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Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
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means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites
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flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.
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049 | Individual | Jac | Hyd Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
7- kie | e 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

049

000

Individual

Jac
kie

Hyd

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media

or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published

and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
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049 | Individual | Joy | Mea Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
8- ce |dow alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 S Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
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means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites
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in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.

2016



ID Individua | Firs | Last | If Has Poli | 2a. | 2b. If No, explanation 3a. | 3b. 3c. Explanation 4. Suggested modifications | 5. | 6. Sup | Opt | Summary Officer Mods
Ref | /Organis |t Na orga | agree | cy/ | Leg So | Positive/Eff Wi | Wh | porti | ion Response Require
ation/Age | Na | me | nisat | dto Par | ally un | ective/Justif sh |y? ng A, B d
nt? me ion- | publi | a Co d? | ied/Consist to Evid | or
nam | catio | No. | mp ent? par enc | C
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
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049 | Individual | Joy | Mea Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
8- ce | dow 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 S for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent

2017



Ref

Individua
l/Organis
ation/Age
nt?

Firs

Na
me

Last
Na
me

orga
nisat
ion -
nam

Has
agree
dto
publi
catio
n of
Name
/Com
ment
s?

Poli
cy/
Par

No.

2a.
Leg
ally
Co
mp
lia
nt?

2b. If No, explanation

3a.

So
un
d?

3b.
Positive/Eff
ective/Justif
ied/Consist
ent?

3c. Explanation

4. Suggested modifications

sh
to
par
tici
pat

ex
am

Wh
y?

Sup
porti
ng
Evid
enc

sup
plie
d?

Opt
ion
A B
or

Summary

Officer
Response

Mods
Require
d

of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

049

000

Individual

Joy
ce

Mea
dow

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media

or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published

and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
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049 | Individual | Dor | Fran Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
9- een | klin alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
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means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites
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in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.
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ID Individua | Firs | Last | If Has Poli | 2a. | 2b. If No, explanation 3a. | 3b. 3c. Explanation 4. Suggested modifications | 5. | 6. Sup | Opt | Summary Officer Mods
Ref | /Organis |t Na orga | agree | cy/ | Leg So | Positive/Eff Wi | Wh | porti | ion Response Require
ation/Age | Na | me | nisat | dto Par | ally un | ective/Justif sh |y? ng A, B d
nt? me ion- | publi | a Co d? | ied/Consist to Evid | or
nam | catio | No. | mp ent? par enc | C
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049 | Individual | Dor | Fran Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
9- een | klin 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

049

000

Individual

Dor
een

Fran
klin

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media

or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published

and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.

2029



ID Individua | Firs | Last | If Has Poli | 2a. | 2b. If No, explanation 3a. | 3b. 3c. Explanation 4. Suggested modifications | 5. | 6. Sup | Opt | Summary Officer Mods
Ref | /Organis |t Na orga | agree | cy/ | Leg So | Positive/Eff Wi | Wh | porti | ion Response Require
ation/Age | Na | me | nisat | dto Par | ally un | ective/Justif sh |y? ng A, B d
nt? me ion- | publi | a Co d? | ied/Consist to Evid | or
nam | catio | No. | mp ent? par enc | C
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
050 | Individual | Car | Spic Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
0- ol er alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
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means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites
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in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.
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050 | Individual | Car | Spic Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
0- ol er 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

050

000

Individual

Car
ol

Spic
er

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media

or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published

and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
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050 | Individual | Ge | Whit Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
1- org | tens alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 e Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
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means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites
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in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.
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050 | Individual | Ge | Whit Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
1- org | tens 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 e for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

050

000

Individual

Ge
org

Whit
tens

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media

or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published

and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
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050 | Individual | Jea | Roo Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
2- n ney alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
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Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
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means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment

2052



ID Individua | Firs | Last | If Has Poli | 2a. | 2b. If No, explanation 3a. | 3b. 3c. Explanation 4. Suggested modifications | 5. 6. Sup | Opt | Summary Officer Mods
Ref | /Organis |t Na orga | agree | cy/ | Leg So | Positive/Eff Wi | Wh | porti | ion Response Require
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites
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in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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d

However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.
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050 | Individual | Jea | Roo Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
2- n ney 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

050

000

Individual

Jea

Roo
ney

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media

or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published

and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
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050 | Individual | Lin | Phill Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
3- da ips alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
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means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites
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in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.
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050 | Individual | Lin | Phill Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
3- da ips 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

050

000

Individual

Lin
da

Phill
ips

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media

or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published

and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
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050 | Individual | Tho | Coo Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
4- ma | k alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 S Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
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means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites
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in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.

2076



ID Individua | Firs | Last | If Has Poli | 2a. | 2b. If No, explanation 3a. | 3b. 3c. Explanation 4. Suggested modifications | 5. | 6. Sup | Opt | Summary Officer Mods
Ref | /Organis |t Na orga | agree | cy/ | Leg So | Positive/Eff Wi | Wh | porti | ion Response Require
ation/Age | Na | me | nisat | dto Par | ally un | ective/Justif sh |y? ng A, B d
nt? me ion- | publi | a Co d? | ied/Consist to Evid | or
nam | catio | No. | mp ent? par enc | C
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
050 | Individual | Tho | Coo Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
4- ma | k 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 S for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

050

000

Individual

Tho
ma

Coo

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media

or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published

and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
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050 | Individual | Iris | Leo Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
5- nard alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
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means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites

2083



ID Individua | Firs | Last | If Has Poli | 2a. | 2b. If No, explanation 3a. | 3b. 3c. Explanation 4. Suggested modifications | 5. 6. Sup | Opt | Summary Officer Mods
Ref | /Organis |t Na orga | agree | cy/ | Leg So | Positive/Eff Wi | Wh | porti | ion Response Require
ation/Age | Na | me | nisat | dto Par | ally un | ective/Justif sh |y? ng A, B d

nt? me ion- | publi | a Co d? | ied/Consist to Evid | or
nam | catio | No. | mp ent? par enc | C
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.
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050 | Individual | Iris | Leo Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
5- nard 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

050

000

Individual

Iris

Leo
nard

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media
or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published
and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
050 | Removed
6- | asno
000 | permissi
1 on given
to
publish.
050 | Removed
6- | asno
000 | permissi
2 on given
to
publish.
050 | Removed
6- |asno
000 | permissi
3 on given
to
publish.
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050 | Individual | De | Huc Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
7 - nni | kle alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 S Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
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means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites
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in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.
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050 | Individual | De | Huc Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
7- nni | kle 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 S for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

050

000

Individual

De
nni

Huc
kle

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media

or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published

and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
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050 | Individual | Pat | Plan Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
8- t alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
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means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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s? ex
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Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites
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in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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s? ex
am
Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.
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050 | Individual | Pat | Plan Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
8- t 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

050

000

Individual

Pat

Plan

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media

or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published

and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
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050 | Individual | Juli | Silv Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
9- a este alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 r Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
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means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites

2113



ID Individua | Firs | Last | If Has Poli | 2a. | 2b. If No, explanation 3a. | 3b. 3c. Explanation 4. Suggested modifications | 5. 6. Sup | Opt | Summary Officer Mods
Ref | /Organis |t Na orga | agree | cy/ | Leg So | Positive/Eff Wi | Wh | porti | ion Response Require
ation/Age | Na | me | nisat | dto Par | ally un | ective/Justif sh |y? ng A, B d

nt? me ion- | publi | a Co d? | ied/Consist to Evid | or
nam | catio | No. | mp ent? par enc | C
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.

2116



ID Individua | Firs | Last | If Has Poli | 2a. | 2b. If No, explanation 3a. | 3b. 3c. Explanation 4. Suggested modifications | 5. | 6. Sup | Opt | Summary Officer Mods
Ref | /Organis |t Na orga | agree | cy/ | Leg So | Positive/Eff Wi | Wh | porti | ion Response Require
ation/Age | Na | me | nisat | dto Par | ally un | ective/Justif sh |y? ng A, B d
nt? me ion- | publi | a Co d? | ied/Consist to Evid | or
nam | catio | No. | mp ent? par enc | C
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050 | Individual | Juli | Silv Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
9- a este 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 r for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

050

000

Individual

Juli

Silv
este

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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ation/Age | Na | me | nisat | dto Par | ally un | ective/Justif sh |y? ng A,B d
nt? me ion- | publi | a Co d? | ied/Consist to Evid | or
nam | catio | No. | mp ent? par enc | C
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s? ex
am
area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media
or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published
and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
051 | Removed
0- | asno
000 | permissi
1 on given
to
publish.
051 | Removed
0- | asno
000 | permissi
2 on given
to
publish.
051 | Removed
0- | asno
000 | permissi
3 on given
to
publish.
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051 | Individual | Joh | Leo Yes SP3 | No | Failedto consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
1- n nard alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
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ation/Age | Na | me | nisat | dto Par | ally un | ective/Justif sh |y? ng A, B d

nt? me ion- | publi | a Co d? | ied/Consist to Evid | or
nam | catio | No. | mp ent? par enc | C
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ment in d?
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means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
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ment in d?
s? ex
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites
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in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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Na
me
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Na
me

orga
nisat
ion -
nam

Has
agree
dto
publi
catio
n of
Name
/Com
ment
s?

Poli
cy/
Par

No.

2a.
Leg
ally
Co
mp
lia
nt?

2b. If No, explanation

3a.

So
un
d?

3b.
Positive/Eff
ective/Justif
ied/Consist
ent?

3c. Explanation

4. Suggested modifications

sh
to
par
tici
pat

ex
am

Wh
y?

Sup
porti
ng
Evid
enc

sup
plie
d?

Opt
ion
A B
or

Summary

Officer
Response

Mods
Require
d

However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.
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051 | Individual | Joh | Leo Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
1- n nard 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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No.

2a.
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2b. If No, explanation

3a.

So
un
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3b.
Positive/Eff
ective/Justif
ied/Consist
ent?

3c. Explanation

4. Suggested modifications

sh
to
par
tici
pat

ex
am
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y?
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ng
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enc
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d?
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ion
A B
or

Summary

Officer
Response

Mods
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

051

000

Individual

Joh

Leo
nard

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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No.

2a.
Leg
ally
Co
mp
lia
nt?

2b. If No, explanation

3a.

So
un
d?

3b.
Positive/Eff
ective/Justif
ied/Consist
ent?

3c. Explanation

4. Suggested modifications

sh
to
par
tici
pat

ex
am

Wh
y?

Sup
porti
ng
Evid
enc

sup
plie
d?

Opt
ion
A B
or

Summary

Officer
Response

Mods
Require
d

area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media

or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published

and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
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051 | Individual | Ray | Clar Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
2- ke alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
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means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
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ation/Age | Na | me | nisat | dto Par | ally un | ective/Justif sh |y? ng A, B d

nt? me ion- | publi | a Co d? | ied/Consist to Evid | or
nam | catio | No. | mp ent? par enc | C
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites
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in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.
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051 | Individual | Ray | Clar Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
2- ke 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

051

000

Individual

Ray

Clar
ke

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for
the
consultations.
Further
details of this
is included in
the reg 18
consultation
statement
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area and reg 22
retirement park, and as consultation
such many of our residents statement.

do not have access to
social media

or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published

and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
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051 | Individual | Joa | Hill Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
3- n alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
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means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.

2141




ID Individua | Firs | Last | If Has Poli | 2a. | 2b. If No, explanation 3a. | 3b. 3c. Explanation 4. Suggested modifications | 5. 6. Sup | Opt | Summary Officer Mods
Ref | /Organis |t Na orga | agree | cy/ | Leg So | Positive/Eff Wi | Wh | porti | ion Response Require
ation/Age | Na | me | nisat | dto Par | ally un | ective/Justif sh |y? ng A, B d

nt? me ion- | publi | a Co d? | ied/Consist to Evid | or
nam | catio | No. | mp ent? par enc | C
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Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites
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in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.
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051 | Individual | Joa | Hill Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
3- n 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

051

000

Individual

Joa

Hill

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media
or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published
and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
051 | Removed
4- | asno
000 | permissi
1 on given
to
publish.
051 | Removed
4- | asno
000 | permissi
2 on given
to
publish.
051 | Removed
4- | asnho
000 | permissi
3 on given
to
publish.
051 | Removed
5- | asno
000 | permissi
1 on given
to
publish.
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051 | Removed
5- | asno
000 | permissi
2 on given
to
publish.
051 | Removed
5- | asno
000 | permissi
3 on given
to
publish.
051 | Individual | Car | Mal Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
6- ole | one alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt / Grey Thundersley. Plan which does
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt Belt site of Kings Park HO31. Not consistent with | not have up to
against new NPPF Reduce the urban housing national policy and | date policies on
guidelines. target to 3500 from 6200, is predetermined to | housing supply,
The draft local plan is not with Canvey at 1050. towards no consequently,
justified. Total housing target of greenbelt the five-year
Site selection strategy is 11,000. Over development | housingland
biased and predetermined of brownfield sites | supply position
towards a "no greenbelt No Green/Grey Belt | is calculated
build policy". sites considered using the
Site selection is based on Canvey west Government’s
the "over development of homes put Canvey | Standard
Brownfield sites". East homes at risk method.
Not considered all sites, no with emergency However, once a
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites evacuation new planis
added, with the exclusion of procedures place, the

North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

housing targetis
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
thattarget. Itis
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with emergency evacuation therefore
procedures. important that
There are 870 homes on we continue to
Kings Park with progress the
approximately 1,400 Castle Point

residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventof a

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island
means that we would have
great

difficulty getting off the park
and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
common for
stepped
increases in
housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
torespondto
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
usedto
calculate the
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d

five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.

Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
Forthose
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
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North West
Thundersley was

not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).

Green/Grey Belt
The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clearreasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
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limited to;

Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites
in providing
flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
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indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.

Emergency
Evacuation

The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here
www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
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alone, as any
growthisonlya
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
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projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.
051 | Individual | Car | Mal Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates Thorny Bay N
6- ole | one 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning
park homes will only be further permission and

supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Hou5

development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

are not allocated
as part of this

Plan as they
already have

permission. They

are however
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should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
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Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.
051 | Individual | Car | Mal Yes For I would like to introduce A Kings Park Comments N
6- ole | one ewo myself as Chair of the Kings residents feel noted. The
000 rd Park Village Residents discriminated council has
3 Association. Our committee against during the prioritised

have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we
area

retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media

or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published

and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin

consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg 22
consultation
statement.
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Name nt? pat sup
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ment in d?
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that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee are in
agreement with them.
051 | Removed
7- | asno
000 | permissi
1 on given
to
publish.
051 | Removed
7- | asno
000 | permissi
2 on given
to
publish.
051 | Removed
7- | asno
000 | permissi
3 on given
to
publish.
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ment in d?
s? ex
am
051 | Individual | Mar | Roo Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
8- tin | ney alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
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ment in d?
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am
means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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Name nt? pat sup
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ment in d?
s? ex
am
Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
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s? ex
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites
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in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.
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051 | Individual | Mar | Roo Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
8- tin | ney 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

051

000

Individual

Mar
tin

Roo
ney

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media

or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published

and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
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051 | Individual | Bria | Cro Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
9- n whu alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 rst Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis

2171
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means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment

2173



ID Individua | Firs | Last | If Has Poli | 2a. | 2b. If No, explanation 3a. | 3b. 3c. Explanation 4. Suggested modifications | 5. 6. Sup | Opt | Summary Officer Mods
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites
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in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.
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051 | Individual | Bria | Cro Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
9- n whu 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 rst for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

051

000

Individual

Bria

Cro
whu
rst

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media

or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published

and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
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052 | Individual | Dor | Pant Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
0- oth | er alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 y Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
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means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites
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in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.
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052 | Individual | Dor | Pant Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
0- oth | er 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 y for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

052

000

Individual

Dor
oth

Pant
er

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media

or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published

and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
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Ref | /Organis |t Na orga | agree | cy/ | Leg So | Positive/Eff Wi | Wh | porti | ion Response Require
ation/Age | Na | me | nisat | dto Par | ally un | ective/Justif sh |y? ng A, B d
nt? me ion- | publi | a Co d? | ied/Consist to Evid | or
nam | catio | No. | mp ent? par enc | C
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Name nt? pat sup
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ment in d?
s? ex
am
052 | Individual | Edit | Oliv Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
1- h er alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
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means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites
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in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.
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e n of lia tici e
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052 | Individual | Edit | Oliv Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
1- h er 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

052

000

Individual

Edit

Oliv
er

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media

or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published

and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
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052 | Individual | Gle | Spo Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
2- nda | oner alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
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means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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nam | catio | No. | mp ent? par enc | C
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Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
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Ref | /Organis |t Na orga | agree | cy/ | Leg So | Positive/Eff Wi | Wh | porti | ion Response Require
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e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites
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nam | catio | No. | mp ent? par enc | C
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Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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d

However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.
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052 | Individual | Gle | Spo Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
2- nda | oner 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

052

000

Individual

Gle
nda

Spo
oner

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media

or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published

and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
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052 | Individual | San | Gar Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
3- dra | dner alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
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means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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Name nt? pat sup
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ment in d?
s? ex
am
Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites
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in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.
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052 | Individual | San | Gar Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
3- dra | dner 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

052

000

Individual

San
dra

Gar
dner

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media

or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published

and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
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052 | Individual | Col | Bate Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
4- in S alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
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means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites
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in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.

2225



ID Individua | Firs | Last | If Has Poli | 2a. | 2b. If No, explanation 3a. | 3b. 3c. Explanation 4. Suggested modifications | 5. 6. Sup | Opt | Summary Officer Mods
Ref | /Organis |t Na orga | agree | cy/ | Leg So | Positive/Eff Wi | Wh | porti | ion Response Require
ation/Age | Na | me | nisat | dto Par | ally un | ective/Justif sh |y? ng A, B d

nt? me ion- | publi | a Co d? | ied/Consist to Evid | or
nam | catio | No. | mp ent? par enc | C
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.

2226



Ref

Individua
l/Organis
ation/Age
nt?

Firs

Na
me

Last
Na
me

orga
nisat
ion -
nam

Has
agree
dto
publi
catio
n of
Name
/Com
ment
s?

Poli
cy/
Par

No.

2a.
Leg
ally
Co
mp
lia
nt?

2b. If No, explanation

3a.

So
un
d?

3b.
Positive/Eff
ective/Justif
ied/Consist
ent?

3c. Explanation

4. Suggested modifications

sh
to
par
tici
pat

ex
am

Wh
y?

Sup
porti
ng
Evid
enc

sup
plie
d?

Opt
ion
A B
or

Summary

Officer
Response

Mods
Require
d

However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.
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052 | Individual | Col | Bate Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
4- in S 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

052

000

Individual

Col

Bate

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media

or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published

and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
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052 | Individual | De | Isbe Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
5- e i alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis
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means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites
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in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.

2237



ID Individua | Firs | Last | If Has Poli | 2a. | 2b. If No, explanation 3a. | 3b. 3c. Explanation 4. Suggested modifications | 5. | 6. Sup | Opt | Summary Officer Mods
Ref | /Organis |t Na orga | agree | cy/ | Leg So | Positive/Eff Wi | Wh | porti | ion Response Require
ation/Age | Na | me | nisat | dto Par | ally un | ective/Justif sh |y? ng A, B d
nt? me ion- | publi | a Co d? | ied/Consist to Evid | or
nam | catio | No. | mp ent? par enc | C
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
052 | Individual | De | Isbe Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
5- e i 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

052

000

Individual

De

Isbe
l

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media

or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published

and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
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052 | Individual | Ann | Coo Yes SP3 | No | Failed to consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
6- e k alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continue to
progress the
Castle Point
Plan. The Castle
Point Plan will
provide arolling
5year housing
land supply. It
should be noted
thatitis

2241




ID Individua | Firs | Last | If Has Poli | 2a. | 2b. If No, explanation 3a. | 3b. 3c. Explanation 4. Suggested modifications | 5. | 6. Sup | Opt | Summary Officer Mods
Ref | /Organis |t Na orga | agree | cy/ | Leg So | Positive/Eff Wi | Wh | porti | ion Response Require
ation/Age | Na | me | nisat | dto Par | ally un | ective/Justif sh |y? ng A, B d

nt? me ion- | publi | a Co d? | ied/Consist to Evid | or
nam | catio | No. | mp ent? par enc | C
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
means that we would have common for
great stepped
difficulty getting off the park increases in

and onto the main route off
the island as they would
already be gridlocked. Then
there is the issue of those
residents who are disabled,
house-bound/bed-bound.
This would obviously
increase the time needed
for

evacuation. This highlights
once again the need for a
third road off of Canvey and
itis

our opinion that this must
form part of the Local Plan.
The majority of Canvey's
residents are of the same
opinion.

housing delivery
to be setoutand
agreed in plans,
as stepped
changes
respond to the
capacity of the
housing market
to respond to
and deliver
against new
housing targets.
In the first ten
years of the plan
the Council’s
aimis to deliver
231 homes per
year on average.
It then expects
to step up
delivery again
fromyear 11
onwards to 555
homes per year
on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
land supply
position once
the Castle Point
Plan is adopted,
and from that
point onwards.
For further
information
please see
housing topic
paper.
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Strategic
alternatives
North west
Thundersleyisin
the Greenbelt.
For those
reasons set out
in the Housing
Capacity Topic

Paper it was not
included within
the plan.
Furthermore, it
is not
considered that
the site is
deliverable for
those reasons
setoutinthe
SOCG between
CPBC and ECC
and also the
August 2025
North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
considered in
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
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(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
Green/Grey Belt

The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. Aftera
thorough review,
backed up by
strong evidence
(as setoutinthe
Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper), the
Council has
found several
clear reasons,
when
considered
together, to rule
out Green Belt
sites for
development.
These are not
limited to;
Evidence of the
value of the
natural
environmentin
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
value of heritage
assets in Castle
Point, Evidence
of the role of
greenfield sites

2244



ID Individua | Firs | Last | If Has Poli | 2a. | 2b. If No, explanation 3a. | 3b. 3c. Explanation 4. Suggested modifications | 5. 6. Sup | Opt | Summary Officer Mods
Ref | /Organis |t Na orga | agree | cy/ | Leg So | Positive/Eff Wi | Wh | porti | ion Response Require
ation/Age | Na | me | nisat | dto Par | ally un | ective/Justif sh |y? ng A, B d

nt? me ion- | publi | a Co d? | ied/Consist to Evid | or
nam | catio | No. | mp ent? par enc | C
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
in providing

flood mitigation,
Evidence of the
capacity of the
highway network
in and around
Castle Point,
Evidence of the
impact of the
Green Belt sites
that were
promoted to us
would have on
the landscape
and on the
number of
additional cars
that will enter
the local
highway network
and Evidence
that parts of our
Green Belt fulfil
a strong Green
Belt purpose.
Green Belt/Grey
beltis addressed
under policy
GB2.

Where our Green
Belt Review
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
site for those
reasons set out
above.
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Emergency
Evacuation
The Councils
detailed
emergency
planning pages
are here

www.castlepoint
.gov.uk/emergen
cyplanning/

Third Road

The plan has
been subject to
detailed
Transport
Assessment,
including
Canvey,
assessing
impacts and
recommending
interventions.
Access
improvements
for Canvey are a
strategic matter
which cannot be
addressed
through the
Castle Point Plan
alone, as any
growth is only a
proportion of the
demand for
those access
improvements.
The bulk of the
demand come
from the existing
16,000
households on
Canvey.
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However, the
strategic need
foraccess
improvements to
Canvey Island
have been
identified
through the
Essex Local
Transport Plan 4,
which within the
Implementation
Plan for South
Essex
specifically
identifies three
projects which
willimprove
accessibility to
and from the
Island. The Local
Transport Plan
sits alongside
the Castle Point
Plan, and the
developmentin
the Castle Point
Plan will make a
contribution to
relevant
transport
improvement
projects
identified in the
Local Transport
Plan.
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052 | Individual | Ann | Coo Yes Hou The plan has included A The plan allocates | Thorny Bay N
6- e k 5 Thorney Bay development 173 homes at The 173 homes
000 for 173 homes, so what Thorney Bay so at Thorney Bay
2 make the HO31 Kings Park should are as a result of
site any different. be allowed an existing
Policy Hou5 states, new HOUS should allow | planning

park homes will only be
supported on existing Park
Home sites. All

our homes are robust, make
provision for cold weather
and risk from flooding, but
Houb5

should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

further
development which
improves the site
environment for
local residents

permission and
are not allocated
as part of this
Plan as they
already have
permission. They
are however
included within
the existing
commitments.
Full details of
the 480 existing
commitment
can be found
within the
housing
trajectory at
Appendix 2 of
the Housing
Topic paper
(August 2025).

Kings Park
Within the
withdrawn local
plan, the site
adjacent to the
eastern
boundary of
Kings Park was
included as a
housing
allocation.
However, that
plan was
withdrawn and
that site remains
within the extent
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of the Green
Belt.

That site was not
promoted for
consideration for
inclusion within
the Castle Point
Plan, and is not
therefore
available for
development
purposes.
Separately, it
has been
identified
through the
Open Space
Assessment and
the Green and
Blue
Infrastructure
Strategy as a
potential site for
the delivery of
Biodiversity Net
Gain which the
landowner
intends to bring
forward.

052

000

Individual

Ann

Coo

Yes

For
ewo
rd

I would like to introduce
myself as Chair of the Kings
Park Village Residents
Association. Our committee
have recently been:
inundated with enquiries
from

residents asking how they
can object to the building of
3,316 homes in Canvey
Island

and emphasise the need for
a third road off the island.
As you must be aware we

Kings Park
residents feel
discriminated
against during the
consultation as
they do not have
accesstothe
internet and felt
events were poorly
advertised.

Comments
noted. The
council has
prioritised
inclusivity for the
consultations.
Further details of
thisisincluded
inthereg 18
consultation
statement and
reg22
consultation
statement.
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area
retirement park, and as
such many of our residents
do not have access to
social media
or the internet where the
majority of the information
on this matter has been
published
and the meetings were
poorly adveliised. The
residents feel that they are
discriminated againstin
that they are limited in
having a say in these
matters and the
committee arein
agreement with them.
052 | Removed
7- | asno
000 | permissi
1 on given
to
publish.
052 | Removed
7- | asno
000 | permissi
2 on given
to
publish.
052 | Removed
7- | asno
000 | permissi
3 on given
to
publish.
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052 | Individual | Gin | Ridg Yes SP3 | No | Failedto consider strategic | No | Justified, The draft local plan is not Add North West Thundersley | Yes A No 5YHLS and 5YHLS N
8- a ewel alternatives like North West Consistent consistent with national site, 187 Ha, as a Greenbelt, failed to consider The Councilis
000 ( Thundersley. No credible with national | policy. Grey Belt, Brownfield site strategic currently relying
1 five-year housing land policy Doesn't meet the housing option alternatives like on the 1998
supply. target for Castle Point. for 7500 homes. North West Adopted Local
Site selection ignores Add the Greenbelt/ Grey Thundersley. Plan which does

Greenbelt/ Grey Belt
against new NPPF
guidelines.

The draft local plan is not
justified.

Site selection strategy is
biased and predetermined
towards a "no greenbelt
build policy".

Site selection is based on
the "over development of
Brownfield sites".

Not considered all sites, no
Greenbelt/ Grey Belt sites
added, with the exclusion of
North

West Thundersley, and
HO31.

The policy is based on the
total over development of
urban sites, especially on
Canvey.

The 3316 urban homes for
Canvey is not resident led.
Canvey West homes puts
residents in the East at risk
with emergency evacuation
procedures.

There are 870 homes on
Kings Park with
approximately 1,400
residents; we have

serious concerns as to how
they would be able to
evacuate the island in the
eventofa

flood or major incident. Our
position on the island

Belt site of Kings Park HO31.
Reduce the urban housing
target to 3500 from 6200,
with Canvey at 1050.

Total housing target of
11,000.

Not consistent with
national policy and
is predetermined to
towards no
greenbelt

Over development
of brownfield sites
No Green/Grey Belt
sites considered
Canvey west
homes put Canvey
East homes at risk
with emergency
evacuation
procedures

Need for a third
road to be included
in the plan.

not have up to
date policies on
housing supply,
consequently,
the five-year
housing land
supply position
is calculated
using the
Government’s
Standard
method.
However, once a
new planis
place, the
housing target is
set by that plan
and not the
Government’s
Standard
method. The
five-year housing
land supply
position is
calculated from
that target. Itis
therefore
important that
we continu