


Para 11 (a) 
No-one I’ve met believes that in practice, developers or the council will truly “align 
growth and infrastructure”. Many people in the area already struggle to get doctors or 
dentists appointments or to travel anywhere without sitting in endless traffic queues, 
particularly at peak times. Extra homes will make this worse. If the council forced the 
developers to create the improved infrastructure before building new homes, residents 
might be more amenable to the Local Plan.  
 
However, in some cases (including but not limited to the A129 between the Weir and 
Woodmans junctions, the A129 from Virgin Gym towards  the Woodmans, Hart Road 
from Thundersley village towards the Woodmans, the A13 between Sadlers Farm and 
Tarpots, the Fairglen junction between the A130 and the A127, Sadlers Farm 
roundabout (southbound from Fairglen and westbound from Pitsea)), it’s hard to see 
how traffic could be made to flow more freely (even without more cars due to more 
homes). 
 
The routes listed above (& others not mentioned) already have major traffic issues 
affecting both car and bus travel. Extra housing will exacerbate this. For example, the 
proposed large development east of the A129 and north of Daws Heath Road will 
surely increase traffic on the A129, at the Rayleigh Weir and Woodmans junctions and 
through Thundersley village. Car and bus travel will become almost unviable 
 
Building homes on currently green spaces can only contribute to increased climate 
change rather than mitigating it. 
 
Para 53 
Converting unused, existing non-residential property to residential use is more 
preferable than leaving those properties empty whilst building homes on currently 
green spaces. 
 
Para 53 
“Give particular consideration” is stronger but hardly definitive. Large developer 
companies will always prefer larger scale development for reasons of economies of 
scale. The Local Plan should say that development on green spaces will only be 
considered once it is proven that all brown field sites have been exhausted. 
 
Para 73 
The necessary infrastructure and facilities don’t exist today, even before large scale 
development happens. The Local Plan can’t offer a genuine choice of transport modes 
particularly in terms of car travel as the existing road network is already insufficient at 
peak times. Thousands of extra cars will make this option unviable. See note on para 
11 above. 
 
Para 96 
The plan is unsound because it should state that the public service infrastructure 
should be in place before the housing development commences. 
 
Para 98 
The plan is unsound because it does not stipulate (as the NPPF does) that 
developments will “deliver wider benefits for nature and support efforts to address 



climate change”, neither does it specify what those benefits and efforts are. There 
need to be measurable, objective criteria in the Local Plan. 
 
Para 126 
The council’s suggested modification to policy DS1 is too vague and subjective.  
 
It doesn’t define “beautiful” or “sustainable”. “Beautiful” in the eyes of a 
councillor/developer may mean an entirely different thing to those that have to live 
near developments.  
 
“Expecting buildings and places…….” is also too vague and subjective considering 
the NPPF says that “The creation of high quality, beautiful and sustainable buildings 
and places is fundamental to what the planning and development process should 
achieve.” 
 
The modification also fails to specify criteria for positive contribution to climate change. 
 
Para 131 
Development of green belt sites will necessitate the destruction of hundreds of existing 
trees which is totally against the new NPPF and renders the inclusion of these sites in 
the Local Plan unsound. 
 
Para 140 
The NPPF states “Green Belt boundaries should only be altered where exceptional 
circumstances are fully evidenced and justified”. The Local Plan does not satisfy that 
exceptional circumstances are fully evidenced and justified, and is therefore unsound. 
 
Para 141 
The Local Plan is not robust enough in ensuring that the council “has examined fully 
all other reasonable options for meeting its identified need for development.” 
Residents are concerned (based on historical and recent evidence) that Castle Point 
councillors are unduly influenced by developers and do not truly have residents 
needs at heart.  
 
Para 149 
The Local Plan includes exceptions to the instruction not to build on existing green 
belt, which are not included in this paragraph (points a to g). The plan therefore 
includes proposals for “inappropriate development” in the green belt and is thus 
unsound. 
 
 




