From: Planning [mailto:planning@theatrestrust.org.uk]
Sent: 17 July 2017 11:00
To: Planning.policy
Subject: Consultation error on Objective website

Hello
I’ve been trying to respond to the Local Plan Part 2 consultation on the objective website and the
following error message keeps showing.
For your records – my response is: The Theatres Trust supports the changes to Policy HP2. It now
reflects guidance in Para 70 of the National Planning Policy Framework to local planning authorities
about the importance of safeguarding and promoting culture activities and venues in their areas.

Regards,
Ross Anthony
Planning Adviser

Theatres Trust
22 Charing Cross Road, London WC2H 0QL
T 020 7836 8591
W theatrestrust.org.uk

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michelle Salazar
Planning.policy
Planning Policy - Tendring Parish Council response for Local plan
28 July 2017 16:02:58

To whom it may concern,
Please see the below in response to the above.
Tendring Parish Council have no overall issues with the proposed Local Plan but
would like to state that they feel in Tendring Village they would like to see lower
cost housing and more affordable smaller housing that can not be enlarged. A
covenant should also be applied that the properties should not to be buy to let.
Kind regards

Michelle Salazar

Parish Clerk & Proper Officer
On behalf of Tendring Parish Council
Tel: 01255 223994
Email: tendringpc@hotmail.com

From: Sean Tofts [mailto:Sean.Tofts@colchester.gov.uk]
Sent: 24 July 2017 10:38
To: Ashley Wood
Subject: Local Plan Reps

Hello there,
I hope all is well. I have tried to lodged comments on the consultation portal however unfortunately
the system doesn’t seem to allowing me to login.
I will try again later today yet I thought I better email you the commentary just in case the portal (or
my errors in trying to log in) do not allow me to do so.
Please see the below commentary and accept this as the formal representations from Colchester
Borough Council in relation to the Tendring Publication Draft Local Plan.
If possible please could you reply highlighting you have received the representations.
Tendring Local Plan
Section 2 Para 1.2.2


Part 1 of the plan has been constructed in close cooperation with Colchester Borough
Council and is supported. CBC are satisfied that Tendring has addressed strategic issues,
including the requirement to meet objectively assessed housing needs for market and
affordable housing, employment needs and to promote sustainable development. CBC are
committed to continue partnership working with Braintree and Tendring to produce a
Strategic Growth Development Plan Document for each of the Garden Communities, a
Recreation Avoidance and Mitigation Strategy (RAMS) to support the work on the
appropriate assessment and to positively address any other strategic cross border issues.



CBC is satisfied that the appropriate level of joint working has been undertaken for the Local
Plan in accordance with the Duty to Cooperate.

Para 1.2.3


CBC supports the spatial strategy and spatial hierarchy in Section 2 of the Local Plan. The
spatial hierarchy provides a logical sequential approach to the location of the new
development in the most sustainable locations, which include the establishment of two
garden communities, one of which will cross the border with Colchester. The OAN target is
550 dwellings per year which has been matched in the plan with an appropriate level of
allocations and is considered to be realistic and achievable.



CBC notes that Tendring has allocated 19.83-21.8ha of employment land within the plan
period which aligns with the baseline requirement of 20 ha referred to in the Section 1 policy
and is accordingly considered appropriate and will strengthen the sub-regional offer through
the provision of sites that are accessible with good connections to Colchester Borough.



It is expected that continued joint working will clarify the status of the land south of the
A133 currently shown by Tendring as a general Garden Community allocation, given that CBC
would wish to ensure that the land will only be used for university purposes and/or necessary
infrastructure (i.e. P&R).



CBC supports the remaining policies and allocations in the plan which are considered to be
consistent with the strategic policies in Section 1 of the plan.
Kind Regards,

Sean Tofts
Planning Policy Planner
Commercial Services
Colchester Borough Council
sean.tofts@colchester.gov.uk
Tel: 01206 508639 • www.colchester.gov.uk

By email to: planning.policy@tendringdc.gov.uk

Date
Department
Tel. No
E-mail

26th July 2017
Planning Policy Team
01268 208045
planningpolicy@basildon.gov.uk

Dear Sir or Madam,
Formal Response to: Tendring District Council Publication Draft Local Plan (Regulation 19)
I am writing on behalf of Basildon Borough Council in respect of the Tendring Publication Local Plan
Regulation 19 Consultation. The matters set out in this letter represent Basildon Borough Council’s
consultation response as agreed at the meeting of the Infrastructure, Growth and Development
Committee on the 19th July 2017.
SECTION 1
In relation to Section 1 of the Tendring District Council Publication Draft Local Plan, Basildon
Borough Council wishes to offer support to Tendring District and its neighbouring authorities in
pursuing the strategic approach to growth involving the extension of existing settlements in
accordance with the settlement hierarchy, and in delivering three new garden communities in North
Essex over the period to 2033 and beyond.
However, Tendring District Council is advised that unmet need for housing may arise from the South
Essex Housing Market Area (HMA). The Objectively Assessed Housing Need (OAHN) in South Essex is
for between 3,750 and 4,000 homes per annum. This equates to 80,000 homes over a 20 year
period. There is currently a concern that there may be insufficient capacity to deliver this quantum
of housing in the South Essex HMA, although at this time the full scale of any unmet need has not
been quantified. However, as work in South Essex is progressed, any gap between the OAHN and
potential supply will become clear, and the need may arise for the South Essex authorities to make a
request of other authorities in different HMAs within Essex to assist in meeting that unmet need.
Basildon Borough Council does not wish to delay the north Essex authorities in progressing their
plans to take into account these concerns. However, it is noted that Section 1 of the Tendring
Publication Local Plan does not include a mechanism for its review in light of any such requests. In
order for Tendring to be able to consider such requests it is considered that a review mechanism
should be introduced within Section 1. Basildon Borough Council would be satisfied that this concern
could be overcome by a modification to the Publication Local Plan to this effect, but would wish to
attend the Examination in Public in relation to this matter to ensure that it is adequately addressed,
and is sufficiently robust.
Tendring District Council is advised that this same representation has been made in respect of
Section 1 of the Braintree District Publication Local Plan and the Colchester Borough Publication
Local Plan.
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SECTION 2
In relation to Section 2 of the Tendring District Council Publication Draft Local Plan, Basildon
Borough Council has two objections in relation to policy LP9 regarding Traveller Sites.
It is noted that Tendring District Council is proposing to meet its full need for pitches for both
travelling Traveller who meet the definition in the PPTS 2015, and also for Travellers who do not
fulfil the definition but nonetheless require culturally appropriate accommodation. However:
a) Policy LP9 is not sufficiently clear in the level of need it is intending to meet, or how this will
be achieved. Policy LP9 needs to be reviewed to ensure that it is clear; and
b) Tendring District Council has not had any regard to the potential for unmet need to arise
within other authorities within Essex, that will need to be addressed through the Duty to
Cooperate process. Basildon Borough has an unmet need which it is formally requesting
Tendring District Council to consider meeting, at least in part, through its Local Plan.
In relation to point a) above, Basildon Borough Council would expect policy LP9 to be modified to
make it clear as the level of provision being made, and the approach being put forward for meeting
that need. Basildon Borough Council would wish to review these modifications before any objection
could be overcome in this regard.
In relation to point b) above, the evidence in relation to the need for Traveller Accommodation is
derived from the Essex wide Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Needs Assessment (GTAA).
Historically, GTAA’s have been prepared at an Essex wide level, and prior to that at a regional level.
They have not been carried out at a Housing Market Area level given different factors tend to
influence the need for Gypsies and Traveller pitches. There is therefore a precedent for considering
need at a wider than local level, and indeed the now revoked East of England Plan sought to
redistribute provision at a wider than local level recognising pressures in some locations such as
Basildon. There is currently no method for distributing such need across Essex, and therefore it is a
matter for considering as part of the Duty to Cooperate.
It is noted that the Essex wide GTAA is still emerging, having been subject to delays arising from the
capacity of the consultants. Similarly, the Basildon GTAA, being prepared by the same consultants,
has also been delayed. However, in both cases results are now emerging, and it is these emerging
results which have informed the Tendring Publication Local Plan, subject to the amendment
requested above.
As has historically been the case, the need for Traveller sites for both those Travellers that meet the
definition in the PPTS 2015, and those that do not, but nonetheless require culturally appropriate
accommodation within Basildon Borough, is significantly higher than the need seem for most other
authorities in Essex, including Tendring.
The emerging work indicates a need within Basildon Borough for up to 73 pitches for those
Travellers that meet the definition in the PPTS 2015 and a further 51 pitches for those who do not
meet the definition, but nonetheless require culturally appropriate accommodation. This creates a
total need for a further 124 pitches on top of those which already have planning consent, or are
tolerated in planning terms within Basildon Borough.
The Basildon Gypsies, Travellers and Travelling Showpeople Sites Study – Site Provision Study 2015
appraised the suitability and availability of sites for the provision of pitches for Travellers following a
call for sites process. This identified a maximum capacity for accommodating such needs in Basildon
Borough of 72 pitches. It should however be noted that this work occurred prior to the publication
of the PPTS 2015, and many of the sites promoted and found to be suitable were single or small sites
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within Basildon Borough’s Green Belt plotland areas. It is not therefore known if these sites were
intended by the promoters for travelling Travellers or Travellers who do not meet the definition in
the PPTS 2015, but require culturally appropriate accommodation. Work is underway to update the
Site Provision Study in this regard and also to identify if any other potential sites are available,
although the initial work was fairly exhaustive in this regard. Therefore, at this time it remains the
case that Basildon Borough is unable to meet its full, objectively assessed need for pitches to
accommodate Gypsies and Travellers, whether they fall within the definition of the PPTS 2015, or
whether they have a requirement for culturally appropriate accommodation. As it currently stands
this unmet need is 52 pitches.
Tendring District Council is therefore requested to give serious consideration to this formal request
for assistance in meeting this unmet need for Traveller pitches prior to progressing their Local Plan
to submission, and Basildon Borough Council would be pleased to meet and engage with Tendring
District Council in working towards a solution to this objection.
Given the seriousness of these concerns, Basildon Borough Council would wish to appear at the
Examination in Public in relation to the matters raised in respect of Gypsy and Traveller
Accommodation.
Tendring District Council are advised that similar concerns have been raised with Braintree Borough
Council and Colchester Borough Council.
ONGOING ENGAGEMENT
Basildon Borough Council recognises that the concerns it has raised in respect of both Section 1 and
Section 2 of the Tendring District Councils Publication Draft Local Plan require ongoing engagement
to be appropriately resolved. As stated earlier in this letter, Basildon Borough Council is prepared to
work with Tendring District Council and the other authorities in north Essex to identify solutions to
these objections prior to these plans being progressed to submission.
If you wish to engage with Basildon Borough Council on these matters please contact Amanda
Parrott (email: Amanda.parrott@basildon.gov.uk) or Matthew Winslow
(matthew.winslow@basildon.gov.uk) to make arrangements.
Yours Sincerely,

W
Matthew Winslow
Service Manager – Strategic Planning and Regeneration Strategy
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cllr M. Brown
Planning.policy; Cllr J. Bray; johncutting819@btinternet.com
local plan
26 July 2017 23:28:43

As district Cllr for Little Clacton and Weeley I'm finding it hard to support the local plan despite the
importance of its early completion. the reason ,the discovery of an development extension which has
penetrated into the green gap at the motel site at the bottom of Centenary Way.
   Twenty years ago planning granted permission for a motel at this site and in 2014 it was included in
the draught local plan with an obvious squaring off of the plot however in the latest draught local plan
an addition of further housing development has emerged coming as a complete surprise to the Parish
council, Cllr Bray and myself
we believe this addition not only means extra housing but cuts into the green gap which should
remain sacrosanct.
    In my opinion and in most residents minds the narrowing or closing of any green area separating
villages is a mistake that cannot be reversed.
    The latest addition to this area has also left an irregular shape which could make it ripe for further
development in the future with that old argument "IT SQARES OFF THE AREA".
     Little Clacton like a few local villages has had more than its fair percentage of housing
development I believe the number of proposed dwellings is approaching 270 a disproportionate
increase of 24%  in the size of the village.
     Although the number of extra houses is not large and the main objection remains the erosion of
the green gap, the arguments surrounding any extra housing in the area,lack of infrastructure ie roads
doctors,schools,jobs,hospitals remain and the fact that there not needed.
     At every stage of the local plan there has been discussion of any new development however small
at parish meetings but on this occasion this addition at the motel site has slipped passed the normally
vigilant Parish council and its two district Cllr's either because of a short cut or a casual addition.
     For the reasons above I cannot support the local plan in its present form.    Cllr M A Brown.  
     

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cllr J. Bray
Cllr M. Brown; Planning.policy; Cllr J. Bray;
RE: local plan
27 July 2017 13:47:06

For ease of reference, I have attached my comments to those of my fellow district councillor Mike Brown. I
concur absolutely with the statements made by councillor Brown and John Cutting, the Chairman of Little
Clacton Parish Council. The development extension referred to, would provide space for around 32 dwellings,
an insignificant number in relation to the local plan as a whole. The resulting intrusion into the green gap
however, could not in my opinion be considered insignificant, nor in anyway justified for such a small
numerical contribution. I am deeply concerned that this apparently "small change" to the previously agreed site,
could ultimately have far reaching consequences. As councillor Brown rightly points out, it is likely that at
some future review, a "squaring off" of the boundary, would lead to yet further erosion of the already shrinking
green gap.
I do not believe that the removal of this small but potentially president setting expansion, would diversely affect
the overall plan and thus find resistance to the request to remove it, a little strange.
Like councillor Brown, I have no wish to in any way hold up or derail the local plan, but would struggle to
support it whilst this particular issue remains unresolved.
Cllr Jeff Bray
________________________________________
From: Mike
Sent: 26 July 2017 23:28
To: planning.policy@tendringdc.gov.uk; jeffbray@hotmail.co.uk; johncutting819@btinternet.com
Subject: local plan
As district Cllr for Little Clacton and Weeley I'm finding it hard to support the local plan despite the importance
of its early completion. the reason ,the discovery of an development extension which has penetrated into the
green gap at the motel site at the bottom of Centenary Way.
   Twenty years ago planning granted permission for a motel at this site and in 2014 it was included in the
draught local plan with an obvious squaring off of the plot however in the latest draught local plan an addition
of further housing development has emerged coming as a complete surprise to the Parish council, Cllr Bray and
myself
we believe this addition not only means extra housing but cuts into the green gap which should remain
sacrosanct.
    In my opinion and in most residents minds the narrowing or closing of any green area separating villages is a
mistake that cannot be reversed.
    The latest addition to this area has also left an irregular shape which could make it ripe for further
development in the future with that old argument "IT SQARES OFF THE AREA".
     Little Clacton like a few local villages has had more than its fair percentage of housing development I
believe the number of proposed dwellings is approaching 270 a disproportionate increase of 24% in the size of
the village.
     Although the number of extra houses is not large and the main objection remains the erosion of the green
gap, the arguments surrounding any extra housing in the area,lack of infrastructure ie roads
doctors,schools,jobs,hospitals remain and the fact that there not needed.
     At every stage of the local plan there has been discussion of any new development however small at parish
meetings but on this occasion this addition at the motel site has slipped passed the normally vigilant Parish
council and its two district Cllr's either because of a short cut or a casual addition.
     For the reasons above I cannot support the local plan in its present form.    Cllr M A Brown.
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The Planning Policy Manager
Tendring District Council
Council Offices
Weeley
Clacton-on-Sea
Essex
CO16 9AJ

24th July 2017

Dear Planning Policy Manager
Tendring District Local Plan Publication Draft Consultation (2017)
The Harwich Society welcomes the publication of the Local Plan Publication Draft and supporting
documents
As the local civic society for the Harwich area and the custodian of most of the ancient
monuments in the town we welcome the Local Plan Section 7 policies relating to the
conservation and protection of the cultural heritage and the best of the built and natural
environment in the District. Historic buildings and historic places such as Harwich are major
assets for residents and visitors alike and add to the distinctiveness and prosperity of the district.
It is essential that conservation is promoted positively in the local plan.
The Harwich Society wishes to make the following representations:
Objection to the Mapping: This objection relates to the clarity of the Local Plan mapping and the
impact on effective community involvement. The Harwich Society is very disappointed at the
mapping published as part of the Local Plan Publication Draft. We consider the mapping falls
short of the standard required for accuracy and clarity and does not provide a sound basis for the
statutory planning or participation by users or communities.
1. The printed mapping is lamentable for the towns, such as Harwich (map B15). Due to the
small scale A4 format it is impossible to decipher policy areas or policy boundaries, or
even to the read the key which sets out the legends for each policy. The printed town
maps are too small scale for accurate use and will lead to ongoing policy confusion.
2. There are no printed policy maps whatsoever as part of the Local Plan Publication Draft
for West, South East and North East Tendring. This is unsatisfactory and is in contrast to
earlier consultation stages of the Local Plan. We consider such plans should be published
as an integral part of the printed version of the Local Plan for use to 2033 and beyond.

3. The printed mapping towns and villages fail to record Conservation Areas (such as
Harwich Map B.15, Great Oakley Map B14 and Ramsey Map B22. It is essential that
designated Conservation Areas are defined on all relevant Local Plan maps to enable
Policy PPL8 to be accurately applied as a material consideration in the future planning of
the area. It is far from clear where such information might be found by users, the Local
Plan is silent on this point.
4. The printed maps fail to record other key planning constraints such as SSSI's It is far from
clear where such information might be found by users, the Local Plan is silent on this
point. Conversely the printed mapping includes Sand and Gravel deposits even though the
Local Plan contains no policies relating to such features being a County Matter and
subject to planning policy documents prepared by another planning authority.
5. The printed map insets for villages, fail to indicate key policies which appear on the North
East Tendring on-line map. Examples of this are Ramsey B22 – Green Gap and Wrabness
B31 - Proposed Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. This will lead to confusion in practice
if mapping is different; the set of policy maps should be compatible irrespective of which
scale policies are viewed. Alternatively the Local Plan needs to contain a policy mapping
health warning.
6. The on-line mapping Whilst it is possible to view all policy maps at a larger scale on line,
the policy boundaries can become blurred. For example for the Harwich area (Map B15)
when viewed at a larger scale, necessary in an urban area such as the old town of
Harwich, the width of policy boundaries and loss of definition leave the viewer in doubt
as to policy context for particular properties. This will undermine the development
control process, lead to argument and serve to bring the planning process into disrepute.
Please can this be rectified as policy mapping needs to be an effective foundation for the
future statutory planning process.
7. Additionally the concerns raised above as points 3, 4 and 5 above also apply to the on-line
mapping.
Yours sincerely

for the Harwich Society

The Harwich Society - a registered charity (no 1161931) established for public benefit in the Harwich area
comprising: Harwich, Ramsey and Parkeston, Wrabness, Wix, Great Oakley and Little Oakley.

Little Clacton Parish Council
Local Plan Submission July 2017
Little Clacton Parish Council cannot support the 2017 Draft Local Plan in its
present form.
Reason: In all consultations with TDC Planning Officers regarding the Draft Local
Plan, it was always agreed that the Area N.E. of Montana Roundabout Centenary
way / London Rd, known as the Motel site, would be included in the Emerging Local
Plan, that was because full planning permission had been granted on that area for a
Motel to be built some 20 years ago and foundations were dug
It was also accepted that building a Motel was not now going to happen, and that the
site was capable of providing between 25 / 40 properties, and LCPC would accept
these as part of our quota towards the Emerging Local Plan.
Meetings took place with Planning Officers as part of the consultation process
and it was agreed to square off the site to make in the Officers words, a more
logical boundary.
This was agreed by all concerned.
We now find that the Planning officers have reneged on the agreed position in
relation to the site and extended it into the protected Green Gap.
This was done with no consultation with LCPC and against the agreed position of
squaring off and a more logical boundary ( that is the term given by TDC Planning
Officers which we have in writing ).
The Parish of Little Clacton has now accumulated in the region of 250+ proposed
properties in the Draft Local Plan,. and that is without windfall sites We are also
surrounded by thousands of properties agreed by Planning Officers on our
boundaries. That is a far cry from the original quota of 6% in the 2014 Draft, which I
believe came to the total of 59.
If this corner of our Village is allowed to be developed, as showing in the Draft
Local Plan with its extended and no longer logical squared off boundary that is
now in the Protected Green Gap, would in our view lead to a total over
development of the area.
Therefore we cannot agree to this extension of the agreed boundary of this
site.
It impinges the Green Gap
It would create an over development, and leave a hard edge to our Village.
It would create a monumental Highways problem.
It would be detrimental to existing residents.
It would now create an uneven boundary with the Green Gap
For those reasons and the fact that Planning Officers have made this decision
without any consultation with LCPC and moved away from the agreed logical
squaring off of the boundary, we are left with no option other than non support
of the Draft Local Plan.
Cllr. John Cutting Chairman LCPC

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Helena Ashby on behalf of Planning Services
Planning Policy Team
FW: Local Plan consultation comments
25 July 2017 09:14:57
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From: Parish Clerk [mailto:clerk@greatbromley.org.uk]
Sent: 24 July 2017 21:53
To: Planning Services
Subject: Local Plan consultation comments

Dear Planning – could you forward this to the Local Plan team please? Many thanks

Consultation response from Great Bromley Parish Council.
The Parish Council notes that the draft Local Plan is proposing to remove several Protected Lanes
including Little Bromley Road, Mary Lane North, Wick Lane in Ardleigh and Ravens Green. The
Parish Council opposes this proposal and requests that they are retained, and the Parish Council
also questions the rationale for removal. The lanes are very popular with dog walkers. The
section of the draft Local Plan was under Heritage Assets, Table E2.
Kind regards
Lizzie
Elizabeth Ridout
Parish Clerk and RFO
* clerk@greatbromley.org.uk 8

+

www.gbpc.org.uk

Great Bromley Parish Council, Great Bromley Village Hall, Parsons Hill, Great Bromley, CO7 7JA

ST OSYTH PARISH COUNCIL
The Village Hall, Clacton Road, St. Osyth, Essex, CO16 8PE
Tel: 01255 821447 E-mail: clerk@stosyth.gov.uk Web: www.stosyth.gov.uk
Sonia Grantham
Chairman

Neil Williams
Clerk to the Parish Council

Ref: F301/18/17/1
28 July 2017
Planning Policy
Tendring District Council
Council Offices
Thorpe Road
Weeley
Essex, CO16 9AJ
Dear Sir or Madam,
I write on behalf of St Osyth Parish Council in respect of the Tendring District Local Plan (2013-2033
and Beyond) Publication Draft.
The Parish Council acknowledge that Policy PPL 6 (Strategic Green Gaps) states that:
‘the Council will not permit any development which would result in the joining of settlements or
neighbourhoods, or which would erode their separate identities by virtue of their closer
proximity’
in order to achieve Objectives 7 and 8.
In correspondence to Tendring District Council of 7th January 2013, the Parish Council requested the
inclusion of a ‘strategic green gap’. To date the Parish Council has reservations at the exclusion of a
‘strategic green gap’ on the eastern boundary of the Parish, which could in time see the expansion of
Clacton towards St Osyth, especially as the purpose of Objective 7 is:
‘To conserve and enhance Tendring District’s historic environment, including: heritage;
respecting historic buildings and their settings; heritage assets; landscapes; links; and
views’.
On the whole the Parish Council agrees with much of the publication draft, however, with the inclusion
in the Local Plan of the development at Rouses Lane, Councillors would again request consideration
be given to the inclusion of a ‘strategic green gap’ between St Osyth and the development proposed for
Rouses Lane, so as to stop the advance of further development towards St Osyth.
Yours sincerely

Clerk to the Parish Council

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Alresford Parish Council
Planning.policy
frank belgrove; Ernie Osborne
Planning Policy - Alresford Parish Council response for Local plan
26 July 2017 13:42:16

To whom it may concern,
Please see the below in response to the above.
Alresford Parish Council (APC) welcomes the production of this draft Local Plan for
the Tendring District. The delay in producing a Local Plan has presented APC and
it’s residents with great concerns and difficulties as without an “up to date” Local
Plan housing developers have been able to make speculative planning applications
that have resulted in areas of the village receiving what many believe are
unsustainable new housing projects. The Tendring Local Plan with it’s 11,000
home projection can guarantee a five year housing supply and so further
speculative planning applications can now hopefully be thwarted, in future,
development should now be proportionate and based on the needs of the local
community and be compliant with sustainability issues. Although welcoming the
Local Plan, APC feels that sections of the Plan do not always provide sound
evidence as to housing needs from a local needs (housing) perspective. The Plan
does seem to comply with national policy and in the view of APC the delivery of
the overall figure of 11000 new homes by 2030 is not an impossibility. The Garden
Community project on the borders of Tending DC with Colchester has potential
providing major transport issues can be overcome and ambitious housing numbers
are reconsidered.
As regards to Alresford the Parish Council feels that regulation 18 (engagement
with the local community) of Local Plan Regulations 2012 has perhaps not been
fully complied with as regards targeted consultation. Alresford is embarking on a
Neighbourhood Plan to bridge Tendring District Councils Local Plan with the needs
of the community as regards to land use issues in Alresford. Clearly in this Local
Plan Tendring District Council has fulfilled its obligations for planning the districts
future as regards housing, employment and infrastructure however Alresford
Parish Council would wish to offer criticism and has doubts as to the soundness of
some of the methodology used. Perhaps time will reveal that the employment
prospects and infrastructure improvements will not be as positive as indicated by
figures presented in this Local Plan. Infrastructure issues relating to health,
education and transport are particular concerns of Alresford Parish Council and are
an area where the soundness of the Plan is open to question.
Michelle Salazar
Parish Clerk & Proper Officer

on behalf of Alresford Parish Council

Alresford Parish Council Office, The Pavilion, Ford
Lane, Alresford, Essex, CO7 8AT
Tel: 01206 615117   Email: alresfordpc@outlook.com
Website: http://www.essexinfo.net/alresford/

Frating Parish Council response to the Tendring District Council Local District Plan
During the last 12 months, Councillors from Frating PC have attended many of the Tendring
District Council’s planning meetings dealing with the new Local Plan. We feel a great deal of
time and effort has been taken by TDC to bring forward a new Local Plan that deals with all the
issues that need to be addressed to ensure that such a plan is fully sustainable. We believe that
TDC has in principle compiled a Local Plan that is fully sustainable and meets the future needs
of the local area and Frating PC gives it’s full support to Tendring District Council.
The majority of the new housing and employment areas are allocated to the more urban areas,
which we feel are the more viable and correct places for development. We also feel the choice
of a Garden Village Settlement on the Tendring/Colchester border is the best place for this as
the facilities offered within Colchester Town are far more easily accessible.
The greatest concerns to Frating PC are the road and public transport infrastructure. With
regards to roads, it must be a priority to improve and upgrade the A133, A120 and A12 as these
appear to be already working to capacity and especially so at peak times.
Frating PC Councillors attended the TDC resilience meeting where it was stated by the Fire &
Rescue Service that the A133 is one of the most dangerous roads in Essex.
We have witnessed the increase in the number of vehicles using the B1029 due to the
expansion to the south of Frating (Brightlingsea) and heavy goods vehicles accessing Harwich
and the A120. We would like consideration given to a weight restriction being implemented on
the B1029 through Frating, Thorrington and Great Bromley where it does not exist.
With regards to the new Garden Village Settlement, the new road that is highlighted to run from
the A133 (Essex University) to the A120 must be completed before any housing construction
commences.
With regards to Public Transport, both bus and train services must be improved so that private
car usage is reduced as much as possible. Station car parks should also be enlarged and
upgraded to accommodate more vehicles.
Within the new Local Plan, the map on page 257 shows Frating and it’s designated
settlement area. Please be aware that a significant part of this designated settlement area
is actually within the Great Bentley parish - the easterly area on the map from Frating
Brook, which includes The Book Company and Manheim Car Auctions is within Great
Bentley parish and we would submit that the appropriate changes should be made to
take this into account.

Wrabness Parish Council
Clerk to the Council:
Carol Greenwood
2, Fredricks Close, Wix,
Manningtree, Essex
CO11 2AY
Tel: 07985676483
The Planning Policy Manager
Tendring District Council
Council Offices
Weeley
Clacton-on-Sea
Essex
CO16 9AJ
25th July 2017
Dear Planning Policy Manager
Tendring District Local Plan Publication Draft (2017)
Thank you for consulting the Parish Council about the latest version of the Tendring District Local
Plan. Wrabness Parish Council has participated in every public consultation stage of the Local
Plan process. On viewing the proposals for Wrabness included in the Tendring District Local Plan
Publication Draft (2017) the Parish Council is disappointed that our previous concerns raised about
policies relating to Wrabness as delineated on Map B31 are largely unmet.
We would ask the Inspector to consider the Parish Council unresolved representations concerning
Local Plan policy relating to Wrabness. We are saddened that the mapped policy does not create
the right planning context for the village for the period to 2033 and beyond.
The Parish Council has asked me to make the following representations relating to policies as
shown on Local Map B.31 Wrabness:
New Safeguarded Local Green Space: Request that 0.2 acres of land immediately to the west of
Wrabness Village Hall is mapped as proposed Safeguarded Local Green Space, to help address
the existing acknowledged shortfall of public open space at Wrabness village. The Parish Council
has previously supplied a map of the area concerned, alternatively the area could be shown by a
symbol similarly to that on page 213 of the Local Plan.
Settlement Development Boundary: Object to the mapping. The boundary of the extended
Wrabness settlement development area reflects the decision of TDC Planning Committee to grant
outline planning permission (15/01737/OUT) subject to legal agreement for 18 dwellings and a 0.2
acre village green adjacent to the Wrabness Village Hall. As such the Map should seek to
safeguard a site of 0.2 ha immediately to west of Village Hall as approved as local green space.
Currently the policy Map promotes the prospect of residential development over the entire
extended settlement area and excludes the open space element which is strategic location for our
village.
Existing Safeguarded Local Green Space: Whilst we support the inclusion of the Rectory Road
Playing Field within this policy as currently mapped, we have previously pointed out a mapping
error that has been acknowledged by TDC but not corrected on the map.

We therefore repeat our objection to the proposed designation of the railway cutting to the north of
Station Road, Wrabness as Safeguarded Local Green Space. This railway cutting is steeply
sloping operational railway land, currently inaccessible to the public with no prospect of ever
becoming available as public open space. This notation should be deleted and the Station Masters
Garden area at Station Road, Wrabness should be mapped as Safeguarded Local Green Space.
The Garden was provided by the Parish Council as a Millennium Project and has matured into a
pleasant formal public garden adjacent to Wrabness Railway Station enjoyed by residents and
visitors alike. A plan has already been supplied to TDC highlighting the area in question.
Local Wildlife Site: We strongly recommend the designation of the Wrabness Station Yard as a
local wildlife site is reviewed – the station commuter car park has been extended into the former
Station Yard and the adjacent fenced area is in regular use as an operational yard for track and
network maintenance. Despite these operational changes by Network Rail Wrabness Siding,
Wrabness is still listed in Section C Page 285 as a local wildlife site.
Mapping: The mapping included in the policy document should be improved to reduce ambiguity.
It is recommended that the proposed Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty boundary is clearly
delineated on the Wrabness Map B31 to accord with the North East Tendring on-line Local Plan
map.
Yours sincerely

Vice Chairman

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Andrew Lee
Planning.policy
Lawford Parish Council Clerk; Manningtree Town Council Clerk; Cllr. Alan Coley; Cllr. Giancarlo Guglielmi,
Deputy Leader
Mistley Parish Council - Response to the Publication Draft Local Plan Consultation Document (2017)
25 July 2017 13:08:15

Dear Tendring District Council Planning Policy,
I am responding to Section 2 of the Publication Draft Local Plan Consultation Document
on behalf of Mistley Parish Council, which met on 20 July and following a discussion, it
was agreed unanimously that the following comments be submitted in response:
(1) Section 3.2.1.2.2. - reference on page 87, needs to say that while having a designation
as a 'Smaller Urban Settlement', Lawford, Manningtree and Mistley have a strong rural
aspect and history which is reflected in its open green spaces and relatively low housing
densities.
(2) Policy HP1 - reference at paragraph (a) on page 96 needs the word 'readily' inserted
after the word 'residents'.
(3) Policy HP2 - reference on page 99 should reflect the need to include banks as
important community facilities. Public houses are specifically mentioned in paragraph
4.2.1.3. on page 98, but given the essential role in supporting small businesses and
struggling High Street environment, banks need to be specified too.
(4) Policy LP3 - reference on page 117 needs to emphasise the built density as many
developers have been including their 'green spaces' in their calculations resulting in some
cramped housing in the built areas of their development sites.
(5) Policy LP4 - paragraph (e) on page 118 is commended.
(6) SAMU1 - reference to EDME on page 188 - concern that Mistley's long-standing
employer was given prominence in this document.
(7) Policy SAE5 - noted that the development of Mistley Port is 'safeguarded' according to
paragraph 9.13.1 on page 217 and in Policy SAE5 on page 218. The reference to the
'preferred vehicular access' in paragraph (b) on page 219 is noted.
(8) Concern is expressed that potential employment sites in the district are not identified in
the consultation document to back up the employment vision.
(9) Annex C - query about the omission of the greensward and foreshore along The Walls
as an important wildlife site in Mistley from Table C.1 Local Wildlife Sites on pages 281
to 282.
(10) Annex D - query about the omission of Swan Basin and the Hopping Bridge, both
Heritage Assets in Mistley from Table D.4 - Scheduled Monuments on pages 291 to 292.
I confirm that Mistley Parish Council wishes to be notified when the Inspectors Report is
published and also when the document is adopted.
Please note that I had attempted to submit this response online but experienced technical
difficulties. I also attempted to use the Response Form but it had numerous deficiencies
and was not fit for purpose.

Kindly acknowledge receipt of this response.
Yours sincerely,
Andrew Lee
Clerk to Mistley Parish Council

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Town Clerk
Planning.policy
Alex Davidson
Manningtree
26 July 2017 12:46:36

Dear Sir / Madam,
Manningtree Town Council would like to make the following comment on the Tendring
District Local Plan - Publication Draft - Section 1:
Maps: B21 Manningtree, Lawford and Mistley:
Manningtree Town Council is especially supportive of the protection of the green spaces
and would like to see them protected in perpetuity. The council would like to keep the
three areas of Manningtree, Lawford and Mistley distinct when it comes to their green
spaces as they all have very different characteristics.
Please note that I tried to lodge the above comment online but there was no comment box
for the maps.
Please can you confirm receipt of this e-mail.
Kind Regards
Line Djuve-Wood
Clerk to Manningtree Town Council

Person ID

ID

Full Name Organisatio
n Details

Please specify which section of the Publication Draft Local Plan
your comments relate to by choosing one of the following:

Legally Compliant - Q1) Do you consider the Local Plan is
legally compliant?

Soundness - Q2) Do you consider the Local Plan is sound?

If you do not consider the Local Plan is sound, please specify
on what grounds:

Duty to Co-operate - Q3) Do you consider the Local Plan
complies with the Duty to Co-operate?

Enter your full representation
here:

1007301

LPPuD22

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Effective;
Positively
prepared

No

Policy LP9: Travellers outlines
TDCâ€™s approach to the
provision of traveller pitches.
The policy includes criteria
against which TDC will assess
proposals for any new traveller
sites or pitches. Criterion b)
states that â€˜sites must have
reasonable access to key
facilities (normally 1.5
miles/2.4km on foot or 15
miles/24km by public transport
to primary schools,
doctorsâ€™ surgeries and
convenience shops, 2
miles/3.2km on foot or 20
miles/32km by public transport
to secondary schools and
major employment);â€™

1007301

LPPuD23

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Consistent No
with
National
Policy;
Effective

The approach as outlined in
Policy Di1 is broadly
supported, however reference
should be made to the
consideration of introducing a
Community Infrastructure Levy
(CIL), as included in the ECC
response at Preferred Options
stage. This would also ensure
consistency with the Draft Plan
where it refers to CIL and the
TDC Infrastructure Delivery
Plan where CIL is included as
a possible funding source.

Summary If your
summary
is more
than 100
words,
please
provide a
brief
summary
here:

Please specify the
changes needed
to be made to
make the Plan
sound/legally
compliant:

Do you
wish to
participate
at the oral
part of the
examinatio
n?

Do you
wish to
participate
at the oral
part of the
examinatio
n?

If Yes - you
wish to
participate at
the oral part of
the
examination.
please outline
why you
consider this to
be necessary

Did you
If Yes raise the
which
matter that stage?
is the
subject of
your
representat
ion with the
LPA earlier
in the
process of
the
preparation
of the
Local
Plan?

Do you wish to Response Recomme Categories Recomme Number
be notified?
to
nded
nded
representat Change
Change
ion Required Reason
Council's Recomme
response nded
to
Change
representat Required?
ion

Change Policy
Yes
LP9 by removing
the stated
distances (foot
and public
transport) as there
is no evidence or
rationale for their
inclusion.

Yes

To ensure the
Yes
change is made
and represent
ECC as Local
Education
Authority on this
matter.

Preferred
Options

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Include the
Yes
following text
within Policy DI1
as follows: The
Council may
consider
introducing a CIL
and may
implement such
for areas and/or
development
types where a
viable charging
schedule would
best mitigate the
impacts of growth.
Section 106 will
remain the
appropriate
mechanism for
securing land and
works along with
financial
contributions
where a sum for
the necessary
infrastructure is
not secured via
CIL. For the

Yes

To ensure the
Yes
change is made
and represent
ECC as a major
infrastrastructur
e provider.

Preferred
Options

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Email
Address

Policy LP 9 Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

Delivering
Infrastructu
re

Policy DI1

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

1007301

LPPuD24

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Consistent Yes
with
National
Policy;
Effective

The amendment is required to
provide to strengthen the links
with local landscape character
within the policy itself.

1007301

LPPuD25

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Consistent Yes
with
National
Policy;
Effective

The amendment is required to
include reference to
â€˜blueâ€™ infrastructure as
well as â€˜greenâ€™. Policy
PPL1 has been revised since
the Preferred Options stage so
comments reflected the
Publication Draft Plan version
of the policy.

1007301

LPPuD26

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Consistent Yes
with
National
Policy;
Effective

The amendment is required to
refer to the inclusion of other
non-designated heritage
assets as identified through
the planning process in
compliance with the NPPF.

Change wording No
for parts c) and e)
as follows: c. the
development
respects or
enhances local
landscape
character, views,
skylines,
landmarks,
existing street
patterns, open
spaces and other
locally important
features; e.
boundary
treatments and
hard and soft
landscaping are
designed as an
integral part of the
development
reflecting the
function and
character of the
development and
its surroundings.
The Council will
encourage the use
Change Policy
Yes
PPL1, seconda
paragraph to read
as follows: All
major
development
proposals should
consider the
potential for new
well designed
Blue and Green
Infrastructure to
help mitigate
potential flood risk
and include such
Infrastructure,
where
appropriate.

No

Change Policy
PPL3 to include
the protection of
both designated
and nondesignated
heritages assets
(sites, features,
landscapes etc).

No

No

Yes

No

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Sustainabl
e Places

Policy SPL Matthew.J
3
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

To ensure the
No
change is made
and represent
ECC as Lead
Local Flood
Authority.

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Protected
Places

Policy PPL Matthew.J
1
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

No

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Protected
Places

Policy PPL Matthew.J
3
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

1007301

LPPuD27

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Consistent Yes
with
National
Policy;
Effective

The amendment is required to
ensure greater compliance
with the NPPF.

1007301

LPPuD28

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Consistent Yes
with
National
Policy;
Effective

The amendment is required to
strengthen the policy by
including reference to trees
given that these are afforded
some protection in through the
legislation.

â€˜Proposals for No
new development
which would
affect, or might
affect,
archaeological
remains will only
be permitted
where
accompanied by
an appropriate
desk-based
assessment and
evaluation results.
Where identified
as necessary
within that deskbased
assessment, a
written scheme of
investigation
detailing a
programme of
excavation,
recording or
protection, and
post excavation
work, including
publication and
Change Policy
No
PPL8 as follows:
d. the importance
of spaces and
trees to the
character and
appearance; and

No

Yes

No

No

Preferred
Options

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Protected
Places

Policy PPL Matthew.J
7
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Protected
Places

Policy PPL Matthew.J
8
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

1007301

LPPuD29

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Effective

Yes

Text needs to be updated to
reflect adoption of new Essex
and Southend-on-Sea Waste
Local Plan in July 2017.

1007301

LPPuD30

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Effective

Yes

Text needs to be updated to
reflect adoption of new Essex
and Southend-on-Sea Waste
Local Plan in July 2017.

Replace the
No
existing paragraph
as follows: 1.3.4.5
Essex County
Council is the
waste planning
authority for the
District, and is
responsible for
preparing planning
policies, and
assessing
applications for
waste
management
development. The
Essex and
Southend-on-Sea
Waste Local Plan
(2017) is part of
the statutory
Development Plan
which should be
read alongside the
Tendring Local
Plan. It sets out
where and how
waste
management
Replace the
No
existing paragraph
as follows: 1.3.4.6
The Essex and
Southend-on-Sea
Waste Local Plan
allocates new
waste
development at
Slough Farm,
Ardleigh; Morses
Lane,
Brightlingsea;
Sunnymead,
Elmstead; and
Heath Farms,
north west of
Alresford. The
Waste Local Plan
also identifies
Areas of Search to
meet the need for
additional small
scale waste
management
facilities. These
Areas of Search
are existing
industrial estates

No

Yes

Preferred
Options

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

No

Yes

Preferred
Options

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Introductio To update 1.3.4.5
n
theÂ text
as
necessary,
the change
is
supported:
1.3.4.5
Essex
County
Council is
the waste
planning
authority
for the
District,
and is
responsible
for
preparing
planning
policies,
and
assessing
application
s for waste
manageme
nt
developme
Introductio To update 1.3.4.6
n
the Plan
reference
amend:
1.3.4.6 The
emerging
Essex and
Southendon-Sea
Waste
Local Plan
(the
Replaceme
nt Plan)
proposes
allocates
new waste
developme
nt at
Slough
Farm,
Ardleigh;
Morses
Lane,
Brightlings
ea;
Sunnymea
d,
Elmstead;

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

1007301

LPPuD31

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Effective

Yes

The amendment is required to
provide an accurate picture of
education needs in the district
based on the most up to date
evidence. This request was
also previously made at the
Preferred Options stage but
has still not been included.

Replace the
No
existing paragraph
as follows: 3.1.3.3
Commissioning
School for Places
in Essex 2015-20,
published in 2015
sets out the
requirement,
supply and
demand for places
in maintained
primary and
secondary schools
to 2020 and is
updated annually.

No

Yes

Preferred
Options

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

1007301

LPPuD32

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Effective

Yes

The amendment is required to
provide an accurate picture of
education needs in the district
based on the most up to date
evidence. This request was
also previously made at the
Preferred Options stage but
has still not been included.

Replace the
No
existing paragraph
as follows: 3.1.3.4
In 2016 there
were 10,111
primary and 7,067
secondary pupils
on roll in
Tendringâ€™s
schools. The 6
schools providing
sixth-form
education had a
further 1,239
pupils over the
age of 16.

No

Yes

Preferred
Options

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Sustainabl To update 3.1.3.3
e Places
the
supporting
text,
amend
paragraph
3.1.3.3:
Commissio
ning
School for
Places in
Essex
2013-2018
2015-20 ,
published
in 2014
2015 sets
out the
requiremen
t, supply
and
demand for
places in
maintained
primary
and
secondary
schools to
2018 2020
Sustainabl To update 3.1.3.4
e Places
text,
amend
paragraph
3.1.3.4: In
2013 Â
2016 there
were 9,318
10,111
primary
and 8,608
Â 7,067
secondary
pupils on
roll in
Tendringâ€
™s
schools.
The 6
schools
providing
sixth-form
education
had a
further
1,307
1,239
pupils over
the age of

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

1007301

LPPuD33

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Effective

Yes

The amendment is required to
provide an accurate picture of
education needs in the district
based on the most up to date
evidence. This request was
also previously made at the
Preferred Options stage but
has still not been included.

Replace the
No
existing paragraph
as follows: 3.1.3.5
Primary school
numbers, as
forecast in the
ECC document
â€˜Commissioning
School Places in
Essex 20162021â€™, are set
to rise in the five
year period to
10,214, excluding
the impact of
additional
housing. There
are currently
10,242 places
available,
including 212 in
temporary
accommodation,
and thereby plans
to increase
provision in the
District are being
progressed.

No

Yes

Preferred
Options

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

1007301

LPPuD34

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Effective

Yes

The amendment is required to
provide an accurate picture of
education needs in the district
based on the most up to date
evidence. This request was
also previously made at the
Preferred Options stage but
has still not been included.

No

Yes

Preferred
Options

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

1007301

LPPuD35

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Effective

Yes

The amendment is required
clarify that the three parks are
designated by English
Heritage. There will be other
historic parks and gardens of
significance but not benefitting
from formal designation i.e.
non-designated heritage
assets.

Replace the
No
existing paragraph
as follows: 3.1.3.6
Overall pupil
numbers in
secondary schools
in Tendring (11-19
age range) are
predicted to
increase during
the period
2016/21 to 8,886,
excluding the
impact of new
housing. The
forecast growth in
demand is
particularly acute
in Clacton On Sea
where a range of
options to expand
existing schools
are being
considered. Essex
County Council
and Tendring
District Council will
cooperate to
facilitate this
Change
No
paragraph 3.1.5.1
to clarify that
these are the
three parks
designated as
such by English
Heritage as there
will be other
historic parks and
gardens of
significance but
not benefitting
from formal
designation i.e.
non-designated
heritage assets.

No

No

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Sustainabl To update 3.1.3.5
e Places
paragraph
3.1.3.5
amend
text:
Primary
school
numbers,
as forecast
in the ECC
document
â€˜Commi
ssioning
School
Places in
Essex
20162021â€™ ,
are set to
rise in the
five year
period to
9,928 Â
10,214 ,
excluding
the impact
of
additional
housing.
To update 3.1.3.6
text
amendÂ p
aragraph
3.1.3.6:
Overall
pupil
numbers in
secondary
schools in
Clacton are
predicted
to decline
in the
period
2013/18 to
8,000.
However,
demand for
year 7
places in
Clacton is
forecast to
increase
from
2017/2018
onwards to
8,395 once
pupils from
3.1.5.1

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

1007301

LPPuD36

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Effective

Yes

The amendment is required to
state that these are the
notable heritage assets. There
will be others that are nondesignated such as buildings,
monuments, sites, places,
areas or landscapes (parks
and gardens).

Change
No
paragraph 3.1.5.3
to clarify that
these are the
designated
heritage assets.

No

1007301

LPPuD37

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Effective

Yes

The amendment is required to
ensure a Health Impact
Assessment (HIA) is a
requirement for both
residential and non-residential
development. This would align
the policy with requirements
outlined in the Braintree and
Colchester Local Plans.

Change Policy
Yes
HC1 Part e) to
incorporate HIA
for non-residential
developments
with an
appropriate
threshold.

Yes

No

To ensure the
Yes
change is made
and represent
ECC in its role
as Public
Health.

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Preferred
Options

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

3.1.5.3

Healthy
Places

To correct Policy HP
error of
1
omission
and accord
with EPOA
Guidance
(March
2008) add
reference
in Policy
HP 1
e.Â to
commercia
l
floorspace:
IMPROVIN
G HEALTH
AND
WELLBEIN
G The
Council will
work to
improve
the health
and
wellbeing
of
residents in
Tendring

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

1007301

LPPuD38

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Effective

Yes

1007301

LPPuD39

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Effective

Yes

Table LP2 lists the Local Plan
housing allocations (sites with
10 or more homes). There is
an inconsistency between the
total housing numbers and
phasing indicated in Table LP2
and the housing numbers
contained in the site specific
policies in Chapter 9 of the
Draft Plan. Table LP2 states
Hartley Garden Village will
provide 600 homes between
2027-2033, whereas Policy
SAMU2 in Chapter 9 states
800-1,000 new homes will be
provided up to 2033.
Consistency is required as
there is a direct impact on
education provision and when
new schools (or other
infrastructure) may need to
come forward. Table LP2 also
indicates that none of the
named allocations appear to
commence prior to 2023. If a
significant proportion of the
permitted development and
windfalls, now relied upon
during the first five years, is
Planning proposals must also
protect those other historic
parks, gardens and
landscapes which are
identified through the planning
process. It is not limited to
Registered Parks and
Gardens. This is in compliance
with the NPPF.

A review of the
No
housing numbers
and phasing in
Table LP2 and the
housing numbers
listed in Chapter 9
is required to
ensure
consistency
between these
two sections of the
Draft Plan to
demonstrate
effective delivery,
including
supporting
infrastructure.
There are four
three
inconsistencies: 1.
â€¢ Table LP2
states Hartley
Garden Village
(Clacton) will
provide 600
homes between
2027-2033,
whereas Policy
SAMU2
Change this
No
section of the
Draft Plan by
including
additional
explanatory text
under Paragraph
7.4 stating the
protection of both
designated and
non-designated
sites, features,
landscapes in
accordance with
the NPPF.

No

Yes

No

No

Preferred
Options

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Protected
Places

5.1.10

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

7.3.5

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

1007301

LPPuD40

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Consistent Yes
with
National
Policy;
Effective

The full name of the
â€˜Habitats Regulationsâ€™
should be â€˜The
Conservation of Habitats and
Species Regulations
2010â€™.

Change reference No
from the
â€˜Habitats
Regulationsâ€™
to â€˜The
Conservation of
Habitats and
Species
Regulations
2010â€™.

No

No

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Protected
Places

7.4.2

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

1007301

LPPuD41

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Effective

The amendment strengthens
linkages to the Essex Local
Transport Plan (LTP).

Include the
No
following text after
paragraph 8.1.3.
The LTP is
supported by a
suite of more
specific
documents
including the Bus
Strategy, the
Cycling Strategy,
the Sustainable
Modes of Travel
Strategy, and
implementation
plans that are also
periodically
updated by Essex
County Council.

No

No

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Connected This extra 8.1.3
Places
wording
willÂ amplif
y the
approach
to
sustainable
transportÂ
and explain
more
fullyÂ linka
ges to the
Essex
Local
Transport
Plan (LTP).
8.1.3 The
Essex
Transport
Strategy
(2011) is
the Local
Transport
Plan (LTP)
and
includes
Tendring
District
within the

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

Yes

1007301

LPPuD42

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Effective

Yes

It would be beneficial to
reference the Essex Cycling
Strategy and that cycling
infrastructure will be provided
in accordance with this.

Change
No
paragraph so the
following is
inserted as the
last sentence to
read as follows:
The Essex Cycling
Strategy will be
used as a guide to
ensure the
provision of
appropriate
cycling
infrastructure.

No

No

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

1007301

LPPuD43

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Effective

Yes

The statement that â€˜thereby
preventing traffic congestion
which would otherwise
occurâ€™ is over promising
what may well be the case in
reality.

Change
No
paragraph 8.2.4 to
read as follows:
â€˜.. thereby
helping to ease
traffic congestion
that otherwise
would occurâ€™.

No

No

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

1007301

LPPuD44

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Consistent Yes
with
National
Policy;
Effective

Policy SAMU2 states 8001,000 new homes will be
provided up to 2033. Table
LP2 states Hartley Garden
Village (detailed in SAMU2)
will provide 600 homes
between 2027-2033.
Consistency is required as
there is a direct impact on
education provision and when
new schools may need to
come forward.

Review housing
Yes
numbers across
Policy SAMU2 and
Table LP2 to
ensure
consistency and
amend
accordingly.

Yes

To ensure the
Yes
change is made
and represent
ECC in its role
as a provider of
infrastructure
given delivery
will be
influenced by
the phasing of
development,
for which
consistency in
the plan is
needed.

Preferred
Options

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Connected The
8.1.8
Places
addition is
a helpful
reference
to: 8.1.8
Cycling
and
walking
should also
be seen as
transport
modes in
their own
right and
an integral
part of the
transport
network.
Increasing
the options
for
travelling
by those
modes can
benefit
both the
environme
nt and
public
Connected Adding "... 8.2.4
Places
or easing
..." will
better
reflectÂ wh
at may be
the case in
reality and
would
therefore
be
supported:
8.2.4 Major
growth
areas in
West
Tendring/E
ast
Colchester
and
Clacton will
require
new
strategic
highway
infrastructu
re, which
will not
only serve
Policy
SAMU2

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

1007301

LPPuD45

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Consistent Yes
with
National
Policy;
Effective

Policy SAMU3 states at least
500 new homes will be
provided up to 2033. Table
LP2 states Oakwood Park
(detailed in SAMU3) will
provide 600 homes between
2027-2033. Consistency is
required as there is a direct
impact on education provision
and when new schools may
need to come forward.

Review housing
Yes
numbers across
Policy SAMU3 and
Table LP2 to
ensure
consistency and
amend
accordingly.

Yes

To ensure the
Yes
change is made
and represent
ECC in its role
as a provider of
infrastructure
given delivery
will be
influenced by
the phasing of
development,
for which
consistency in
the plan is
needed.

Preferred
Options

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Policy
SAMU3

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

1007301

LPPuD46

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Consistent Yes
with
National
Policy;
Effective

Policy SAMU4 states 850 new
homes will be provided up to
2033. Table LP2 states
Rouses Farm (detailed in
SAMU4) will provide 600
homes between 2027-2033.
Consistency is required as
there is a direct impact on
education provision and when
new schools may need to
come forward.

Review housing
Yes
numbers across
Policy SAMU4 and
Table LP2 to
ensure
consistency and
amend
accordingly.

Yes

To ensure the
Yes
change is made
and represent
ECC in its role
as a provider of
infrastructure
given delivery
will be
influenced by
the phasing of
development,
for which
consistency in
the plan is
needed.

Preferred
Options

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Policy
SAMU4

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

1007301

LPPuD47

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Consistent Yes
with
National
Policy;
Effective

Policy SAH2 states 300 new
homes will be provided. Table
LP2 states Land west of Low
Road (detailed in SAH2) will
provide 200 homes between
2027-2033. Consistency is
required as there is a direct
impact on education provision
and when new schools may
need to come forward.

Review housing
numbers across
Policy SAH2 and
Table LP2 to
ensure
consistency and
amend
accordingly.

Yes

To ensure the
Yes
change is made
and represent
ECC in its role
as a provider of
infrastructure
given delivery
will be
influenced by
the phasing of
development,
for which
consistency in
the plan is
needed.

Preferred
Options

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Policy
SAH2

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

Yes

1007301

LPPuD48

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Consistent Yes
with
National
Policy;
Effective

It is recommended that TDC
review its approach to Policies
SAE1 (Carless Extension,
Harwich) to confirm whether
the ability to deliver the policy
could be affected by the
proposed extension of the
Suffolk Coast and Heaths
Area of Outstanding Natural
Beauty (AONB).

1007301

LPPuD49

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Consistent Yes
with
National
Policy;
Effective

It is recommended that TDC
review its approach to Policy
SAE2 (Land south of Land
Road, Mistley) to confirm
whether the ability to deliver
the policy could be affected by
the proposed extension of the
Suffolk Coast and Heaths
Area of Outstanding Natural
Beauty (AONB).

Confirm whether No
the ability to
deliver the policy
could be affected
by the proposed
extension of the
Suffolk Coast and
Heaths Area of
Outstanding
Natural Beauty
(AONB).
Appropriate
reference to the
AONB is made in
Policies SAE5
(Development at
Mistley Port) and
SAE6
(Development at
Mistley Marine). It
may be that a
similar reference
is included in
SAE1 or
appropriate
explanatory text
given the proposal
to extend the
AONB will be
Confirm whether No
the ability to
deliver the policy
could be affected
by the proposed
extension of the
Suffolk Coast and
Heaths Area of
Outstanding
Natural Beauty
(AONB).
Appropriate
reference to the
AONB is made in
Policies SAE5
(Development at
Mistley Port) and
SAE6
(Development at
Mistley Marine). It
may be that a
similar reference
should be
included in SAE1
or appropriate
explanatory text
given the proposal
to extend the
AONB will be

No

Yes

Preferred
Options

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Policy
SAE1

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

No

Yes

Preferred
Options

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Policy
SAE2

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

1007301

LPPuD50

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Consistent Yes
with
National
Policy;
Effective

It is recommended that TDC
review its approach to Policy
SAE3 (Mercedes Site,
Bathside Bay) to confirm
whether the ability to deliver
the policy could be affected by
the proposed extension of the
Suffolk Coast and Heaths
Area of Outstanding Natural
Beauty (AONB).

1007301

LPPuD54

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Effective

The change is required to
ensure inclusion of a definition
of â€˜Community
Facilitiesâ€™. This would be
useful assuming the term is
used consistently throughout
the document.

Yes

Confirm whether No
the ability to
deliver the policy
could be affected
by the proposed
extension of the
Suffolk Coast and
Heaths Area of
Outstanding
Natural Beauty
(AONB).
Appropriate
reference to the
AONB is made in
Policies SAE5
(Development at
Mistley Port) and
SAE6
(Development at
Mistley Marine). It
may be that a
similar reference
should be
included in SAE1
or appropriate
explanatory text
given the proposal
to extend the
AONB will be
Include the
No
following definition
in the Glossary.
Infrastructure
means any
structure, building,
system facility
and/or provision
required by an
area for its social
and/or economic
function and/or
well-being
including (but not
exclusively): a.
affordable
housing, b.
broadband, c. c.
community and
social facilities, d.
d. cultural
facilities, including
public art, e. e.
drainage and flood
protection, f. f.
education and
childcare, g.
emergency
services, h.

No

Yes

Preferred
Options

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

No

Yes

Preferred
Options

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Glossary of
Terms

Policy
SAE4

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

A

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

1007301

LPPuD57

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Consistent Yes
with
National
Policy;
Effective

1007301

LPPuD81

Mr
Matthew
Jericho

Spatial
Planning
Manager
Essex
County
Council

Section 2
Tendring

Yes

No

Consistent Yes
with
National
Policy;
Effective

This representation provides a
context to the other
representations made by ECC
to the Publication Draft Local
Plan. The North Essex
Authorities (Braintree,
Colchester and Tendring)
have worked collaboratively
throughout the preparation of
Section 1 and 2 of each Local
Plan. ECC is a signatory to the
â€˜Memorandum of Cooperation: Collaboration on
Strategic Priorities in North
and Central Essexâ€™, which
has enabled the joint working
on cross-boundary strategic
priorities and matters through
North Essex districts, and
Chelmsford City Council. This
has covered matters regarding
ECCâ€™s role as Minerals
and Waste Planning Authority,
Local Education Authority,
Highway Authority, Lead Local
Flood Authority and lead
advisors on Public Health.
This has also included
collaborative work in
A change is required to
reference ECC role as Local
Highway Authority and Local
Transport Authority and to the
Local Transport Plan prepared
by ECC. Reference to
ECCâ€™s role as Local
Education Authority and Lead
Local Flood Authority also
needs to be mentioned. This
may require a rewording of
paragraph 1.3.4.1.

In responding to
Yes
this consultation,
ECC has ensured
its representations
and ongoing
engagement with
all three
authorities has
addressed the
ECCâ€™s areas
of responsibility
consistent with
national policy to
enable
sustainable
development. The
ECC response to
each Draft
Publication Plan
recommends
several areas
where clarification
is sought to
enable effective
delivery and
amendments to
improve policy
and explanatory
text. ECC will
Include the
No
following text as
additional
paragraphs within
section 1.3.4 or an
amended
paragraph 1.3.4.1.
Essex County
Council is the
Local Highway
Authority, with a
responsibility to
manage and
maintain the
highway network,
and the Local
Transport
Authority, with
transport planning
responsibilities for
the administrative
area of Essex.
The Essex Local
Transport Plan
(2011) contains
the Essex
Transport Strategy
(2011) and sets
out the 15 year

Yes

Yes

Preferred
Options

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Introductio
n

1

No

Yes

Preferred
Options

When the
document is
submitted for
independent
examination?;
When the
Inspectors
Report is
published?;
When the
document is
adopted?

Introductio To correct 1.3.4.1
n
omission
add new:
7.0.3 The
Council will
continue to
work with
its partners
to help
reduce and
prevent
flooding
and
willÂ resist
new
developme
nt which, in
terms of
flood risk,
would not
be safe
over the
lifetime of
the
developme
nt or would
be harmful
to the
wider

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

Matthew.J
ericho@es
sex.gov.uk

