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Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

125

000

Individual

Ana
sta
sia

Pow
er

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

Policy HOU5S
should make
provision for
improved site

environment for the

local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment

5000



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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Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
125 | Individual | Ana | Pow C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
2- sta | er homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 sia East at risk with emergency impactemergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
125 | Individual | Bria | Tho SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y- See
3- n mas Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis not justified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt/
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
thatthisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery
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should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setout the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
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Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

125

000

Individual

Bria

Tho
mas

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,

Policy HOU5
should make
provision for
improved site
environment for the
local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS5 does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
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/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
125 | Individual | Bria | Tho C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
3- n mas homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
125 | Individual | Ed | Ford SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y-See
4- win Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 a Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
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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
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SUDS measures are not Greenbelt/ Grey Standard
appropriate for Canvey Belt sites added, Method housing
Island's unique geography and the exclusion need but
and drainage infrastructure of the North West considers based
, the proposed 3316 urban Thundersley site, on the evidence
homes for Canvey is not the NPPF thatthisisa
resident led guidelines state realistic housing
development delivery

should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC set out the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
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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
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transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was

not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
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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
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Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
125 | Individual | Ed | Ford Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
4- win 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 a for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
125 | Individual | Ed Ford C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
4- win homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 a East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
125 | Individual | Lin | Clay SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y- See
5- da | don Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to

based on the "over
development of Brownfield

selection strategy
is biased and

intensification
and regeneration
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not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that thisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
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ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,

Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
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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
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Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
125 | Individual | Lin | Clay Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
5- da | don 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
125 | Individual | Lin | Clay C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
5- da | don homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
125 | Individual | Pa | War SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y - See
6- mel | ren Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 a Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisis a
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
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and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
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nt?

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
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ion
A B
or

Summary
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Response
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d

Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

125

000

Individual

Pa
mel

War
ren

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

Policy HOU5S
should make
provision for
improved site

environment for the

local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
125 | Individual | Pa | War C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
6- mel | ren homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 a East at risk with emergency impactemergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
125 | Individual | Joh | Hill SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y- See
7- n Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis not justified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt/
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
thatthisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery
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should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setout the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
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3a.
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3b.
Positive/Eff
ective/Justif
ied/Consist
ent?
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4. Suggested modifications
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Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

125

000

Individual

Joh

Hill

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,

Policy HOU5
should make
provision for
improved site
environment for the
local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS5 does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
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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
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
125 | Individual | Joh | Hill C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
7- n homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
125 | Individual | Sus | Laur SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y-See
8- an ie Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
SUDS measures are not Greenbelt/ Grey Standard
appropriate for Canvey Belt sites added, Method housing
Island's unique geography and the exclusion need but
and drainage infrastructure of the North West considers based
, the proposed 3316 urban Thundersley site, on the evidence
homes for Canvey is not the NPPF thatthisisa
resident led guidelines state realistic housing
development delivery

should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC set out the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was

not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
125 | Individual | Sus | Laur Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
8- an ie 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
125 | Individual | Sus | Laur C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
8- an ie homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
125 | Individual | Eric | Bur SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y- See
9- nha Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 m Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to

based on the "over
development of Brownfield

selection strategy
is biased and

intensification
and regeneration
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not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that thisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
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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
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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

ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,

Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
125 | Individual | Eric | Bur Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
9- nha 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 m for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
125 | Individual | Eric | Bur C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
9- nha homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 m East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
126 | Individual | Jani | Daw SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y - See
0- ce kins Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisis a
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
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and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
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4. Suggested modifications
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ion
A B
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d

Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

126

000

Individual

Jani
ce

Daw
kins

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

Policy HOU5S
should make
provision for
improved site

environment for the

local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
126 | Individual | Jani | Daw C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
0- ce kins homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impactemergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
126 | Individual | Jea | Hag SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y- See
1- n ger Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis not justified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt/
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
thatthisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery
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should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setout the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
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n of
Name
/Com
ment
s?

Poli
cy/
Par

No.
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3a.
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4. Suggested modifications
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d

Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

126

000

Individual

Jea

Hag
ger

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,

Policy HOU5
should make
provision for
improved site
environment for the
local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS5 does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
126 | Individual | Jea | Hag C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
1- n ger homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
126 | Individual | Pat | Ruff SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y-See
2- rici Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 a Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
SUDS measures are not Greenbelt/ Grey Standard
appropriate for Canvey Belt sites added, Method housing
Island's unique geography and the exclusion need but
and drainage infrastructure of the North West considers based
, the proposed 3316 urban Thundersley site, on the evidence
homes for Canvey is not the NPPF thatthisisa
resident led guidelines state realistic housing
development delivery

should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC set out the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was

not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
126 | Individual | Pat | Ruff Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
2- rici 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 a for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
126 | Individual | Pat | Ruff C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
2- rici homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 a East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
126 | Individual | Mar | Helli SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y- See
3- ilyn | car Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to

based on the "over
development of Brownfield

selection strategy
is biased and

intensification
and regeneration

5033



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

not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that thisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
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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
e n of lia tici e

Name nt? pat sup

/Com e plie

ment in d?

s? ex

am

ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,

Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
126 | Individual | Mar | Helli Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
3- ilyn | car 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
126 | Individual | Mar | Helli C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
3- ilyn | car homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
126 | Individual | Jac | Bro SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y - See
4- kie | wn Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisis a
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
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and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
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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

Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

126

000

Individual

Jac
kie

Bro
wn

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

Policy HOU5S
should make
provision for
improved site

environment for the

local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
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Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
126 | Individual | Jac | Bro C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
4- kie | wn homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impactemergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
126 | Individual | Pet | Hosi SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y- See
5- er er Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis not justified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt/
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
thatthisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery
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should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setout the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
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Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

126

000

Individual

Pet
er

Hosi
er

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,

Policy HOU5
should make
provision for
improved site
environment for the
local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS5 does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
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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
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
126 | Individual | Pet | Hosi C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
5- er er homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
126 | Individual | Pau | Scot SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y-See
6- ( t Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
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/Com e plie
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SUDS measures are not Greenbelt/ Grey Standard
appropriate for Canvey Belt sites added, Method housing
Island's unique geography and the exclusion need but
and drainage infrastructure of the North West considers based
, the proposed 3316 urban Thundersley site, on the evidence
homes for Canvey is not the NPPF thatthisisa
resident led guidelines state realistic housing
development delivery

should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC set out the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
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transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was

not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
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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
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/Com e plie
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s? ex
am
126 | Individual | Pau | Scot Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
6- ( t 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
126 | Individual | Pau | Scot C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
6- ( t homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
126 | Individual | Gw | Gatr SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y- See
7- end | ell Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 a Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to

based on the "over
development of Brownfield

selection strategy
is biased and

intensification
and regeneration
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not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that thisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
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ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,

Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
126 | Individual | Gw | Gatr Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
7- end | ell 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 a for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
126 | Individual | Gw | Gatr C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
7- end | ell homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 a East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
126 | Individual | Jun | Hoo SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y - See
8- e per Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisis a
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
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and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
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4. Suggested modifications
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A B
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Officer
Response
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d

Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

126

000

Individual

Jun

Hoo
per

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

Policy HOU5S
should make
provision for
improved site

environment for the

local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
126 | Individual | Jun | Hoo C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
8- e per homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impactemergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
126 | Individual | Ter | Barv SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y- See
9- esa | ick Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis not justified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt/
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
thatthisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery
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should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setout the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West

5054



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?
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3a.
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4. Suggested modifications
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to
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Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

126

000

Individual

Ter
esa

Barv
ick

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,

Policy HOU5
should make
provision for
improved site
environment for the
local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS5 does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
126 | Individual | Ter | Barv C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
9- esa | ick homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
127 | Individual | Tho | McC SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y-See
0- ma | lena Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 S gha Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 n 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
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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
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/Com e plie
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SUDS measures are not Greenbelt/ Grey Standard
appropriate for Canvey Belt sites added, Method housing
Island's unique geography and the exclusion need but
and drainage infrastructure of the North West considers based
, the proposed 3316 urban Thundersley site, on the evidence
homes for Canvey is not the NPPF thatthisisa
resident led guidelines state realistic housing
development delivery

should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC set out the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
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/Com e plie
ment in d?
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transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was

not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
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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
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Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
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s? ex
am
127 | Individual | Tho | McC Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
0- ma | lena 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 S gha for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS does not
2 n makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
127 | Individual | Tho | McC C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
0- ma | lena homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 S gha East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 n evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
127 | Individual | Nor | Reis SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y- See
1- ma Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to

based on the "over
development of Brownfield

selection strategy
is biased and

intensification
and regeneration
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not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that thisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
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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
e n of lia tici e

Name nt? pat sup

/Com e plie

ment in d?

s? ex

am

ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,

Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
127 | Individual | Nor | Reis Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
1- ma 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
127 | Individual | Nor | Reis C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
1- ma homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
127 | Individual | Ste | Low SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y - See
2- ven | e Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisis a
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
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Summary
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Mods
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d

and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
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ation/Age
nt?

Firs

Na
me

Last
Na
me
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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

Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

127

000

Individual

Ste
ven

Low

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

Policy HOU5S
should make
provision for
improved site

environment for the

local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
127 | Individual | Ste | Low C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
2- ven | e homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impactemergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
127 | Individual | Ant | Smit SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y- See
3- hon | h Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 y Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis not justified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt/
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
thatthisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery

5066



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
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A B
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Summary

Officer
Response

Mods
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d

should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setout the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
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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

Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

127

000

Individual

Ant
hon

Smit

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,

Policy HOU5
should make
provision for
improved site
environment for the
local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS5 does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
127 | Individual | Ant | Smit C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
3- hon | h homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 y East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
127 | Individual | The | Gra SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y-See
4- res | nt Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 a Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
SUDS measures are not Greenbelt/ Grey Standard
appropriate for Canvey Belt sites added, Method housing
Island's unique geography and the exclusion need but
and drainage infrastructure of the North West considers based
, the proposed 3316 urban Thundersley site, on the evidence
homes for Canvey is not the NPPF thatthisisa
resident led guidelines state realistic housing
development delivery

should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC set out the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was

not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
127 | Individual | The | Gra Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
4- res | nt 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 a for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
127 | Individual | The | Gra C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
4- res | nt homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 a East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
127 | Individual | Kim | Raw SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y- See
5- ling Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to

based on the "over
development of Brownfield

selection strategy
is biased and

intensification
and regeneration
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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

not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that thisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
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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
e n of lia tici e

Name nt? pat sup

/Com e plie

ment in d?

s? ex

am

ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,

Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
127 | Individual | Kim | Raw Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
5- ling 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
127 | Individual | Kim | Raw C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
5- ling homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
127 | Individual | Rog | Sain SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y - See
6- er S Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisis a
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
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ion
A B
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Summary

Officer
Response

Mods
Require
d

and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
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ation/Age
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Na
me

Last
Na
me
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nisat
ion -
nam

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

Poli
cy/
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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
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pat
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y?
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ng
Evid
enc

sup
plie
d?

Opt
ion
A B
or

Summary

Officer
Response

Mods
Require
d

Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

127

000

Individual

Rog
er

Sain

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

Policy HOU5S
should make
provision for
improved site

environment for the

local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
127 | Individual | Rog | Sain C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
6- er S homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impactemergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
127 | Individual | Lin | Teb SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y- See
7- da b Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis not justified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt/
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
thatthisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery
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Summary

Officer
Response
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d

should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setout the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
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ation/Age
nt?
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Last
Na
me
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Has
agree
dto
publi
catio
n of
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No.

2a.
Leg
ally
Co
mp
lia
nt?

2b. If No, explanation

3a.

So
un
d?

3b.
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ective/Justif
ied/Consist
ent?
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4. Suggested modifications

sh
to
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ng
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enc

sup
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d?
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ion
A B
or

Summary

Officer
Response

Mods
Require
d

Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

127

000

Individual

Lin
da

Teb

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,

Policy HOU5
should make
provision for
improved site
environment for the
local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS5 does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
127 | Individual | Lin | Teb C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
7- da b homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
127 | Individual | Pet | Ree SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y-See
8- er d Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
SUDS measures are not Greenbelt/ Grey Standard
appropriate for Canvey Belt sites added, Method housing
Island's unique geography and the exclusion need but
and drainage infrastructure of the North West considers based
, the proposed 3316 urban Thundersley site, on the evidence
homes for Canvey is not the NPPF thatthisisa
resident led guidelines state realistic housing
development delivery

should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC set out the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was

not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
127 | Individual | Pet | Ree Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
8- er d 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
127 | Individual | Pet | Ree C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
8- er d homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
127 | Individual | Ala | Pric SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y- See
9- n e Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to

based on the "over
development of Brownfield

selection strategy
is biased and

intensification
and regeneration
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No.

2a.
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Co
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nt?
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3a.

So
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3b.
Positive/Eff
ective/Justif
ied/Consist
ent?
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4. Suggested modifications

sh
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ex
am

Wh
y?

Sup
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ng
Evid
enc

sup
plie
d?

Opt
ion
A B
or

Summary

Officer
Response

Mods
Require
d

not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that thisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
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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
e n of lia tici e

Name nt? pat sup

/Com e plie

ment in d?

s? ex

am

ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,

Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
127 | Individual | Ala | Pric Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
9- n e 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
127 | Individual | Ala | Pric C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
9- n e homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
128 | Individual | Les | Tayl SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y - See
0- ley | or Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisis a
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
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d

and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
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agree
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No.

2a.
Leg
ally
Co
mp
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nt?

2b. If No, explanation

3a.

So
un
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3b.
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ective/Justif
ied/Consist
ent?
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4. Suggested modifications

sh
to
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ng
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plie
d?
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ion
A B
or

Summary

Officer
Response

Mods
Require
d

Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

128

000

Individual

Les
ley

Tayl
or

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

Policy HOU5S
should make
provision for
improved site

environment for the

local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
128 | Individual | Les | Tayl C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
0- ley | or homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impactemergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
128 | Individual | Jea | Davi SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y- See
1- n es Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis not justified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt/
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
thatthisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery
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should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setout the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
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catio
n of
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s?
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No.

2a.
Leg
ally
Co
mp
lia
nt?

2b. If No, explanation

3a.

So
un
d?

3b.
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ective/Justif
ied/Consist
ent?

3c. Explanation

4. Suggested modifications

sh
to
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ion
A B
or

Summary

Officer
Response

Mods
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d

Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

128

000

Individual

Jea

Davi
es

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,

Policy HOU5
should make
provision for
improved site
environment for the
local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS5 does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
128 | Individual | Jea | Davi C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
1- n es homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
128 | Individual | Bar | Letc SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y-See
2- bar | h Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 a Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
SUDS measures are not Greenbelt/ Grey Standard
appropriate for Canvey Belt sites added, Method housing
Island's unique geography and the exclusion need but
and drainage infrastructure of the North West considers based
, the proposed 3316 urban Thundersley site, on the evidence
homes for Canvey is not the NPPF thatthisisa
resident led guidelines state realistic housing
development delivery

should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC set out the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was

not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
128 | Individual | Bar | Letc Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
2- bar | h 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 a for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
128 | Individual | Bar | Letc C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
2- bar | h homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 a East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
128 | Individual | Da | You SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y- See
3- wn | ng Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to

based on the "over
development of Brownfield

selection strategy
is biased and

intensification
and regeneration
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Individua
l/Organis
ation/Age
nt?

Firs

Na
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Last
Na
me

orga
nisat
ion -
nam

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

Poli
cy/
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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

not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that thisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
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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
e n of lia tici e

Name nt? pat sup

/Com e plie

ment in d?

s? ex

am

ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,

Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
128 | Individual | Da | You Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
3- wn | ng 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
128 | Individual | Da | You C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
3- wn | ng homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
128 | Individual | Ray | OCa SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y - See
4- mo | llag Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 nd | han Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisis a
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
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Summary

Officer
Response

Mods
Require
d

and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
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Has
agree
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publi
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No.

2a.
Leg
ally
Co
mp
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nt?

2b. If No, explanation

3a.

So
un
d?

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

3c. Explanation

4. Suggested modifications

sh
to
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tici
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y?
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ng
Evid
enc

sup
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d?
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ion
A B
or

Summary

Officer
Response

Mods
Require
d

Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

128

000

Individual

Ray
mo
nd

OCa
llag
han

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

Policy HOU5S
should make
provision for
improved site

environment for the

local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
128 | Individual | Ray | OCa C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
4- mo | llag homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 nd | han East at risk with emergency impactemergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
128 | Individual | Joa | OCa SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y- See
5- n llag Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 han Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis not justified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt/
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
thatthisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery
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should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setout the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
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4. Suggested modifications
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Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

128

000

Individual

Joa

OCa
llag
han

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,

Policy HOU5
should make
provision for
improved site
environment for the
local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS5 does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
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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
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
128 | Individual | Joa | OCa C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
5- n llag homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 han East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
128 | Individual | Joh | Ha SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y-See
6- n mm Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 ond Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the

5108



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
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Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
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am
SUDS measures are not Greenbelt/ Grey Standard
appropriate for Canvey Belt sites added, Method housing
Island's unique geography and the exclusion need but
and drainage infrastructure of the North West considers based
, the proposed 3316 urban Thundersley site, on the evidence
homes for Canvey is not the NPPF thatthisisa
resident led guidelines state realistic housing
development delivery

should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC set out the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was

not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
128 | Individual | Joh | Ha Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
6- n mm 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 ond for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
128 | Individual | Joh | Ha C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
6- n mm homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 ond East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
128 | Individual | Mr | Tayl SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y- See
7- AJ |or Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to

based on the "over
development of Brownfield

selection strategy
is biased and

intensification
and regeneration
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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

not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that thisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
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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
e n of lia tici e

Name nt? pat sup

/Com e plie

ment in d?

s? ex

am

ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,

Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
128 | Individual | Mr | Tayl Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
7- Al |or 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
128 | Individual | Mr | Tayl C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
7- AJ |or homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
128 | Individual | Mrs | Tayl SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y - See
8- AJ |or Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisis a
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
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enc
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d?
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ion
A B
or

Summary

Officer
Response

Mods
Require
d

and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting

5116



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

Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

128

000

Individual

Mrs
Al

Tayl
or

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

Policy HOU5S
should make
provision for
improved site

environment for the

local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
128 | Individual | Mrs | Tayl C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
8- AJ |or homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impactemergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
128 | Individual | Anit | She SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y- See
9- a an Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis not justified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt/
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
thatthisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery
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3a.

So
un
d?

3b.
Positive/Eff
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4. Suggested modifications
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Summary

Officer
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should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setout the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
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nt?

2b. If No, explanation

3a.

So
un
d?

3b.
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ied/Consist
ent?

3c. Explanation

4. Suggested modifications

sh
to
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ion
A B
or

Summary

Officer
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d

Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

128

000

Individual

Anit

She
an

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,

Policy HOU5
should make
provision for
improved site
environment for the
local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS5 does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
128 | Individual | Anit | She C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
9- a an homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
129 | Individual | Joh | She SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y-See
0- n an Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
SUDS measures are not Greenbelt/ Grey Standard
appropriate for Canvey Belt sites added, Method housing
Island's unique geography and the exclusion need but
and drainage infrastructure of the North West considers based
, the proposed 3316 urban Thundersley site, on the evidence
homes for Canvey is not the NPPF thatthisisa
resident led guidelines state realistic housing
development delivery

should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC set out the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was

not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
129 | Individual | Joh | She Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
0- n an 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
129 | Individual | Joh | She C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
0- n an homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
129 | Individual | Alb | Leat SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y- See
1- ert | ham Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to

based on the "over
development of Brownfield

selection strategy
is biased and

intensification
and regeneration
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nam

Has
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publi
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s?
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cy/
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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
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pat

ex
am

Wh
y?

Sup
porti
ng
Evid
enc

sup
plie
d?

Opt
ion
A B
or

Summary

Officer
Response

Mods
Require
d

not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that thisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
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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
e n of lia tici e

Name nt? pat sup

/Com e plie

ment in d?

s? ex

am

ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,

Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
129 | Individual | Alb | Leat Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
1- ert | ham 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
129 | Individual | Alb | Leat C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
1- ert | ham homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
129 | Individual | Ste | Fox SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y - See
2- phe Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 n Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisis a
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
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A B
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Summary

Officer
Response

Mods
Require
d

and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting

5129



Ref

Individua
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nt?
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Na
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Na
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Has
agree
dto
publi
catio
n of
Name
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ment
s?
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cy/
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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
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am

Wh
y?

Sup
porti
ng
Evid
enc

sup
plie
d?

Opt
ion
A B
or

Summary

Officer
Response

Mods
Require
d

Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

129

000

Individual

Ste
phe

Fox

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

Policy HOU5S
should make
provision for
improved site

environment for the

local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment

5130



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
129 | Individual | Ste | Fox C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
2- phe homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 n East at risk with emergency impactemergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
129 | Individual | Sylv | Fox SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y- See
3- ia Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis not justified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt/
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
thatthisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery
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should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setout the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
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agree
dto
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n of
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nt?

2b. If No, explanation

3a.
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3b.
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ied/Consist
ent?
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4. Suggested modifications

sh
to
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d

Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

129

000

Individual

Sylv

Fox

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,

Policy HOU5
should make
provision for
improved site
environment for the
local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS5 does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
129 | Individual | Sylv | Fox C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
3- ia homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
129 | Individual | Lin | Free SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y-See
4- da man Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
SUDS measures are not Greenbelt/ Grey Standard
appropriate for Canvey Belt sites added, Method housing
Island's unique geography and the exclusion need but
and drainage infrastructure of the North West considers based
, the proposed 3316 urban Thundersley site, on the evidence
homes for Canvey is not the NPPF thatthisisa
resident led guidelines state realistic housing
development delivery

should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC set out the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was

not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
129 | Individual | Lin | Free Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
4- da man 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
129 | Individual | Lin | Free C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
4- da man homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
129 | Individual | Jam | Gray SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y- See
5- es Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to

based on the "over
development of Brownfield

selection strategy
is biased and

intensification
and regeneration
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Individua
l/Organis
ation/Age
nt?

Firs

Na
me

Last
Na
me
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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

not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that thisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and

5138



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

ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,

Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
129 | Individual | Jam | Gray Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
5- es 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
129 | Individual | Jam | Gray C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
5- es homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
129 | Individual | Ant | John SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y - See
6- hon | son Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 y Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisis a
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.

5141




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?
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A B
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Summary

Officer
Response

Mods
Require
d

and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
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l/Organis
ation/Age
nt?
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Na
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Last
Na
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nam

Has
agree
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publi
catio
n of
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s?
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cy/
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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
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pat
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am

Wh
y?

Sup
porti
ng
Evid
enc

sup
plie
d?

Opt
ion
A B
or

Summary

Officer
Response

Mods
Require
d

Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

129

000

Individual

Ant
hon

John
son

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

Policy HOU5S
should make
provision for
improved site

environment for the

local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
129 | Individual | Ant | John C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
6- hon | son homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 y East at risk with emergency impactemergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
129 | Individual | Pat | Gar SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y- See
7- rick | dine Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 r Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis not justified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt/
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
thatthisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery
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should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setout the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
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dto
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n of
Name
/Com
ment
s?

Poli
cy/
Par

No.

2a.
Leg
ally
Co
mp
lia
nt?
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3a.
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3b.
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ent?
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4. Suggested modifications
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to
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Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

129

000

Individual

Pat
rick

Gar
dine

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,

Policy HOU5
should make
provision for
improved site
environment for the
local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS5 does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
129 | Individual | Pat | Gar C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
7- rick | dine homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 r East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
129 | Individual | Joa | McC SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y-See
8- n ullo Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 ch Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
SUDS measures are not Greenbelt/ Grey Standard
appropriate for Canvey Belt sites added, Method housing
Island's unique geography and the exclusion need but
and drainage infrastructure of the North West considers based
, the proposed 3316 urban Thundersley site, on the evidence
homes for Canvey is not the NPPF thatthisisa
resident led guidelines state realistic housing
development delivery

should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC set out the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was

not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
129 | Individual | Joa | McC Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
8- n ullo 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 ch for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
129 | Individual | Joa | McC C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
8- n ullo homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 ch East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
129 | Individual | Eile | Jane SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y- See
9- en |s Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to

based on the "over
development of Brownfield

selection strategy
is biased and

intensification
and regeneration
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ation/Age
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Na
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nisat
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nam

Has
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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

not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that thisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
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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
e n of lia tici e

Name nt? pat sup

/Com e plie

ment in d?

s? ex

am

ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,

Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
129 | Individual | Eile | Jane Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
9- en S 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
129 | Individual | Eile | Jane C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
9- en |s homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey

5153



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
130 | Individual | Sus | Bas SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y - See
0- an |s Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisis a
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
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d

and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
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nt?

2b. If No, explanation

3a.

So
un
d?

3b.
Positive/Eff
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ied/Consist
ent?

3c. Explanation

4. Suggested modifications

sh
to
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A B
or

Summary

Officer
Response

Mods
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d

Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

130

000

Individual

Sus
an

Bas

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.

Policy HOU5S
should make
provision for
improved site

environment for the

local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
130 | Individual | Sus | Bas C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
0- an |s homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impactemergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
130 | Individual | Chr | Eagl SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y- See
1- isti | esto Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 ne | ne Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis not justified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt/
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
thatthisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery
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should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC setout the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
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3a.

So
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4. Suggested modifications

sh
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Summary

Officer
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d

Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

130

000

Individual

Chr
isti
ne

Eagl
esto
ne

Hou

The plan has included
Thorney Bay development
for 173 homes, so what
makes the HO31 site any
different. The Hou5 Policy
states, new park homes will
only be supported on
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,

Policy HOU5
should make
provision for
improved site
environment for the
local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS5 does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
130 | Individual | Chr | Eagl C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
1- isti | esto homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 ne | ne East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
130 | Individual | Jun | Mar SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y-See
2- e ster Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 son Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
than the
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
SUDS measures are not Greenbelt/ Grey Standard
appropriate for Canvey Belt sites added, Method housing
Island's unique geography and the exclusion need but
and drainage infrastructure of the North West considers based
, the proposed 3316 urban Thundersley site, on the evidence
homes for Canvey is not the NPPF thatthisisa
resident led guidelines state realistic housing
development delivery

should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites
Allreasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC set out the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
transport
evidence. In
addition,
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was

not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
130 | Individual | Jun | Mar Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
2- e ster 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 son for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
130 | Individual | Jun | Mar C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
2- e ster homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 son East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
130 | Individual | Bria | Mar SP3 | No | Thisisthe response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle The following modifications Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply— | Y- See
3- n ster Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 are necessary to make the fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 son Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails | Castle Point Plan Regulation soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for 19 Draft legally compliant justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent and sound. Add North West consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. Itis not | Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the Brownfield site option for national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle 7500 homes. Reduce the doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection urban housing target to 3500 housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey from 6200, with Canvey at Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF 1050. Total housing target of site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. Itis notjustified, | 11,000. ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to

based on the "over
development of Brownfield

selection strategy
is biased and

intensification
and regeneration
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Summary
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Require
d

not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at
highest risk of flooding,
SUDS measures are not
appropriate for Canvey
Island's unique geography
and drainage infrastructure
, the proposed 3316 urban
homes for Canvey is not
resident led

predetermined
towards a'"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered
all sites, with no
Greenbelt/ Grey
Belt sites added,
and the exclusion
of the North West
Thundersley site,
the NPPF
guidelines state
development
should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that thisis
considerably
less housing
than the
Standard
Method housing
need but
considers based
on the evidence
thatthisisa
realistic housing
delivery

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
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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
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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

ECC setoutthe
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,

Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
130 | Individual | Bria | Mar Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
3- n ster 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 son for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
130 | Individual | Bria | Mar C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
3- n ster homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 son East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
130 | Individual | lan | King Yes Wh | Yes | I support the Castle Point Ye | consider the Draft Plan to Castle Point Planis | Support Noted N
4- ole Plan Draft S be Sound. sound and legally
000 Pla | consider the Plan to be compliant,
1 n legally compliant.
130 | Individual | Lyn | King Yes Wh | Yes | I support the Castle Point Ye | consider the Draft Plan to Castle Point Planis | Support Noted N
5- da ole Plan Draft S be Sound. sound and legally
000 Pla | consider the Plan to be compliant,
1 n legally compliant.
130 | Individual | Ann | Well Yes Wh | Yes | I'support the Castle Point Ye | consider the Draft Plan to Castle Point Planis | Support Noted N
6- e S ole Plan Draft S be Sound. sound and legally
000 Pla | consider the Plan to be compliant,
1 n legally compliant.
130 | ERROR
7-
000
1
130 | Individual | Mic | Ford Yes SP3 | No | Thisis the response from No | Justified, We consider the Castle Planisunsound. It | Housing Supply- | Y-See
8- hae Kings Park Residents Consistent Point Plan Regulation 19 fails the tests of Government Schedul
000 ( Association on behalf of the with Draft to be unsound. It fails soundness for Housing Target e of
1 149 residents who have National the tests of soundness for justified and and Standard Mods, in
signed the accompanying Policy justified and consistent consistent with method relation
forms, and the 75 residents with national policy. It is not national policy. Itis | Through robust to
who have signed the consistent with national not consistent with | technical Canvey,
enclosed letters, in policy, it doesn't meet the national policy, it evidence as Infrastru
response to the Castle housing target for Castle doesn't meet the outlined in the cture
Point Plan Regulation 19 Point, and site selection housing target for Housing and
Draft consultation, as ignores Greenbelt / Grey Castle Point, and Capacity Topic Sustaina
reopened 24th October Belt against new NPPF site selection Paper August ble
2025 and closing 5th guidelines. It is not justified, ignores Greenbelt/ | 2025, CPBC has | Develop
December 2025. Policy the site selection strategy is Grey Belt against identified ment
reference/name: Hou5 biased and predetermined new NPPF through a (includi
Page number: 92 Paragraph towards a "no Greenbelt guidelines. Itisnot | housing strategy | ng
number: 13.43-13.46 We build policy", itis solely justified, the site of urban SuDS)

consider the Castle Point
Plan Regulation 19 Draft to
not be legally compliant, as
it has failed to consider
strategic alternatives like
North West Thundersley
and it has no credible five-
year housing land supply.

based on the "over
development of Brownfield
sites", has not considered
all sites, with no Greenbelt /
Grey Belt sites added, and
the exclusion of the North
West Thundersley site, the
NPPF guidelines state
development should be
directed away from areas at

selection strategy
is biased and
predetermined
towards a"no
Greenbelt build
policy", itis solely
based on the "over
development of
Brownfield sites",
has not considered

intensification
and regeneration
sufficient sites to
6,196 homes
through the
planned period.
CPBC realises
that this is
considerably
less housing
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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
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Name nt? pat sup

/Com e plie

ment in d?

s? ex

am
highest risk of flooding, all sites, with no than the
SUDS measures are not Greenbelt/ Grey Standard
appropriate for Canvey Belt sites added, Method housing
Island's unique geography and the exclusion need but
and drainage infrastructure of the North West considers based
, the proposed 3316 urban Thundersley site, on the evidence
homes for Canvey is not the NPPF thatthisisa
resident led guidelines state realistic housing
development delivery

should be directed
away from areas at
highest risk of
flooding, SUDS
measures are not
appropriate for
Canvey Island's
unique geography
and drainage
infrastructure , the
proposed 3316
urban homes for
Canveyis not
resident led

Castle Point’s
approach to the
site review is
outlined within
the Housing
Capacity Topic
Paper August
2025.
Consideration of
All Sites

All reasonable
option sites were
consideredin
the Strategic
Land Availability
Assessment
(SLAA) and the
Sustainability
Appraisal (SA).
North-West
Thundersley
Northwest
Thundersley was
considered but
not preferred.
The SOCG
between CP and
ECC set out the
reasons why the
siteisnota
preferred
alternative for
allocation and
also the August
2025 North West
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Name nt? pat sup
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ment in d?
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am
Thundersley
transport
evidence. In
addition,

Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.
Green Belt/Grey
Belt

Green Belt/Grey
belt covered
under policy GB2
and supporting
Green Belt
Assessments.
Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA).

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
130 | Individual | Mic | Ford Yes Hou The plan has included Policy HOU5S Comments N
8- hae 5 Thorney Bay development should make noted. Policy
000 L for 173 homes, so what provision for HOUS5 does not
2 makes the HO31 site any improved site restrict
different. The Hou5 Policy environment for the | improvement to
states, new park homes will local residents the sites
only be supported on environment
existing Park Home sites.
All of our homes are robust,
make provision for cold
weather and risk from
flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
130 | Individual | Mic | Ford Yes C4 The number of Canvey West Development at The safety of all N
8- hae homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 ( East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
3 evacuation procedures. evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
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am
130 | Individual | Kay | Pum SP3 | No | Iconsiderthe Castle Point No | Justified, Itis not consistent with The following modifications | No No five year Five Year Y-
9- frey Plan Regulation 19 Draft to Consistent national policy, it doesn't are necessary to make the housing land Housing Land Policy
000 not be legally compliant, as with meet the housing targetfor | Castle Point Plan Regulation supply Supply SD3(3)
1 it has failed to consider National Castle Point, and site 19 Draft legally compliant North West The Councilis
strategic alternatives like Policy selection ignores Greenbelt | and sound. Add North West Thundersley currently relying | 3.
North West Thundersley / Grey Belt against new Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as shgould have been | onthe 1998 Proposa
and it has no credible five- NPPF guidelines. It is not a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, included Adopted Local s must
year housing land supply. justified, the site selection Brownfield site option for Approach to Plan which does | demons
strategy is biased and 7500 homes. Reduce the Green/Grey Belt not have up to trate
predetermined towards a urban housing target to 3500 NPPF guidelines date policieson | howthe
"no Greenbelt build policy", | from 6200, with Canvey at state development | housing supply, | SuDS
itis solely based on the 1050. Total housing target of should be directed | consequently, feature(
"over development of 11,000. away from areas at | the five-year s)
Brownfield sites", has not highest risk of housing land reflect
considered all sites, with no flooding, supply position and
Greenbelt / Grey Belt sites SUDS measures is calculated respond
added, and the exclusion of are not appropriate | usingthe to the
the North West Thundersley for Canvey Island's | Government’s site
site, the NPPF guidelines unique geography Standard circums
state development should and drainage method. tances,
be directed away from infrastructure. However, oncea | landsca
areas at highest risk of new planis pe
flooding, SUDS measures place, the charact
are not appropriate for housing targetis | erand
Canvey Island's unique set by that plan the
geography and drainage and not the green-
infrastructure, the Government’s blue
proposed 3316 urban Standard infrastru
homes for Canvey is not method. The cture
resident led. five-year housing | network,
land supply and
position is have
calculated from | regard
that target. Itis to Essex
therefore County
important that Council’
we continue to s SuDS
progress the Design
Castle Point Guide
Plan. The Castle | for
Point Plan will Essex
provide arolling | and the
5year housing Castle
land supply. It Point
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
should be noted | Strategi
thatitis ¢ Flood
common for Risk
stepped Assess
increasesin ment
housing delivery | (SFRA).

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 peryear
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
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ion
A B
or

Summary

Officer
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Mods
Require
d

housing topic
paper.

North West
Thundersley
North West
Thundersleyisin
the Green Belt.
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
CPandECCand
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Green/Grey Belt
The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
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3a.
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enc
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d?

Opt
ion
A B
or

Summary

Officer
Response

Mods
Require
d

requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. After a
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
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
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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.

Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA),
including in
relation to
Canvey.
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
SUDs
Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.
130 | Individual | Kay | Pum C4 The number of Canvey West No Development at The safety of all N
9- frey homes puts residents in the West Canvey will Castle Point
000 East at risk with emergency impact emergency | residentsisa
2 evacuation procedures evaculation priority and has
procedures for been considered
those residents within the Castle
living at East Point Plan
Canvey
130 | Individual | Kay | Pum Hou The Hou5 Policy states, new No Policy HOUS Comments N
9- frey 5 park homes will only be should make noted. Policy
000 supported on existing Park provision for HOUS does not
3 Home sites. All our homes improved site restrict
are robust, make provision environment for the | improvementto
for cold weather and risk local residents the sites

from flooding, but the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which

environment
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
131 | Individual | L Wes Hou The Hou5 Policy states, new No Policy HOU5S Comments N
0- t 5 park homes will only be should make noted. Policy
000 supported on existing Park provision for HOUS does not
1 Home sites. All our homes improved site restrict
are robust, make provision environment for the | improvement to
for cold weather and risk local residents the sites
from flooding, but the Hou5 environment
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
131 | Individual | L Wes SP3 | No | Iconsider the Castle Point No | Justified, Itis not consistent with The following modifications | No No five year Five Year Y-
0- t Plan Regulation 19 Draft to Consistent national policy, it doesn't are necessary to make the housing land Housing Land Policy
000 not be legally compliant, as with meet the housing targetfor | Castle Point Plan Regulation supply Supply SD3(3)
2 it has failed to consider National Castle Point, and site 19 Draft legally compliant North West The Councilis
strategic alternatives like Policy selection ignores Greenbelt | and sound. Add North West Thundersley currently relying | 3.
North West Thundersley / Grey Belt against new Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as shgould have been | onthe 1998 Proposa
and it has no credible five- NPPF guidelines. It is not a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, included Adopted Local s must
year housing land supply. justified, the site selection Brownfield site option for Approach to Plan which does | demons
strategy is biased and 7500 homes. Reduce the Green/Grey Belt not have up to trate
predetermined towards a urban housing target to 3500 NPPF guidelines date policieson | howthe
"no Greenbelt build policy", | from 6200, with Canvey at state development | housing supply, | SuDS
itis solely based on the 1050. Total housing target of should be directed | consequently, feature(
"over development of 11,000. away from areas at | the five-year s)
Brownfield sites", has not highest risk of housing land reflect
considered all sites, with no flooding, supply position and
Greenbelt / Grey Belt sites SUDS measures is calculated respond
added, and the exclusion of are not appropriate | usingthe to the
the North West Thundersley for Canvey Island's | Government’s site
site, the NPPF guidelines unique geography Standard circums
state development should and drainage method. tances,
be directed away from infrastructure. However, oncea | landsca
areas at highest risk of new planis pe
flooding, SUDS measures place, the charact
are not appropriate for housing targetis | erand
Canvey Island's unique set by that plan the
geography and drainage and not the green-
infrastructure, the Government’s blue
proposed 3316 urban Standard infrastru
method. The cture
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
homes for Canvey is not five-year housing | network,
resident led. land supply and
position is have
calculated from | regard
that target. Itis to Essex
therefore County
important that Council’
we continue to s SuDS
progress the Design
Castle Point Guide
Plan. The Castle | for
Point Plan will Essex
provide arolling | and the
5year housing Castle
land supply. It Point
should be noted | Strategi
thatitis c Flood
common for Risk
stepped Assess
increasesin ment
housing delivery | (SFRA).

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 peryear
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on average. Itis
these delivery
rates that will be
usedto
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.

North West
Thundersley
North West
Thundersleyisin
the Green Belt.
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
CPandECCand
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
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Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
not preferred.

Green/Grey Belt
The Council has
undertaken a
Green Belt
Review in
accordance with
the
requirements of
the
Governments
guidance. After a
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
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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
indicates that a
site may
potentially be
Grey Belt, it does
not
automatically
mean thatitis an
appropriate
development
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site for those
reasons set out
above.

Flooding

Flood risk
coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA),
includingin
relation to
Canvey.

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

131

000

Individual

Wes

C4

The number of Canvey West
homes puts residents in the
East at risk with emergency
evacuation procedures

No

Development at
West Canvey will
impact emergency
evaculation
procedures for
those residents
living at East
Canvey

The safety of all
Castle Point
residentsis a
priority and has
been considered
within the Castle
Point Plan

131

Individual

Dor
oth

Pant
er

Hou

The Hou5 Policy states, new
park homes will only be
supported on existing Park

No

Policy HOU5
should make
provision for

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS5 does not
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
000 Home sites. All our homes improved site restrict
1 are robust, make provision environment for the | improvement to
for cold weather and risk local residents the sites
from flooding, but the Hou5 environment
policy should allow further
development which
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
131 | Individual | Dor | Pant SP3 | No | Iconsider the Castle Point No | Justified, Itis not consistent with The following modifications | No No five year Five Year Y-
1- oth | er Plan Regulation 19 Draft to Consistent national policy, it doesn't are necessary to make the housing land Housing Land Policy
000 y not be legally compliant, as with meet the housing targetfor | Castle Point Plan Regulation supply Supply SD3(3)
2 it has failed to consider National Castle Point, and site 19 Draft legally compliant North West The Councilis
strategic alternatives like Policy selection ignores Greenbelt | and sound. Add North West Thundersley currently relying | 3.
North West Thundersley / Grey Belt against new Thundersley site, 187 Ha, as shgould have been | onthe 1998 Proposa
and it has no credible five- NPPF guidelines. It is not a Greenbelt, Grey Belt, included Adopted Local s must
year housing land supply. justified, the site selection Brownfield site option for Approach to Plan which does | demons
strategy is biased and 7500 homes. Reduce the Green/Grey Belt not have up to trate
predetermined towards a urban housing target to 3500 NPPF guidelines date policieson | howthe
"no Greenbelt build policy", | from 6200, with Canvey at state development | housing supply, | SuDS
itis solely based on the 1050. Total housing target of should be directed | consequently, feature(
"over development of 11,000. away from areas at | the five-year s)
Brownfield sites", has not highest risk of housing land reflect
considered all sites, with no flooding, supply position and
Greenbelt / Grey Belt sites SUDS measures is calculated respond
added, and the exclusion of are not appropriate | usingthe to the
the North West Thundersley for Canvey Island's | Government’s site
site, the NPPF guidelines unique geography Standard circums
state development should and drainage method. tances,
be directed away from infrastructure. However, once a | landsca
areas at highest risk of new planis pe
flooding, SUDS measures place, the charact
are not appropriate for housing targetis | erand
Canvey Island's unique set by that plan the
geography and drainage and not the green-
infrastructure, the Government’s blue
proposed 3316 urban Standard infrastru
homes for Canvey is not method. The cture
resident led. five-year housing | network,
land supply and
position is have
calculated from | regard
that target. Itis to Essex
therefore County
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
important that Council’
we continue to s SuDS
progress the Design
Castle Point Guide
Plan. The Castle | for
Point Plan will Essex
provide arolling | and the
5year housing Castle
land supply. It Point
should be noted | Strategi
thatitis ¢ Flood
common for Risk
stepped Assess
increases in ment
housing delivery | (SFRA).

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
used to
calculate the
five-year housing
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
land supply

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

North West
Thundersley
North West
Thundersleyisin
the Green Belt.
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
CPandECCand
also the August
2025 North West
Thundersley
transport
evidence.
Sustainability
Appraisal (Policy
SP3 option 4)
outlines why
North West
Thundersley was
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not preferred.

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
in providing
flood mitigation,
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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.

Flooding
Flood risk
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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

coveredin
policies and the
supporting
Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment
(SFRA),
includingin
relation to
Canvey.

SUDs

Policy SD3
covers SuDs and
part 3 states
they must reflect
and respond to
site
circumstances
and have regard
to the ECC SuDS
design Guide for
Essex. Canvey
SuDS options
have been
considered
through the
SFRA.

131

000

Individual

Dor
oth

Pant
er

C4

The number of Canvey West
homes puts residents in the
East at risk with emergency
evacuation procedures

No

Development at
West Canvey will
impact emergency
evaculation
procedures for
those residents
living at East
Canvey

The safety of all
Castle Point
residentsis a
priority and has
been considered
within the Castle
Point Plan

131

000

Individual

Vic
key

Star
key

Hou

The Hou5 Policy states, new
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 the Hou5
policy should allow further
development which

No

Policy HOU5
should make
provision for
improved site
environment for the
local residents

Comments
noted. Policy
HOUS5 does not
restrict
improvement to
the sites
environment
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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
e n of lia tici e
Name nt? pat sup
/Com e plie
ment in d?
s? ex
am
improves the overall site
environment for the local
residents.
131 | Individual | Vic | Star SP3 | No | 