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Introduction
In June 2018, Castle Point Borough Council approved a new Local Development
Scheme and agreed to commence public consultation on a new Local Plan.
The public consultation, under Regulation 18 of the Town and Country Planning
(Local Planning) (England) Regulations 2012, commenced on Wednesday 4 July
and closed at 23:59 on Wednesday 15 August 2018 (6 weeks).
This report sets out the content of all public comments received by the Castle Point
Borough Council during the engagement period with regard to a new Local Plan and
the responses provided by the Council in relation to the comments. It should be
noted that responses were also received from statutory consultees, special interest
groups, developers, landowners and from businesses. These consultees responded
on the specific policies set out in the draft New Local Plan. A summary of the main
issues raised by these consultees is also set out in the report.
In order to aid the submission and collation of responses, particularly from residents,
the consultation invited completion of a survey containing a wide range of questions
relating to the Plan. The consultation also included a free-text box, inviting any
additional comments to be made.
The report is structured in order of questions as included in the survey. Not all
respondents chose to make a response to every question, graphs and charts show
the responses received, and the number of respondents is noted for each question.
Letters were sent to all residents and businesses in the Borough, to statutory
consultees, neigbouring authorities, representatives of hard to reach groups as well
as organisations and individuals who requested inclusion in the consultation
programme.
The response rate was relatively low. In total 1143 responses were received from
approximately 640 respondents (a number of residents submitted multiple
responses).
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Vision and Objectives
The Local Plan 2018 will include a vision and objectives which build on those included within the 2014 and 2016 Plans. Broadly, the
Local Plan 2018 will aim to create communities where people want to live by providing opportunities for jobs and economic growth;
improving transport infrastructure and supporting sustainable and healthy modes of transport; supplying homes to support people of
all ages in sustainable locations; increasing the range of shopping facilities to suit various needs; whilst ensuring that the natural
and historic environment in Castle Point is protected and enhanced, especially in regards to the pressures of climate change.
Question 1a: Do you feel the vision and aims are suitable for the needs in Castle Point across the Plan period? (Please
select one answer)
The question was answered by 379 respondents.
Figure 1: Response to Question 1a – Vision for Castle Point
Other, 44,
12%

Yes, 130,
34%

No, 205,
54%
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205 respondents did not feel the visions and aims were suitable. The comments, which are analysed later in this section, focus on
concerns about the impact of new housing on transport infrastructure capacity in particular, but also concerns with regard to the
capacity of other services. The loss of Green Belt and open space are also key concerns.
Question 1b - Other:
44 respondents, i.e. 12%, choses the category ‘other’ with some of responses to the question about their agreement with a
proposed vision including an in part response ‘yes and no’ or ‘not fully’. A number of comments related to ‘too much housing’ and
perceived pressure from the government’. The full text of additional responses to the question follows:
Respondent
ID
1177863

1170726

1173700

811825

1168115

Respondent
Name/
Organisation
Mrs Kerry
Harding, NHS
England
Ms Andrea
Pearson,
Brentwood
Borough
Council
Mrs Elaine De
Can, Canvey
Island Town
Council
Mr G Bracci,
Canvey Green
Belt Campaign
Group
Mr Stephen
Bosaglia

Comment

The plans also need to include the requirement to ensure sustainable healthcare for communities.

Brentwood Borough Council supports the Vision for the Future within both the Draft Local Plan
2014 and the New Local Plan 2016, which will be carried forward within the current 2018 Local
Plan document. The Council also supports the aspiration shown in the Objectives of the New
Local Plan.
In our opinion there are no sustainable locations on Canvey Island for large scale development.

I refer you to our Document: CPBC Reference No: CP/05/015 Dated 2016 Schedule of
Attachments Accompanying the Representations to the New Local Plan 2016 NLPPS 1373-1381
Canvey Green Belt Campaign CPBC Local Plan 2016 Consultation Submission Pages 400 -476
The Council is seriously not helping nor assisting local businesses and residents in the most part.
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1168160
1168436

1168639
1169416
1169855
1170566

Mrs Natalie
Lawrence
Mrs Denise
Ludlow
Mr Alan Rivers
Mrs Gail
Boland
Mr P Evans
Mr Maureen
Draper

1162140

Mr Keith Little

1168117

Mr Neil Scarff

1171195

Mr Chris Bolt

1171212

Mrs Catherine
Corderoy

830063

Mr Michael
Brown
Mrs Lynda
Cain

1171256

Some of the comments are OK, but not about more housing.
Basically there should be no more new builds in Benfleet Hadleigh until the infra structure is
updated and settled. Sadlers farm is a disgrace, traffic always heavy and the slightest incident
causes chaos.
Not sure of final plan details - is this a "real" consultation or have decisions already been made?
We need more homes
Too vague and idealistic
It is better than having no vision. However, the vision is too expansive trying to be all things to all
people. We need housing in the area to meet the Government targets and the needs of the area.
We do not necessarily need additional shopping facilities as retail is in decline but we do need
enhanced shopping environments.
Protection of Green Belt and Wild Life is not a Priority. The priority vision will increase the effects
of climate change.
There should be no further development in the borough until ALL infrastructure (not just roads) is
improved the extent that it is adequate for the current population and the proposed increase.
There should not be any building on green belt to both prevent urban spread and to preserve
recreational space. Canvey Island should not have any more building as it is a class 3a flood zone
and has 2 top tier COMAH sites, the evacuation of the island in an emergency is impossible
meaning further development would be interpreted as CPBC placing other factors ahead of the
safety of the populous.
Cannot read full question as website is very poor. My browser will not let me view. Prehistoric
website.
There is far too much building proposed- The surrounding infrastructure and especially the local
roads cannot cope with any more cars from Benfleet. Let alone heavy construction traffic over a
very long period of time. I also work for a local nursery and know that the local schools are
struggling with number of children requiring places - and there are a lot of infant/primary schools in
the area. The sizes of classes in the senior schools have also greatly increased to allow for the
increased number of local students.
Nothing wrong with the vision, but the infrastructure on Canvey Island is inadequate and should
be the priority
I am not sure what your plans are? Where will I find this info?
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1171348
1171168
1175259
1175684
1176145

1176255
1176267
1170816
1173421
1176573
1176663
1176710

1177623
1004023

1176829

Mrs Janet
Parsons
Mr David Hill

Jobs, economic growth etc., are fine provided they do not impinge on the residents already living
on Canvey or be detrimental to their lifestyle.
The vision should aspire to actively meet the need for development in the district in full.

Mr Robert
Prince
Mrs Patricia
Beveridge
Mrs Kate
Meager

I believe the visions of the Council will not happen.

Mr Brendan
Wells
Mrs Patricia
Attrill
Mr John
Driscoll
Mr Colin Jones
Miss Deborah
Coverley
Mrs Carly
Jeffries
Mrs Kerry
Fagan
Miss Johanne
Deverrick
Mr James
Dove

Ms Christine
Shaw

I agree if these plans are adhered to but as there is very little room for expansion I don't see that it
would be possible, roads alone are already at saturation point.
Employment in the area has never been good, salaries are historically low, the council has never
attracted quality jobs for the residents. Public transport does not meet the needs of existing
residents. Infrastructure is especially poor in all areas.
Do not agree with building on green belt, including where caravans etc are standing on land
Not enough sustainability for people already here due to over-crowding and lack of facilities
FAR too many houses proposed in such a chronically over-populated area with a rapidly
crumbling infrastructure and poor lack of provision in terms of doctors, dentists, schools, etc. etc
I agree with the very broad statement with the qualification that it must take into account the needs
and wishes of the people who currently live in the Castle Point area.
I don't believe we should be building more homes here, but I'm all for sustainability and harmony
with the environment.
PROTECT GREENBELT
Whilst I support plans for growth I don't feel there is enough emphasis on developing and retaining
the suburban community feel which is vital to the area and should be preserved for future
generations.
In some areas of the borough they will be in other areas they will not.
I agree with all of the statement, however, I do feel that a need for more affordable homes for both
the elderly (60+) and younger generations (18-35) are needed within the borough. Evidence of
this can be found by looking at the existing housing available through websites like Rightmove
where there does not appear to be many 1-2 bedroom homes/apartments available.
Need to add in .Providing affordable homes to meet needs in our community
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639359
827387
1177914
1178065

Mr Paul
Westgate
Mr Anthony
Wilkins
Ms Hilary
Reeve
Mr Strotton

Should include recognising both an increasing and an ageing population and provisions for
services and infrastructure to meet this.
Not at the expense of losing Green Belt
Overdevelopment
2.3 The vision should set out the amount of housing to be delivered and be clear that Castle Point
is going to meet all of its own housing needs in the plan period. It should also be clear as to
whether unmet need from neighbouring areas is to be accommodated within Castle Point. This is
in accordance with paragraph 35a) of the Framework, which confirms that plans will only be found
sound if they are: Positively prepared providing a strategy which, as a minimum, seeks to meet
the area’s objectively assessed needs; and is informed by agreements with other authorities, so
that unmet need from neighbouring areas is accommodated where it is practical to do so and is
consistent with achieving sustainable development 2.4 It is particularly important that the vision
explains that Castle Point will meet all of its own housing needs in the plan period because the
plan which was submitted in August 2016 was withdrawn following the Inspectorate’s letter of 5th
January 2017, which explained why he concluded the duty to co-operate had not been complied
with. The reasons for this can be summarised as follows: â€¢ The Council has identified that its
objectively assessed housing needs are between 326 and 410 dwellings p.a.; Notwithstanding
this, the housing requirement in the plan was only set at 200 dwellings p.a.; This figure was
reduced to just 100 dwellings p.a. because of a failure of the Task and Finish Group to reach an
agreement on the release of Green Belt land; Consequently, there is a significant amount of
unmet need in the Borough (i.e. between at least 226 and 310 dwellings p.a.; National Planning
Policy confirms that in such circumstances, the Council should work with adjoining areas through
the duty to co-operate to ensure that the unmet need is met elsewhere; Whilst the Council has
met with adjoining authorities, the Inspector concluded that this process took place after the plan
had been prepared and further that there is still no mechanism in place for the unmet need to be
addressed; and In any case, the Inspector was not convinced that the Council’s decision to
significantly reduce the housing requirement to 100 dwellings p.a. has been undertaken through
joint working with the other 4 south Essex authorities that all form part of the same housing market
area. 2.5 The vision should set the plan period, which we assume is 2014 to 2037 as that is the
period set out in the Strategic Housing Market Assessment (SHMA). In accordance with
paragraph 22 of the Framework, the plan period should be at least 15 years from adoption. 2.6
The vision should explain that 10% of the Council’s housing requirement will be accommodated
on sites no larger than 1 ha. This is in accordance with paragraph 68a) of the Framework, which
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1177868
1178005
1178093

1168025
1178131
1178157
1178168
1162948

Mr John
Sparks
Mr Mark
Hamlett
Mrs Julia
Whittle
Mrs Karen
Plumb
Eur.Ing. Clive
Walter
Miss Lisa
Duggin
Mr Geoff
Taylor
Mr G Smith

states: Small and medium sized sites can make an important contribution to meeting the housing
requirement of an area, and are often built-out relatively quickly. To promote the development of a
good mix of sites local planning authorities should: a) identify, through the development plan and
brownfield registers, land to accommodate at least 10% of their housing requirement on sites no
larger than one hectare; unless it can be shown, through the preparation of relevant plan policies,
that there are strong reasons why this 10% target cannot be achieved 2.7 The vision should state
that Castle Point cannot meet its own housing needs without releasing land from the Green Belt.
The Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA) Update 2017 confirms that only
1,986 dwellings could be delivered over the next 15 years on sites outside of the Green Belt. Even
on the Council’s suggested housing figure of 342 dwellings, the requirement over the same period
would be 5,130 dwellings (i.e. 342 X 15 years). There are therefore insufficient opportunities within
the existing urban area to meet the chronic shortage in available housing land in the Borough. 2.8
The vision should be clear that neighbouring authorities will not accommodate any of Castle
Point’s needs. Consequently the vision should explain that there are exceptional circumstances
which are fully evidenced and justified for releasing Green Belt land to meet housing need in
accordance with paragraphs 136 and 137 of the Framework. 2.9 It should also be clear that land
will be safeguarded to meet development needs beyond the plan period in accordance with
paragraph 139 of the Framework.
in parts
Not suitable for all parts of the borough.
Apart from shopping PLEASE be imaginative to encourage growth in Hadleigh. Cultural, cinema,
places where people will come to, not drive through Hadleigh. Interesting housing design which
makes Hadleigh news not the usual planning bores you allow.
Yes and no. More houses needed, but too great impact based on lack of appropriate
infrastructure.
Excessive and under pressure from government.
Plan sounds great - just not sure how you can deliver it in real terms.
Improvements needed with roads, policing and shops on Canvey.
The vision ought to include the possibility of a mixed use development on land east of Manor
Trading Estate. Baseline studies are at an advanced stage which show the possibility of a natural
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1174784
1177922
1004070
1178258
1177661

1163276

Mr Kieran
Smith
Mrs Valerie
Sparks
Mrs Mary
Howe
Mrs Joy Allen
Mr Michael
Prideaux,
Kings Park
Village LLP
Mr Angus
Thornes, J
Angus Thornes

1062195

Mr David
Moseley,
Persimmon
Homes Essex

1163746

Martin
Fletcher,
Challenger

split between an extension to the Trading Estate, and the potential for new housing the latter
accessed directly from Church Road. Hand in hand with this, the environmental quality of the
Trading Estate could be materially improved and is eminently deliverable, as we will show.
There is no guarantee that there will be enough social and genuinely affordable housing. in the
area to cater for the needs of young families living in the borough.
Not fully
The primary objective should be to build sufficient affordable housing for the borough,
complemented by and increase in infrastructure
Area is already overcrowded and infrastructure cannot sustain more housing
Please see additional comments

There should be more emphasis to cater for the unmet demand for residential housing of all types

The Council’s draft Vision and Objectives are broadly supported (Question 1a), albeit there needs
to be a commitment to supply enough homes to meet needs. It should be recognised that the
delivery of sufficient housing has a direct positive impact on achieving this vision and objective.
Conversely suppressing housing land supply would have negative socio-economic impacts and
threaten the achievement of the vision and objectives. The new Local Plan 2018 should provide
deliverable allocations to address housing need in the Borough during the whole of the plan
period. It is important to consider the expectations of Government in relation to the quantum of
housing its wants to see delivered each year in future. In his 2017 Autumn Budget Statement the
Chancellor announced the Government’s target for house building across the country stating:
clear that we need to get to 300,000 units a year if we are going to start to tackle the affordability
problem, with the additions coming in areas of high demand. The Government is committed to
achieving its target 300,000 new homes per year by the mid-2020s and Castle Point should make
its fair contribution to achieving this.
In supporting letter
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1168156

Multi Academy
Trust
Redrow Homes

It is difficult to answer this question without a plan that explains how the vision will be delivered
and what is meant by â€˜supplying homes to support people of all ages in sustainable locations.
There is no commitment in the vision to supplying enough homes to meet identified needs, for
example, but the subsequent plan could demonstrate that this is implicit in the vision.
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Biodiversity and the historic environment
The Local Plan 2018 will seek to meet national requirements by protecting various types of biodiversity and historic needs.
Question 2: Do you agree that we should continue to protect the areas listed below? (Please select all that apply)
The question was answered by 379 respondents.
Figure 2: Response to Question 2 – Protection of biodiversity and the historic environment
Ancient woodlands

348

Conservation areas

342

Local wildlife sites

353

RAMSAR

223

SSSI

301

SPA

296

None of the above
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A significant proportion of respondents expressed their support for the protection of both biodiversity and historic environment and
their belief this protection should to be continued. It is indicative that only 12 respondents did not find protection of biodiversity and
historic environment relevant for future.
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Open Space
There are a number of open spaces in Castle Point that suit a variety of needs across the borough.
Question 3: What do you value about open spaces in the borough? (Please select all that apply)
The question was answered by 370 respondents.
Figure 3: Response to Question 3 – Values of open spaces

Accessibility

292

Appearance

315

Connectivity

184

Facilities
None of the above

203
10

A majority of respondents expressed their appreciation of open space in the Borough. The respondents ranked the visual
appearance and accessibility of the borough’s open spaces as the most important values. Facilities within open spaces and spatial
connectivity between them were rated as important, but at a slightly lower rate. Only 10 respondents did not express any interest in
the suggested values of open space.
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Question 4: What particular facilities should be introduced to improve open spaces? (Please select all that apply)
The question was answered by 354 respondents.
Figure 4: Response to Question 4 – Facilities to improve in open spaces

Bridleways

165

Cycling routes
Food and drink facilities
Parking

238
86
152

Footpaths

275

Play areas

187

Sports and exercise facilities

188

Improvements to the existing facilities relevant to play areas, walking, riding and cycling routes, sport and exercise, featured highly
in the response rate. Generally all categories received a reasonably high response rate with improvements to food and drink
facilities in open spaces being ranked slightly lower.
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Schools and Healthcare Services
In preparing the Local Plan 2018, the Council will work with providers of schools and healthcare services to ensure that where new
growth and development occurs future needs are met.
Question 5: In order to meet needs arising from growth, do you have a preference for the way in which that growth is
accommodated? (Please select one answer)
The question was answered by 361 respondents.
Figure 5: Response to Question 5 – Schools and healthcare services

Don't know,
53, 15%

Both, 166,
46%

Expansion
of existing
facilities,
111, 31%

New
facilities, 31,
8%

In assessing offered options for educational and healthcare needs arising from growth, respondents identified that they believed
that a mix of new facilities and expanding existing facilities would be required to meet the need arising from growth. Furthermore in
the report at (Page 105) ‘Comments received to question 34’, a number of respondents expressed their opinion that GP surgeries
17

should be expanded, and that they believe there is a need for new clinics that would be based locally. It was also suggested that
the main hospitals located in Southend and Basildon should be expanded to meet needs arising from growth.
Retail
Over the lifetime of the Local Plan 2018, the appearance and use of town centres is likely to alter, largely driven by changes in the
retail sector.
Question 6: What do you value in your local town centre? (Please select all that apply)
The question was answered by 371 respondents.
Figure 6: Response to Question 6 – Town centre values

Banking and commercial

290

Food and drink provision

212

Foodstores

274

Leisure facilities

154

Night time entertainment

115

Parking

266

Shopping
Other

255

19
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Respondents expressed their preference for banking, parking, shopping and food stores facilities. Food and drinking provision,
leisure, night time entertainment and other values were ranked by residents at slightly lower rate. Responses suggest that there is a
desire in the borough to support vitality, improvement and regeneration to town centres
Employment
Based on sites presented in the South Essex Economic Development Needs Assessment Report 2018 (EDNA).
Question 7: Do you believe the current employment sites in the borough are well used? (Please select all that apply)
Figures 7, 8, 9,10 and 11: Response to Question 7 – Use of current employment sites
Gas and oil Receptor and Storage Facilities, Canvey Island

Well used,
83, 26%
Not well
used, 49,
15%

Don't
know, 193,
59%

The question was answered by 325 respondents.
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The Gas and Oil Receptor and Storage Facilities occupies one of the largest sites on Canvey Island. Respondents divided their
answers by way of choosing ‘don’t know’ as a preferred answer. Respondents provided more comments on a number of issues
about employment sites when providing additional comments which can be found later in this report.

Lychgate Industrial Estate
Well used,
38, 13%
Not well
used, 38,
13%
Don’t
know, 211,
74%

The question was answered by 293 respondents.
Respondents were quite divided between three optional answers however ‘don’t know’ answer ranked as highest.
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Charfleets Industrial Estate

Well used,
167, 50%

Don’t
know, 129,
38%

Not well
used, 40,
12%

The question was answered by 336 respondents.
Half of respondents identified the site as well used.
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Manor Trading Estate

Don’t
know, 103,
31%
Well used,
177, 53%

Not well
used, 54,
16%

The question was answered by 334 respondents.
The largest proportion of respondents evaluated this site as well used. Respondents provided more comments on a number of
issues about employment sites when providing additional comments which can be found later in this report
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Stadium Way Industrial Estate

Well used,
171, 52%

Don’t
know, 127,
38%

Not well
used, 33,
10%

The question was answered by 331 respondents.
Over half of respondents evaluated this site as well used.
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Question 8: Should any employment sites be considered for alternative uses? If so please state which uses.
(Please select all that apply)
Figures 12, 13, 14,15 and 16: Response to Question 8 – Alternative use of current employment sites
Gas and oil Receptor and Storage Facilities, Canvey Island
Housing

50

Leisure

Retail

Other

51

21

37

The question was answered by137 respondents.
Respondents were offered to select all that applies from the list of uses which included ‘Housing’, ‘Leisure’, ‘Retail’ and ‘Other’ as
offered options. The largest number of respondents preferred leisure and housing uses, whereas the retail and other uses were
proposed at smaller rate. The distribution of answers indicated that respondents would prefer a mixed use for this site, with a major
use dedicated to residential and recreational uses.
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Lychgate Industrial Estate
Housing

50

Leisure

Retail

Other

30

14

28

The question was answered by107 respondents.
Respondents were offered to select all that applies from the list of uses which included ‘Housing’, ‘Leisure’, ‘Retail’ and ‘Other’ as
offered options. The preferred choice was ‘housing’ option, whereas the leisure, retail and other uses were proposed at lower rate.
The distribution of answers indicated that respondents would prefer a mixed use for this site, with a major use dedicated to
residential uses.
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Charfleets Industrial Estate
Housing

40

Leisure

51

Retail

Other

42

23

The question was answered by129 respondents.
Respondents were offered to select all that applies from the list of uses which included ‘Housing’, ‘Leisure’, ‘Retail’ and ‘Other’ as
offered options. The largest proportion of preferred use is leisure with housing and retail to follow. The distribution of answers
indicated that respondents would prefer a mixed use for this site, with a major use dedicated to leisure and recreation.
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Manor Trading Estate
Housing

112

Leisure

42

Retail

Other

44

23

The question was answered by180 respondents.

Respondents were offered to select all that applies from the list of uses which included ‘Housing’, ‘Leisure’, ‘Retail’ and ‘Other’ as
offered options. The respondents preferred housing as a predominant use for this site, whereas leisure, retail and other uses were
proposed at smaller rate. The distribution of answers indicated that respondents would prefer a mixed use for this site, with a major
use dedicated to housing.
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Stadium Way Industrial Estate
Housing

39

Leisure

46

Retail

Other

42
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The question was answered by 130 respondents.
Respondents were asked to select all that applied from the list of uses which included ‘Housing’, ‘Leisure’, ‘Retail’ and ‘Other’ as
offered options. Respondents preferred leisure, retail, housing and other uses divided at a similar rate of preference. The
distribution of answers indicated that respondents would prefer a mixed use for this site.
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New housing location and density
The Local Plan 2018 will seek to achieve the right amount of development in the right places. New development is needed in the
borough to suit local needs; the Council’s strategy for delivering new development includes the better use of brownfield land as a
priority. The Council must carefully consider the release of Greenbelt land as part of the overall approach to meeting development
needs.
Question 9: Which approach described below in providing new development is most suitable for the borough?
(Please select one answer)
The question was answered by 287 respondents.
Figure 17: Response to Question 9 – Preferred approach to development

Disperse
developments to
the edge of the
build up areas, 98,
34%

Intensify existing
built up areas
with new
development and
increased
density, 117, 41%

Create new
settlements
in the
borough,
72, 25%
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Respondents were asked to select a preferred option from the list of three options comprising: ‘Intensify existing built up area with
new development and increased density’, ‘Create new settlements in the borough’, and ‘Disperse developments to the edge of the
built up areas’. Respondents preferred the option for an intensification of the existing built up areas, against the other two options at
a proportion rate as indicated on the above diagram.
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Housing
Question 10: Given national household and population projections, do you feel that the Council’s objectively assessed
need to provide 342 homes per year is appropriate for the Borough?
(Please select one answer)
The question was answered by 374 respondents.
Figure 18: Response to Question 10 – Housing need for the borough

Not enough,
30, 8%

Yes, 32, 9%

Too much,
312, 83%

It is clear that a significant majority of respondents were of the opinion that established need for 342 homes per year in the borough
is too high. Only 9% of respondents agreed with the proposed projection whereas 8% considered the number as not sufficient.

The new Local Plan 2018 will need to make provision for a range of housing types and tenures.
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Question 11: What type of housing do you feel is best suited to your area?
(Please select all that apply)
The question was answered by 303 respondents
Figure 19: Response to Question 11 – Suitable types of housing

Affordable rents
Buy-to-let

132
32

Elderly care homes

129

Extra care housing

67

Private help–to-buy
Private rent through a private
landlord

Sheltered housing

142

40
78

Help-to-buy, affordable rents and elderly care home options, featured highly in the selection for housing type best suited to the area
It is clear that all variety of renting options are attractive to residents but at a variable extent.
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Housing allocations
The new Local Plan 2018 will revisit all potential sites considered within 2014 and 2016 Plans and assess their future suitability
through technical studies, this does not necessarily mean that such sites will be developed on. Maps below illustrate the location of
each of the sites named below, the number on each site corresponds to the question number it refers to.
New Local plan 2018 – Benfleet, Hadleigh and Thundersley potential residential site allocations

Map reproduced from the Ordnance Survey with the permission of Her majesty's Stationery Office.

33

New Local plan 2018 – Canvey island potential residential site allocations

Map reproduced from the Ordnance Survey with the permission of Her majesty's Stationery Office.
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Question 12a: Do you support the potential residential development at land off The Chase, Thundersley?
(Please select one answer)
The question was answered by 320 respondent
Figure 20: Response to Question 12a – Housing development at Land off The Chase, Thundersley

No, 203,
63%

Yes, 117,
37%

A higher percentage of respondents do not support residential development on the above site.
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Question 12b: If you do not support housing development on this site please state why below?
(Please select all that apply)
The question was answered by 203 respondents.

Figure 21: Response to Question 12b –Reasons for not supporting the housing on land off The Chase, Thundersley
175

Traffic
Schools and GP’S

120
138

Wildlife
117

Landscape

148

Greenbelt
30

Property
Other
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Respondents indicated a number of reasons for not supporting the housing development on the above site, including impact of new
development on traffic and road infrastructure, insufficient capacity of schools and GPs services, negative impact on wildlife,
landscape and Green Belt, impact on surrounding properties and other reasons
Further comments relating to reasons for objecting to development reasons were given when providing additional comments which
can be found later in this report
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Question 13a: Do you support the potential residential development at land at Thorney Bay Caravan Park, Canvey Island?
(Please select one answer)
The question was answered by 325 respondents.
Figure 22: Response to Question 13a – Housing development at Thorney Bay Caravan Park, Canvey Island

No, 177,
54%

Yes , 148,
46%

Statistics indicate that the opinion about this site is divided between respondents but not too significantly. Still, a slightly larger
proportion of respondents are against the new housing development on this site. Further comments relating to this and other
development sites were given when providing additional comments which can be found later in this report
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Question 13b: If you do not support housing development on this site please state why below?
(Please select all that apply)
The question was answered by 176 respondents
Figure 23: Response to Question 13b – Reasons for not supporting the housing at Thorney Bay Caravan Park, Canvey Island
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Respondents indicated a number of reasons for not supporting the housing development on the above site, including impact of new
development on traffic and road infrastructure, insufficient capacity of schools and GPs services, negative impact on wildlife,
landscape and Green Belt, impact on surrounding properties and other reasons.
Further comments relating to this and other development sites were given when providing additional comments which can be found
later in this report.
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Question 14a: Do you support the potential residential development at land at Point Road, Canvey Island?
(Please select one answer)
The question was answered by 313 respondents
Figure 24: Response to Question 14a – Housing development at land at Point Road, Canvey Island

No, 206, 66%

Yes , 107,
34%

Of the majority of those that responded were against new development on this site.
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Question 14b: If you do not support housing development on this site please state why below?
(Please select all that apply)
The question was answered by 206 respondents
Figure 25: Response to Question 14b – Reasons for not supporting the housing at Point Road, Canvey Island
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Respondents indicated a number of reasons for not supporting the housing development on the above site, including impact of new
development on traffic and road infrastructure, insufficient capacity of schools and GPs services, negative impact on wildlife,
landscape and Green Belt, impact on surrounding properties and other reasons. Further in the document, via an answer to question
34, respondents explained in more detail the above reasons.
Further comments relating to this and other development sites were given when providing additional comments which can be found
later in this report.
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Question 15a: Do you support the potential residential development at land off Scrub Lane, Hadleigh?
(Please select one answer)
The question was answered by 315 respondents
Figure 26: Response to Question 15a – Housing development at land at and off Scrub Lane, Hadleigh

No, 172,
55%

Yes , 143,
45%

Statistics indicate that the opinion about this site is divided between respondents but not too significantly. Still, a slightly larger
proportion of respondents were against housing development on this site.
Further comments relating to this and other development sites were given when providing additional comments which can be found
later in this report.
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Question 15b: If you do not support housing development on this site please state why below?
(Please select all that apply)
The question was answered by 172 respondents
Figure 27: Response to Question 15b – Reasons for not supporting the housing at land off Scrub Lane, Hadley
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Respondents indicated a number of reasons for not supporting the housing development on the above site, including impact of new
development on traffic and road infrastructure, insufficient capacity of schools and GPs services, negative impact on wildlife,
landscape and Green Belt, impact on surrounding properties and other reasons. The main objection to the development is
associated with traffic issues.
Further comments relating to this and other development sites were given when providing additional comments which can be found
later in this report.
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Question 16a: Do you support the potential residential development at land between Felstead Road and Catherine Road,
Benfleet?
The question was answered by 311 respondents.
Figure 28: Response to Question 16a – Housing development at land at Felstead Road and Catherine Road, Benfleet

Yes , 98,
32%
No, 213,
68%

A larger proportion of respondents were against the new housing development on this site.
Further comments relating to this and other development sites were given when providing additional comments which can be found
later in this report.
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Question 16b: If you do not support housing development on this site please state why below?
(Please select all that apply)
Number of respondents: 211
Figure 29: Response to Question 16b – Reasons for not supporting the housing at land at Felstead Road and Catherine Road,
Benfleet
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Respondents indicated a number of reasons for not supporting the housing development on the above site, including impact of new
development on traffic and road infrastructure, insufficient capacity of schools and GPs services, negative impact on wildlife,
landscape and Green Belt
Further comments relating to this and other development sites were given when providing additional comments which can be found
later in this report.
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Question 17a: Do you support the potential residential development at land east of Rayleigh Road, Hadleigh?
(Please select one answer)
The question was answered by 309 respondents.
Figure 30: Response to Question 17a – Housing development at land at east of Rayleigh Road, Hadleigh

No, 191,
62%

Yes , 118,
38%

A larger proportion of respondents were against the new housing development on this site.
Further comments relating to this and other development sites were given when providing additional comments which can be found
later in this report.
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Question 17b: If you do not support housing development on this site please state why below?
(Please select all that apply)
Number of respondents: 190
Figure 31: Response to Question 17b – Reasons for not supporting the housing at land at east of Rayleigh Road, Hadleigh
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Respondents indicated a number of reasons for not supporting the housing development on the above site, including impact of new
development on traffic and road infrastructure, insufficient capacity of schools and GPs services, negative impact on wildlife,
landscape and Green Belt, impact on surrounding properties and other reasons.
Further comments relating to this and other development sites were given when providing additional comments which can be found
later in this report.
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Question 18a: Do you support the potential residential development at land at Brook Farm, Daws Heath, Hadleigh?
(Please select one answer)
The question was answered by 305 respondents.
Figure 32: Response to Question 18a – Housing development at land at Brook Farm, Daws Heath, Hadleigh

Yes , 112,
37%
No, 193,
63%

A larger proportion of respondents were against the new housing development on this site.
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Question 18b: If you do not support housing development on this site please state why below?
(Please select all that apply)
The question was answered by 188 respondents.
Figure 33: Response to Question 18b – Reasons for not supporting the housing on land at Brook Farm, Daws Heath, Hadleigh
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Respondents indicated a number of reasons for not supporting the housing development on the above site, including impact of new
development on traffic and road infrastructure, insufficient capacity of schools and GPs services, negative impact on wildlife,
landscape and Green Belt, impact on surrounding properties and other reasons.
Further comments relating to this and other development sites were given when providing additional comments which can be found
later in this report.
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Question 19a: Do you support the potential residential development at land west of Glebeland, Thundersley?
(Please select one answer)
The question was answered by 429 respondents
Figure 34: Response to Question 19a – Housing development at land west of Glebeland, Thundersley

Yes , 110,
26%
No, 319,
74%

A significantly larger proportion of respondents were against housing development on this site.
Further comments relating to this and other development sites were given when providing additional comments which can be found
later in this report.
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Question 19b: If you do not support housing development on this site please state why below?
(Please select all that apply)
The question was answered by 318 respondents.
Figure 35: Response to Question 19b – Reasons for not supporting the housing on land west of Glebeland, Thundersley
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Respondents indicated a number of reasons for not supporting the housing development on the above site, including impact of new
development on traffic and road infrastructure, insufficient capacity of schools and GPs services, negative impact on wildlife,
landscape and Green Belt, impact on surrounding properties and other reasons. Green belt objections feature highly in this
response rate.
Further comments relating to this and other development sites were given when providing additional comments which can be found
later in this report.
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Question 20a: Do you support the potential residential development at land west of Benfleet?
(Please select one answer)
The question was answered by 538 respondents
Figure 36: Response to Question 20a – Housing development at land west of Benfleet

Yes , 85,
16%

No, 453,
84%

A significantly larger proportion of respondents were against housing development on this site.
Further comments relating to this and other development sites were given when providing additional comments which can be found
later in this report.
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Question 20b: If you do not support housing development on this site please state why below?
(Please select all that apply)
The question was answered by 210 respondents
Figure 37: Response to Question 20b – Reasons for not supporting the housing on land west of Benfleet
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Respondents indicated a number of reasons for not supporting the housing development on the above site, including impact of new
development on traffic and road infrastructure, insufficient capacity of schools and GPs services, negative impact on wildlife,
landscape and Green Belt, impact on surrounding properties and other reasons. Green belt objections feature highly in this
response rate.
Further comments relating to this and other development sites were given when providing additional comments which can be found
later in this report.
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Question 21a: Do you support the potential residential development at land off the Glyders, Benfleet?
(Please select one answer)
The question was answered by 323 respondents
Figure 37: Response to Question 21a – Housing development at land off the Glyders, Benfleet

Yes , 108,
33%
No, 215,
67%

A larger proportion of respondents were against housing development on this site.
Further comments relating to this and other development sites were given when providing additional comments which can be found
later in this report.
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Question 21b: If you do not support housing development on this site please state why below?
(Please select all that apply)
The question was answered by 210 respondents.
Figure 38: Response to Question 21b – Reasons for not supporting the housing on land off the Glyders, Benfleet
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Respondents indicated a number of reasons for not supporting the housing development on the above site, including impact of new
development on traffic and road infrastructure, insufficient capacity of schools and GPs services, negative impact on wildlife,
landscape and Green Belt, impact on surrounding properties and other reasons.
Further comments relating to this and other development sites were given when providing additional comments which can be found
later in this report.
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Question 22a: Do you support the potential residential development at land east of Canvey Road?
(Please select one answer)
The question was answered by 313 respondents.
Figure 39: Response to Question 22a – Housing development at land east of Canvey Road

Yes , 76,
24%

No, 237,
76%

A significantly larger proportion of respondents preferred option were against housing development on this site.
Further comments relating to this and other development sites were given when providing additional comments which can be found
later in this report.
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Question 22b: If you do not support housing development on this site please state why below?
(Please select all that apply)
The question was answered by 235 respondents
Figure 40: Response to Question 22b – Reasons for not supporting the housing on land east of Canvey Road
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Respondents indicated a number of reasons for not supporting the housing development on the above site, including impact of new
development on traffic and road infrastructure, insufficient capacity of schools and GPs services, negative impact on wildlife,
landscape and Green Belt, impact on surrounding properties and other reasons. Traffic issues featured highly in response to this
site.
Further comments relating to this and other development sites were given when providing additional comments which can be found
later in this report.
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Question 23a: Do you support the potential residential development at land fronting Canvey Road?
(Please select one answer)
The question was answered by 309 respondents
Figure 41: Response to Question 23a – Housing development at land fronting Canvey Road

Yes , 82,
27%

No, 227,
73%

A significantly larger proportion of respondents were against housing development on this site
Further comments relating to this and other development sites were given when providing additional comments which can be found
later in this report.
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Question 23b: If you do not support housing development on this site please state why below?
(Please select all that apply)
The question was answered by 225 respondents
Figure 42: Response to Question 23b – Reasons for not supporting the housing on land fronting Canvey Road
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Respondents indicated a number of reasons for not supporting the housing development on the above site, including against
development on Green Belt as the most significant reason, impact of new development on traffic and road infrastructure, insufficient
capacity of schools and GPs services, negative impact on wildlife and landscape, impact on surrounding properties and other
reasons. Green belt and traffic feature highly in objection to this site. Further comments relating to this and other development sites
were given when providing additional comments which can be found later in this report.
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Question 24a: Do you support safeguarding the land located in north-west Thundersley for future development?
(Please select one answer)
The question was answered by 306 respondents
Figure 43: Response to Question 24a – Housing development at land north-west Thundersley

No, 148,
48%

Yes , 158,
52%

There is a very even spilt in response to this question with 52% being in favour against 48% opposed.
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Question 24b: If you do not support safeguarding this land for future development please state why below?
(Please select all that apply)
The question was answered by 145 respondents.
Figure 44: Response to Question 24b – Reasons for not supporting the housing on land north-west Thundersley
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Respondents indicated a number of reasons for not supporting the housing development on the above site. Respondents indicated
a number of reasons for not supporting the safeguarding of this land for development including impact on the Green Belt, impact of
new development on traffic and road infrastructure, insufficient capacity of schools and GPs services, negative impact on wildlife
and landscape, impact on surrounding properties and other reasons.
Further comments relating to this and other development sites were given when providing additional comments which can be found
later in this report.
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Transport
Development set out in the Local Plans 2014 and 2016 supported a range of transport improvement. Preparation of a new Local
Plan 2018 must also consider the need for such improvements.
Question 25a: Do you support A127 transport improvements? (Please select one answer)
The question was answered by 327 respondents.
Figure 45: Response to Question 24b

No, 50,
15%

Yes , 277,
85%

Transport infrastructure improvements feature highly throughout the consultation responses. 85% of respondents supporting A127
transport improvements
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Question 25b: If you do not support this transport alteration please state why below?
(Please select all that apply)

Congestion

41

Air pollution

39

Noise
Other

29

12

Number of respondents: 115

Congestion is a recurring theme in responses and air pollution features highly for those not wanting infrastructure improvements.

62

Question 26a: Do you support the extension to Roscommon Way?
(Please select one answer)

No, 83,
27%
Yes , 226,
73%

Number of respondents: 359
Transport infrastructure improvements feature highly throughout the consultation responses. 73% of respondents supporting
Roscommon Way transport improvements
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Question 26b: If you do not support this transport alteration please state why below?
(Please select all that apply)

60

Congestion

62

Air pollution
54

Noise
Other

29

Number of respondents: 83
Congestion is a recurring theme in responses and air pollution features highly for those not wanting infrastructure improveme
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Question 27a: Do you support widening of Sommes Avenue?
(Please select one answer)

No, 81,
27%
Yes , 222,
73%

Number of respondents: 303
Transport infrastructure improvements feature highly throughout the consultation responses. 73% of respondents supporting the
widening of Somnes Way
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Question 27b: If you do not support this transport alteration please state why below?
(Please select all that apply)

Congestion

65

Air pollution

58

Noise
Other

51

21

Number of respondents: 79
Congestion is a recurring theme in responses and air pollution features highly for those not wanting infrastructure improvements.
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Question 28a: Do you support route improvements along the A129 Rayleigh Road between the Rayleigh Weir and Victoria
House Corner junctions?
(Please select one answer)

No, 70,
22%

Yes , 249,
78%

Number of respondents: 319
Transport infrastructure improvements feature highly throughout the consultation responses. 78% of respondents supporting along
the A129 Rayleigh Road between the Rayleigh Weir and Victoria House Corner junctions
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Question 28b: If you do not support this transport alteration please state why below?
(Please select all that apply)

Congestion

61

Air pollution

57

Noise
Other

42

16

Number of respondents: 68
Congestion is a recurring theme in responses and air pollution features highly for those not wanting infrastructure improvements.

68

Question 29a: Do you support dualling of the northern section of the A130 Canvey Way in the vicinity of Sadlers Farm?
(Please select one answer)

No, 212,
48%

Yes , 226,
52%

Number of respondents: 438
Transport infrastructure improvements feature highly throughout the consultation responses. The response to the dualling of the
northern section of the A130 was broadly split with a small majority in favour of the proposal
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Question 29b: If you do not support this transport alteration please state why below?
(Please select all that apply)

Congestion

193

Air pollution

81

Noise
Other

66

36

Number of respondents: 209
Congestion is a recurring theme in responses and air pollution features highly for those not wanting infrastructure improvements.
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Question 30a: Do you support minor junction improvements at both ends of Kenneth Road?
(Please select one answer)

No, 59,
19%

Yes , 258,
81%

Number of respondents: 317
Transport infrastructure improvements feature highly throughout the consultation responses. 81% of respondents supporting
improvements at Kenneth Road
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Question 30b: If you do not support this transport alteration please state why below?
(Please select all that apply)

Congestion

48

Air pollution

41

Noise
Other

39

15

Number of respondents: 57
Congestion is a recurring theme in responses and air pollution features highly for those not wanting infrastructure improvements.
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Question 31a: Do you support highway improvements in Canvey and Hadleigh town centres?
(Please select one answer)

No, 60,
18%

Yes , 269,
82%

Number of respondents: 329
Transport infrastructure improvements feature highly throughout the consultation responses. 82% of respondents supporting
transport improvements in Canvey and Hadleigh town centres

73

Question 31b: If you do not support this transport alteration please state why below?
(Please select all that apply)

Congestion

47

Air pollution

41

Noise
Other

37

22

Number of respondents: 368
Congestion is a recurring theme in responses and air pollution features highly for those not wanting infrastructure improvements.
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Question 32a: Do you support improved access to Canvey Island?
(Please select one answer)

No, 54,
16%

Yes , 280,
84%

Number of respondents: 334
Transport infrastructure improvements feature highly throughout the consultation responses. 84% of respondents supporting
improved access to Canvey Island
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Question 32b: If you do not support this transport alteration please state why below?
(Please select all that apply)

Congestion

45

Air pollution

Noise
Other

44
29

32

Number of respondents: 53
Congestion is a recurring theme in responses and air pollution features highly for those not wanting infrastructure improvements.
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Question 33a: Do you support a new junction on the A130 Canvey Way to provide access to the west of Benfleet?
(Please select one answer)

No, 272,
61%

Yes , 177,
39%

Number of respondents: 449
Transport infrastructure improvements feature highly throughout the consultation responses. 61% of respondents support a new
junction on the A130 Canvey Way to provide access to the west of Benfleet
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Question 33b: If you do not support this transport alteration please state why below?
(Please select all that apply)

Congestion

259

Air pollution

130

Noise
Other

119

64

Number of respondents: 268
Congestion is a recurring theme in responses and air pollution features highly for those not wanting infrastructure improvements.
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Question 34: Do you have any additional comments on the Local Plan 2018
SUMMARY OF COMMENTS / MAIN ISSUES RECEIVED FROM MEMBERS OF PUBLIC INCLUDING CAMPAIGNING GROUP,
ORGANISATIONS AND DEVELOPERS

Issue
No

Comments Summary

Number of
respondents

CPBC response

1

Hadleigh town centre in need
for improvement and
modernisation

4

The local authority supports regeneration of Hadleigh Town
Centre. The document Hadleigh Town Centre Masterplan was
prepared in order to initiate and support a creation of a town
centre which would be attractive to residents and businesses. The
document sets out a number of mixed use projects that would
incorporate new retail space, community space, residential units
and offices, in line with planning policies R1 and R3.
The council will work with partners to deliver public realm
improvements in Hadleigh town centre.

2

Impact of development on
transport infrastructure;
Chronic traffic congestion and
poor state of roads;
Must prioritise road
improvements first before new
development takes place;
Support sustainable transport
infrastructure.

219

The Transport Modelling Report which was prepared to
accompany the Local Plan shows that there will be transport
impacts arising from growth. The draft New Local Plan therefore
includes a series of projects to be delivered over the plan period
in order to alleviate these impacts. These projects include those
aimed at achieving a modal shift towards more sustainable
transport modes. This is consistent with the requirements of the
NPPF.

3

Not enough investment in
roads infrastructure

-

Comment already dealt with Issue No 2

79

Issue
No

Comments Summary

Number of
respondents

CPBC response

4

Improve existing public realm: 11
Landscape, street lights, more
trees, public footpaths,
maintenance, litter removal.

The comment regarding the existing public realm is noted.
With reference to new developments, CPBC will support good
design for public realm, supported by principles from documents
Residential Design Guidance and Essex Design Guide.

5

Impact of development on the
existing drainage
infrastructure;
Poor state of drainage
infrastructure;
Must prioritise improvement
drainage infrastructure first
before new development takes
place.

81

The Watercycle Study considers the capacity to accommodate
growth in terms of water supply and drainage. This indicates that
new development can be accommodated on the network,
although some works will be required to achieve this.

6

Impact of development on
emergency services;
Need for good emergency
access to all.

11

Close dialogue exists between Emergency Services and Castle
Point Borough Local Planning Authority so that Emergency
Services are aware of proposals for new development in term of
their quantum and location.

7

Impact of development on
flood risk;
Improve flood risk infrastructure.

19

A Strategic Flood Risk Assessment and a Flood Risk Sequential
Test have been prepared to inform the draft New Local Plan. The
proposals within the new Local Plan will therefore be consistent
with the requirements of the NPPF in relation to flood risk.

8

Improve the sea front

4

The comment is noted. The seafront area on Canvey is in need of
regeneration. Despite some investment in the past, the area
requires further improvements to the quality of the public realm
80

Issue
No

Comments Summary

Number of
respondents

CPBC response

and more leisure services. In line with policy E9, support will be
given within the allocated seafront entertainment area to high
quality development proposals that support the tourist industry.
The council will work with partners to deliver improvements on the
sea front. Policy E9 should be enhanced in order to support
tourism.
9

More sports and leisure
facilities specially for young
people;
Improve existing sports and
leisure facilities;
Provide discount rate for local
residents at swimming pools

10

The comment is noted. New Local Plan will make contingencies
for sport and leisure facilities commensurate with new housing.

10

Tidy up run down areas

2

Paragraph 23 of the NPPF expects that local planning should
promote town centres and that these policies should reflect the
role of town centres within the community, the individuality of the
town, the role of leisure, commercial, office, tourism, cultural,
community and residential uses in making town centres
successful and vibrant places, and the need for regeneration in
order to ensure declining town centres have a successful
economic future.
CPCB supports improvement to town centres and other areas in
line with policies R1, R2 and R3 and which incorporate the above
noted principles.

11

Supports Thorney Bay
housing(13)

2

The supporting comment is noted.

81

Issue
No

Comments Summary

Number of
respondents

CPBC response

12

Area overpopulated and
overdeveloped already;
Existing infrastructure cannot
cope.

19

By their nature, most existing properties in the borough comprise
open space around the houses, accommodating gardens and offstreet car parking. CPBC will encourage all new development to
be of a similar character and spacing to the existing. The design
principles from the adopted Residential Design Guidance are
expected to be applied, which will ensure that all new properties
benefit from adequate amount of garden space. It is also
expected that the Essex Vehicle Parking Standards will be
applied, ensuring sufficient off-street car parking.
Where plots are not suitable for development due to their size
they will not be brought forward. However, where there are
suitably sized sites, these will be brought forward in a way that
makes efficient use of land consistent with the requirements of
NPPF.

13

Impact of new housing on
school capacity;
Correct the incorrect information
given in Local Plan regarding
the decreasing need for primary
school places. This is
incompatible with what is stated
ECC’s prediction numbers.

62

The Education Authority, including Early Years and Childcare
places, has been engaged throughout the preparation of the new
Local Plan. The Authority has highlighted areas where capacity
issues may arise, and this information will be included in the new
Local Plan and in the associated infrastructure delivery schedule.

14

Impact of new housing on
healthcare

63

NHS England have provided information on capacity issues for
Castle Point. The Clinical Commissioning Group (CCG) in
conjunction with NHS England are now preparing a strategy to
deliver capacity improvements within Castle Point. This
82

Issue
No

Comments Summary

Number of
respondents

CPBC response

information, and the outcome of the CCG's strategic work will be
included within the submission version of the new Local plan and
the associated infrastructure delivery schedule
15

Against new housing

3

NPPF makes clear that local authorities should make plans to
meet objectively assessed need for housing. With regard to
history of under-delivery, we need to address this issue in the
Local Plan.

16

Impact of housing on a loss of 10
open space

The new Local Plan does not seek to develop on designated
open spaces. It does however proposes to create new and
improved open spaces alongside housing development.

17

Need for a third road for
Canvey

20

A proposal to provide a new or improved access to Canvey Island
is addressed in policy T2 of the draft New Local Plan.

18

Against flats, higher
densities, infilling

2

The National Planning Policy Framework paragraphs 118-123
indicates effective use of land and that all new proposals should
optimise the potential of a site in order to accommodate
development. This is important so that the need to develop on
Green Belt land is minimised.

19

Provision of a new access to
new buildings

1

All new development proposals will be required to incorporate
transport studies and transport modelling in order to provide the
evidence necessary to make an informed decision regarding new
access and access routes to new housing.

20

Difficulties to access
consultation portal;

21

The public consultation was prepared and undertaken in line with
requirements in the ‘Regulation 18 of the Town and Country
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Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulation 2012’ and with
the adopted Statutory of Community Involvement (2014).

Technical difficulties;
Cannot upload documents.
21

Against new development on
the land west of Glebelands,
Thundersley (19)

9

Objections to this proposal are noted.

22

Need more car parking;
Improve car parking
streetscape;
Need free car parking in town
centres.

10

Requirements for car parking provision for any new development
will be generated in accordance with Essex Vehicle Parking
Standards, ensuring that sufficient off-street car parking has been
provided.
CPBC will encourage implementation of design policies and
guidance for car parking arrangements and streetscape design in
line with Residential Design Guidance and Essex Design Guide.

23

Need new health facilities for
minor injuries based locally

3

NHS England have provided information on capacity issues for
Castle Point. The Clinical Commissioning Group (CCG) in
conjunction with NHS England are now preparing a strategy to
deliver capacity improvements within Castle Point. This
information, and the outcome of the CCG's strategic work will be
included within the submission version of the new Local plan and
the associated infrastructure delivery schedule

24

Improve traffic on A13 and
Saddlers Farm

7

Noted – Essex County Council as the Highways Authority to
advise throughout Local Plan development.

25

Support Roscommon Way
improvement with further
comment

2

The third and final phase of the route will provide road safety
benefits and congestion relief to existing lateral routes to Canvey
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Island. For this reason the Local Plan will promote this third and
final phase of works on the route.
26

Support retail in town centres

-

Comment already dealt with issues No 28, 58 and 93

27

Support new retail facilities
with good access

2

Retail assessment for CPBC was undertaken in 2017. This
document supports hierarchy of town centres and indicates that
there is no need for additional retail provision in town centres.
However the policies in Local Plan will recognise the need to
support local shopping centres in order to maintain attractive
shopping environment.

28

Canvey town centre in need
for improvement

2

The local authority supports regeneration of Canvey Town
Centre. The document Canvey Town Centre Masterplan was
prepared in order to initiate and support a creation of a pleasant
town centre attractive to residents and businesses. The document
incorporates new retail space, community space and residential
units, in line with planning policies R1 and R2.
The council will work with partners to deliver public realm
improvements in Canvey town centre.

29

Support public transport
Bus services in decline;
Improve public transport (21 bus
in particular on Sundays);
Bus and rail service and rail
stations to support growth;
Innovative solutions;
Support sustainable transport

28

We seek to encourage modes of travel rather than cars, and we
will put in place policies to support this objective. We will also
work together with ECC to deliver objectives of their cycling
strategy.
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30

Against development on
Green Belt;
Preserve Green Belt;
Against urban sprawl.

56

Paragraph 135 of the NPPF states that Green Belt boundaries
may be reviewed in exceptional cases through the review of a
local plan. As the fully objectively assessed need for housing
cannot be accommodated on non-Green Belt sites in Castle
Point, a Green Belt Boundary Review has been undertaken. This
review concluded that those sites included in the new Local Plan
2014 would not impact on the strategic function of the Green Belt
in Castle Point.

31

Impact of development on
wildlife

30

If development is proposed on a site which contains wildlife and
woodland, then through master-planning and with a number of
appropriate mitigating measures the effect will be managed and
risk to wildlife reduced.

32

Plan has no reference to
Brexit

1

The comment is noted.

33

Plans for new housing not
clear, more detailed
information needed

4

The public consultation was prepared and undertaken in line with
requirements in the ‘Regulation 18 of the Town and Country
Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulation 2012’ and with
the adopted Statutory of Community Involvement (2014).

34

Housing will increase crime

8

CPBC is committed to implement design related policies where
crime prevention through good design is addressed, together with
implementation of a document Safer Places: The Planning
System and Crime Prevention which identifies seven attributes of
places that should be considered in order to make them safer.
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35

Impact of development on
woodland
Impact on pollution in relation
to air and noise: Need to
improve quality of life

-

Comment already dealt with issue No 31

149

37

Impact of housing on
evacuation

13

The NPPF sets out the role of planning is to ensure that both new
and existing development is prevented from contributing to
unacceptable levels of soil, air, water or noise pollution. New
development proposals, including this one will be expected to
apply this policy in their design and delivery.
Emergency Services do not follow policies on evacuation. Advice
to ‘stay in and tune in’ continues to apply both to existing and new
homes.

38

Risk from hazardous
installations

6

The Health and Safety Executive (HSE) are a consultee to the
New Local Plan. When proposals fall within the HSE consultation
zones, the local authority will consult the HSE by applying for the
Planning Advice for Developments near Hazardous Installations
(PADHI) methodology. Development proposals will be assessed
in accordance with the (HSE) Guidance.

39

Against new development
Glyders (21)
Steep site;
Traffic congestion;
Impact on wildlife;
Impact on surface water flood
risk;
Impact on privacy.

19

The sites identified within the draft New Local Plan all have
positive and negative attributes. However, the Sustainability
Appraisal and the Housing Options Topic Paper indicate that
these sites are all suitable development locations, and are all
required to meet the housing requirement. The distribution of
homes has therefore been determined by the sustainability of
sites rather than the spatial distribution of towns or the current
population.
Steep site - There are successful examples of housing
development on sloping sites in Benfleet and Thundersley area,

36
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such as Vicarage Hill, Thundersley Park Road, Cumberland
Road, Oakfield Road and Kimberley Road. LPA will ensure that
this aspect of the site is taken into account as a design factor at a
master-planning stage, in order to provide appropriate solutions at
early stage of development planning.
Traffic congestion - The Transport Modelling Report which was
prepared to accompany the Local Plan shows that there will be
transport impacts arising from growth. The draft New Local Plan
therefore includes a series of projects to be delivered over the
plan period in order to alleviate these impacts. These projects
include those aimed at achieving a modal shift towards more
sustainable transport modes. This is consistent with the
requirements of the NPPF.
Impact on wildlife - The NPPF sets out a clear hierarchy for the
protection of habitats, with those benefiting from international or
national designation receiving the most protection. The Glyders
Site is a potential Local Wildlife Site. A policy of the draft New
Local Plan would require this value to be fully compensated. This
can be achieved on adjoining land in the same ownership.
Surface water flood risk - A Strategic Flood Risk Assessment and
a Flood Risk Sequential Test have been prepared to inform the
draft New Local Plan. The proposals within the new Local Plan
will therefore be consistent with the requirements of the NPPF in
relation to flood risk.
Impact on privacy - CPBC is committed to implement design
related policies where privacy will be addressed. CPBS’
supplementary planning document Residential Design Guidance
2013 amongst other things require development to achieve
reasonable privacy in relation to neighbouring properties.
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40

Too many new homes
planned for Canvey compared
to mainland

44

The sites identified within the draft New Local Plan all have
positive and negative attributes. However, the Sustainability
Appraisal and the Housing Options Topic Paper indicate that
these sites are all suitable development locations, and are all
required to meet the housing requirement. The distribution of
homes has therefore been determined by the sustainability of
sites rather than the spatial distribution of towns or the current
population. However, if such a comparison were to be made then
45% of the current population live on Canvey Island, however
only 36% of the growth is directed towards the Island.

41

More starter homes

5

Although a higher proportion of starter/affordable housing
provision would contribute meeting the objectively assessed need
for affordable housing, this must be balanced against the viability
of development proposals which the new Local Plan seeks to
support.
For the purpose of clarity this definition and definitions for each
sub-category will be included in the new Local Plan.
NPPF definition of affordable housing: Affordable housing is
housing for sale or rent, for those whose needs are not met by the
market (including housing that provides a subsidised route to
home ownership and/or is for essential local workers), but should
also comply with one or more from the following: a) Affordable
housing for rent; b) Starter homes; c) Discounted market sales
housing and c) Other affordable routes to home ownership.
For the purpose of clarity this definition and definitions for each
sub-category will be included in the new Local Plan.
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42

Young people need to be
highly involved in public
consultation

1

The comment is noted.

43

Protect local shops and
facilities

1

New Local Plan supports retail and town centre revival and local
shops and facilities.

44

Support development at
North-West Thundersley (24);
Supports North-West
Thundersley now rather than in
future;
Support amendment to Green
Belt boundary

16

It is recognised that there is support for the site at North-West
Thundersley. However, this site will not address the immediate
need for housing. There are multiple landowners and the need to
construct a proper access into the site (good planning). This will
take some time, and therefore it would be inappropriate to expect
this site to come forward within the first 10 years of the plan. The
site is suggested as an area of opportunity for development,
beyond the life time of current plan.

45

Support Glyders (21);
Comments re access, traffic and
risk of flooding

3

Supporting comment noted.
Traffic congestion - The Transport Modelling Report which was
prepared to accompany the Local Plan shows that there will be
transport impacts arising from growth. The draft New Local Plan
therefore includes a series of projects to be delivered over the
plan period in order to alleviate these impacts. These projects
include those aimed at achieving a modal shift towards more
sustainable transport modes. This is consistent with the
requirements of the NPPF.
Surface water flood risk - A Strategic Flood Risk Assessment and
a Flood Risk Sequential Test have been prepared to inform the
draft New Local Plan. The proposals within the new Local Plan
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will therefore be consistent with the requirements of the NPPF in
relation to flood risk.
46

Minimise impact on Green
Belt;

2

Paragraph 135 of the NPPF states that Green Belt boundaries
may be reviewed in exceptional cases through the review of a
local plan. As the full objectively assessed need for housing
cannot be accommodated on non-Green Belt sites in Castle
Point, a Green Belt Boundary Review has been undertaken. This
review concluded that those sites included in the new Local Plan
would not impact on the strategic function of the Green Belt in
Castle Point.
Through master-planning and appropriate mitigating measures
the impact on Green Belt and effect on wildlife will be managed
and risk to wildlife reduced.
With reference to impact on quality of life of residents, the NPPF
sets out that the role of planning is to ensure that both new and
existing development is prevented from contributing to
unacceptable levels of soil, air, water or noise pollution. New
development proposals, including this one, will be expected to
apply this policy in their design and delivery
Local authority will ensure that proposed schemes are
sympathetic to local character, including the landscape setting,
while not preventing or discouraging appropriate innovation or
change.

47

Against new development at
west of Benfleet;
New access roundabout will
cause traffic congestion;

409

The sites identified within the draft New Local Plan all have
positive and negative attributes. However, the Sustainability
Appraisal and the Housing Options Topic Paper indicate that
these sites are all suitable development locations, and are all
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required to meet the housing requirement. The distribution of
homes has therefore been determined by the sustainability of
sites rather than the spatial distribution of towns or the current
population.
Traffic congestion - There is the potential to substantially ease
congestion at the Tarpots junction through the proposed link road.
Therefore, additional transport modelling of this proposal is
required in order to provide the evidence necessary to make an
informed decision.
Impact on wildlife - Through master-planning and appropriate
mitigating measures the effect on wildlife will be managed and
risk to wildlife reduced.
Surface water flood risk - A Strategic Flood Risk Assessment and
a Flood Risk Sequential Test have been prepared to inform the
draft New Local Plan. The proposals within the new Local Plan
will therefore be consistent with the requirements of the NPPF in
relation to flood risk.
Loss of Green Belt - Paragraph 135 of the NPPF states that
Green Belt boundaries may be reviewed in exceptional cases
through the review of a local plan. As the full objectively assessed
need for housing cannot be accommodated on non-Green Belt
sites in Castle Point, a Green Belt Boundary Review has been
undertaken. This review considered the impact on the strategic
function of the Green Belt in Castle Point in relating to individual
sites. The outcome of that review was used to inform the site
selection.
Impact on quality of life - The NPPF sets out that the role of
planning is to ensure that both new and existing development is
prevented from contributing to unacceptable levels of soil, air,
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water or noise pollution. New development proposals, including
this one, will be expected to apply this policy in their design and
delivery
Impact on the area character - Local authority will ensure that
proposed scheme is sympathetic to local character, including the
surrounding built environment and landscape setting, while not
preventing or discouraging appropriate innovation or change
(NPPF).
48

Support development on
brownfield sites and re-use of
empty homes;
Supports efficient use of land
and increased density

243

The new Local Plan will seek to maximise the re-use of brownfield
sites and empty properties.
The LPA will support development that makes efficient use of
land taking into account all inclusive factors such as the identified
need, land availability, infrastructure availability, desirability of
maintaining prevailing local character, market conditions and
other factors in line with NPPF.

49

Residents should have
discussed new housing with
land owners and architects
prior publishing the plans

1

This is a strategic stage of planning guided by housing need and
land availability in principle. Residents will have opportunity to
engage and discuss development proposals directly with
developers and architects when plans become available for
discussion.

50

Support Land off the Chase
(12)

1

The supporting comment is noted.

51

Not happy with questions Q9
and 10

1

The questions were formulated in best possible way in order to
gather respondents’ opinions and views upon all relevant
planning related issues on one side, and on the other side, to
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enable a creation of a reliable and robust evidence base for future
planning on the basis of the obtained opinions and views.
52

Impact of housing on waste
and recycling capacity

1

The new Local Plan will recognise the need and ensure that there
is adequate waste and recycling capacity for growth in the
borough, in line with Essex and Southend-on-Sea Waste Local
Plan (2017).

53

Impact of housing on water
supply / water treatment
plants

1

54

New bypass road needed to
link A130 and A127

1

The Watercycle Study considers the capacity to accommodate
growth in terms of water supply and drainage. This indicates that
new development can be accommodated on the network,
although some works will be required to achieve this.
ECC progressing short and long term schemes in this location

55

Developers to finance new
roads prior development is
carried out

1

Contributions are governed by law. Where permitted contributions
are agreed.

56

Move Manor Estate and
redevelop into housing

1

Manor Trading Estate is a well used employment area with a
vacancy rate of only 1% (national average is 10%). Whilst not
ideally located, it would not be reasonable to displace the
businesses on this site.
Additionally, the Whole Plan Viability Assessment demonstrates
that the provision of new employment site would not be viable,
affecting the delivery of this scheme, particularly as a properly
constructed access to the site would be required. This proposal
cannot therefore be justified.
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57

Against new development
2
east of Canvey Way (22); Loss
of Green Belt

Paragraph 135 of the NPPF states that Green Belt boundaries
may be reviewed in exceptional cases through the review of a
local plan. As the full objectively assessed need for housing
cannot be accommodated on non-Green Belt sites in Castle
Point, a Green Belt Boundary Review has been undertaken. This
review concluded that those sites included in the new Local Plan
would not impact on the strategic function of the Green Belt in
Castle Point.

58

Benfleet town centre to retain
retail and commercial use

2

Retail assessment for CPBC was undertaken in 2017. This
document supports hierarchy of town centres and indicates that
there is no need for additional retail provision in town centres.
However the policies in Local Plan will recognise the need to
support local shopping centres in order to maintain attractive
shopping environment.

59

Need more care homes,
nursing homes

4

Evidence in the Strategic Housing Market Assessment, Thames
Gateway South Essex Partnership (SHMA TGSE) supports
provision of older persons’ accommodation in Castle Point
Borough and The Local Plan will require a proportion of new
homes to accommodate a specialist accommodation for older
persons.

60

Support sustainable energy
solutions.
Climate change impact on
flooding; Localised extreme
weather events impact on
flooding

-

Comment already dealt with issue No 70

1

The Local Plan has extensive climate change policies based on
evidence.

61

Number of
respondents

CPBC response
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62

Against development on land
south of Chase (12)

1

The site is identified as a local wildlife site. As a consequence the
overall capacity of the site has been reduced to ensure areas of
habitat value are avoided.
It is clearly stated in the local plan that there will be no loss of
designated open space arising from this development and that
additional open space will be provided to support growth.
However, it is recognised that existing open space is shown
within the designation to allow for land swapping to occur if
necessary so that wildlife conservation objectives can also be
achieved. There are two options in relation to this matter. The
existing designation can be retained to alow for land swapping.
Alternatively, the designation can be adjusted to specifically
identify the existing designated public open spaces.

63

Against development on
Scrub Lane (15); traffic issues

1

All new development proposals will be required to incorporate
transport studies and transport modelling in order to provide the
evidence necessary to make an informed decision regarding
access routes to new housing.

64

Supports new housing;
support new plan

2

Supporting comment is noted.

65

Council members interfere
with planners’ decisions

3

There is clear guidance in the Councils code of conduct regarding
member protocols,

66

Impact of housing on
evacuation

8

Emergency services do not follow policies on evacuation. The
advice ‘Stay In and Tune In’ continues to apply both to existing
and new development.
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67

Support higher proportion of
affordable homes

12

Although a higher proportion of affordable housing provision
would contribute meeting the objectively assessed need for
affordable housing, this must be balanced against the viability of
development proposals which the new Local Plan seeks to
support.
For the purpose of clarity this definition and definitions for each
sub-category will be included in the new Local Plan.
NPPF definition of affordable housing: Affordable housing is
housing for sale or rent, for those whose needs are not met by the
market (including housing that provides a subsidised route to
home ownership and/or is for essential local workers), but should
also comply with one or more from the following: a) Affordable
housing for rent; b) Starter homes; c) Discounted market sales
housing and c) Other affordable routes to home ownership.
For the purpose of clarity this definition and definitions for each
sub-category will be included in the new Local Plan.

68

Solution for new housing is in
New Towns

7

NPPF makes clear that each local authority should make plans to
meet objectively assessed need for housing. With regard to
history of under-delivery, we need to address this issue in the
Local Plan.

69

Evidence base and
supporting documents for
draft local plan are out of date

1

Evidence based documents are being updated.
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70

Need quality design for
buildings and for landscape;
Support sustainable energy
solutions.

8

CPBC is committed to support delivery of new homes that are of
high design standards, reflect local and historic character,
accentuate features of the urban environment and contribute
positively towards sustainability.

71

Need sympathetic design
approach that merges new
development into countryside

5

CPBC is committed to improve the quality and attractiveness of
the environment in Castle Point and will support principles for a
sympathetic integration of built environment within the countryside
context and treatment of urban edge in line with principles set out
in Essex Design Guide 2018.

72

Too much housing proposed

4

NPPF makes clear that local authorities should make plans to
meet objectively assessed need for housing. With regard to
history of under-delivery, we need to address this issue in the
Local Plan.

73

Unhappy with consultation
questions;
Questions are one-sided and
leading.

9

The questions were formulated in best possible way in order to
gather respondents’ opinions and views upon all relevant
planning related issues on one side, and on the other side, to
enable a creation of a reliable and robust evidence base for future
planning on the basis of the obtained opinions and views.

74

Localised extreme weather
events impact on flooding
Supports efficient use of land
and increased density
Improve cycling routes, more
cycling routes

-

Comment already dealt with issue No 61

75
76

Comment dealt with under topic No 48
3

We seek to encourage modes of travel rather than cars, and we
will put in place policies to support this objective. We will work
together with ECC to deliver objectives of their cycling strategy.
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77

Support CPBC’s duty to
cooperate with other South
Essex authorities including
Thurrock regarding new
housing number;
Support regional planning
approach

126

The NPPF set out the framework for the duty of local authorities
to co-operate. The government expects joint working on areas of
common interest and corss boundary issues for the mutual
benefit of neighbouring authorities, including homes and jobs
needed in the area, provision of retail and leisure, infrastructure,
health, security, climate change adaption and other topics.
CPBC is consulting South Essex local authorities on the new
Local Plan and is taking actions accordingly.

78

Plan needs to address the
needs of residents

12

The new local plan will set out a long-term strategy for the
development in the Castle Point Borough. Similarly to all other
local plans across the country, the new local plan for CPB has to
mediate between different interests, and therefore it is unrealistic
to expect that the planning system would make everybody happy.
However, through this consultation, the local planning authority
does try to ensure that the interests of all those affected are taken
into account and decisions are made in the wider public interest.
Neighbourhood planning and neighbourhood plans give
communities direct power to develop a shared vision for their own
neighbourhood area, and shape the development and growth of
their local area.

79

Support marinas and yachting 1

The comment is noted and will be considered to get incorporated
in the policy relevant to tourism.

80

Sandy Bay and any other new
housing already delivered

Housing that has already been delivered cannot come forward as
contributing to future need.

3
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ought to be included in the
OAN number
81

Against Roscommon Way
extension

2

The third and final phase of the route will provide road safety
benefits and congestion relief to existing lateral routes to Canvey
Island. For this reason the Local Plan will promote this third and
final phase of works on the route.

82

Resubmit the old 2016 plan

3

Evidence form 2014 and 2016 plans were used as the base for
the development of the 2018 plan

83

Plan too long and boring

1

Plans must include a range of strategic and Local policies to
address the authorities priorities for the development and use of
land in the area.

84

Residents’ opinion does not
matter

12

In line with Government directive, local authorities carry out public
consultation in order to gather information on what aspirations the
community has for their area. CPBC has prepared and
undertaken the public consultation in line with requirements in the
‘Regulation 18 of the Town and Country Planning (Local
Planning) (England) Regulation 2012’ and with the adopted
Statutory of Community Involvement (2014). The outcome results
of the consultation will form an integral part of the evidence base
which shall, among other documents, help in preparation of a
successful Local Plan for the borough.

85

Against the new local plan

1

Objection to the plan is noted.
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86

Disagree with OAN, neds a
review
Against development at
North-West Thundersley (24);

-

Comment already dealt with issue No 110

2

The comment is noted. This site will not address the immediate
need for housing. There are multiple landowners and the need to
construct a proper access into the site (good planning). This will
take some time, and therefore it would be inappropriate to expect
this site to come forward within the first 10 years of the plan. The
site is suggested as an area of opportunity for development,
beyond the life time of current plan.

88

Create jobs including well
paid jobs

2

The Local Plan will seek to encourage better paid locally based
jobs. This will be achieved through a variety of means including
the skills base of the local workforce, providing space for start-up
businesses and business development and by creating improved
environments within employment areas which will attract small
businesses to stay in the area as they grow. Additionally, the
Local Plan polices will give important consideration to
employment with skilled jobs.

89

New housing will decrease
property value

3

It is recognised that some residents will lose views from their
property which they currently enjoy, and which has acted to
increase the value of their property. However, the loss of view is
and its subsequent impact on property value is not a material
planning consideration. This is a position that has long been
established in planning law and practice.

90

Consultation restricted to
internet and to computer
skilled only

7

The comment is noted for consultation processes to be carried
out in future.

87
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91

No commitment in Local Plan
to supply enough homes to
meet needs

-

Comment already dealt with issue No 110

92

Against buy-to-rent housing,
supports starter homes

2

Although a higher proportion of affordable housing provision
would contribute meeting the objectively assessed need for
affordable housing, this must be balanced against the viability of
development proposals which the new Local Plan seeks to
support.

93

Support town centres

2

The local authority supports regeneration of town centres in
Castle Point. The master plan documents for Canvey and
Hadleigh were prepared in order to initiate and support a creation
of a pleasant town centres attractive to residents and businesses

94

Support Local Plan

1

Support to the plan is noted.

95

Support development on
plotlands and small scale
sites

1

The LPA will support development that makes efficient use of
land taking into account all inclusive factors such as the identified
need, land availability, infrastructure availability, desirability of
maintaining prevailing local character, market conditions and
other factors in line with NPPF.

96

The need for homes suitable
for retiring and aging people
looking to downsize

5

A housing need for retiring people who are looking to downsize
has been identified in a document Strategic Housing Market
Assessment (2016) through the results obtained from
stakeholders’ events. A general concern about the supply of
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suitable most often generally smaller size housing for older
population was clearly noted.
CPBC will identify the need for a retirement and ‘downsizing’ type
of accommodation in the local plan and will support new concepts
in development proposals that would include such type of
accommodation.
97

Densities too high at Thorney
Bay

1

Density reviews have been undertaken. Development will comply
with Residential Design Guidance

98

Against Land at Brook Farm,
Daws Heat, Hadleigh (18)
Traffic, access, noise, impact on
quality of life.

2

Traffic congestion - Transport modelling of this proposal is
required in order to provide the evidence necessary to make an
informed decision.
Impact on wildlife - Through master-planning and appropriate
mitigating measures the effect on wildlife will be managed and
risk to wildlife reduced.
Impact on quality of life - The NPPF sets out that the role of
planning is to ensure that both new and existing development is
prevented from contributing to unacceptable levels of soil, air,
water or noise pollution. New development proposals, including
this one, will be expected to apply this policy in their design and
delivery
Impact on the area character - Local authority will ensure that
proposed scheme is sympathetic to local character, including the
surrounding built environment and landscape setting, while not
preventing or discouraging appropriate innovation or change
(NPPF).
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99

Respondent promotes new
land for development

6

Not applicable.

100

Loss of employment

1

Local Plan retains employment space in the correct locations.

101

Against land between
Felstead Road and Catherine
Road Benfleet due to a loss of
Green Belt and wildlife

3

The sites identified within the draft New Local Plan all have
positive and negative attributes. However, the Sustainability
Appraisal and the Housing Options Topic Paper indicate that
these sites are all suitable development locations, and are all
required to meet the housing requirement. The distribution of
homes has therefore been determined by the sustainability of
sites rather than the spatial distribution of towns or the current
population.
Loss of Green Belt - Paragraph 135 of the NPPF states that
Green Belt boundaries may be reviewed in exceptional cases
through the review of a local plan. As the full objectively assessed
need for housing cannot be accommodated on non-Green Belt
sites in Castle Point, a Green Belt Boundary Review has been
undertaken. This review concluded that those sites included in the
new Local Plan would not impact on the strategic function of the
Green Belt in Castle Point.
Impact on wildlife - Through master-planning and appropriate
mitigating measures the effect on wildlife will be managed and
risk to wildlife reduced.

102

Support existing equestrian
facilities and bridleways

1

The Council recognises that there is a number of rising
establishments in the borough therefore the Local Plan will seek
to encourage the provision of appropriate network of bridleways.
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103

Provision of community halls
and community facilities

3

CPBC will support and encourage provision of community halls
and facilities both in new development proposals and in town
centres through regeneration programme.

104

Protection of historic and old
buildings

3

CPBC is committed to a protection and enhancement to Important
features in the historic environment. In line with policy HE1, the
Council will seek to positively conserve and enhance listed
buildings and other buildings of historic or significant architectural
merit.

105

Requires different approach
to housing growth number

2

In the document Strategic Housing Market Assessment for South
Essex (2016), a standard method for reaching the objectively
assessed housing need (OAN) was set out. This stepped process
was developed in accordance with NPPF and Planning Policy
Guidance (PPG) and the derived OAN represents an accurate,
valid and effective housing growth number for Castle Point
Borough.

106

RSPB: The Habitats
Regulations Assessment
(HRA) for the new Local Plan
will need to be updated and
presented for consultation

1

The comment is noted.

107

Oikos disagrees with policy
E10 Port Related Activities
and requires amendments;
Oikos’s comments to be
incorporated with regard to

1

Agreed
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wider economic strategy,
principles for sustainable
transport, climate change and
flood risk, green infrastructure
and ecologically sensitive sites.
108

The Council need to consider
the positive socio-economic
impacts of housing delivery
and the negative impacts of
not doing so.

-

Comment already dealt with issue No 116

109

The improvements and
investments by Oikos, with
reference to and in line with
National Policy Statement for
Ports, should be reflected in
the New Local Plan

1

Agreed

110

Vision for Borough needs to
include new housing number;
No commitment in Local Plan to
supply enough homes to meet
needs;
Disagree with OAN, neds a
review.

5

CPBC is reviewing the local plan. The plan will incorporate the
number of planned new housing once the objectively assessed
housing need for the borough has been adopted and approved.
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111

Support development on land
at Brook Farm, Daws Heat,
Hedleigh (18);
Wishes to amend the site
boundaries
s
Lack of clarity on Local Plan
timeframe

1

The supporting comment is noted.

1

Local Development Scheme sets out the timeframe for delivery of
Local Plan

113

Protect employment land for
employment purposes

3

The document Employment and Retail Needs Assessment
indicates that the existing employment estates are nearly fully
occupied with vacancy levels of around 1% only. Therefore, the
ongoing protection of these areas for employment purposes will
be supported in the Local Plan. However in the same document it
was stated that there may be a decrease in demand for industrial
floor space (which currently occupies 90% of employment land)
and that new demand is expected to arise from non-traditional
employment sectors such as the sports and leisure sector. The
Council will support new proposals from non-traditional sectors
only in case they are compatible with requirements set in policy
E7 Protecting Employment Land.

114

Supports new development at
west of Benfleet (20) and new
access route

2

The supporting comment is noted.

115

Supports new development
east of Canvey Way (22)

1

The comment is noted.

112
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116

Support the review of Green
Belt boundaries to unlock
more land for housing;
The Council need to consider
the positive socio-economic
impacts of housing delivery and
the negative impacts of not
doing so.
Supports development on
land east of Rayleigh Road

3

1

Paragraph 135 of the NPPF states that Green Belt boundaries
may be reviewed in exceptional cases through the review of a
local plan. As the full objectively assessed need for housing
cannot be accommodated on non-Green Belt sites in Castle
Point, a Green Belt Boundary Review has been undertaken. This
review concluded that those sites included in the new Local Plan
would not impact on the strategic function of the Green Belt in
Castle Point.
The comment is noted.

Against inclusion of the land
to the east of Kings Park
Village into new Green Belt
designation

1

The comment is noted.

117
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SUMMARY OF COMMENTS / MAIN ISSUES RECEIVED FROM STATUTORY CONSULTEES
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No

Comments Summary
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CPBC response

1

Supports CPBC’s work on the
new Local Plan

8

Support to the plan is noted.

2

Supports the CPBC’s Duty to
Co-operate

9

Support is noted.

3

Highlights need and obligation
to establish objectively
assessed housing need

7

The objectively assessed housing need has been established and
will be incorporated in the new local Plan.

4

Highlights need to safeguard the 2
land for future development

The comment has been taken into account and will be reflected in
the new Local Plan where applicable.

5

Supports ‘Infrastructure first’
approach

1

The comment has been taken into account and will be reflected in
the new Local Plan where applicable.

6

Recommends compliance with
NPPF, planning regulations and
government guidance

8

All comments referring to compliance with relevant sections of
NPPF, planning regulations and government guidance have been
reflected in the new Local Plan where applicable.

7

Have commented before

9

All previous comments have been already considered and will be
reflected in the new Local Plan where applicable.
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8

Requires updated Sustainability
Appraisal for new site
allocations

3

All proposed site allocations will be subject to full sustainability
appraisal.

9

Supports promotion of a Joint
Strategic Plan (JSP)

4

Support is noted.

10

Supports economic strategy that
should be aligned with the
proposed delivery of homes

1

The comment has been taken into account and will be reflected in
the new Local Plan where applicable.

11

Objects in principle to an access 1
road from Canvey Island to
Thurrock and specifically to any
reference in the New Local Plan
to a North Thameside Link Road

The comment has been taken into account, the new Local Plan
will reference the need to consider improved access to Canvey
Island, with the need for robust evidence to support any chosen
option.

12

Supports plan for strategic
sustainable transport solutions,
including potential park and ride
options serving South Essex

1

The comment has been taken into account and will be reflected in
the new Local Plan where applicable.

13

Assess the impacts on Natura
2000 sites in the borough and
consider mitigation measures.

1

The comment has been taken into account and will be reflected in
the new Local Plan where applicable.

14

Historic Environment options
should be expanded to include
scheduled monuments, 34

1

The comment has been taken into account and will be reflected in
the new Local Plan where applicable.
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Listed Buildings, 2 conservation
areas, boroughs non-designated
heritage assets and other areas
of archaeological interest
15

With reference to Open Space,
Local Plan should refer to: 2018
South Essex Playing Pitch
Strategy, Essex Design Guide
2018, A Green Future: Our 25
Year Plan (Defra 2018),
emerging Green Infrastructure
Strategy for Essex (2018) and
ECC Sustainable Modes of
Travel Strategy (2016)

1

The comment has been taken into account and will be reflected in
the new Local Plan where applicable.

16

NHS highlights that proposed
growth would have an impact on
healthcare provision within
Castle Point and its implications
if unmitigated would be
unsustainable.

1

This is a strategic comment and it has been already addressed in
the new Local Plan.

17

NHS requires a provision in new
Local Plan for access for
emergency vehicles to new and
existing communities and

1

The comment has been acknowledged and will be addressed in
the new Local Plan where applicable.
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inclusion and access to open
spaces.
18

HSE raises compatibility issues
of site allocations with regard to
Consultation Zones of major
hazard establishments and
major accident hazard pipelines
(MAHPs).

1

The site allocations’ compatibility with Consultation Zones of
major hazard establishments and major accident hazard pipelines
(MAHPs) has been considered. The HSE's Land Use Planning
Methodology has been and will be applied at appropriate stages.

19

The EBA notes that it has
commented before.

1

20

Refers to implementation of the
emerging Essex RAMS.

2

These comments have been taken into account and will be
reflected in relevant sections in the new Local Plan. Furthermore,
it is recognised that the provision of bridleways has not been
addressed as part of draft Policy T3 which deals with active travel
modes. Policy T3 will be enhanced with the provision of
bridleways in appropriate locations.
Comment has been acknowledged and reference to Essex RAMS
will be incorporated in the relevant sections of the new Local
Plan.

21

PLA refers to reference to the
document Air Quality Strategy
(AQS) for the Tidal Thames
(June 2018) in the new Local
Plan.

1

The comment has been acknowledged and reference to the
document Air Quality Strategy (AQS) for the Tidal Thames (June
2018) will be incorporated in the relevant sections of the new
Local Plan.
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22

PLA highlights the need to
maximise the use of the river for
both passengers and freight,
including for the transportation
of construction materials and
waste from development sites.

1

The comment has been acknowledged and will be considered for
taking on in the new Local Plan.

23

The PLA requires a specific river 1
related policy which would
address safety issues.

The comment has been acknowledged and will be considered for
taking on in the new Local Plan.

24

PLA requests to be consulted on 1
any future information on two
potential site allocations: ‘Land
at Thorney Bay Caravan Park'
which is adjacent to the River
Thames and ‘Land at Point
Road' in Oyster Creek. The PLA
considers that particular
attention must be given to the
riverside status of these sites.

The comment is acknowledged and PLA will be notified on these
site allocations when appropriate.

25

SE requires Active Design
guidance to be addressed in the
Local Plan
http://www.sportengland.org/f
acilities-planning/planning-

This comment has been taken into account and will be reflected
in the new Local Plan where applicable.

1
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for-sport/planning-tools-andguidance/active-design/
26

SE requires that the Essex
Design Guide (which has
embedded the Active Design
principles into the guidance)
should be referred to in the
design policies and developers
should be expected to use the
guidance to inform the detailed
design and layout of schemes.

1

The comment has been acknowledged and will be addressed and
incorporated in the relevant sections of the new Local Plan.

27

SE - Replacement provision for
playing fields should be
equivalent or better in terms of
both quality and quantity and
provided in a suitable location
prior to development on the
existing open space facilities;

1

The comment has been acknowledged and will be addressed and
incorporated in the relevant sections of the new Local Plan.

28

SE Policies applying to playing
fields should cover all playing
fields in the Borough, not just
those in educational use (as
proposed in policies HC9 and
HC12 of the 2016 plan)

1

The comment has been acknowledged and will be addressed and
incorporated in the relevant sections of the new Local Plan.
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29

New Local Plan should plan for
infrastructure with regard to the
infrastructure thresholds within
ECC Developer’s Guide to
Infrastructure Contributions
(2016)

1

The comment has been taken into account and will be reflected in
the new Local Plan where applicable.

30

Re-evaluate future education
provision within the borough

1

ECC have been consulted and provided details regarding
education provision. This will be reflected in the new Local Plan.

31

Update the evidence base
regarding latest national health
and wellbeing guidance

1

Evidence base is being updated

32

Replace reference to
‘broadband’ with “ultrafast
broadband”

1

Noted

33

Housing strategy should refer to
document A Green Future: Our
25 Year Plan to Improvement
the Environment (2018) and to
incorporate Strategic Flood risk
Assessment (SFRA) and
Integrated Urban Drainage for
Canvey (IUD) as supporting
evidence to influence the siting
of development.

1

The comment is noted and the new Local Plan will refer to and
take into account recent and emerging evidence.
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34

HE requires that any
development on the following
site allocations will need to
preserve the listed building
located in the area and its
setting:
(12) Land off the Chase,
Thundersley,
(16) Land between Felstead
Road and Catherine Road
Benfleet,
(19) Land west of Glebelands,
Thundersley,
(20) Land west of Benfleet,
(22) Land east of Canvey Road,
(23) Land fronting Canvey Road
and
(24) Land located in north-west
Thundersley

1

All HE’s comments with reference to noted site allocations and
listed buildings have been acknowledged and will be addressed
and incorporated in the relevant sections of the new Local Plan.

35

CITC supports retention of
1
employment sites, is against any
housing development on
Canvey, supports Retirement
Homes, raises concerns about
increased air pollution and
raises concerns about Canvey
Island safety due to hazardous
sites.

Comments in support of retaining employment sites have been
noted. The Local Plan has been produced following National
Guidance regarding housing need. The plan has clear policies
relating to air pollution and hazardous sites.
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36

ECC seeks clarification how the
Local Plan period will align with
Joint Strategic Plan (JSP)

1

The first review of the Local Plan will provide the opportunity to
align with the JSP at whatever stage it has reached.

37

At H2 Residential Institutions to
amend text so all types of
development should have the
same scope of consideration
regarding the protection from
flooding.

1

This comment is noted and planning for flood risk will apply to all
relevant development

38

H5 Land at Thorney Bay
1
caravan park, Canvey Island –
All detailed calculations and
supporting information regarding
flood resilience and resistance
should be provided through the
application stage.
H6 Land at Point Road Canvey
Island – The policy to ensure
that new layout does not
constrain flood defences in
future.

The comments concerning specific site allocations are noted and
will be incorporated into the Local Plan and/or the relevant master
plan for the site.
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39

Comments Summary

H10 Land Fronting Canvey
Road - This site should only be
developed if there are clearly no
other sites available in Castle
Point.
H18 Caravan Parks, TS1 Gypsy
and Traveller Accommodation –
Any caravan site used for shortlet or holidays should have
adequate warning and
evacuation arrangements
provided.
CC1 Responding to Climate
Change – Add CPBC’s water
cycle study as supporting
evidence.
CC2 Canvey Tidal Flood Risk
Management Area, CC4
Hadleigh Marshes Tidal Flood
Risk Management Area and
CC5 South Benfleet Tidal Flood
Risk Management Area- Add
note on future partnership
funding.
CC3 Land Safeguarded for
Future Flood Defence Works –
All councils should in principle
take a more proactive approach
in planning for the riverside.

Number of
respondents

CPBC response

1

The comments are noted and will be taken into account in the
relevant sections of the New Local Plan
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NE7 Ensuring Capacity at Water
Recycling Centres - No
development should have its
foul water directed to Rochford
east WRC which is already over
capacity.
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