PART B -

Reference is made to the appropriate Policy/Appendix numbers in the Draft LDP.

Q1

Q2

Q3

The overall vision is to improve the quality of life for people living and working in
the District and to provide the new homes, jobs and infrastructure required to
meet identified needs and support the local economy, whilst protecting the
District’s heritage and environment.

Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree No Opinion Disagree Disagree
Do you support the overall vision for the District ]
set out in the Draft LDP?(please tick one box)

In order to ensure the LDP will meet the requirements set by Government, the
Council has reviewed the amount of development required to meet identified
housing and employment needs over the next 15 years. As a result, it has been
necessary to increase the proposed number of new homes from 3,000 to 4,410
and to allocate 8.4 hectares of additional employment land.
Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree No Opinion Disagree Disagree

Do you support the proposed level of growth in ]
the District (Policy S2)? (please tick one box)

The main urban areas of Maldon, Heybridge and Burnham-on-Crouch are
considered to be the most appropriate locations for new housing. Following
consideration of alternative options which are detailed in the Draft LDP
(Appendix 6), the following distribution is now proposed.

Do you support the proposed distribution of new housing (Policy S2)?

Total number (please tick one box per line)
Settlement of dwellings
Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree No Opinion Disagree Disagree
Maldon 1,830 [
Heybridge 1,000 []
Burnham-On-Crouch 450 L

If you disagree, is there an alternative distribution of new housing which you
would prefer? [Please use BLOCK CAPITALS]

| AM RELIEVED THAT THE ORIGINAL PROPOSAL FOR 450 NEW HOMES IN A SINGLE SITE AT BURNHAM WEST (WITH
ACCOMPANYING UNNECESSARY RELOCATION OF RAMBLERS FOOTBALL CLUB) HAS BEEN REVIEWED. THIS
WOULD HAVE HAD SIGNIFICANT NEGATIVE IMPACT ON THE FOOTPATHS AND NATURAL OPEN SPACES TO THE
WEST OF THE TOWN AND DESTROY THE UNIQUE IDENTITY OF HISTORICAL CREEKSEA.

HOWEVER, | DO NOT BELIEVE THAT BURNHAM CAN SUSTAIN AN ADDITIONAL 450 HOUSES WITHOUT
CONTRAVENING MANY OF THE POLICIES IN THE DRAFT LDP, PARTICULARLY ITS ABILITY TO ACCOMMODATE THE
AMOUNT OF ADDITIONAL TRAFFIC GENERATED

BURNHAM IS A UNIQUE AND ATTRACTIVE TOWN WITH GREAT COMMUNITY SPIRIT. IT IS SURROUNDED BY
ATTRACTIVE NATURAL OPEN SPACES AND IS POPULAR WITH TOURISTS. MUCH OF THIS IS LIKELY TO BE
COMPROMISED BY THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT WHILST MANY OF THE STATED BENEFITS ARE UNLIKELY AND
UNNECESSARY.

WHILE | RECOGNISE THE NEED TO BUILD ADDITIONAL HOUSING IN THE DISTRICT, SURELY THERE ARE
ALTERNATIVES WHICH WILL NOT DESTROY A TOWN WHICH IS UNIQUE AND POPULAR WITH TOURISTS AND
LOCALS ALIKE. A GARDEN SUBURB SOMEWHERE NEARER TO MAJOR CENTRES OF EMPLOYMENT AND
HOSRPITALS WITH BETTER ROADS, LESS TO LOSE AND MORE TO GAIN WOULD MAKE MORE SENSE AND COMPLY
WITH MORE OF THE OBJECTIVES STATED IN THE LDP.
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Q4

Q5

Q6

Q7

Q8

It is proposed to develop two Garden Suburbs in Maldon and Heybridge which
will be comprehensively planned to ensure the provision of a mix of housing,
community and educational facilities, open space and new transport provision.

Strongly Strongly

Agree Agree No Opinion Disagree Disagree
Do you agree with the proposals for []
development in Maldon and Heybridge
(Policy S4)? (please tick one box)

The distribution of new housing in Burnham-on-Crouch has been reviewed in
response to comments received during the last consultation. It is now proposed
to distribute the new housing between three smaller sites instead of one large
site.
Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree No Opinion Disagree Disagree
Do you support the strategy for housing ]
development in Burnham-on-Crouch (Policy
S6)? (please tick one box)

In response to comments made during the last consultation, the number of new
dwellings to be accommodated in North Fambridge has been reduced from 300
to 75.
Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree No Opinion Disagree Disagree
Do you support the strategy for housing M
development in North Fambridge (Policy S7)?
(please tick one box)

In order to provide for local housing needs and support local services, it is
proposed to make provision for a total of 345 new dwellings in other rural
villages in the District. A Rural Allocations Development Plan Document will be
produced after completion of the LDP in consultation with local communities to
identify appropriate sites for development.

Strongly Strongly

Agree Agree No Opinion Disagree Disagree

Do you support the strategy for housing M

development in other rural villages (Policy S7)?
(please tick one box)

A policy has been included in the Draft LDP to ensure that the use or display of
advertisements do not have an adverse impact on amenity and public safety.

Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree No Opinion Disagree Disagree
Do you agree with this approach (Policy D6)? ]
(please tick one box)
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Q9

010

Q11

Q12

013

The Draft LDP seeks to provide adequate land to promote employment
development, job creation and to allow for the expansion of existing businesses.

Strongly Strongly

Agree Agree No Opinion Disagree Disagree
Do you support the proposals for new M
employment development in Maldon and the
extension to the Burnham Business Park
(Policy E1)? (please tick one box)

Increasing the supply of affordable housing is one of the Council’s key priorities.

Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree No Opinion Disagree Disagree

Do you agree with the local requirements for ]
affordable housing provision (Policy H1)?
(please tick one box)

The Council is committed to working with our partners to improve healthcare
facilities within the District

Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree No Opinion Disagree Disagree

Do you support development on an appropriate ]
greenfield location at the edge of Maldon if it
were to deliver a new Community Hospital or

similar healthcare facilities (Policy | 2)? (please
tick one box)

Primrose Meadow is an area of green space situated off Mundon Road, Maldon

Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree No Opinion Disagree Disagree

Do you support the production of a Primrose ]
Meadow Planning Brief to manage the future

use of the site (Policy | 3)? (please tick one
box)

The Council has produced an updated Sustainability Appraisal to support the
Draft LDP which is available on the Council’s website. Do you have any
comments on this? [Please use BLOCK CAPITALS]

| BELIEVE THAT THE PROPOSALS FOR BURNHAM WILL HAVE A NEGATIVE RATHER THAN POSITIVE IMPACT ON A
NUMBER OF THE SUSTAINABILITY ISSUES, INCLUDING:

5. BUILDING HOUSES ON THREE ATTRACTIVE GREEN FIELD SITES WILL DAMAGE, RATHER THAN PROTECT OR
ENHANCE THE LOCAL TOWNSCAPE, HERITAGE ASSETS OR THEIR SETTINGS

12. MOST EXISTING BURNHAM RESIDENTS ARE WITHIN EASY WALKING DISTANCE OF ALL FACITLITES. AN EXTRA
450 HOUSES ON THE OUTSKIRTS OF TOWN WILL THEREFORE SIGNIFICANTLY INCREASE JOURNEY MILES
UNDERTAKEN BY CAR, REGARDLESS OF THE PROVISION OF WALKING AND CYCLE ROUTES.

14. BUILDING ON ATTRACTIVE GREEN FIELD SITES WILL DESTROY, NOT MAINTAIN OR EHANCE OUR
COUNTRYSIDE. AND HOW CAN WE BELIEVE THAT PROTECTING OUR LOCAL LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AND
UNIQUE SKYLINE WILL BE A CONSIDERATION WHEN APPROVAL HAS RECENTLY BEEN GIVEN TO REPLACING THE
FORMER CEFAS SITE WITH HIGH DENSITY 3.5 STORY CHARACTERLESS HOUSES ON THE EDGE OF THE
QUAY/RECREATION GROUND.

16. ALL OF THE ABOVE WILL HAVE THE OPPOSITE EFFECT TO DEVELOPING AND SUPPORTING SUSTAINABLE
TOURISM

BURNHAM ALREADY HAS HAS MORE OF THE BENEFITS LISTED IN PARA 1.1.12 THAN MOST TOWNS - PLEASE LET
US KEEP IT THAT WAY

Maldon District Madon District Council, Princes Road, Maldon, Essex CM9 5DL



Q14 Do you wish to comment on the Proposals Map or any other Policies in the
Draft LDP?

Please enter here which Policy Number / Paragraph number you refer to 36

Please enter your comments in the box below [Please use BLOCK CAPITALS]

S6.1 ONE THING THAT MAY HAVE BEEN OVELOOKED IS THAT BURNHAM IS A COMPACT TOWN AND THE MAJORITY OF
RESIDENTS LIVE WITHIN EASY WALKING DISTANCE OF ALL FACILITIES (RAILWAY STATION, SHOPS, SCHOOLS, SURGERY,
LEISURE ETC) SO EXISTING CAR USE IS RELATIVELY LOW. AS THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENTS ARE ALL ON THE
OUTSKIRTS OF TOWN, CAR USE PER OCCUPANT IS LIKELY TO DISPROPORTIONATELY HIGHER THAN IT IS NOW. WITH ONLY
ONE NARROW, BENDY ROAD IN/OUT OF TOWN AND LIMITED PARKING IN THE TOWN ITSELF IT IS HARD TO SEE HOW
(MAYBE 1000) EXTRA CARS CAN BE ACCOMMODATED. MITIGATION MEASURES CAN NOT BE MADE WITHOUT HAVING AN
ADVERSE IMPACT ON THE CHARACTER OF THE TOWN, ESPECIALLY IF JUNCTION IMPROVEMENTS WILL INCLUDE
REPLACING THE HISTORIC PLANE TREE AT THE MALDON ROAD/CHURCH ROAD JUNCTION WITH A CHARACTERLESS
ROUNDABOUT.THE PROPOSALS ALSO SEEM TO CONTRAVENE POLICIES T2.1, T2.3, T2.5 AND T2.7 AND PARAS 7.1 AND 7.5

S6.4 THE DOCUMENT NOTES THAT THERE WILL BE A PRESUMPTION AGAINST ANY DEVELOPMENT WHICH MAY LEAD TO
THE LOSS, DEGRADATION, FRAGMENTATION AND/OR ISOLATION OF EXISTING OR PROPOSED GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE.
BURNHAM ALREADY HAS PLENTY OF CENTRALLY SITUATED PUBLIC GREEN SPACES AND IS SURROUNDED BY ATTRACTIVE
NATURAL ENVIRONMENT MUCH OF WHICH WILL BE LOST BY THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENTS.

S6.5 AND S6.14 BURNHAM ALREADY HAS CHARACTER, HISTORY, DISTINCTIVENESS, ATTRACTIVE LANDSCAPE, A SENSE OF
PLACE, IDENTITY, AND A HARMONIOUS RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN TOWN AND COUNTRY. ALL OF THESE ARE LIKELY TO BE
COMPROMISED BY THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENTS.

S6.12 OLDER PEOPLE NEED TO BE WITHIN EASY WALKING DISTANCE OF LOCAL FACILITIES, NOT ON THE OUTSKIRTS OF
TOWN. ALSO, IN PARA 8.18 IT IS ESTIMATED THAT ... 45% OF RESIDENTS IN THE DISTRICT CAN TRAVEL TO BROOMFIELD
HOSPITAL IN 15 MINUTES. HOWEVER, FROM BURNHAM IT TAKES ABOUT 60 MINUTES BY CAR AND CONSIDERABLY LONGER
BY BUS - HARDLY SUITABLE FOR OLDER PEOPLE

Q15 If you wish to make any other comments on the Draft LDP, enter your comments
in the box below [Please use BLOCK CAPITALS]

| HAVE LIVED IN BURNHAM ALL OF MY 62 YEARS AND HAVE SEEN MANY
CHANGES, SOME GOOD SOME BAD. | HAVE ALSO TRAVELLED EXTENSIVELY
AND AM FAR FROM CONSERVATIVE, NARROW-MINDED OR NIMBY-IST.
HOWEVER, THE MORE TIME | SPEND HERE THE MORE | REALISE WHAT A
SPECIAL PLACE BURNHAM IS. | MEET MANY OTHERS WHO FEEL THE SAME
WAY. PLEASE HELP US KEEP IT SPECIAL

Thank you for taking the time to complete this questionnaire. Your comments
are important and will be fully considered. Please see Maldon District
Council's website for future information about the progress of the LDP.

If you need further assistance please contact the Planning Policy Team by
email at policy@maldon.gov.uk or by telephone on 01621 876202

This document can be made available on request in larger print, braille and

audio and in languages other than English. To obtain a copy in an alternative
format please contact the Planning Policy Team on 01621 876202.
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