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HEYBRIDGE RESIDENTS ASSOCIATION  0175/1 

para 4 

MDC have not sought to engage with Heybridge Residents Association (HRA) 
at any time in accordance with SCI Chapter 2 despite the fact we are a 
substantial community group with over 400 members.  We have asked 
Fiona Marshall (CE MDC)  for involvement by e.mail on 24/3/14 and 27/4/14 
but have received no response . See App 1 for copy emails 

Our only direct engagement has comprised of being asked to leave the steps 
of the Council Offices on the 12th March 2014 when approx 20 members of 
the Residents Association delivered its Pre-Submission LDP representation, 
as we were deemed to be intimidating.  There was further engagement with 
Cllr Miriam Lewis at our first public meeting when she made two pledges 
namely “these houses will be built whether you like it or not” and “not one 
brick will be laid until the Flood Alleviation Scheme is in place”. This surely 
flies in the face of the SCI. 

SCI para 4 indicates the level of community involvement for consultations and 
this was followed for the draft LDP in 2013 with leafleting of every household. 
The Pre-submission LDP was not given the same publicity with reliance 
placed mainly on the local newspaper.  Many of our members were therefore 
unaware that MDC proposed a 37% increase in the housing allocation for 
NHGS until it was too late.  This variable approach to engagement is 
undemocratic.  Furthermore the Addendum to the adopted SCI of 21/6/2012 
does not include the LDP in it’s ambit.  It is therefore unclear what level of 
publicity MDC felt they were bound to provide.  We therefore consider that the 
level of publicity given to the Pre-Submission LDP was disingenuous and 
designed to avoid public engagement.  This is confirmed by the fact that MDC 
received 3686 responses to the Draft LDP in 2013 and yet only 225 to the 
Pre-submission LDP in 2014. 

To remedy the above we believe a fresh public consultation of the calibre 
conducted in 2013 should be undertaken if NHGS is to be pursued.  It would 
also be appropriate to clarify the precise requirements for consultation over 
the LDP in the SCI. 

Para 6 

MDC only considered 8 spacial growth scenarios (SHLAA 2012 & EB037) 
and all of the these focus on the increased urbanisation of Heybridge, Maldon 
and Burnham with only scenarios 5 & 7 indicating an expansion of 
N.Fambridge and Lachingdon respectively.  Althorne is ignored altogether 
despite occupying high ground and having a railway station.  Growth of 



Lachingdon (P5) looks favourable and yet is dismissed although there is a 
strange reference to N.Fambridge in this section . 
 
The SHLAA 2012 EB056a Page 26 states that there are a potential 20242 
deliverable dwellings across the district in years 0-15 but only 483 were within 
the constraints of policy guidelines at the time.  This is far in excess of 
projected housing need but demonstrates that there is ample land supply .It is 
purely policy dictating what land becomes available.  
 
It is the view of HRA that MDC approached the LDP by placing their Strategic 
Growth where there are the greatest developer incentives and pressure.  In 
other words they have opted for a 'quick fix' scenario rather then spread the 
burden and benefit of development across the district. This is confirmed in 
paras 2.2.3 and 2.2.4 of the Report of Head of Planning Services dated 
10/7/2014 in response to the petition submitted by SMAG. Para 2.2.8 
demonstrates MDC’s entrenched position.  Perhaps a councillor lives in 
Althorne or is that too cynical?  The sustainability of NHGS has not been 
tested robustly against reasonable alternative strategies. 
 
Policy T1 para 7.7 of the LDP accepts that optimising rail transport is to be 
encouraged and this objective would be fulfilled by the enlargement of 
existing settlements in the south of the district or by the creation of a new 
town/village. 
 
The SA @ SD03 in para 7.27 states that development of the more southerly 
towns could have a negative impact on social objectives but does not state 
why and so such areas are summarily dismissed without due consideration. 
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