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Part 2 - Regulation 19 and 20 of the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) 
(England) Regulations 2012 “Pre-Submission LDP” consultation 
Please note that all comments on the Pre-Submission LDP consultation should be provided by completing 
Part 2 of this form.  A separate completed Part 2 should be provided for each comment made within a 
representation.   

2.1   To which part of the Maldon District Pre-Submission Local Development Plan (LDP) does 
this representation relate?

a. Paragraph number b. Policy reference

c. Proposals map d. Other section (please specify)

2.2   Do you consider the Maldon District Pre-Submission LDP to be  . . . ( as appropriate)

a. Legally compliant YES NO
To be legally compliant the LDP has to be prepared in accordance with the 
Duty to Co-operate and legal and procedural requirements. This is required by 
Government guidance.

b. Sound YES NO

To	be	‘sound’	a	Local	Plan	should	be	positively	prepared,	justified,	effective	and	
consistent with national policy. This is required by Government guidance.
If you do not consider the LDP to be sound, please complete section 2.3 below

2.3 Do you consider the Maldon District to be unsound because it is not . . . ( as appropriate)

a. Positively prepared
To be positively prepared the Plan should be prepared on a strategy which seeks to meet 
objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements

b. Justified
To	be	justified	the	Plan	must	be:
- Founded on a robust and credible evidence base
- The most appropriate strategy when considered against the reasonable alternatives

c. Effective
To be effective the Plan must be:
- Deliverable;
- Flexible;
- Able to be monitored

d. Consistent with National Policy
The Plan must be consistent with Government guidance as set out within the National 
Planning Policy Framework

On the following pages, please explain why you think the Plan is unsound or not legally compliant, and set out any 
changes you feel should be made to the Plan to make the Plan sound or legally compliant.

Please note: As there will not normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations, 
please include all the information, evidence and supporting information necessary to support/justify your 
representation and the suggested change(s) to the Plan. After this stage, further submissions will only be 
invited at the request of the Planning Inspector, based on the matters and issues the Inspector identifies 
for examination.
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2.4   If you consider the Maldon District LDP to be unsound or not legally compliant please 
explain why in the box below.  Please be as precise as possible. Please also use this space 
for any comments in support of the LDP.

If the box is not big enough for your comments, please attach another page marked appropriately.
 
I believe the addition of Reserve sites after the Public consultation phase makes the plan unsound, i also believe that full 
due dilligence hasn`t been completed on the reserve site (RE3) in Burnham-on-Crouch for the following reasons: 
 
1.The addition of reserve sites was discussed at council meetings prior to the public consultation phase, the idea was 
rejected. Leaving aside the location of reserve sites this is a policy issue and if to be included in the final plan this should 
have been put out to public consultation.  
 
2.The public were denied the chance to raise objections to reserve sites, denying them to point out that the uncertainty they 
leave hanging over affected communities is unfair, I believe this means the plan is not positively prepared or justified.  
 
3. Under the regulations enforcing local development plans it is not necessary to include reserve sites, this makes the policy 
not consistent with national policy. 
 
4. Giving Burnham as an example reserve site (RE3) is clearly not necessary as the 3 chosen sites have not only capacity 
for the 450 homes allocated to Burnham , but between them have a capacity approaching 1000, this means the plan is not 
justified. 
 
5. In the preferred options consultation of 2012 site the Burnham reserve site (RE3) was commented on as follows in page 
30:- 
 
"Alternative Spatial Distribution Option 5: Growth to the North and/or East of 
Burnham-on-Crouch 
Land to the north of Burnham-on-Crouch could potentially deliver strategic growth. 
However, this may reduce the visual gap between existing built-up areas. The land to 
the east of Burnham-on-Crouch was discounted because of significant highway capacity 
issues that would be difficult to overcome." 
 
Specifically ECC Highways made the following comments about this site (I quote below from Appendix 2 of the MDC Local 
Development  Plan discussed at the 11th July 2013 meeting of MDC) 
 
"B4 – This site was considered in the December 2010 study, but not as part of the May 2013 work. Again, no concerns were 
raised with the site in terms of highway capacity. However, appropriate access onto Marsh Road is not considered feasible 
due to levels issues and associated restricted visibility, and the fact that it is a narrow route with no footway and is 
subject to the National Speed Limit of 60mph. Due to current road widths and on-street parking, some of the existing estate 
roads are also not considered suitable to serve the proposed site (in particular Alexandra Road and Devonshire Road). 
However, as with B1 and B2, the close proximity of B4 to the town centre and the rail station this could be considered a 
reasonable location for development in terms of discouraging private car use, notwithstanding the safety issues referred to 
above." 
 
 
I can see nothing in the current revision of the LDP which tackles the shortfalls mentioned above, it is important to note that 
access is only possible from the roads mentioned above, Alexandra Road being the main point of access. There has been 
vague talk of parking restrictions however the vast majority of households in this road have no option other than to park in 
the street, often partially on the pavement. This will only get worse over time as car use/ownership continues to rise. The 
road is often blocked by delivery lorries and during the weekly bin collections. 
 
6. No consideration has been given to the rather unique position of Burnham in having just one access point for several 
thousand homes , the above mentioned roads spill out directly on to the one access point to Burnham. I believe that the 
plan originally correctly allocated all building to the North of the railway line and that major developments should not be 
allowed in the main town south of the railway line. 
 
I believe points 5 and 6 show lack of due dilligence and therefore are not justified or effective and while having been added 
as an afterthought is not positively Prepared.
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2.5 Please explain in the box below what change(s) you consider necessary to make the 
Maldon District LDP legally compliant and sound. 

        Please be as precise as possible. Please explain why this change will make the Maldon 
District LDP legally compliant and sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward 
any suggested revised wording of the policies or supporting text.

If the box is not big enough for your comments, please attach another page marked appropriately.
 
In general i am supportive of the Local Development Plan, I believe removing reserve sites from the plan will make it both 
legally compliant and sound. Reserve sites are not required to be in the plan , and were not put out to public consultation.  
 
I believe certainly in the case of Burnham they have been added as an afterthought or perhaps due to lobbying by 
developers but have clearly not gone through the same due-dilligence as the main sites proposed.
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2.6 Do you consider it necessary to attend and give evidence at the hearing part of the 
examination? ( as appropriate)

NO, I wish to communicate through written representations

YES, I wish to speak to the Inspector at the hearing sessions

Please note: The Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to hear those who have 
indicated that they wish to participate at the hearing part of the examination

2.7 If you wish to participate at the hearing part of the examination, please outline why you 
consider this to be necessary

If the box is not big enough for your comments, please attach another page marked appropriately.

This is the end of Part 2 (Regulation 19 and 20) of the response form. Please complete this form for each 
representation you wish to make. You only need to complete Part A once. Please submit all of your response 
forms together.
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✔

I believe it is always better to have the opportunity to speak to someone to fully clarify your meaning. 
 
I assume that by ticking this box this written communication will still be seen by the Inspector should I not be chosen to 
speak at the hearing.
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