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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.
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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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	5 Your comments: Hatfield Peverel Parish Council comments on Maldon District Council 2014 Pre-submission LDP documentation


Hatfield Peverel Parish Council (HPPC) commented on previous submissions of this documentation during earlier public consultations in 2009 and 2013 particularly, but not exclusively, with regard to traffic implications of 3000+ houses in North Maldon and Heybridge impacting on the B1019 road through Hatfield Peverel to access Boreham, the A12 routes and Hatfield Peverel station. These comments have been totally ignored and no reference to the B1019 appears to have been made in the documentation for public consumption until the pre-submission stage in March 2014.

It appears from the pre-submission documentation that Braintree District Council (BDC) Planning Dept drew Maldon District Council (MDC) attention to the B1019 for the first time in May 2013. Essex County Council (ECC) Highways commissioned a Technical Note – in reality a feasibility report – which concluded in December 2013 that the junction of the B1019 and B1137 The Street in Hatfield Peverel is already over capacity and there is no practical solution to overcome the increase in traffic flow from the proposed development at North Maldon and Heybridge which is now in excess of 4000 dwellings. The conclusion from this report is that a new road should be built but is expensive therefore sustainable means of public transport could be addressed. Practically there is only one cost effective answer – a new road from Maldon northwards to the A12 to service demand to the A12, the main line railway, Stansted and the Haven Gateway ports.

The ECC Highways results are disturbing for all users of the B1019 and B1137, and particularly for Hatfield Peverel village residents, especially as there is no immediate  solution available. At peak times the ECC Highways figures show that there is an overcapacity problem for one of the 3 arms of the junction. In the remodelled situation  there is serious overcapacity for all arms  and much queuing, and  on one arm extending nearly half a kilometre  down  the Street resulting in a queue of up to 400 + cars! 

The over capacity also does not take into account the periodic, and increasingly frequent, traffic contingencies  arising from A12 incidents/  closures and  the B1137 acting as the  official diversion route for the A12. Regularly the A12 is diverted through the Street (B1137) mostly at peak times, giving major tailbacks for traffic approaching the village from Maldon causing congestion in the area and increasing the response times of the emergency services as the B1137 and B1019 form part of the main emergency route to the villages of Ulting, Langford, Heybridge and the Dengie from Boreham and Witham Police Fire and Ambulance teams.

Hatfield Peverel experiences traffic congestion from a number of  sources  including commuting of  the employment outflow from Maldon,  commuter access to the mainline railway station, a  large milk processing factory with recorded  HGV traffic  ingress and outflow of one vehicle every 6 minutes round the clock, and traffic accessing the headquarters of one UK's largest agricultural and plant equipment suppliers, plus a number of  small businesses, retail outlets, area  medical centre serving  several villages, and a number of popular restaurants and pubs.. Commuters from outside the village also clog up the village streets and increasingly parking restrictions are having to be imposed which are impacting on local residents. This will increase greatly once the Maldon development comes on stream as free parking will be very attractive until HPPC can impose more yellow lines in the  village.

There are serious Health and Safety aspects also when one considers the drastic increase in HGV numbers that will occur with this huge development. We are already seeing a huge growth in foreign 60 tonne vehicles from the Haven Gateway ports early morning , lunchtime and mid afternoon through the village, encouraged by MDC signage as a HGV route to the A12 from Maldon.  Two HGV’s passing at 30mph on the narrow roads leave very little room for pedestrians with children on the pavements. Yet a further  impacting factor is the  A12 north on slip which is acknowledged by the Highways Agency as being substandard and will be increasingly used by left hand drive lorries heading to the Haven Gateway.

HPPC have held a public meeting to air the information contained in the pre-submission documentation and so many people wanted to attend on 6th March that there is to be a further meeting on 19th March for the overflow who were unable to enter the Hall. The above is only a brief summary from the first meeting but a full  paper will be presented to the Planning Inspector in due course. 
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