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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.
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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.

0097-5179-D5-24



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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	Paragraph number: 3.45
	Policy reference: Flood Risk and Coastal Management
	Proposals map: S2(g)
	Other: 
	Check Box23: Yes
	Check Box24: Off
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	Check Box26: Yes
	Check Box27: Off
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	Check Box29: Off
	Check Box30: Yes
	2: 
	4 Your comments: I believe this LDP is far too excessive and that elements of the plan, such as location S2(g)  have not had the proper consultation with the community compared to other elements of the plan.I note paragraph 1.30 of LDP “The District is 53rd (out of 376 English local authority areas) in quality of life rankings, placing it in the top 15% nationally” is something we should maintain and not dilute.  The comment within the same paragraph drawing on the negative observation that people are isolated within the district is not being addressed with this LDPI also note and reference paragraph 2.17 of the LDP, “In absolute terms the District had the smallest housing allocation in the region. This was because of the District’s rural nature, the modest size and relative isolation of its settlements, absence of major employment and transport links and the extent of its low-lying coastal areas”.  The East of England Plan prior to this LDP realised the area it was dealing with and restricted growth accordingly.  These issues have now been ignored and no substantial resolutions are in place in the latest LDP.I also refer to paragraph 2.19, how will the LDP be assessed to ensure the adverse impact doesn’t outweigh the benefits.  The people I have polled in the district all believe the LDP adverse impact far outweigh any benefits. I don’t believe the true voice of the district are being listened to.Finally I’d like to refer to paragraph 3.45 of the LDP.  A prime example of where this is being ignored is proposal map reference S2 (g) south of Park Drive.  This is a known flood risk area according the Environment Agency.  As recent as December 2013 it was on high alert of flooding.  So why does the LDP include such areas for development?  Surely, we can see the flood devastation that has been caused in other districts during 2013-14 and agree we should avoid building on these areas at all cost.
	5 Your comments: I would recommend the following changes: -1, Reduce growth in housing projection and plans2, Eliminate plans to build on flood risk areas and locate future developments on safe land3, Aim to improve the areas we have before creating new ones and ignoring areas that need investment nowI believe this will make the LDP sound as it will address the issues I raise in section 2.4 of this document.Thank you for your time.
	7 Your comments: I believe I’m a good representation of an average person in this district.  One who wants to see growth and happiness for all.  One who wants to live in the district and bring up a family in a pleasant environment.  If I want a large housing estate town then I can move to many other places within the region.I’d like to maintain the uniqueness and greatness of our district so believe I would be a good addition speaker to the discussion .
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