redraft this section to reflect the reality 
and not present an unrealistic situation 
from whence the plan is not sound. 
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Mr William 
Lee 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 The thrust of my argument is that these Garden Communities policies are not 
ambitious and prescriptive enough as regards realistic integrated transport and 
low energy use solutions, given the likely movement patterns of new residents 
and the need for a step change in the way we use energy to meet the UKs 
climate change commitments. In particular I do not consider the Braintree West 
site has been fully objectively tested. It performs much worse in terms of impact 
on valuable landscape and best and most versatile agricultural land, a policy 
condition and without an upfront commitment to a rail extension it will fail to meet 
the wider objectives, will perform poorly and will have perverse negative effects 
on North Essex. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1.31 para 4 second sentence, second 
clause to read¦, to ensure that it is 
secured and delivered¦. Etc 
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 Mrs Anne 
Aggiss 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
No 

  
Not Compliant with NPPF Paragraph 155 
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 Mr 
Christopher 
Bailey Owner 
Agent: Mr 
Christopher 
Bailey 
Clockhouse 
Town 
Planning 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

  

 

 

 

 

 

Apart form minor changes, this plan repeats previous methodology that caused 
the housing crisis which is unsustainable.  It is therefore equally unsustainable 
and unsound. 

 

 

That the Inspector rejects the entire Plan 
as demonstrably unsustainable and 
instructs the LPA top start over again 
using a different approach that 
acknowledges our community is not a 
centrally planned command economy but 
is a market democracy. 
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 Mrs Susan 
Baugh 

 
Yes 

 
No 

 
No 

 
V 

 
V 

 
V 

 
V 

 
No 

 LACK OF STRATEGIC COOPERATION BETWEEN BDC AND UDC ON WoB 
DEMONSTRATE A FAILURE TO ADOPT A STRATEGIC APPROACH. 
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Mrs S 
Osborne 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

  

 

 

 

I feel west Tey is a complete antithesis of Nppf 17 . The sprawl,of west Tey will 
not take in to account the different roles and character of the  different areas.It 
does not protect our green belt as unfortunately we have none round Colchester 
and Chelmsford . We are reliant on you as a planning inspector to recognise that 
a "green belt " of land is paramount between these different towns and 
settlements. By agreeing to West Tey there will be a lack of definition between 
settlements and loss of rural identity between settlements .They will not conserve 
heritage assets for future generations The over optimistic and vague with 
unrealistic financial contingency planning and lack of cohesiveness in their 
present individual council policies make it incredibly difficult for these two councils 
to make a success of this project. paragraph 22 lack of planning for employment 
site and no advantage of a enterprise zone to attract business.Earlier Haven 
gateway failed bid. 

I can not see anyway that West Tey will 
work with such poor planning to date and 
overly optimistic and unrealistic targets.I 
can not see how these two councils will 
be able to work together and give the 
realistic time and money to make this a 
success. Their housing numbers are too 
high , the infrastructure is not there . 
There contingency financial plans too low. 
They are out of their depth. They have a 
total disregard for the protection of the 
communities they represent and this was 
reflected in the poor quality of debate at 
Braintree district council. At least 
Colchester borough council seemed to be 
more aware of the real issues and 
concerns of the residents they represent. 
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Mr Peter 
Williams 
Director 
Williams 
Group Agent: 
Mrs Teresa 
Cook 
Principal 
Consultant 
Emery 
Planning 
Partnership 
Ltd 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Yes 

  

 

 

 

 
 

The representations are made on the overall strategy for Braintree as well as a 
wide range of specific policies and in the context of our clients interests at 
Braintree Retail Park and land to the south-east of Braintree. The Williams Group 
considers that the underlying spatial strategy of the plan is misconceived ñ 
essentially giving insufficient priority to the growth of the town of Braintree and 
placing too much reliance upon new garden communities. The plan is unsound 
without the inclusion of a mixed use development at an intrinsically sustainable 
location to the south east of Braintree town. 
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Mrs Geraldine 
Simmons 
Clerk 
Bardfield 
Saling Parish 
Meeting 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
V 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Yes 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Para 1.11- 1.13 The Councils have failed to plan strategically in accordance 
with their Duty to CoOperate under the Localism Act 2011 and para 156 of the 
NPPF 

Reconsult with all neighbouring 
Authorities, Essex County Council and 
the Highway Authority with a view to 
agreeing strategic priorities in accordance 
with Para 156 of the NPPF and more 
particularly a joined up approach to 
balance housing growth with upfront 
delivery of urgently needed improvements 
to infrastructure, water supplies, 
telecoms, adequate health and education 
facilities and mitigation of environmental 
and other impacts including landscape on 
local communities affected by any 
resulting development proposals. 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

582 

  

 

Mr Jeremy 
Potter 
Planning & 
Strategic 
Housing 
Policy 
Manager 
Chelmsford 
City Council 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Question not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Question 
not 
answered 

 The Council welcomes the commitment made is Section 1 to working closely with 
all transport bodies, including on Essex County Councils route-based strategy for 
the A131 ñ Chelmsford to Braintree, and the Great Eastern Main Line. The 
Council looks forward to reviewing the Strategic Growth Development Plan 
Documents for each Garden Community which will be prepared following 
adoption of the three Plans, and the accompanying Infrastructure Development 
Programme to provide detail on phasing and costing of infrastructure 
requirements, including transport. Officers are satisfied overall that the shared 
Section 1 of the three plans provides a coherent strategy for the future growth of 
the three areas and seeks to meet the identified objectively assessed 
development needs. 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
663 

  

 

 

 

 

 
John and 
Susan 
Warrant 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Question 
not 
answered 

 1.11  The Localism Act 2011 places a Duty to Co-operate on local planning 
authorities and other public bodies BDC needs to read and understand fully that 
The Localism Act does not stop at public bodies: The Localism Act includes: new 
freedoms and flexibilities for local government; new rights and powers for 
communities and individuals ; reform to make the planning system more 
democratic and more effective, and reform to ensure that decisions about housing 
are taken locally. Therefore BDC needs to state that where local communities 
have met/exceeded any reasonable requirement they will support them in fighting 
unwanted further development. 

 

LPA Response: Includes a range of general comments that are covered by other representations under each Policy. 
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Summary of representation Proposed change to Local Plan 



 

6020   Alexander 
Riley 

    
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  Large scale infrastructure should pre-empt large scale developments. There must 
be total adherence to the sustainable development principles expressed within 
the Vision for North Essex. These Garden Communities should've been 
developed from the ground up, was an opportunity to pilot true neighbourhood 
planning. Economic development and infrastructure improvement should be the 
initial priorities within the strategic objectives, these will facilitate the other 
objectives - especially housing growth. 

 

6157   The 
University of 
Essex (The 
JTS 
Partnership) 

    
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

  The University supports the Strategic Objectives and, in particular, the 
acknowledgement (para 1.31) that there is a current deficit in transport 
infrastructure and that further investment, and provision, is needed to support 
new development with proposals being delivered in a phased and timely manner. 

None 

6269   Marks Tey 
Church 

    
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

  
The Vision for Garden Communities is good in theory; but on past performance 
the local population do not trust CBC to deliver this. Community assets have not 
been delivered (at Myland and Tollgate), and Transport &amp; Communication 
Infrastructure (A12, A120, and railway) have been delayed. 

None 

6438   Andrew     
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

  The vision for the Strategic Area is fully supported, but we have reservations  
Martin about the likely effectiveness of the proposed 'new approaches to delivery'. 
Planning Further detail of our concerns and reasons are set out in our response to Policy 
(representing SP7 in respect of our proposals for Land at East Marks Tey. 
R F West) 

6788   Marks Tey 
Parish 
Council 
(PJPC Ltd) 

yes no yes V  
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

   

The vision should include reference to the need to have regard to appropriate 
integration or relation with existing communities in full collaboration with those 
communities. 

Refer to the need to have regard to 
integration / relation with existing 
adjoining communities 

6810   Maree Moore yes no yes V  
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

V w  The infrastructure (ie.water, drainage, internet ) of Abberton and Langenhoe 
cannot cope now , so will grind to a halt with extra building in the area. Facilities 
such as Drs., School, are already struggling to manage due to high numbers. The 
traffic will increase dramatically as we have no village shop, dentist, pub which 
means villagers have to travel to other villages/towns. we who choose to live in 
the countryside do so to enjoy the wildlife and green spaces, so  we do not want 
to see every inch built on. 

Build somewhere else or reduce the 
numbers of properties. 

6865   Martin 
Robeson 

  no V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

h  Reservations - whilst there may be constraints, these are not so significant as to 
frustrate the greater proportion of future development needs that districts face, 
Colchester in particular. Vision needs to better articulate the manner by which 
existing urban areas will meet challenges going forward.  Vision also fails to 
address need to have secured economic success across the District particularly 
in light of strategic objectives explaining need to foster economic development. 

The Vision needs to better articulate the 
manner by which the existing urban areas 
will meet the challenges going forward. 
Such a challenge is recognised in respect 
of the garden communities, but that and 
the challenge for the existing urban areas 
could be better articulated as part of the 
Vision. 

6888   Natural 
England 

  no  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  Section 1 plan needs to have a high level strategic objective and specific 
overarching policy on the need to protect and enhance the natural environment. 

 

 

 

 

 
In particular, the Vision needs to reflect 
the particular challenges and issues for 
delivery wherever development is to be 
located. 

6935   Historic 
England 

  no  
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  Officer summary -Disappointing that there remains no reference in para 1.31 to 
require development to respond to distinctive character of North Essex. No 
reference to protecting heritage assets and the character of existing settlements. 
Historic England's comments on June 2016 Draft  Plan suggested that the 
Strategic Objectives could require "developments to respond to the distinctive 
character of North Essex as part of providing sufficient new homes and ensuring 
high quality outcomes." 

 

 

Historic England request that Strategic 
Objectives be amended to include a 
requirement for new development to have 
regard to historic environment, to reflect 
paragraph 7 of the NPPF 

7052   Boyer 
Planning 
(representing 
Andrew 
Mattin re 
Livelands) 

  yes  
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 yes We support the vision where it sets out Colchester will build on its progress to 
regenerate further brownfield sites where they before available. 

 

7106   Mark Tonge     
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  The plan does not have a real vision. The plan is tactical rather than strategic. 
Where is tbe economic generator for East Anglia akin to a 3rd runway at 
Heathrow or HS2 etc. Significant infrastructure development should be a key 
ingredient of any local plan to make it both viable and sustainable long term to 
create prosperous new communities that can thrive and succeed rather than 
create communities that would have a higher risk of dependencies on the public 
purse. The plan has no economic case and there is a big difference between 
having a genuine economic generator and economic activity that will simply 
derive from the local plan. 

None 



 

7141   Sport England   no  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V   In the context of the vision for North Essex  providing leisure and recreation 
opportunities, the importance attached in Government planning policy (paragraph 
69 of the NPPF) to promoting healthy communities and the corporate health and 
well-being priorities of the three local authorities it is surprising that there is not a 
strategic objective that specifically covers creating healthier and active 
communities.  The objective that covers addressing healthcare needs, only 
represents part of what is required to create healthier communities.  Providing 
opportunities for people to be physically active through leisure and recreation 
opportunities will be essential requirement to encourage healthier lifestyles. 

To ensure that the plan is sound in terms 
of meeting the 'justified' and consistent 
with national policy' tests It is therefore 
requested than an additional strategic 
objective is added to those listed in 
paragraph 1.31 (or the 'Addressing 
Education and Heathcare Needs' 
objective is extended) which focuses on 
creating healthier communities through 
providing opportunities for physical 
activity in development by designing 
development to provide opportunities for 
healthy and active lifestyles, meeting 
leisure and recreation facilities needs (as 
well as providing for conventional health 
care needs) . 

 5  Haines Yes Yes No V  
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

No  The Positively Prepared condition is failed if people cannot understand what is 
being proposed. As examples: The use of terms such as "blue infrastructure " are 
unclear as to their meaning.  The term "garden communities" has inherent 
marketing bias. 

 

 45  Mrs Anne 
Aggiss 

No No No  
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

No  Failure to acknowledge where growth and investment is really needed with in 
Essex 

 

 151  Henry Price No No No V V V  
 

 

 

 

 

Yes  The 'vision for standalone developments' is not justified in the LP and BDC has 
not shown adequately how it can be effective. Braintree is a failing town, pulled 
Eastwards by out of town shopping, and does not have the critical mass to 
sustain thriving retail/leisure at its centre. The obvious alternative to WoB, of 
focusing new housing on Braintree, has not been fully examined and fails to 
follow national policy on brownfield sites. 

- Alternatives to WoB need to be fully 
examined as the draft LP fails to justify 
this policy otherwise. - Justification needs 
to be given for building on prime 
agricultural land. This directly contradicts 
the LP objective of protecting and 
enhancing count 

 206  Mr Peter 
Williams 
Director 
Williams 
Group Agent: 
Mrs Teresa 
Cook 
Principal 
Consultant 
Emery 
Planning 
Partnership 
Ltd 

Yes Yes No V V V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes  The vision for North East Essex as currently drafted raises concerns over the 
focus of the strategy for the development of Braintree district in the coming 20- 
year period. Despite most of the new housing and other built development over 
this period in Braintree district being planned for delivery within or alongside the 
existing settlements, the emphasis of the strategic vision is tilted overwhelmingly 
towards the progression of the new garden communities. 

The Vision should include a statement 
placing the existing settlements and their 
capacity to accommodate sustainable 
change at the heart of the strategic vision 
for North Essex. Braintree (and 
Colchester) should be identified as the 
highest order settlements. The term blue 
infrastructure should be included in the 
glossary or explained elsewhere in the 
plan text. 

 220  Mrs Geraldine 
Simmons 
Clerk 
Bardfield 
Saling Parish 
Meeting 

Yes No No V V V V Yes 4634126 Para 1.30 - Proper interpretation of NPPF principles. Meaning of  

 240  Mr Bill 
Newman 
Corporate 
Manager - 
Strategic 
Planning 
Babergh & 
Mid Suffolk 
District 
Council 

Yes Yes Yes  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No  Paragraph 1.3 refers to Braintree sharing a border with both Babergh and Mid 
Suffolk. Whilst this is not considered to be an issue which goes to the soundness 
of the Plan, in fact only Babergh District shares a border with Braintree and 
reference to Mid Suffolk should therefore be removed. 

Reference to Mid Suffolk should be 
removed from paragraph 1.3. 

 558  Mr William 
Lee 

Yes Yes No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V V V Yes  The thrust of my argument is that these Garden Communities policies are not 
ambitious and prescriptive enough as regards realistic integrated transport and 
low energy use solutions, given the likely movement patterns of new residents 
and the need for a step change in the way we use energy to meet the UKs 
climate change commitments. In particular I do not consider the Braintree West 
site has been fully objectively tested. It performs much worse in terms of impact 
on valuable landscape and best and most versatile agricultural land, a policy 
condition and without an upfront commitment to a rail extension it will fail to meet 
the wider objectives, will perform poorly and will have perverse negative effects 
on North Essex. 

After the word designed add..low energy 
demanding and renewable energy 
heated¦. homes etc Delete¦.and space for 
sustainable drainage solutions. 



 

  LPPD13 Mrs Emma 
Goodings, 
Planning 
Policy 
Manager 
Braintree 
District 
Council 

Yes Yes Yes  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  Section 1 of the Local Plan has been constructed in close co-operation with 
Braintree District Council (BDC) and is supported. BDC are satisfied that 
Tendring has addressed strategic issues, including the requirement to meet 
objectively assessed housing need. 

None. 

  LPPD19 Mr Andrew 
Hunter, 
Planning 
Advisor - 
Sustainable 
Places Team 
Environment 
Agency 

Yes Yes No V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  Vision for North Essex We are supportive of the thrust of the Vision for North 
Essex. We are happy with the inclusion, in Objective 4, of references to ensuring 
that flood defence infrastructure and foul sewage infrastructure are considered by 
developers of future developments. The words in Objective 9 are good, but we 
currently have a problem with the Strategic Flood Risk Assessmentsô 
methodology for assessing the zonal extents of flood risk areas as a 
consequence of climate change as a means to support this objective. 

None. 

  LPPD30 Historic 
England 

Yes Yes No  
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

  [Officer summary] It is disappointing that there remains no reference, in the 
strategic objectives to require development to respond to the distinctive character 
of North Essex and that there is no reference to protecting heritage assets and 
the character of existing settlements. 

Include a requirement for new 
development to have regard to the 
historic environment, to reflect paragraph 
7 of the NPPF (the three dimensions to 
sustainable development). 

  LPPD34 Historic 
Environment 
Planning 
Adviser, 
Historic 
England 

Yes Yes No V  
 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

  [Officer summary] There is no specific consideration for the historic environment 
within these principles. It is essential that the local plan should contain a 
framework to guide how the boundaries and extent of the garden communities 
are determined in the subsequent development plan documents. Historic Impact 
Assessments should be undertaken for each of the proposed broad locations. 

Appropriate criteria for the protection of 
heritage assets and their settings need to 
be included in each of the policies and 
supporting text for the Garden 
Communities. 

  LPPD49 Miss Jane 
Mower, 
Estates 
Programme 
Manager NHS 
England and 
NEECCG and 
NHSPS 

Yes Yes Yes  

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

  "Broadbandñ please ensure that consideration is given to the technology agenda 
for the transformation of clinical services in the NHS. It is essential that 
Broadband infrastructure and connectivity is of a high speed and reliable in order 
to ensure that providing Primary Care at scale is achievable. The CCG would 
welcome inclusion in any discussions necessary with providers of broadband and 
telecommunications infrastructure. 

None. 

  LPPD52 Tetlow King, 
Tetlow King 
Planning 

Yes Yes No  

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

V  

 

 

 
 

 

  [Officer summary] The Strategic Objective for providing sufficient new homes 
needs to take account of future aspirations, in particular the desire to own a home 
in the future. 

We recommend the following 
amendment: "Providing Sufficient New 
Homes" to provide for a level and quality 
of new homes to meet the needs and 
aspirations of a growing and ageing 
population in North Essex. 

  LPPD93 Martin 
Robeson, 
Martin 
Robeson 
Planning 
Practice 

Yes Yes No  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  [Officer summary] The Vision needs to better articulate the manner by which the 
existing urban areas will meet their challenges going forward. The Vision also 
fails to address the needs to have secured economic success across the District 
particularly in light of the strategic objective to ñfoster economic developmentò 
which is defined as including the need to ñstrengthen and diversify local 
economieséò. 

[Officer interpretation] Amend the vision 
for the Strategic Area to explain how 
urban areas will meet their challenges 
and foster economic development. 

LPA Response: A range of opinions were expressed on the appropriateness and effectiveness of the vision and objectives for Section 1, including criticisms of the Garden Communities options, doubts over the delivery of 
supporting infrastructure, and concerns over the future for urban areas. Given the extent of joint work by the three authorities reflected on the overall vision for the Plan,  the vision is considered to provide a comprehensive and 
cohesive forward plan for the area, including the innovative proposals for Garden Communities as the most sustainable approach to growth. The Councils will continue to work with stakeholders developing Statements of 
Common Ground and agreeing Minor Modifications as required. Council works with Suffolk authority on strategic cross border issues as required, with the Haven Gateway Partnership providing an important co-ordinating role for 
cross Suffolk-Essex border work. Aside from any minor modifications that may be required , no other changes are considered necessary to the introduction and vision elements of Section 1. 
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Summary of representation Proposed change to Local Plan 

Policy 
SP1 

              

6100   Richard 
Waylen 

yes yes no V    w  Presumption in favour of sustainable development, when applied to Colchester considers the number of 
additional homes, but does not address existing (due to development over past 15 years) Infrastructure 
shortfalls or existing shortage of hospital beds, or given aging population shortage of social care 
provision is some areas, example West Mersea predominately aging population has no care homes. 
Thus proposed plan is not sustainable 

Infrastructure Road improvements are not 
included in the plan, example journey time 
from West Mersea to Colchester station by car 
took 20 minutes in 2004, takes 35 minutes 
2017, caused by no significant improvements 
to infrastructure as old garrison site was 
developed for housing. Infrastucture upgrades 
need to be applied to provide a southern relief 
route, from Clingoe Hill A134 to A12 to enable 
motorists to avoid town centre. Possibly by 
dualling route A134 to Haven Road, to 
Whitehall road, to Old heath road to Abbots 
road to Mersea road to Berechurch Hall road 
to Gosbecks road, to Straight road to Halstead 
road to A12. Assurances from NHS that 
Colchester Hospital will be upgraded to enable 
it to deliver satisfactory services to meet the 
rising population demands. Assurances from 
Network Rail and Anglia Abellio that rail 
services between Colchester and London will 
be improved (note concerns that Colchester 
will loose out as a result of published plans to 
provide Ipswich in 60 and Norwich in 90) Also 
consideration of further services to link 
Colchester with Cambridge via Ipswich. 

6158   The 
University of 
Essex (The 
JTS 
Partnership) 

         The University of Essex fully supports the policy and the Borough Council's commitment to achieving 
sustainable development and to working with applicants and developers in order to 'find solutions' so 
that, wherever possible, development proposals, which improve economic, social and environmental 
conditions in the area, can proceed. 

None 



 

6274   Wivenhoe 
Town Council 
(Hazel 
Humphreys) 

no no no V V V  A  We do not believe that this is in any way sustainable. Our above representations lists why with relevant 
points and policy references. 
The adverse impact does not outweigh the perceived benefits. 

Tacit acceptance that it will 'go there' is deeply unpalatable for local residents 
Not sustainable to build on Grade A+ Farmland 
Poor Engagement and huge discrepancies with duty to co-operate 
No reasonable alternative seriously considered. 
9000 houses in a rural location is not proportionate. 
This iteration should account for the development to take place post 2033 as described by CBC. 
The plan is not effective as insufficient infrastructure offered. 

The plan requires a full review and the number 
of dwellings proposed needs to drop to reflect 
local need only. Therefore 17% of the current 
proposal only. This plan needs to consider the 
impact of the 9,000 houses CBC\TDC intend to 
build on the site until 2048. 
Land around Wivenhoe to the South of the 
A133 needs to be placed into a Trust or 
comparable locally orientated vessel to prevent 
coalescence. 
Sites in and around Clacton need to be 
considered as wholly unjustifiable to port TDC 
housing needs to one over-developed area on 
the outskirts of Colchester. 

6289   Highways 
England 

         We support the policies in the plan aimed at reducing the need to travel by private car, such as improved 
walking, cycling and public transport infrastructure, and the provision of high speed broadband allowing 
people to more easily communicate and work remotely reducing the demand for travel. 

No change 

6324   Richard Gore no no no  V V  W  new development would slow traffic further and cause greater traffic load onto a road never planed to 
take the amount of traffic presently using it. 

 

There would also be a loss of high grade farm land, as categorised by Natural England. 
Preliminary benefit those from outside the area. 

 

Likely to benefit individuals/couples where one is working in London rather than those only working in 
and around Colchester. 

 

Create increase pollution, noise and fumes. 
 

increase the serious issue of over crowding on the train service into London. 
- Destroy the rural setting around the nearby villages. 

Improve the capacity of the train service for 
existing commuters and relive the congestion 
on the A12 and A120 first to fix the problems 
we have already. Build any further housing 
development much further north of Colchester 
in less well off areas such as Jaywick or 
Suffolk away from the pull of London 

6360   Sean 
Pordham 

no no no  V V  w  Officer Interpretation: *GC at MarksTey of circa 20,000 homes is ill conceived as: 

It is in the wrong place for a new town. 

Trunk roads that are already congested and are highly polluting and have dangerous poor air quality. 

Station is poorly placed with trains already full. 

No meaningful public transport planned until 2030. 
 

Jobs will be difficult to provide - the councils own consultants cite these difficulties. 
 

As it stands, the development of a GC at Marks Tey will be nothing more than a commuter town given 
the current plans. 

 

Loss of Agricultural Land and amenity 

 

6370   Emma 
Handley 

yes no no V  
 

 

 
 

 

 w  I totally object to the middlewick ranges development. This is a fantastic green space with an abundance 
of wildlife. This would all be destroyed along with green space for our children and future generations to 
enjoy. 

DO NOT GO AHEAD WITH THE 
MIDDLEWICK RANGES DEVELOPMENT. 

6415   CAUSE 
(Rosie 
Pearson) 

no no no V V V V A yes We find that the Plan is unsound.  It is neither justified, effective, positively prepared or.   Please find our 
full response here: 
http://www.cause4livingessex.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/07/CAUSE-2017-Part-1-Consultation- 
response.pdf 

We find that the Plan is unsound.  It is neither 
justified, effective, positively prepared or. 
Please find our full response here: 
http://www.cause4livingessex.com/wp- 
content/uploads/2017/07/CAUSE-2017-Part-1- 
Consultation-response.pdf 

http://www.cause4livingessex.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/07/CAUSE-2017-Part-1-Consultation-
http://www.cause4livingessex.com/wp-
http://www.cause4livingessex.com/wp-


 

6440   Andrew 
Martin 
Planning 
(representing 
R F West) 

         Support is extended for the presumption in favour of sustainable development and the Local Plan's 
approach towards considering development proposals.  This accords with the National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF) (2012). 

 

6485   Andrew 
Martin 
Planning 
(Representin 
g Crest 
Nicholson) 

     
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

   Support is extended for the presumption in favour of sustainable development and the Local Plan's 
approach towards considering development proposals.  This accords with the National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF) (2012). 

 

6515   Mersea 
Homes (ADP 
Ltd) 

yes yes no   
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V   yes We are depleting the planet's resources and creating waste and pollution at an increasing rate therefore 
becoming less sustainable. To play its part in reversing this trend new development should become 
measurably more sustainable. To assist this process a neighbourhood level appraisal should be an 
iterative part of the urban design process. Post development analysis should be undertaken to test the 
effectiveness of the approach taken which will inform future action. 

Add the following paragraph to policy SP1 
Ongoing sustainability assessment of a 
Garden Community masterplans must include 
assessment to inform detailed design 
decisions, and testing of design proposals at 
the planning application stage. Finally, an 
independent post development evaluation 
must be undertaken to inform future 
development policies. 
A full comprehensive track change document 
of the Colchester Local Plan has been 
submitted to support all representations made 
by Mersea Homes [6406]. The document has 
been attached to this representation and can 
be read in conjunction with each following 
representation. 

6527   Campaign to 
Protect Rural 
Essex 

yes yes no  V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V   Although garden community proposals tend, in theory, to be in accordance with sustainable 
development objectives, we do not consider the scale, location and potential impact of the three 
proposed such developments to meet these requirements and therefore question the overall soundness 
of the Plan. 

We favour a form of urban development which 
minimises environmental impact, avoids the 
need to develop greenfield land and supports 
the underlying principle of reducing the need to 
travel. 
We would also prefer to see greater emphasis 
and encouragement of small infill schemes in 
second tier settlements which would create 
provision of much needed local affordable 
housing, utilise the existing infrastructure and 
boost the vibrancy and sustainability of local 
communities. 



 

6832   William 
Sunnucks 

yes no yes    V h  The presumption in favour of sustainable development needs to make it clear that infrastructure must be 
considered first. If development is to be sustainable the planning committee should be required to 
consider the infrastructure implications of an approval and to seek s106 or CIL contributions where 
appropriate. I support CAUSE's representation. 

Please add a third bullet point requiring the 
planning committee to take the availability of 
adequate infrastructure into account. 

* There is a need to strengthen the Council's 
position in negotiating s106 contributions; 
* Timely infrastructure is key to sustainability, 
but too often gets left behind; 

* The statement in SP5 (first sentence) isn't 
strong enough. 
Please consider ways of including the 

&quot;infrastructure first or alongside&quot; 
promise in SP1. 
* This is a key promise repeatedly made by 
officers and Councillors, but the plan fails to 
codify it; 
* Public trust on infrastructure delivery is low 
and cynicism widespread. A change in 
mentality is needed, and inclusion in this key 
sustainability statement is a good starting 
point. 

6866   Martin 
Robeson 

  no    x h  Whilst this is largely a reproduction of the relevant policy text in the NPPF, we note that paragraphs 1.36 
and 1.37 are inappropriately casted. Paragraph 1.36 is written on the basis that there are "no policies 
relevant to (note the typographical error here) the application or relevant policies are out of date...", yet 
in the following paragraph at1.37 the decision maker is asked to have regard to ñéthe Planéò in terms 
of whether it ñindicates that development should be restrictedò. This  should be amended in order to be 
consistent with National Policy. 

Paragraphs 1.36 and 1.37 are inappropriately 
casted. Paragraph 1.36 is written on the basis 
that there are ñno policies relevant to (note the 
typographical error here) the application or 
relevant policies are out of dateéò, yet in the 
following paragraph at 1.37 the decision maker 
is asked to have regard to ñéthe Planéò in 
terms of whether it ñindicates that development 
should be restrictedò. This should be amended 
in order to be consistent with National Policy. 

7020   Tendring 
District 
Council 

 yes        - Support of the Local Plan 
-Continued cooperation between the Councils 

 

 

*Officers N.B.- The commentary has not been submitted in relation to any given policy and therefore is 
deemed to be applicable to the whole of Section 1 generally and therefore is lodged against SP1. the 
policy is also duplicated for Section 2 of the CBC Local Plan. 

 

7022   Andrew 
Granger & 
Co. (Mr 
Adam 
Murray) 

         In respect of Policy SP1: Presumption in Favour of Sustainable Development, we strongly support the 
inclusion of this policy in the Colchester Local Plan in line with Paragraph 14 of the National Planning 
Policy Framework [NPPF]. We are encouraged by the Council's desire to positively consider proposals 
that contribute to the sustainable development of Colchester and North Essex. 

 

7036   Cushman 
and 
Wakefield 

        yes The approach to the presumption in favour of sustainable development is that set out in the NPPF. 
However, we consider the council should make clear in the preceding paragraph to SP1 (ie para 2.1) 
that in accordance with S38(6) of the Act, and the guidance of the NPPF, that development decision 
should be carried out in accordance with the development plan, unless there are material considerations 
to indicate otherwise. One such consideration is the presumption in favour of sustainable development, 
which is rehearsed in SP1. 

 

7159   Gladman 
Development 
(Mathieu 
Evans) 

yes yes yes     h yes Gladman are fully supportive of the inclusion of the policy on sustainable development. The ethos of 
sustainable development is key to assessing planning proposals, it is the golden thread running through 
the NPPF. 

None 

7227   Colne 
Housing 
Society Ltd 

yes yes yes     w  We support the council's ideas for the long term aims and aspirations of the borough taking into account 
national guidance and evidence as well as a SA. We recognise the need to deliver 920 new homes up 
to 2033 is a challenge. The proposals for two new garden communities provides opportunities to both 
share the growth provision and infrastructure with neighbouring local authorities. We also support the 
proposed growth district centres identified in Tiptree, Wivenhoe and West Mersea. 

n/a 



 

 59  Mr Mark East Yes No No  
 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

No  The criteria for development should be on the basis that there is sound evidence that there is sufficient 
demand for affordable housing in each Parish. I believe that compliance with "The Neighbourhood 
Planning Act 2017" requires greater recognition as it is now a statutory duty on LPA's. 

 

 108  Mr Paul 
Gibbs 
Bellway 
Homes Ltd 
Agent: Mr 
Olivier 
Spencer 
Associate 
Andrew 
Martin 
Planning 

Yes Yes Ye 
s 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

No 463290 
4 

In respect of Policy SP1, Bellway Homes supports the presumption in favour of sustainable 
development and the Local Plan's approach towards considering development proposals.  This accords 
with the same presumption in the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (2012). 

n/a 

 153  Henry Price No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

V V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 SP1 - The policy of presumption in favour of sustainable development is not sound as it is drafted in 
such vague language that assessments of sustainability cannot be properly and objectively challenged. 
'Sustainability' is a subjective concept and without rigorous guidelines as to the meaning, definitions and 
manner in which the BDC will judge planning applications against this criteria, it is impossible for the 
policy to be effective, as the law demands. As set out this policy is a charter for BDC to approve 
whatever it wants on the ground of a subjective judgement as to the application's 'sustainability'. The 
policy is also unsound as BDC has failed to justify its stance on the issue. 

 

 165  Mrs Anne 
Aggiss 

No No No  
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

No  NPPF paragraph 155  

 183  Bellway 
Homes 
Limited - 
Strategic 
Growth 
Agent: Mr 
Andrew 
Martin 
Andrew 
Martin - 
Planning 
Limited 

Yes Yes Ye 
s 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

V V V Ye 
s 

 Support is extended for the presumption in favour of sustainable development and the Local Plan's 
approach towards considering development proposals.  This accords with the National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF) (2012). 

 

 200  Mr & Mrs 
Andrew 
Martin 
Agent: Mr 
Andrew 
Martin 
Andrew 
Martin - 
Planning 
Limited 

Yes Yes Ye 
s 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Ye 
s 

 Support is extended for the presumption in favour of sustainable development and the Local Plan's 
approach towards considering development proposals.  This accords with the National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF) (2012). 

 

 207  Mr Peter 
Williams 
Director 
Williams 
Group Agent: 
Mrs Teresa 
Cook 
Principal 
Consultant 
Emery 
Planning 
Partnership 
Ltd 

Yes Yes Ye 
s 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V Ye 
s 

 We would support the presumption in favour of sustainable development.  

 221  Mrs 
Geraldine 
Simmons 
Clerk 
Bardfield 
Saling Parish 
Meeting 

Yes No No V V V V Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 restates selective parts of Para 14 of the NPPF and as such fails to provide a sound 
foundation for assessment of alternative development proposals. The supposed benefits of Policy 
SP10 and the Garden Community proposals generally are not proven to be sufficient to outweigh the 
obvious attraction of more immediate sequential development solutions based on the improvement of 
existing infrastructure and services 

Rewrite Policy SP1 to put affordable housing 
delivery at the heart of the presumption in 
favour of sustainable development. Low 
density high cost Garden Communities are not 
the solution to meeting the housing needs of 
the current generation of young families and 
house buyers 



 

 243  Environment 
Agency 
Environment 
Agency 

Yes Yes No  
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

V No  Vision for North Essex We are supportive of the thrust of the Vision. We are encouraged by the Vision 
advocating that Green and blue infrastructure, among other things, will be planned and provided along 
with other facilities to support the development of substantial new growth. Policy SP 1 Presumption in 
Favour of Sustainable Development We are supportive of the thrust of this policy. 

 

 474  Choice 
Construction 
Ltd Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 475  Barkley 
Projects Ltd 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 476  Mr Watson- 
Steele 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 477  Mr Gavin Day 
DSG 
Development 
s Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 478  Mr D P Nott 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 479  Granville 
Development 
s Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 480  Mr Lightly 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 481  Mrs D 
Golding 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 



 

   Gittins & 
Associates 

           

 482  Mr W Kerry 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 483  Pertwee 
Estates 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 484  Mrs J Scarlett 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 485  Mrs J Scarlett 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 486  Mrs J Sawyer 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 487  Mr C 
Coghlan 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 488  Mr R Carter 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 489  Mr R Carter 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 



 

 490  Mr Martin 
Cowan 
Poplar 
Nurseries Ltd 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 491  Mr M 
Spurgeon 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 492  Mr D Clough 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 493  Mr & Mrs 
Harrison 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 494  The 
Shepherd 
Trust Agent: 
Mr Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 495  Mr C Reid 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 496  Mr D White 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 497  Mssrs 
Parmenter 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 



 

 498  Mrs D Morrall 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 499  Mr C Hart 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 500  Mr M Allard 
Agent: Mr 
Edward 
Gittins 
Director 
Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Policy SP1 fails to provide clear guidance on sustainable development. The lack of definition of what 
constitutes sustainable development detracts from the vision for the strategic area. 

In order to clarify the meaning of sustainable 
development in SP1, reflect the wording of the 
third bullet point above in the Vision for the 
Strategic Area and in the Strategic Objectives. 

 511  Hills 
Residential 
Hills 
Residential 
Agent: Mr 
Kevin 
Coleman 
Phase 2 
Planning and 
Development 
Ltd 

Yes Yes No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

V V Ye 
s 

 Deletion of the first sentence of the second paragraph on the basis that it appears to introduce an 
unnecessary and inappropriate additional test for all development to demonstrate compliance with the 
Vision and Objectives of the plan. Reference to 'or the Plan' should be deleted from the bullet point at 
the end of the Policy on the basis that its inclusion is illogical and inappropriate. 

Please see comments above. 

 513  Mr Chris 
Gatland SEE 
AGENT 
DETAILS 
Agent: Mr 
Tom Davies 
Planning 
Potential 

Yes Yes Ye 
s 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No  Summary   As stated above, Redrow support the principles put forward in the Local Plan in general and 
the continued allocation of the Rayne Lodge site for residential development, and particular the 
minimum housing target as specified in LPP17, as this is consistent with Paragraph 47 of the NPPF 
which seeks to significantly boost the supply of housing. 

 

 533  A Stevenson 
Agent: Mr 
Trevor 
Dodkins 
Director 
Phase 2 
Planning & 
Developmen 

Yes Yes No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 OFFICER RESPONSE SP1 should reflect NPPF para 13 and para 15 that policies in Local Plans should 
follow the approach of the presumption in favour of sustainable development. Dorewards Hall land can 
contribute towards the Braintree Districts housing needs in a high quality, design led development. 

 

 537  Mr Brian Day 
Agent: Mr 
Trevor 
Dodkins 
Director 
Phase 2 
Planning & 
Developmen 

Yes Yes No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Halstead has a good range of shops and services and the Chapel Hill land represents a key opportunity 
to deliver sustainable development. 

 



 

 540  Mr J Still 
Braintree 
Golf Club Ltd. 
Agent: Mr 
Trevor 
Dodkins 
Director 
Phase 2 
Planning & 
Developmen 

Yes Yes No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 Officer response: 3 The Rectory Road Hill land represents a key opportunity to deliver sustainable 
development.   Stisted is a medium sized village with a primary school, village hall, community shop, 
recreation area, public house, church and private recreation facilities. 

 

 544  Mr Phil 
Bamford 
Planning 
Manager 
Gladman 
Development 
s Ltd 

Yes Yes No V V V V Ye 
s 

 O/S - Please see Table 1 at para 2.3.1 of the attached representation for a summary of Gladman's 
representation. 

 

 568  The Crown 
Estate Office 
Agent: Ms 
Helena 
Deaville 
Amec Foster 
Wheeler 

Question 
not 
answered 

Question 
not 
answere 
d 

Ye 
s 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Ye 
s 

 O/S - Welcome the policy Crown Estate keen to work with BDC and other stakeholder at Strategic 
Growth location at Feering. 

 

  LPPD4 Mr Andrew 
Martin, 
Andrew 
Martin - 
Planning 
Limited 

Yes Yes Ye 
s 

      Support is extended for the presumption in favour of sustainable development and the Local Plan's 
approach towards considering development proposals. This accords with the National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF) (2012). 

None. 

  LPPD6 Mr Andrew 
Martin, 
Andrew 
Martin - 
Planning 
Limited 

Yes Yes Ye 
s 

      Support is extended for the presumption in favour of sustainable development and the Local Plan's 
approach towards considering development proposals. This accords with the National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF)(2012). 

None. 

  LPPD2 
0 

Mr Andrew 
Hunter, 
Planning 
Advisor - 
Sustainable 
Places Team 
Environment 
Agency 

Yes Yes Ye 
s 

      [Officer summary] We are supportive of the thrust of this policy. None. 

  LPPD9 
4 

Martin 
Robeson, 
Martin 
Robeson 
Planning 
Practice 

Yes Yes No    V   [Officer summary] Whilst this is largely a reproduction of the relevant policy text in the NPPF, the final 
paragraph is written on the basis that there are are policies relevant to (note the typographical error here 
['o' instead of 'to]) the application or relevant policies are out of date, yet in the following sentence the 
decision maker is asked to have regard to the Plan in terms of whether it indicates that development 
should be restrictedÅ . This is clearly a non sequitur and should be amended in order to be consistent 
with National Policy. 

[Officer interpretation] Amend the final 
paragraph of the policy to be consistent with 
the NPPF. 

  LPPD7 
6 

Jill Hughes, 
AM Planning 

Yes Yes Ye 
s 

      Support is extended for the presumption in favour of sustainable development and the Local Plan's 
approach towards considering development proposals. This accords with the National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF) (2012). 

None. 

  LPPD8 
5 

Phil Bamford, 
Gladman 

Yes Yes Ye 
s 

      Gladman are fully supportive of the inclusion of the policy on Sustainable Development. The ethos of 
sustainable development is key to assessing planning proposals, it is the golden thread running through 
the NPPF. 

None. 



 

  LPPD8 
6 

Phil Bamford, 
Gladman 

Yes Yes No   V    [Officer summary] New garden villages of typically 1,000-1,500 dwelling can be developed in places 
where there is considerable existing infrastructure and can be brought forward relatively quickly. Such 
proposals, if carefully selected, can contribute dwelling completions within the first 5-10 years of a plan 
period, thus giving the Council more of a buffer. The spatial strategy needs to recognise new garden 
villages as well as the larger garden settlements. These, in addition to the smaller allocations, will help 
the plan soundly meets its housing targets. Whilst there is support for elements of policy SP2, without 
provision for the medium size sites, such as new Garden Villages we consider the spatial strategy would 
be problematic in delivering housing needs. We therefore consider it inconsistent with National Policy 
and not justified or effective and as such unsound. 

[Officer interpretation] Inclusion of 'garden 
villages' of 1,000-1,500 dwellings in the 
strategy for the Local Plan. 

LPA Response:   Some respondents queried compliance of aspects of the policy with the NPPF which can be explored through the examination process to ensure that policies adequately reflect the need to demonstrate 
accordance with national policy while avoiding duplication. The Councils agree that infrastructure is a key requirement of sustainable development and believe this is adequately covered within the text of SP1 but would be willing 
to consider potential alternative wording on this point through the examination process. The spatial strategy has been supported by a thorough examination of the alternative spatial options. Aside from any minor modifications that 
may be required, no other changes are considered necessary to SP1. 

 

 

CBC rep ID BDC 
rep 
ID 

TDC 
rep ID 

Name, 
Organisation 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Legally 
compliant    

D
u

ty
 t

o
 C

o
-o

p
e

ra
te

 

   
S

o
u

n
d

 

P
o

s
it

iv
e

ly
 p

re
p

a
re

d
 

J
u

s
it

if
e

d
 

E
ff

e
c

ti
v

e
 

C
o

n
s

is
te

n
t 

w
it

h
 n

a
ti

o
n

a
l 
p

o
li
c

y
 

   
H

e
a

ri
n

g
/ 

w
ri

tt
e

n
 r

e
p

 

   

S
u

p
p

o
rt

in
g

 d
o

c
s
 

Summary of representation Proposed change to Local Plan 

Policy 
SP2 

              

6071   Wal Andrews no no no V V V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

w  There seems to be a lack of overall leadership and responsibility 
when considering the cumulative impact on local infrastructure, 
environment and actual needs of each individual 'neighbourhood 
plan' and new towns proposed within the East Anglia region. It 
seems to me to be adding up to a total disaster at so many levels all 
of which can be avoided and solve most of our housing shortage 
with a more considered long term approach to planning that MUST 
include investment in local businesses and infrastructure.This 
comment is across each part of this consultation. 

This whole Local Plan and each individual 'Neighbourhood 
Plan' across the whole East Anglia region seems to be 
cumulatively a complete economic, infrastructure and 
environmental disaster. Everything should be scrapped and a 
restart after listening to what the objectors are saying. 

6101   Richard Waylen no yes no  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

w  Insufficient proposals for Infrastructure upgrades. Road, Rail, NHS, 
Assumption seems to be based on changing peoples travel habits 
which won't work unless services are improved before development. 
Particular attention to traffic black spots required as stationary traffic 
causes the most pollution and this has not been addressed by the 
plan 

Assurances need to be made to ensure development follows 
Infrastructure upgrades and no existing journey times are 
made worse. 



 

6159   The University of 
Essex (The JTS 
Partnership) 

    
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

  The University of Essex supports the overarching spatial strategy as 
set out in this Section and in Policy SP2. 

None 

6206   North East Essex 
Clinical 
Commissioning 
Group 

    
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 yes The NHS would like to ensure that appropriate healthcare facilities 
are sited to support the Garden Community Developments. As per 
the IDP update issued both by email on 28th July 2017 and the 
attached please ensure that the NHS are fully engaged in the 
process as the Garden Community projects unfold. 

 

6232   Richard Aggiss no no no V V V V w  Spatial strategy but not compliant with NPPF155 Stop it , rethink. Alternatives as per Kerslake report. 

6236   Feering Parish 
Council 

yes no no  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V V V h yes Section 1 of the Publication Draft Local Plans is stated as being the 
same for Braintree, Colchester & Tendring but in terms of maps this 
is not the case. Map 3.3 and the Proposals Map referenced in Policy 
SP2 are not included. Different maps at different scales are 
included. Most of the maps are "half-maps" which stop at district / 
borough borders. The Braintree LP includes 5 maps - three are 
"half-maps".  The Colchester LP includes one "overview" map. The 
Tendring LP only includes one half-map. The full extent of the 
garden communities is not presented and cannot be assessed. 

That the referenced maps - Map 3.3 and the Proposals Map in 
Policy SP2 and the "adopted policies map(s)" are included. 
That a consistent set of maps showing the entire extent of 
each of the three proposed garden community to the same 
scale are produced and included. 

6275   Wivenhoe Town 
Council 

no no no V V V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A  Without any defined proposed boundaries for the communities there 
is insufficient information to comment on their sustainability and 
impact. 
More detail on viability is required and justification in terms of future 
housing needs post 2032. 
There does not appear to be a Map 3.3 or a Proposals Map in the 
Part I documents. 
The Tendring proposals map for the garden community shows a 
different area, straddling the A133. 
There is no provision to protect the existing character of the area. 

Postpone the Tendring/Colchester development until the 
boundaries have been defined and we can reflect and 
comment on actual fact and have a greater understanding on 
its impact and therefore play a greater part in genuine 
Community Engagement. We also wish to be a part of the 
Master plan process. 

6343   Wivenhoe 
Society 

yes yes no V V V V h  The Garden Settlement Proposals are unsound because there is 
insufficient detail on the precise sites proposed. There is a key 
diagram but no proposals map. The proposals maps for Colchester 
and Tendring show a different proposed areas for the East 
Colchester garden settlement The impact on existing communities 
cannot be assessed without much more information on precise sites 
and on infrastructure , in particular the road network. 

More detail is required about the precise sites 

6361   Sean Pordham no no no V V V V w  1. The GC at Marks Tey is in the wrong place for a new town. 

2. The various committees terms of reference are unclear and what 
they can and cannot do - this will result in developers getting what 
they want. 
3. Jobs will be difficult to provide - the councils own consultants cite 
these difficulties. 

1. The GC at Marks Tey is in the wrong place for a new town. 

2. The various committees terms of reference are unclear and 
what they can and cannot do - this will result in developers 
getting what they want. 
3. Jobs will be difficult to provide - the councils own 
consultants cite these difficulties. 



 

6393   Highways 
England 

    
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  Until housing and employment is committed the above schemes can 
really only deal with existing challenges allowing for a limited 
amount of growth as the designs are based on previously envisaged 
growth rates rather the much more ambitious level proposed in 
these consultations. This means the need careful planning to ensure 
proposed development is in the most appropriate place with the 
necessary facilities and infrastructure available at the right time and 
a steep change both in the provision and take up of public transport, 
if this level of development is to be sustainable. 

None 

6416   CAUSE (Rosie 
Pearson) 

no no no V V V V A yes See: http://www.cause4livingessex.com/wp- 
content/uploads/2017/07/CAUSE-2017-Part-1-Consultation- 
response.pdf 

 

CAUSE is supported by planning consultants, transport consultants 
and urban designers. We represent over 1,000 local residents. We 
find that the decision to include three new garden settlements in the 
Local Plan is unsound, and recommends that two of the three (SP9 
& SP10) should be dropped. 

 

The Sustainability Appraisal is the only document to attempt to 
justify two key decisions adopting the garden community 
development format and the choice of West Tey (SP9) as a location. 
The analysis is subjective and ignores both cost and viability.  It is 
not fit for purpose. 

See page 12 of the CAUSE response for necessary 
amendments to the Plan: 
http://www.cause4livingessex.com/wp- 
content/uploads/2017/07/CAUSE-2017-Part-1-Consultation- 
response.pdf 

6429   CPREssex yes yes no V V V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

w  CPRE Colchester group recognise the theoretical advantages in the 
garden community concept. However, we do not believe the Council 
has demonstrated that it can implement its proposals to achieve the 
balanced communities with sufficient local employment; nor that it is 
sufficiently certain at this stage that the major infrastructure 
investment needed can be achieved ahead of the development 
taking place. 
The consequences will be loss of countryside and important 
agricultural land and the establishment, in the case of West Tey. of 
a commuter dormitory. 

The inclusion of the Garden communities to be contigent on 
the necessary mechanisms being in place to ensure the 
necessary infrastructure can be delivered ahead of 
development and that suffient employment can be secured to 
ensure a balanced community. 

6430   RSPB     
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

  The RSPB supports the intention for &quot;conservation and 
enhancement of the natural environment&quot; beyond the main 
settlement boundaries within the main policy. 

 

We also note and support that this is explicitly referenced in 
paragraph 3.1 of the supporting evidence for this policy and can 
therefore be considered sound. 

 

6441   Andrew Martin 
(representing R F 
West) 

    
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  We support the proposals for growth in Colchester that initially 
continue to focus on the urban area of Colchester. However, in 
recognition that the urban area has a limited and diminishing supply 
of available brownfield sites, we support the proposal to meet large- 
scale, housing-led, mixed-use development on greenfield sites 
including within new Garden Communities. We acknowledge the 
increasing requirement for greenfield land to achieve the range of 
sustainability objectives outlined in the emerging local plan for 
Colchester. 

 

6516   Mersea Homes 
(ADP Ltd) 

yes yes no  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

h yes Whilst the plan only identifies broad locations for new Garden 
Communities the indicative blobs on map 33 have been formed to 
include or exclude areas which detail should only take place at the 
master plan stage under a new development plan document. 

The key diagram to which policy SP2 refers in paragraph 10.1 
should have blurred edges which covers the wider area thus 
avoiding any apparent site specific intentions. A full 
comprehensive track change document of the Colchester 
Local Plan has been submitted to support all representations 
made by Mersea Homes [6406]. The document has been 
attached to the representation made on Policy SP1 [ID: 6515] 
and can be read in conjunction with each representation. 

http://www.cause4livingessex.com/wp-
http://www.cause4livingessex.com/wp-
http://www.cause4livingessex.com/wp-


 

6518   Mersea Homes 
(ADP Ltd) 

yes yes no  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

h yes There is confusion over the use of both Garden City principles and 
the Garden City Charter which is a recent document contained in 
the Councils' evidence base. For clarity reference should only be 
made to the Garden City Charter and a definition added in the 
Glossary. 

In the 5th paragraph delete &quot;Garden City principles&quot; 
and substitute with &quot;Garden City Charter&quot;. 
A full comprehensive track change document of the Colchester 
Local Plan has been submitted to support all representations 
made by Mersea Homes [6406]. The document has been 
attached to the representation made on Policy SP1 [ID: 6515] 
and can be read in conjunction with each representation. 

6536   Campaign to 
Protect Rural 
Essex 

yes yes no  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V h  The Plan will impact detrimentally on the character of the local 
landscape and existing settlements will be adversely affected to an 
unacceptable level. Also, the spatial distribution of the housing 
growth is not closely aligned to the strategically significant 
employment growth areas of the Plan. 

We would wish to see more support for a &quot;brownfield 
first&quot; approach in the Plan.  A report published by CPRE 
(October 2016) evidenced the fact that the capacity of 
brownfield land to deliver housing has been under estimated 
and the new brownfield registers have resulted in significant 
increases in the number and housing capacity of suitable 
brownfield sites - particularly in the East and South East 
regions, where pressure is greatest. 
Rather than the urbanisation of open countryside, the loss of 
very good quality agricultural land and integrity loss for existing 
settlements, the NPPF should be upheld and major housing 
development should take place first on land of poorer quality 
and in more sustainable locations, such as Middlewick 
Ranges, before greenfield sites on higher quality land are 
developed. 

6557   Copford with 
Easthorpe Parish 
Council 

    
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

  Copford with Easthorpe Parish Council accept the need for an 
increased number of homes but would wish to proffer their 
comments as included in the enclosed document and would suggest 
that there are other locations fit for development within Copford 
apart from Hall Lane and Queensbury Avenue 

None 

6604   Mersea Homes 
(ADP Ltd) 

yes yes no  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

h yes Spatial strategy paragraph 3.1 & 3.2 - These paragraphs set out 
proposals for new strategic scale settlements to be included in the 
Plan's Part 1. However, it is not made clear which provisions within 
Part 1 refer also to Part 2. There are considerable overlaps on 
matters such as sustainability, expected standards of design, 
climate change, provision of sport facilities and housing standards. 
Also, it is not clear why, if supposing Part 1 policies only apply to the 
strategic sites, standards should be different between strategic and 
local development. 

A paragraph should be added under 3.2 clarifying exactly what 
issues are directed at which part of the plan and clarification to 
explain the different standards in each part. A full 
comprehensive track change document of the Colchester 
Local Plan has been submitted to support all representations 
made by Mersea Homes [6406]. The document has been 
attached to the representation made on Policy SP1 [ID: 6516] 
and can be read in conjunction with each representation. 

6738   Mike Lambert no no no  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

V V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

h yes The scale of development proposed in this Plan but outside the Plan 
period to 2033 is premature and relies on future DPDs, which may 
or may not demonstrate the NGCs are viable and/or deliverable. 
The DtC does not demonstrate sufficient integration of plan making 
across the whole sub region, including Chelmsford City, Maldon 
District and Babergh District to justify a decision in principle on the 
NGCs at this stage. 

Delete final paragraph and replace with a commitment to 
identify land at three Strategic Growth Locations (SGL) for up 
to 7500* new homes in the Plan period to 2033, with no more 
than 2500 in any one location. Development at any SGL shall 
be subject to a separate DPD identifying clear boundaries to 
the initial phases of development, a clear set of infrastructure 
commitments for which there must be at least certainty of 
funding and delivery prior to any commencement of 
development, and where appropriate demonstrate that they 
can be delivered without prejudicing the delivery of any larger 
scale growth** that may be proposed in the DPD, once there is 
greater clarity on the justification, delivery and viability for such 
larger scale growth. 
Note *: or such lower figure that emerges from an Examination 
of the OAN for all three Councils 
Note **: the ambition and potential for these Strategic Growth 
Locations to accommodate larger scale developments beyond 
the 2500 can be highlighted in supporting text but the current 
Plan should contain no commitment to development for more 
than this figure. 



 

6733   Mark Massetti yes no yes V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

w  Lack of infrastructure for the area -  I am concerned at the lack of 
infrastructure and the roads are  currently congested, the overriding 
concern for me is that further congestion will lead to higher levels of 
noise and air pollution. It is my belief that further air pollution will go 
against the Local Plan policy on healthy living. Another concern of 
mine is that we do not have enough school and community facility 
for the area at present and resources will be further stretched 
should these plans go ahead. 

Do not allow the plan to go ahead 

6739   Marks Tey Parish 
Council (PJPC 
Ltd) 

yes no yes V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

h  Greater clarity is needed in terms of what the Garden Communities 
are intended to achieve and the specific principles set out clearly 
and concisely within the policy to provide clear guidance for further 
policy in the DPD and to guide appropriate development.  It should 
also require that integration and relationships with existing 
communities are vital in collaboration with those communities. 

Include reference to specific Garden Communities policies 
SP7, SP8, SP9 

6837   Bardfield Saling 
Parish Meeting 
(Fenn Wright) 

yes no no  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  Lack of clarity as to what the draft Local Plan for North Essex sees 
as the benefit to existing and future residents  of the Garden 
Community Principles and as a result clear guidance as to how the 
Plan will be interpreted when seeking to put those principles into 
effect. No clear concept of what the Garden Communities can 
deliver than cannot be delivered by more traditional sequential 
development in the form of Master Planned Urban Extensions 

Delete the final paragraph of Policy SP2 commencing - Three 
new garden communities and replace with; &quot; Where 
planned extensions to existing settlements and sustainable 
villages within each District is shown not be able to 
accommodate the necessary level of housing growth then 
consideration will be given to identifying one or more new 
Garden Communities capable of accommodating up to 7,500 
new homes in the Plan period in North Essex. This Garden 
Community to be developed based upon the principles of 
Policy SP7 (as amended). 

6867   Martin Robeson   no  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

h  We generally support the approach set out in this policy but would 
recommend that the first sentence of the second paragraph includes 
reference to the "improvement" of existing settlements through 
future growths. The Plan would thus be more positively prepared. 
Plan appears to limit itself unnecessarily to explaining how 
sustainable development principles can be best applied to achieving 
the spatial strategy by giving only one such example. Concerned 
paragraph 1.38 refers to "The countryside will be protected..." since 
countryside should not be protected for its own sake. 

First sentence of the second paragraph should include 
reference to the "improvement" of existing settlements through 
future growth. Specific changes on two furRecommend that 
the first sentence of the second paragraph includes reference 
to the òimprovementò of existing settlements through future 
growths. The Plan would thus be more positively prepared. 
In addition, the Plan appears to limit itself unnecessarily to 
explaining how sustainable development principles can be best 
applied to achieving the spatial strategy by giving only one 
such example i.e. through ensuring that development locations 
are ñaccessible by a choice of means of travelò. However, 
there are a number of important principles that can usefully be 
expressed within such a policy, for example improving the 
conditions in which people live, work, travel and take leisure. 
Whilst not part of the policy text, we are very concerned that at 
paragraph 1.38 there is a reference to ñThe countryside will be 
protectedéò. We consider that designations providing 
protection across rural areas need to be focused on achieving 
a particular task.ther points not provided. 

6937   Historic England   no  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

  Amend second paragraph to ensure reference to settlements 
maintaining their distinctive and historic character. Policy should 
avoid coalescence between settlements. Supporting text should set 
out what policy means for North Essex in respect of high quality built 
and urban design. 

first sentence of paragraph 2 of the Policy is amended as 
follows: Future growth will be planned to ensure settlements 
maintain their distinctive character and role, and to avoid 
coalescence between them. Additional wording suggested but 
not provided on further guidance specific to North Essex. 

7023   Andrew Granger 
& Co. (Mr Adam 
Murray) 

    
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

   
We support the proposed spatial strategy for growth set out in Policy 
SP2: Spatial Strategy for North Essex. The NPPF and the Draft 
Local Plan are underpinned by a 'presumption in favour of 
sustainable development'. It is therefore considered rational to direct 
development towards locations that are accessible and are within 
close proximity to a wide range of employment opportunities and 
local services and facilities. 

 



 

7048   Boyer Planning 
(representing 
Andrew Mattin re 
Livelands) 

  yes  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 yes See attached Statement - We continue to support that development 
will be accommodated within or adjoining settlements, and that the 
re-use of previously-developed land within settlements is an 
important objective. This is in accordance with paragraph 111 of the 
NPPF that planning policies and decisions should encourage the 
effective use of land by re-using land that has been previously 
developed (brownfield land). 
We agree with the approach to the development of the new garden 
communities. Notwithstanding this point, our client's land would in 
any event represent a previously developed site that could help to 
contribute to the spatial strategy. 

 

7160   Gladman 
Development 
(Mathieu Evans) 

yes yes   
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

h yes Gladman support the policy in recognising that the level of growth to 
be apportioned to a settlement will depend on the needs of that 
settlement and that in particular the diversification of the rural 
economy will be important. It will be important for the spatial 
strategies of the individual local plans to have these issues in mind 
when allocating sites and considering planning applications.... 
Gladman consider that the council may wish to further assess 
proposals for new garden villages. These new settlements of 
typically 1,000-1,500 dwellings can be developed in places where 
there is existing infrastructure. 

None 

7479   Lightwood 
Strategic 

         Monks Wood should be identified as part of the shared spatial 
strategy for North Essex.  Full representation form and documents 
attached to support this 
 

 

 60  Mr Mark East No Yes No V  
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

V No  3.3 I do not concur that development along the A12 is sound on 
grounds of increased risk to health through pollution. With the A12 
widening we can expect increased volumes in traffic generating 
pollution. 

 

 76  Mr Christopher 
Bailey Owner 
Agent: Mr 
Christopher 
Bailey 
Clockhouse 
Town Planning 

Yes Yes No V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes  In the glossary there is a definition of countryside. It reads "any area 
outside defined development boundaries". The last sentence of this 
paragraph refers to countryside. As such it should use the definition 
from the glossary so the last sentence reads:-   "The areas outside 
defined development boundaries will be protected and enhanced". 
Sadly such a sentence makes no sense in the context of a 
fundamental spatial strategy. As such the plan is not positively 
prepared and hence unsound. 

Redraft the last sentence to use the3 definition of countryside 
from the glossary so that it reads:-"The areas outside defined 
development boundaries will be protected and enhanced". 



 78  Mr Christopher 
Bailey Owner 
Agent: Mr 
Christopher 
Bailey 
Clockhouse 
Town Planning 

Yes Yes No V V V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes  In the glossary there is a definition of countryside. It reads "any area 
outside defined development boundaries". The last sentence of this 
paragraph refers to countryside. As such it should use the definition 
from the glossary so the last sentence reads:-  "The areas outside 
defined development boundaries will be protected and enhanced". 
Sadly such a sentence makes no sense in the context of a 
fundamental spatial strategy. As such the plan is not positively 
prepared and hence it cannot be effective. 

Recognise there is no social or economic distinction between 
areas inside and outside arbitrary lines on bits of paper and 
redraft the policy to take account of such. 



 

 89  Mssrs Addison 
and Bailey 
Agent: Mr 
Christopher 
Bailey 
Clockhouse 
Town Planning 

Yes Yes No V V V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes  The spatial strategy is being undermined by the restrictions on 
development being proposed later in the plan. 

Recognise the existing negative approach to development has 
created the housing crisis referred to in the Housing White 
Paper. Redraft the development management policies to 
facilitate development instead of placing obstacles and 
restrictions in the way of development. 

 127  Mr Joe Venner 
Managing 
Director F H 
Nash Ltd Agent: 
Mr Chris Loon 
Director 
Springfields 
Planning and 
Development Ltd 

Yes Yes No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V Yes  We object to this policy as it implies the council is unsupportive of 
the re-use of previously developed land (PDL) outside of 
settlements. The policy notes the important objective of re-using 
PDL sites only "within" settlements. However, those land owners of 
PDL sites outside settlements are left with a lack of clarity how their 
sites fit in with the overall strategy, as well as how the policy 
complies with the NPPF Core Principle regarding the effective re- 
use of PDL sites (irrespective of location). Similar Objections were 
raised in the representation to the Reg 18 consultation - see letter 
dated 18 August 2016. 

The effective re-use of all previously developed land, to comply 
with para 17 of the NPPF, should be stated as an important 
objective as part of the spatial strategy 

 140  Mrs S Osborne Yes Yes No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V V V No  urban sprawl loss of rural identity and separation of villages and 
hamlets  risk of loss of tourism Nppf 28 , change the attractiveness 
of the area. Less rural. Less historical context. Loss of protection 
and conservation of countryside  and agricultural land between 
settlements  Nppf 28 poor infrastructure provision Nppf paragraph 
29, safety issues monks farm development , kelvedon nppf 
paragraph 32 and 35.  Increased congestion locally Nppf 9  poor job 
provision, west Teyn nppf 28 unrealistic financial contingency 
planning. West Tey Nppf 17 over congested approaches to 
Colchester due to previous over development which hasn't matched 
infrastructure demands. Nppf 30  housing requirements should be 
reduced in local plan due to infrastructure limitations and local 
health provision. Nppf 11 

to take out west Tey as a viable plan due to lack of 
infrastructure , job provision and the negative effects on 
adjacent local villages. Coggeshall, feering, Kelvedon. 

 170  Mrs Anne Aggiss No No No  
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

No  Symantics  

 222  Mrs Geraldine 
Simmons Clerk 
Bardfield Saling 
Parish Meeting 

Yes No No V V V V Yes  Policy SP2 - Void for uncertainty as to timing and delivery  



 

 624  Mr Douglas 
McNab Forward 
Planning 
Manager - South 
East Education 
and Skills 
Funding Agency 
Department For 
Education 

Yes Yes Yes  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No  The ESFA notes that significant growth in the housing stock is 
expected across the North Essex districts of Braintree, Colchester 
and Tendring; the Local Plan confirms the annual housing target of 
2,186 new homes a year (43,720 in total) for this area (excluding 
Chelmsford) over the plan period 2013 to 2037. The specific 
requirement for Braintree District is 716 homes per year (14,320 in 
total). This will place significant pressure on social infrastructure 
such as education facilities. 

 

 19  Mr Peter Conlon Yes Yes No  
 

 

V  
 

 

 
 

 

No  O/S - Infrastructure should be provided first. Loss of countryside, too 
much social housing, attract better quality housing and business into 
the area. 

 

 26  Mr David Tarbun Question 
not 
answered 

Question 
not 
answered 

No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No  In general I am against development on green belt land.  Brown 
land should be used extensively and council house development 
should have been dropped.  Housing association developments are 
a 'passing the buck' process where developments are proceeded 
with section 106 and 'affordable housing' numbers should be built 
first before private and developers made to stick to plans as passed.  
Private development for sale as a commercial project are only   
good for the economy in the short term and developers profit.  I am 
concerned about whether access, infrastructure and congestion 
problems are thought through enough in planning decisions. 

 

 27  Mr Alan Pryor Question 
not 
answered 

Question 
not 
answered 

No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

No  1. Environmental ñ water etc Stansted pollution 2. Road systems. 
A120 ñ A12 3. Detailed infrastructure (lack of) 4. Community size 

Small environmentally sustainable communities ñ 5,000 people 
max. 

 31  mr wesley 
dearsley 

No No No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No  There seems to be no regard given to improving existing 
infrastructure/amenities eg schools, doctors, parks, roads. 
Particulary in Kelvedon it appears the priority was amended to 
develop Monks Farm rather than extend the village toward Witham. 
I understand the extension out of the village would have 
accomodated a doctors surgery and school. However, the plan was 
changed to favour Monks Farm with the puropose of building more 
houses. The infrastructure is already strained in the village, will 
schools oversubscribed, doctors surgerys at bursting, trains full and 
roads jammed. The extension from Kelvedon to Marks Tey will also 
create strain on existing infrastructure to bursting point and destroy 
the villages and become urban sprawl 

Provide/Improve schools, roads, provide amenities (doctors, 
park) 

 47  Mr Stephen 
Walsh vice 
chairman Unex 
Group Holdings 
Limited Agent: 
Mr Greg Pearce 
Senior Planner 
David Lock 
Associates 

Yes Yes Yes  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes 4633504 O/S - Supports the overall strategy. Allocation of Towerlands site is 
supported and is an effective reuse of previously developed land of 
limited environmental value. 

 



 

 65  Mr John August 
Galliard Homes 
Ltd Agent: Mr 
Martin Herbert 
WYG 

Yes Yes Yes  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes  O/S - Support spatial strategy, close liaison between the Council 
and developers is required. 

 

 77  Mr Christopher 
Bailey Owner 
Agent: Mr 
Christopher 
Bailey 
Clockhouse 
Town Planning 

Yes Yes No V V V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes  This policy makes false statements about transport infrastructure 
natural environment and fails to recognise the existing congested 
condition of the larger settlements in the area. As such it is based 
on false assumptions and thus not positively prepared unsound and 
will be ineffective. 

Redraft the policy recognising that the existing settlements 
have already reached their limits to growth; that there is no 
natural environment and giving greater weight to enabling land 
within development boundaries to be developed. 

 86  Mrs Karen 
Melville-Ross 
Clerk Ashen PC 

Yes Yes Yes  
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

No  the parish council support the overall strategy  

 110  Mr Paul Gibbs 
Bellway Homes 
Ltd Agent: Mr 
Olivier Spencer 
Associate 
Andrew Martin 
Planning 

Yes Yes Yes  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No  Bellway Homes supports the approach in Policy SP2, which if taken 
literally, should ensure that the most sustainable settlements in the 
district accommodate the bulk of the additional growth envisaged in 
the Braintree Local Plan Publication Draft. 

n/a 

 154  Henry Price Yes No No V V V  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes  The spatial strategy is unsound as BDC has entirely failed to justify 
its policy of developing garden communities. The policy is baldly 
stated, with no explanation or reasoning, or examination of the 
alternatives.It is a radical policy, that has already proved to be 
extremely unpopular in the target areas as well as across the wider 
county, and BDC has failed to make any proper case in support of it 
and has failed to consult locally to any noticeable or reasonable 
extent. The policy is also unsound as the garden community plans 
are so early stage and vague that BDC has failed to show how the 
policy will be effective The Kerslake Report has already set out 
areas in which the strategy is not sound, in particular in its 'key 
challenges and recommendations' section and none of these have 
yet been adequately addressed in the draft local plan. Lord Kerslake 
in particular notes the lack of assessment of reasonable 
alternatives,and the weakness of BDCs advocacy on sustainability 
and viability 

The spatial strategy needs justification; proper examination of 
alternatives and demonstration of its potential effectiveness. 

 164  Bovis Homes 
Ltd Agent: Mr 
Leslie Short 
Director Artisan 
Planning & 
Property 
ServicesS 

Yes Yes No V V V V Yes  Greater flexibility should be built into policy SP2 to provide scope for 
the Council to entertain alternative sites should the principal 
allocations of the 3 new, large Garden Village communities or 
indeed other large scale sites allocated in the Plan. Whilst we are 
supportive of the generality of the Councils overall approach in 
Policy SP2 in meeting housing needs, we do not believe that the 
Council in allocating appropriate levels of growth to match that need, 
has applied it appropriately or evenly throughout the District. 

 

 172  Mrs Anne Aggiss No No No  
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

No  No joined up thinking  



 

 184  Bellway Homes 
Limited - 
Strategic Growth 
Agent: Mr 
Andrew Martin 
Andrew Martin - 
Planning Limited 

Yes Yes Yes  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes  O/S - Support the spatial strategy for North Essex as main towns 
provide infrastructure and employment. 

n/a 

 199  Mr & Mrs Andrew 
Martin  Agent: Mr 
Andrew Martin 
Andrew Martin - 
Planning Limited 

Yes Yes Yes  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes  O/S - Support the spatial strategy for North Essex as main towns 
provide infrastructure and employment. 

n/a 

 208  Mr Peter 
Williams Director 
Williams Group 
Agent: Mrs 
Teresa Cook 
Principal 
Consultant 
Emery Planning 
Partnership Ltd 

Yes Yes No V V V V Yes 4634362 The Spatial Strategy for North Essex in SP2 itself is confused. On 
the one hand it states that existing settlements will be the principal 
focus for additional growth across North Essex yet the plan then 
goes on, in subsequent policies, to place an over-reliance on 
delivery of growth in the  new garden communities, in contrast to the 
Frameworks approach. Development to the south east of 
Braintree would comply with the stated aim of Policy SP2 to focus 
additional growth in the principal settlement. 

This strategic policy needs to identify the highest order 
settlement, namely Braintree (and Colchester) and explicitly 
identify them as the focus for growth. . The garden 
communities are no more than conceptual at this stage and 
should be identified as a lower order settlement. The detail of 
the strategic hierarchy needs to be identified so that the weight 
to be given to development proposals can be assessed. 

 244  Environment 
Agency 
Environment 
Agency 

Yes Yes No  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V No  Vision for North Essex We are supportive of the thrust of the Vision. 
We are encouraged by the Vision advocating that Green and blue 
infrastructure, among other things, will be planned and provided 
along with other facilities to support the development of substantial 
new growth. Policy SP 2 Spatial Strategy for North Essex We are 
supportive of the thrust of this policy and that the three Garden 
Communities will be planned and developed drawing on Garden 
City principles, with necessary infrastructure and facilities provided 
and a high quality of place-making and urban design. There may be 
merit in reinforcing the desire to follow Garden City principles by 
making reference to the principles reflecting the Garden City 
principles espoused by the Town and Country Planning Association. 
See for instance The Art of Building a Garden city: Designing New 
Communities for the 21 st Century. 

 



 

 

416 Choice 
Construction Ltd 
Agent: Mr 
Edward Gittins 
Director Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

418 Barkley Projects 
Ltd Agent: Mr 
Edward Gittins 
Director Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

420 Mr Watson- 
Steele Agent: Mr 
Edward Gittins 
Director Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

422 Mr Gavin Day 
DSG 

Developments 
Agent: Mr 
Edward Gittins 
Director Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

424 Mr D P Nott 
Agent: Mr 
Edward Gittins 
Director Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

428 Granville 
Developments 
Agent: Mr 
Edward Gittins 
Director Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

430 Mr Lightly Agent: 
Mr Edward 
Gittins Director 
Edward Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

432 Mrs D Golding 
Agent: Mr 
Edward Gittins 
Director Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

434 Mr W Kerry 
Agent: Mr 
Edward Gittins 
Director Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

436 Pertwee Estates 
Agent: Mr 
Edward Gittins 
Director Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

438 Mr G Williamson 
Agent: Mr 
Edward Gittins 
Director Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

440 Mrs J Scarlett 
Agent: Mr 
Edward Gittins 
Director Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

443 Mrs J Sawyer 
Agent: Mr 
Edward Gittins 
Director Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

444 Mr C Coghlan 
Agent: Mr 
Edward Gittins 
Director Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

446 Mr R Carter 
Agent: Mr 
Edward Gittins 
Director Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

448 Mr M Harrington 
Agent: Mr 
Edward Gittins 
Director Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

450 Mr Martin Cowan 
Poplar Nurseries 
Ltd Agent: Mr 
Edward Gittins 
Director Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

453 Mr M Spurgeon 
Agent: Mr 
Edward Gittins 
Director Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

454 Mr D Clough 
Agent: Mr 
Edward Gittins 
Director Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

456 Mr & Mrs 
Harrison  Agent: 
Mr Edward 
Gittins Director 
Edward Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

458 The Shepherd 
Trust  Agent: Mr 
Edward Gittins 
Director Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

460 Mr C Reid 
Agent: Mr 
Edward Gittins 
Director Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

463 Mr D White 
Agent: Mr 
Edward Gittins 
Director Edward 
Gittins & 
Associates 

Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
justified and the ability to deliver the amount of development Vision Statement recognising the unsustainable nature of 
envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
the housing allocations to reflect the Governments suggestion 
that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
This should be in addition to the windfall site provision and 
would safeguard land and development opportunities for 
smaller to medium scale builders across the Districts who will 
otherwise be îfrozen outÅ  of the larger scale Garden 
Communities and strategic sites. 



 

 

466 Mssrs Parmenter 
Agent: Mr 
Edward Gittins 
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Yes No No V V Yes The proposals to introduce Garden Communities are insufficiently Suggested Measures to make the Plan Sound 1. Provide a 
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envisaged within the Plan period and beyond is uncertain and existing settlements with their heavy reliance on the motorcar 
speculative.  The Plans are overambitious in terms of the envisaged and commuting ñ and devise a strategy which is dedicated to 
delivery of housing and jobs and it has not been demonstrated they making each District and settlement more self-contained and 
constitute a more sustainable settlement pattern than alternative sustainable. 2. Delete the specified Garden Community 
strategies. proposals/allocations and make alternative provision in the 

form of other allocations, including smaller Garden 
Communities not exceeding 4,000 dwellings which are capable 
of being developed within or largely within the Plan period. 3. 
Defer decisions on long term (post 2033) strategic growth to a 
new DPP. 4. Focus growth within the urban areas, smaller 
Garden Communities, and Key Service Villages, whilst 
maintaining spacious gaps between settlements to avoid 
coalescence or near coalescence. 5. Make an appropriate 
increased level of housing and employment land provision 
within the other villages to improve their vitality and viability. 6. 
Tailor local housing provision to take account of and address 
the known requirements for affordable housing in the 
respective housing registers or other forecast need as the 
dearth of sites of under 10 dwellings is not helpful in this 
respect. 7. Place greater emphasis on the delivery of mixed- 
use schemes for smaller as well as larger allocations in order 
to provide a close physical relationship between housing and 
jobs. 8. Provide strategic freestanding employment sites where 
these can be well-connected to public transport and main road 
in order to reflect a need for larger scale employment centres 
to help reduce the need for long-distance commuting. 9. Refine 
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that 10% of new allocations should be on sites of below 0.5ha. 
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