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The Local Development Framework Committee deals
with

the Council's responsibilities relating to the Local
Development Framework.



Information for Members of the Public

Access to information and meetings

You have the right to attend all meetings of the Council, its Committees and Cabinet.
You also have the right to see the agenda, which is usually published 5 working days
before the meeting, and minutes once they are published. Dates of the meetings are
available at www.colchester.gov.uk or from Democratic Services.

Have Your Say!

The Council values contributions from members of the public. Under the Council's Have
Your Say! policy you can ask questions or express a view to meetings, with the
exception of Standards Committee meetings. If you wish to speak at a meeting or wish
to find out more, please pick up the leaflet called “Have Your Say” at Council offices and
at www.colchester.gov.uk

Private Sessions

Occasionally meetings will need to discuss issues in private. This can only happen on a
limited range of issues, which are set by law. When a committee does so, you will be
asked to leave the meeting.

Mobile phones, pagers, cameras, audio recorders

Please ensure that all mobile phones and pagers are turned off before the meeting
begins and note that photography or audio recording is not permitted.

Access

There is wheelchair access to the Town Hall from St Runwald Street. There is an
induction loop in all the meeting rooms. If you need help with reading or understanding
this document please take it to Angel Court Council offices, High Street, Colchester or
telephone (01206) 282222 or textphone 18001 followed by the full number that you wish
to call and we will try to provide a reading service, translation or other formats you may
need.

Facilities

Toilets with lift access, if required, are located on each floor of the Town Hall. A vending
machine selling hot and cold drinks is located on the first floor and ground floor.

Evacuation Procedures

Evacuate the building using the nearest available exit. Make your way to the assembly
area in the car park in St Runwald Street behind the Town Hall. Do not re-enter the
building until the Town Hall staff advise you that it is safe to do so.

Colchester Borough Council, Angel Court, High Street, Colchester
telephone (01206) 282222 or textphone 18001 followed by the full number you wish
to call
e-mail: democratic.services@colchester.gov.uk
www.colchester.gov.uk




Local Development Framework Committee

To deal with the Council's responsibilities relating to the Local
Development Framework.



COLCHESTER BOROUGH COUNCIL
LOCAL DEVELOPMENT FRAMEWORK COMMITTEE
7 June 2010 at 6:00pm

Members

Chairman : Councillor Colin Sykes.

Deputy Chairman : Councillor Martin Goss.
Councillors John Jowers, Kim Naish, Elizabeth Blundell,
Mark Cory, Beverly Davies, Christopher Garnett and
Henry Spyvee.

Substitute Members : Al members of the Council who are not members of the

Planning Committee.

Agenda - Part A

(open to the public including the media)

Pages
Welcome and Announcements

(@) The Chairman to welcome members of the public and
Councillors and to remind all speakers of the requirement for
microphones to be used at all times.

(b) Atthe Chairman's discretion, to announce information on:

« action in the event of an emergency;

« mobile phones switched off or to silent;
« location of toilets;

« introduction of members of the meeting.

Substitutions

Members may arrange for a substitute councillor to attend a meeting
on their behalf, subject to prior notice being given. The attendance of
substitute councillors must be recorded.

Urgent Items

To announce any items not on the agenda which the Chairman has
agreed to consider because they are urgent and to give reasons for
the urgency.

Declarations of Interest

The Chairman to invite Councillors to declare individually any personal
interests they may have in the items on the agenda.



If the personal interest arises because of a Councillor's membership
of or position of control or management on:

« any body to which the Councillor has been appointed or
nominated by the Council; or
« another public body

then the interest need only be declared if the Councillor intends to
speak on that item.

If a Councillor declares a personal interest they must also consider
whether they have a prejudicial interest. If they have a prejudicial
interest they must leave the room for that item.

If a Councillor wishes to make representations on an item on which
they have a prejudicial interest they may do so if members of the
public are allowed to make representations. In such circumstances a
Councillor must leave the room immediately once they have finished
speaking.

An interest is considered to be prejudicial if a member of the public
with knowledge of the relevant facts would reasonably regard it as so

significant that it is likely to prejudice the Councillor’s judgement of the

public interest.

Councillors should consult paragraph 7 of the Meetings General
Procedure Rules for further guidance.

Have Your Say!

(a) The Chairman to invite members of the public to indicate if they
wish to speak or present a petition at this meeting — either on an item
on the agenda or on a general matter not on this agenda. You should
indicate your wish to speak at this point if your name has not been
noted by Council staff.

(b) The Chairman to invite contributions from members of the public
who wish to Have Your Say! on a general matter not on this agenda.

Minutes

To confirm as a correct record the minutes of the meetings held on 1
February and 19 May 2010.

Local Development Framework Update

See report by the Head of Strategic Policy and Regeneration.

8-13



10.

11.

Boxted Joint Village Design Statement and Parish Plan

See report by the Head of Strategic Policy and Regeneration.

Colchester North Station Master Plan Supplementary Planning
Document Public Consultation Results

See report by the Head of Strategic Policy and Regeneration.

North Colchester Urban Extension Supplementary Planning
Document Public Consultation Results

See report by the Head of Strategic Policy and Regeneration.

Exclusion of the Public

In accordance with Section 100A(4) of the Local Government Act
1972 to exclude the public, including the press, from the meeting so
that any items containing exempt information (for example confidential
personal, financial or legal advice), in Part B of this agenda (printed on
yellow paper) can be decided. (Exempt information is defined in
Section 100l and Schedule 12A of the Local Government Act 1972).

14 - 46

47 - 72

73 -98



LOCAL DEVELOPMENT FRAMEWORK COMMITTEE
1 FEBRUARY 2010

Present :- Councillor Nick Cope (Chairman)
Councillors Elizabeth Blundell, Robert Davidson,
Christopher Garnett, Martin Goss, Chris Hall,
John Jowers and Kim Naish

Also in Attendance :- Councillor Nick Barlow

Councillor Christopher Garnett (in respect of his membership of Langham
Parish Council) declared a personal interest in the following item pursuant to
the provisions of Meetings General Procedure Rule 7(3)

18. Have Your Say!

Parish Councillor Tony Ellis, Chairman of Langham Parish Council Planning
Sub-Committee, addressed the Committee pursuant to the provisions of
Meetings General Procedure Rule 5(3). The parish council is concerned at
the procedures for the submission of the site allocations document to the
Planning Inspector. The Committee signed off the document for consultation
in September and invited comments on whether the document was sound or
unsound and provided supporting documents. This should not have been an
opportunity to submit further proposals which have been passed to the
Planning Inspector without the opportunity for people to comment upon them.
This is a way of offering up additional proposals which should have been
included by the 2009 deadline and on this basis they should not have been
passed to the Inspector.

Members of the Committee questioned whether parish and borough
councillors would have an opportunity to comment on such sites and
requested that the Spatial Policy Team look at whether any other parishes
were similarly affected.

Karen Syrett, Spatial Policy Manager, agreed with Parish Councillor Ellis.
She explained that the process had changed recently by the introduction of a
consultation stage immediately prior to the submission stage and she
reassured him that his comments would be made known to the Inspector,
particularly because land has not been allocated in Langham on the site
proposals map and any new proposals will be resisted. This situation was
slightly different because the parish council were in agreement with the
Council’s proposals for Langham. The Inspector has asked for a draft list of
who will attend the hearing sessions, so where sites in Langham are included
1



she will be asking for either the borough councillor or a parish councillor
representative to be part of the team for that discussion and to be able to
attend in their own right. If that is not permitted she will ensure the views of
the parish council are made known and requested that any comments be
passed to her.

19. Minutes

The minutes of the meetings held on 28 September 2009 and 12 November
2009 were confirmed as a correct record.

Councillor Kim Naish (in respect of being a private hire driver) declared a
personal interest in the following item pursuant to the provisions of
Meetings General Procedure Rule 7(3)

Councillor Nick Barlow (in respect of being a resident in North Station Road)
declared a personal interest in the following item pursuant to the provisions
of Meetings General Procedure Rule 7(3)

Councillor Martin Goss (in respect of his membership of Myland Parish
Council) declared a personal interest in the following item pursuant to the
provisions of Meetings General Procedure Rule 7(3)

Councillor John Jowers (in respect of his memberships of Essex County
Council for which he is also the Cabinet member with responsibility for
planning; the East of England Regional Planning Panel; the Regional Flood
Defence Committee; the National Urban Design Commission; and the Essex
Rural Communities Commission) declared a personal interest in the
following item pursuant to the provisions of Meetings General Procedure
Rule 7(3)

20. Colchester North Station Master Plan - Supplementary Planning
Document

The Committee considered a report by the Head of Strategic Policy and
Regeneration together with the draft Colchester North Station Master Plan
Supplementary Planning Document (SPD). The Committee was requested to
comment on the draft SPD and then to delegate authority to the Head of
Strategic Policy and Regeneration to make minor amendments to the draft
document, including the changes listed in Section 6 of the report, prior to the
formal public consultation stage as prescribed by Regulation 17 of the Town
2



and Country Planning (Local Development) (England) Regulations 2004.

Karen Syrett, Spatial Policy Manager, and James Firth, Planning Policy
Officer, attended to assist the Committee in its deliberations.

Patrick Mills, Chairman of Myland Parish Council, addressed the Committee
pursuant to the provisions of Meetings General Procedure Rule 5(3). He
asked the Committee to reject the draft master plan on the grounds that it
lacked ambition, vision, imagination and aspiration. He believed that the
terms of reference should encourage officers to strive for ambition and
creativity. He was concerned about the lack of progression on traffic
management at North Station which is very congested at peak times, and the
prospect of further housing developments to the north of the town yet to be
built which will lead to more traffic. He considered that the master plan offered
only short term fixes and no long term solutions; that the street scene
proposals were disappointing with little prospect of improvements to the
gateway to Colchester from the Station. He was also concerned at the lack of
consideration given to compulsory purchase which should be raised and
discussed.

Karen Syrett urged the Committee to agree to the consultation to gather a
wider set of views. She disagreed that the document only offered short term
measures because it took a long term look traffic solutions and gave a good
impression of how things could look in the future.

Councillor Barlow, Castle Ward, attended and, with the consent of the
Chairman, addressed the Committee. He considered that it was important
that the consultation reaches as wide an audience as possible, particularly in
an area such as this which is trying to create a sense of community, He also
considered it important to look at priorities because the available resources
will not be able to deliver everything, including traffic and transport. He
considered the priority areas to be pedestrian and cycling links.

Members of the Committee made a number of observations, including:-

. traffic congestion in the area at peak times and at weekends was raised
as a major issue in the area but did not appear to be included in the
document for people to comment on. This should be rectified before it
goes out for consultation,

. there may be a further traffic impact once the A12 junction is completed,
and developments to the north of the town would result in more traffic in
the area,

. there has been talk of changing the roundabout at North Station and even
the rail bridge being widened, but these issues were not in the document.
The roundabout at North Station should be completely redesigned,
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the appearance of the North Station area is very poor as the main
gateway from the main rail station to the town and needs improving; a
covered walkway and cycle way from the station to the bridge were
suggested. People with disabilities comment that North Station is
impossible for them to use. Serious consideration should be given to the
amount of parking at North Station, and to the distance between the
station and the car park. The reason for the underuse of the car park was
likely to be the high cost,

there is a lack of parking in this area generally,

partnership working with Network Rail, the bus companies and Essex
County Council would be important for the masterplan,

neither the park and ride nor the new A12 junction have been built, so
people would be consulted on something without knowing the outcome.
The park and ride facility in Chelmsford was being used by commuters to
access the rail station,

whilst bus and cycle facilities were supported, it should be recognised
that people would still need a car to access other facilities. Buses were
inadequate, expensive and unreliable and it is cheaper to take a family of
four into town by car,

the consultation would highlight the issues and traffic modelling would be
inevitable, but that could take 3-4 months. There was support for a delay
to enable traffic modelling if the work would provide a practical solution.
There was a query on whether a consultation on a proposed solution
could be done without first knowing whether the solution was workable,
the Albert roundabout: the money spent here has not necessarily made
the area pedestrian friendly; there was a request for shared space at this
roundabout,

there was support for better use of the underpasses under the railway
track which needed to be improved. It was suggested that traffic could
access the Cowdray Centre and the leisure centre via an underpass but a
new road would require the co-operation of the rail company and its
viability was questioned. This scenario was not mentioned,

there was support for the sections on trees, the permeability of Cowdray
Avenue, pedestrian access and cycle facilities,

the document should contain a clear annotation so that consultees are
aware that the Committee placed great importance to the management of
traffic movements. As it is it does not give enough emphasis to traffic
movements,

the language in the document was an issue. The final document should
be a well designed, thoughtful solution, and the basis of a thorough
consultation. Every effort should be made to ask the right questions, to
ensure that every resident in Colchester has an opportunity to respond,
and due consideration should be given to responses.



Karen Syrett assured the Committee that Essex County Council have been
involved from the outset; appointing consultants, steering group meetings and
traffic modelling which will help inform the consultation. She confirmed that the
public would be asked about traffic and that the road link between the
Cowdray Centre and Turner Rise was mentioned in the document which would
be amended to illustrate it prior to the consultation process. She also
confirmed that the public would be asked about traffic and that Paul Wilkinson
had been working with partners, particularly with the railway companies on the
Station Travel Plan. She explained that the car park at North Station was not
used to capacity so there was no justification for increasing it, but there may
be better ways of utilising the land. The council would not want to spend too
much money on traffic modelling when the results of the consultation could
influence what the council wanted to model.

Paul Wilkinson explained that this was a very complex area in terms of
transport and land use. The whole street scene from building line to building
line will be under consideration. In terms of utilising the space, this would be
an ambitious plan containing radical proposals. Bus priorities would be high
profile in the plan and would link developments in the north through to the town
centre. There were many pedestrian and cycle movements out of the railway
station and a lot of short trips made by car when other modes of transport
were available. Currently the street space does not work very well for
anyone. There was a wish to see Network Rail take the space around the
three buildings more seriously.

RESOLVED (ONE voted AGAINST) that —

(a) The Head of Strategic Policy and Regeneration be authorised to make
minor amendments to the draft Colchester North Station Master Plan
Supplementary Planning Document prior to the public consultation, including
the changes listed in section 6 to the report and the proposed annotation
regarding the committee’s view that not enough emphasis has been given to
traffic management in the document.

(b) The amended draft Colchester North Station Master Plan
Supplementary Planning Document be progressed to the formal public
consultation stage as prescribed by Regulation 17 of the Town and Country
Planning (Local Development )(England) Regulations 2004.

Councillor John Jowers (in respect of his memberships of Essex County
Council for which he is also the Cabinet member with responsibility for
planning; the East of England Regional Planning Panel; the Regional Flood
Defence Committee; the National Urban Desian Commission; and the Essex
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Rural Communities Commission) declared a personal interest in the
following item pursuant to the provisions of Meetings General Procedure
Rule 7(3)

Councillor Robert Davidson (in respect of much of Pyfleet ward being
coastline) declared a personal interest in the following item pursuant to the
provisions of Meetings General Procedure Rule 7(3)

21. Draft Essex and South Suffolk Shoreline Management Plan (SMP)

The Committee considered a report by the Head of Strategic Policy and
Regeneration together with the draft Essex and South Suffolk Shoreline
Management Plan (SMP). The Environment Agency as lead authority for the
SMP project is seeking to secure partner support for the SMP prior to it being
released for public consultation from 15 March to 18 June 2010. Itis
considered appropriate to report the document to the Committee prior to public
consultation to provide an opportunity for the Committee to inform the
Council’s response to the formal public consultation. Following the
consultation, the document will be amended by the Environment Agency and
the intention is to publish the final SMP towards the end of 2010.

Beverley McClean, Coast and Countryside Planner, attended to assist the
Committee in its deliberations.

The Committee were supportive of the SMP. The development of an SMP
was not a statutory requirement but certain issues will fall into statutory areas,
such as the Marine Bill, inter-coastal zone management and nature reserves.
It has a significant resonance with climate change issues. There have been a
number of debates and consultations and each one has been very well
attended. The SMP will not impact on the Colchester Borough Council area
as much as other areas. Whilst new walls would be built in some areas, it
was understood that new armoured wall was not sustainable and costly. It
was noted that West Mersea Town has no sea defences and there was a
request that Mersea Island, and Cobmarsh Island in particular, be given more
prominence. The Management Plan looks forward 100 years and will link into
the strategic management plans. Beverley McClean was congratulated on her
input to the Management Plan.

RESOLVED (UNANIMOUSLY) that —

(a) The Committee’s comments be forwarded to the Environment Agency
for consideration.

(b) The draft Essex and South Suffolk Shoreline Management Plan be

endorsed for the purpose of a public consultation process.
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LOCAL DEVELOPMENT FRAMEWORK COMMITTEE
19 MAY 2010

Present :- Councillors Mark Cory, Beverly Davies,
Martin Goss, John Jowers, Kim Naish,
Henry Spyvee and Colin Sykes

Chairman

RESOLVED that Councillor C. Sykes be appointed Chairman for the ensuing
Municipal Year.

Deputy Chairman

RESOLVED that Councillor Goss be appointed Deputy Chairman for the
ensuing Municipal Year.
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Report of gggg |:aei’::ir;l;eglc Policy and Author Karen Syrett
01206 506477
Title Local Development Framework Update
Wards All
affected

The Local Development Framework Committee is asked to note the current

position with the LDF and the adopted delegation arrangements.

1.1

1.2

2.1

3.1

4.1

4.2

4.3

Decision(s) Required

To note the Council’s progress on the Local Development Framework.
To remind members of the adopted delegation arrangements.
Reasons for Decision(s)

The Council as Local Planning Authority is obliged under the Planning and Compulsory
Purchase Act 2004 (as amended) and Regulations to implement the obligations placed
upon it. This report sets out how these obligations are discharged.

Alternative Options
No alternative options are suggested — this report is for information only.
Supporting Information

The 2004 Act provides that each local planning authority must prepare and maintain a
Local Development Scheme (LDS). This is a three year programme which sets out what
Local Development Documents (LDDs) the authority will prepare, their timetable for
preparation and whether they are to be prepared jointly with one or more authorities.
Local planning authorities are under an obligation to have submitted their LDS to the
Secretary of State by 28 March 2005. The Council has subsequently updated the LDS
and the current programme is attached as Appendix 1. The LDS will require further
amendment once some certainty has been established nationally.

LDDs must then be prepared in accordance with the LDS and must be in general
conformity with the Regional Spatial Strategy (or existing Regional Planning Guidance
which ever is concurrent at the time). When preparing LDDs, the Authority must have
regard to a variety of matters, including national policies, the Regional Spatial Strategy
for their region and neighbouring regions and their community strategy.

LDDs are split into two types. Development Plan Documents (DPDs) which together form
key central planning policy and carry more weight at appeal. While others are
Supplementary Planning Documents (SPDs) which are more concerned with detailed
guidance.




4.4

4.5

4.6

4.7

Local planning authorities are required under the 2004 Act to submit every DPD to the
Secretary of State for independent examination. The examination must be carried out by
an inspector appointed by the Secretary of State who will make recommendations which
the local planning authority must publish. The inspector’s report will be binding upon the
authority and the Secretary of State has the power of direction to modify a DPD before it
is adopted.

In addition the Council must produce an Annual Monitoring Report (AMR) and a
Statement of Community Involvement (SCI). The AMR contains information on a wide
range of development statistics from within Colchester Borough. This helps us to achieve
a better understanding of changes in development patterns in the Borough and helps us
to refine our planning policies to take account of important trends. It also provides
information for other agencies and Government departments. The AMR contains
information on the implementation of the Local Development Scheme (LDS) and the
extent to which the policies set out in Local Development Documents (LDDs) and local
plans are being achieved. The SCI sets out the Authority’s policy on involving interested
parties in matters relating to development in their area. The statement applies to the
preparation and revision of LDDs and to the exercise of the authority’s functions in
relation to development control.

Colchester is ahead of many local authorities in preparing documents under the LDF.
Below is the current position;

e Local Development Scheme adopted

Statement of Community Involvement — adopted

Core Strategy — adopted

Site Allocations DPD — Inspectors report awaited following examination

Development Policies DPD - Inspectors report awaited following examination

Area Action Plan for Town Centre — underway

Annual Monitoring Report — submitted every December

Supplementary Planning Documents — a number adopted, some being prepared,
others identified as needed.

Regulations issued by the Secretary of State set out which parts of a Local Authority
structure should deal with the various components of the LDF process some being
Cabinet functions and others for the Council. The following table details the
responsibilities:

Function Cabinet Council Comments

Preparation of Local Development
Scheme (LDS) - The programme
for preparation of documents.

The preparation and drafting of
Statement of Community
Involvement (SCI) and Annual
Monitoring Report (AMR)

Preparation of or a revision of a
Development Plan  Document

(DPD)
Withdrawing a draft DPD *
The examination of DPD Independent
* inspector appointed
by SOS




4.8

4.9

4.10

5.1

Adoption of a DPD * Resolution of the Full
Council required

Deciding to do a joint LDD and the *
creation of a joint Committee with
another authority(s)

The preparation and drafting of
Supplementary Planning
Documents (SPD)

Adoption of SPD * Resolution of the Full
Council required -
delegated to LDF
Committee

It was previously agreed that Full Council delegates to LDF Committee some of its
functions. It is not appropriate for members of the Planning Committee to also sit on the
LDF Committee given that they may find it difficult to avoid prejudicial statements during
public meetings. The Committee’'s terms of reference comprise dealing with those
matters identified in the table above. In the case of DPDs it is the Committee who are
responsible for overseeing their preparation and then make a recommendation, following
examination, for adoption to Full Council.

It was also agreed that Cabinet delegates to the Portfolio Holder for Planning the
Authority to prepare SPDs and to issue draft SPDs for consultation. The final adoption of
SPDs is a Council function which has been delegated to LDF Committee.

Cabinet are responsible for the Local Development Scheme. The Portfolio Holder for
Planning has been delegated the authority to agree the Statement of Community
Involvement and the Annual Monitoring Report.

Standard References
There are no particular references to the Strategic Plan; publicity or consultation

considerations; or financial; equality, diversity and human rights; community safety;
health and safety or risk management implications.

Background Papers

Cabinet Report 20.10.2004
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Iltem
@ Local Development Framework Committee 8

Colchester 7 June 2010

———

Report of Head of Strategic Policy and Author Beverley McClean
Regeneration 282480

Title Boxted Joint Village Design Statement and Parish Plan

Wards Boxted

affected

1.1

2.1

2.2

3.1

4.1

This report seeks the approval of the Local Development Framework
Committee to agree the adoption of the Boxted Joint Parish Plan and Village

Design Statement as a Planning Guidance Note.

Decision(s) Required

To agree the adoption of the Boxted Joint Parish Plan and Village Design Statement as a
Planning Guidance Note.

Reasons for Decision

A Village Design Statement sets out clear and simple guidance for the design of all
development in a parish, based upon its character. It identifies what is special, unique
and distinctive about the character of a parish. It also includes design guidance to
influence change and improve the physical qualities of the area. A Parish Plan covers a
wider range of issues than a Village Design Statement such as lack of footpath
maintenance, traffic speeding or dog fouling. A Parish Plan also includes a vision setting
out how a parish is to develop and usually also includes an action plan setting out how
local issues are to be resolved and delivered. Both these guidance documents are
produced by the parish/village community groups.

Adoption of the documents, particularly the Village Design Statement, provides up to
date useful planning information/recommendations for anyone making a planning
application in Boxted parish. Once adopted Village Design Statements and Parish Plans
are material considerations when planning applications are being determined

Alternative Options

The alternative is to rely solely on Local Development Framework policy to guide
development and operate without the additional guidance.

Supporting Information

Policy ENV2 of the Council’s adopted Core Strategy promotes the preparation and
adoption (as guidance) of Village Design Statements and Parish Plans to plan for the
specific needs of local communities. It is important that developers and members of the
public are provided with good quality, relevant and up to date information before they
submit a planning application. Planning Guidance adds detail to policies already
contained within the Local Plan/Local Development Framework and helps fill the gap
between the plan framework and a planning application process.

14




4.2

4.3

5.1

6.1

The Parish of Boxted Village Design Statement/Parish Plan aims to establish the
principles of conservation, preservation and good design which the local community wish
to see adopted within all new proposed developments within the parish. The document is
not intended to nor will it stop change from happening, but as adopted guidance it is
intended to influence how new development fits in to the existing parish vernacular.
Village Design Statements are intended to influence the planning system, so that new
development is in keeping with its surroundings while conserving and where appropriate
enhancing the immediate environment.

A copy of the Village Design Statement /Parish Plan is attached as an Appendix.
Proposals

To complement the Local Development Framework it is expected that a comprehensive
set of supplementary documents will be produced. This Village Design Statement /Parish
Plan is one of those documents and will provide guidance to assist developers and the
general public prepare planning applications and aid councillors and planning officers at
the decision making stage.

Strategic Plan References

Colchester’s three corporate objectives are:

» to listen and respond

» shift resources to deliver priorities

» to be cleaner and greener.

There are also nine priorities for action covering a range of issues including addressing

people’s needs, community development & safety, enabling job creation, homes for all,
healthy living and recycling.

6.2 This Village Design Statement/Parish Plan has enabled the residents of Boxted to become

7.1

7.2

8.1

involved in the planning of their parish. In doing so they will be instrumental in helping the
Council progress its strategic priorities. As the Village Design Statement/Parish Plan
covers many of the actions underlying the three objectives it will also be a useful tool in
the realisation of these goals.

Consultation

No additional consultation is proposed before the Village Design Statement/Parish Plan
is adopted as a Guidance Note.

During the production of the document several consultation exercises and events were
held. This enabled the community group developing the plan to gather views from local
residents which helped influenced the content of the final document. An explanation of
the various consultation exercises undertaken is discussed on page 4 of the document.
Publicity Considerations

None
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9.1

10.

10.1

10.2

11.

12.

12.1

13.

13.1

Financial Implications

None

Equality, Diversity and Human Rights implications

The document was produced using a range of methods in order to enable as many
people as possible to respond regardless of gender, gender reassignment, disability,
sexual orientation, religion or belief, age and race/ethnicity

This document will work to increase individual human rights by increasing involvement in
the planning process. An Equality Impact Assessment has been prepared for the Local
Development Framework and is provided on the Local Development Framework
Committee webpage.

Community Safety Implications

None

Health and Safety Implications

None

Risk Management Implications

The adoption of guidance notes is intended to reduce the risk of inappropriate
development. It provides the opportunity to offer consistent advice to landowners,
developers, officers, Councillors and members of the public.

Background Papers

No additional documents

16



OSIT PUv 060 U2am:109 ui1iautos pajajguior soam gqaingr) siagag 7§

LNANALVLS NOISAd ADVTIIA
YL

Surgpiodsoouy
NVId HSIdVd dd.LXO04d

17



0 g xipuaddy

8¢ muCDEOMﬁD~BOGMU< Y Linzuas qr1 T GpoF] Se00ry]
87 sor1jod / sueyd Tedo - T 9[qe],

87 BOIE UOTBAIISUO)) PAIXOG

87 vare £orjod [eradg - proy 1ySreng

1 1S SSQUISNE] [BINY WIIE, [[TE]

1 UonO01J due| 28e))

LT xipuaddy
st SOIIOS ATe[IA 9¢
44 dmynoLy §€
T uoneyrodsuely, v
vT Ansnpuy pue ssoursng ¢
T sypedioog pue 95eusis ‘speoy s
(44 Bursnogy e

pcoEmo@éﬁ ormn,g

61 sanIYy Hrunwwo)) e
61 2IN)NOTII0Y PUE AIMIMOTISY 117
81 Ansnpur 0r'e
81 uonea12saxd [ PN 6'C
MW soﬁuwmwmuwwwwwm WM (vpsuwoo(T - Langua)) gr1 T 1P porxoq
91 ormyTuIng AIe[[IOUB pUe SPEOY 97
ST suSisop pue sajdys Surpping §T
I £orjod Suruueyd ojqearddy v
T sadofeaus a8eyI A €z
11 sonyuad uonendog e
8 Aydergoan 17
6 A30381 Jo11q Y

AdBerA YL, T

8 2duepIng ugrsop IoleJr [
S s3y3iySry £orjod Suruueg a
¥ uoneINSuo)) €1
¥ PIIXOg INOQE SN P[O) SIUIPTSIT IBY AL 1
I ssoding 11
I adoog
a3t uononponu] ‘|

SLNALNOD

18



€

pruvy Sk&\wﬁﬁﬁ\\m& /A Nmmﬁu«dm,\w GngAr

-ystred oy ur suoneorydde Suruued Sururwrrayap

UIYM UOT)EIIPISUOD [ELIDJBW B 3 [[IM ‘SMITA SIUIPISIT PAIXOg
Sunospax ‘g A 2y ‘pardope 2du(y “a10)] 2uepmc) Juruuerd

e se 31 3dope A[ewnroy pinoys D) ‘uerd sryy pardope sey
Arunwwod Y3 20U0 Jey) A[Suons 99 e[ STYI JO SIOYINE Y T,

“parxogq ur suonesrjdde Suruuerd jo uoneururelop

9} UT [IDUNOY) YSnoIog 191saYd[0)) 03 2duepIns 218 Aqreur,

“191S9YI[0) 10] romauuelJ
MGDEQO~O>DQ [0 9Y3 I0] 9Se(q 90UIPIAI 913 JO uHm& wioq

*s1o8e[1a Jo 917 Jo L1renb oy 01 ppe o7,

‘gstred 943 JO I910vIeyd pue w@ﬁﬂﬁﬂ@ ponjea
931 9q 031 I9pIsSuod mwwmmsz 93 JeyMm Jo GOﬁd\wuumqu 93 aInsuy

“sTerIoYewW
ayerrdoxdde pue suSisop Surprmq onoyreduwLs Jo asn 9} a0woI ]

*2u9s 3001s A} pue sodeds uodo arordwir pue 109101
‘sfem o[priq pue syied 100 ‘SUOTIEIO] [BINT 1001
‘szoumo A11odoid pue s1odojoasp 01 9duLpPING OPTAOI]
uswdoassp Juosard Jou 1nq “Goudnpyuy

.muvwwzﬁw AUl MO SMITA 9] uCDwou&vm

0} st asodind SJudWxAIeI§ YT 1T

"T9ECT Sem snsuad TO)O7 2Y3 e COﬁﬂ#S&OQ
uﬂr._w REENC R Lmﬂ:w& uwvw.ﬁwﬁ Ppuodas 241 ‘so10® LLT¢E JO BalE
ue .U@uumom JO Ystred 9y3 SIoA0D QGDEDHNMW Qmﬂwvm DMNE~> mZﬁH‘

odoog 0’1

uonoNponU[

19



‘310do1 TeuTy 913 UT pareIOdIOdUT DIOM SIUDIWWOY) *600T YIBIAl
ur urede pue ‘g JqUI2A0N] UT [IDUNOY) Y3N0IOg I91SAYD[0))
PUE [IDUNO)) YsLIeJ PAIXOE 0} PAIe[noId 1JeIp 9yl pue 8007 ALJAl
ur ATV 2Y3 18 paiuasard seam JUSWIILIG 9Y) JO IJRIp ISI oY T,

*JUIWINOOP SIY) UT PAjuasardor smota s1oGef[ia

Y} JO SISEq ) ST SIY) PUE ‘PISATeUL SEM 04()9 1940 Jo dsuodsar
oY T,"£00C 97B] UT S122JUNJOA A PIIDI[[OD PUE PANLISIP SEM
QITRUTONSINQ) USISI(T 28B[[T A oYl pue /007 A[n[ Ut 919,] 23e[ia
o1 1 proy sem Aejdstp Lorqnd pue Loams oryderdoioyd v

“prepuelg AJUnoy) Xass7] Y3 JO UOTIIIS SMIN] ASe[[TA 93
ur sso1301d Jo pasiape s198e[[IA puE ‘p[oY d1om STUTIPIW TB[NSIY

"pa109a Apuanbasqns
sem dnorny Surraalg oY) e 108 01 ATWIWOD B PUE 9()()7 ISNSNY/
Ul p[oy Sea [I0UN0Y) Ystre oY) £q pajesnsur Sunosw [entul Y T,

uoneIMNSuo)) ¢'T

(L00T 11 pasop 1123p1y & S 241,) gnd v puv
8% bd&\ﬁ@m\a v 2y1] pJnoa SUIpIsa[

uonestueqin gurdoory)
s0u9y pue sajed ‘SunysIy ‘©Seudrs oAsnnUY
Ansnpur axow Auy

SeaTe oInyn)
Pa3xod pue [[TH 9SNOYIOAA 9U3 UT MGMQAO& PI'mq maN

2dULdYIUSIS AU® Jo SUISNOY [B100G
s1ey pue syuounredy

SLNVM LON dId SILNJIAISTd LVHAM

——————————————————————————————
Ansnpur SUTISTXO UO S[OIIUOD JATIIJ5]
qnd e pue vo1570 350d/doys 7
Sunyred 100ms O
peoy 1ysreng 3uoe syredioog 01 syuswrasordwr 1oan g
SuSIs UMO(J MO[G, JO sueaw Aq SuTwyed J1jJe],

S3UIpUNOLINS
yam Surdosy ur 3utsnoy £2103s 0OM] [BUOLIIPEI],

CdId.LNVM SILNIAISId LVHAA

“MO[9q INO 1S OTE SJUIWWIOD ISIOM, PUE 359q, Juonboiy
1SOW 9y T, "SUOISSNISIP [BUWIOJUT PUE SSUNIW UONBULIOJUT
orpqnd ‘arreuuonsonb e pastueSio sonTwLIO) G(IA 2U.T,

PaIX0{ INOqe sn pPJoO3 SJUIPISAI JEYAA C° T

20



S
UaJSaGa]0r) pUv Pagxog usamiaq

Ao1q uaais, a4 o 1uvd ‘wun plo Jo spe 4,

[ ]

Llant g

25913 mofaq syuaurdo[aaa(J *sSurffamp d1our 10 ¢ Jo syuswdo[asp
Sursnoy jo 1red se pazearap aq 03 parnbax aq s Sursnoy
S[qepIojye saSe[[ia UT “uisnoy o[qeproye st Juowdo[osdp mou

TTe JO 04S€ 2IMD3s 03 FUYas 3 [[LM [IDUNOL) Y} JLY) SAJeIS SIY T,
“SuISNOL] 9[qepIofy— HH

SB[} UBY) IOUILI SISNOY J0] [qeITNS dI0UT A[[eIouas

ST 193S9YD[0) UBQIN UBY) JoMO] A[[eIousg SI $300¢ 219UM PaIx0Og
Se yons seare Jey) $3s953ns sty T, AIIqISSa00E 03 DATIE[QI PIIDAI[IP
2q 01 sad£) Sursnoy jo Xt oY) SAYNIUIPT BCL] I[GE], "PU
Bursnoy pue 31x91u0d Arunwiwod jo Tesrerdde ue 4q pawiojur

2q pnoys Sursnoy Jo XIur 9yl 3Lyl sAeIS T AIT[O "SIMIUNUIUIOD
9[QBUTEISNS PUE JAISTI[OUT 9JBIIO 0} PIISAI[IP OTE SIINUD]

pue sad£y Sursnoy jo o8uer € ey} 2Insud 03 st wire s Ao1rjod sty T,
Ayrs1oa1(] SuISNOL] — ¢

*91€309 /SSUI[[PMP () - 0€ U99MID] 9q P[NOYS

9[qISS0IE $SI] 9q 03 PUD} YITYAM YFNOIOE 9} SSOIVE SITe[[IA

10J L31SUSP FUTSNOY 2ATIRIIPUT OY) JBY) SMOYS BZ[] 2[qe ], AI1suop
ojerrdordde ue wrogur djoy [[im yoTyMm 1930BIRYD [BIO] SIT UL BOIE
ue Jo A1Iqrssadde a3 Ayruapt s [esterdde 1x01uod 7 suoneoof
a[qrssadoe Jo A1peded oy astundo pue 1010LILYD [EI0] oULYUD
JBY) SONISUIP SUISNOY J99S [[1AA [PDUNOY) 9} JBY3 $93EIS 7] AJT[0]

‘Tcoc

£q sowoY GEy 0T YIMOIS PIITWI] 2JEPOWIIOIIE O JALY] [[IM
A[2ATIDT[0D PaIXOE SE YONS SJATUILY pue SIFJ[IA [[eUIs o) [[E 8T}
$S9JEDTPUT PUE SIFE[[IA PUE SUMO) SUTPUNOIINS Y} PUL IISIYD[0))
105 uorstaoxd Sursnoy Ino s39s T £o1[0J Sutduedurodde

TH 2I98T, "€20T Aq 191894d[0)) UBGIN PUNOIL PILJIIUIPT

SEOTY IMOID) PUE UOHLISUIZIY UTEW G 9} UT PAISAI[IP oq

[T sowoy mau )00‘6 T U3 Jo Lrrofewr ot 3ty sajeds T Ad1[0
A1sud(J SuIsSNO]] 7] 29 JOAT[d(T SUISNOf] — TE]

198 PIIXOY] 0 ISAINUI JO §) Y3 uT seare £orjod

urews o) pue (ursnoy 10 ¢z07) 1207 02 dn sromourery Aorjod
2139118 911 8398 (§)) A321811G 2107) 9 T,°8Q( UT UOLIBUTUIEXD
orqnd e Suimorjoy paadope usaq Apeaiye sey £301eng

2107 913 ‘0591 JO 3811} oY T, romaure,] Juatidooad(] (820 ]
o3 dn osew [[IM JEY) SYUSWNOOP MIU JO 231NS & (Iim paoe[dar

39 [ (£00T) Ueld [20"] PPAdopY $10359¢D[00) dWin J9AQ)

v xipuaddy ur 1no 10s axe sorrjod vsor

JO S[TEIAP [[N] "SBATY UOTIPAIISUOL) JO IJBILY)) TV I () PUt
vary £otjo Tewadg peoy 1ySreng paaxoq 9JIATH ‘(I1g ssoutsng
Tery wire] [iE]) sexodwio)y [ernsnpuy pare[os] G ‘Soue |
Pa3093101J £ OD) ‘S1IqeL] S0 Kineag TermeN Surpuessing

JO BAIY AeA Weypd(] 7O Serjod apn[dur 959y T, JUIWILIG
uB1s9(T 9Te[[I A PUE UB[J YSIIEJ PAILIZAIUI paIXog] Y3 0}

JUBAJ[aI 91¢ Jey] wDMUﬂO& Qwﬁnﬁ ﬁNquH —u®>.mw mO Iaqunu © o1e ouuﬁrﬁ

"parxoq
01 9oueyroduur aaey ey syrerap Adrjod 105 syuawmoop (D)
[UNOY) Y3noIog 19159Yd[0.) FUIMOT[OF ) PIMITAT IABY AN

s3yS1ySry £orjog Suruueg 41

21



9
papagoid aq pnogs apishizunod Jo saqazaizs uad()

‘porxad ueq o3 Suump juswdorassp JuedrTUSTs 2dusrradxo
01 Aos{T[un a1e ySnoIog o) UT saSe[[IA Y3 JEY) I1L3[D
31 soxewr J(IJ £99181¢G 2100y Y3 -sonTUNWWO.) TeIny]

. SPo2U I19[} $S900€ SINTUNUIUIOD
Temu djoyg 01 pazowoxd oq os[e [[im SDTATDS (SNq)
aarsuodsar puewd(J, - 31odsuely orqn g - € Y, L1704

. OFES PUE JO9ITP “DATIORIIIE
2IOW WA} OYeUT PUL *** FUTAd pue unjem ajoword o)

ore swire £o3 9y T, - SUTAD) pue Sunfepp - 7V.L Ad110q

[oA®I) T0J paau o}
soonpaz Jet)) Juswdofessp Surdernoous pue syurf 31odsuen)
o[qeureisns Sunueyus Aq A1]1qrssadde aaoxdwr 03 ore

swre Loy oy — A1[IqIssaddyy pue 1rodsuely, - Ty, £o1[0g

* Jo1oereyd uado pue s19sSE [RIUIWUOIIAUD
91} 9AIOSUOD 03 PA[[ONU0D A]PO1IS 2 [[im Juswrdojosdp
**pa399301d 9 [[IM SILTEPUNOQ JUIWAIIAS JO IPISINO PUE]
P1e1y uoa1d pajedoqeu) “parroddns oq 1ou [im gNOV 2TBA
weypa(J uo 1oedwr as1oape ue daey Jey) sjuswdopad(
OpISAIUNOD JUIWUOIIAUD J1I0ISIY PUL [EINJBU S 12ISIYI[0))
90UBYUD PUE JAIISUOD [IM JIOUNOY) YSnorog oy [,

e sAeIs T AN £o1[og 430181G 9100 1915972[0))

€D £o110 Ut paaySIySy se yuowiorduwe

[eo0] pue astadrouo [erns opraoxd pue ojoword Jey sassoursng
[eaInI pue [edo] wnrpawr pue [rews 11oddns o1 paynuopr

2q i $931G JudwAofdwy] [e90 JO IqUINU Y7 *SPIdU [EIO]

100w 03 sdoys [ed0] Jo uorstaoxd a3 s98eIN0dUd dZF ) A0
*sorrou099 Texns 3roddns yorym pue syoedwr Mo pue spasu [9ae1)
MO[ 9ABY UDTYM SUOTIEIO] 9PISAIIUNOD UT $ISSIUISN] WISLINO] 1O
pue uoneanar ‘sdoys [rews se yons syuowdo[oadp a[eds reus jo
uorstaoxd ot syroddns 750 £o1j0g Ayorerarf] pue uonedIISse])
yuowforduwry 29 senua)) € Ino $39s £391e1G 2100) A T,

$ouoy/ HEDE%OTMEM CHD 2Q So1Ua)) [Bd07] NNM._”O
M\AJUHN.HDME pue Qoﬁumumdwwmﬁo uQvE\mOMQEM._” \v% mu.U\CD\r.v Hmo

*POIBIISUOUWIIP ST POOU [EI0] B 9I9UM
SOLIBEPUNO( JUIWD[1I2s IFe[[1A 03 Juodelpe sa11s uondooxa [ens

uo payroddns oq [rm syuowdofoasp Sursnoy] a[qepIozye ‘sadeia
UT "UonNQLIIUOD [eRUeUlj € opraoid 03 pa3dadxa oq [[im sploysaIyl

22



L

Arnvag joingon M&%&&QSQ \m DALY 3]0/ wpgpa(T 247 UIGILOL ST PaFXOg

-aoeydar [rm Loy £orjog

UP[J [E907] POALS UDTUM SMOUS PUE SIT[O] Iudwdo[oad(] o3
o s3as g xipuaddyy -arning oy ur payxoq Sunoayye suonesrdde
Suruue[d SururuIIalop UM JULAIAIX 9] [[Im pue uondope [eurIof
Summof[og (T Mou o3 dn oxewr im pardope Arewroy 9ouo
SJUSWINIOP 989 [ "SPIEpULls SUTIL] I8 oY) JUISIADI OS[E

ST [UN0Y) AJUno)) Xassy] *3ursnoy] a[qepIofFy pue jusuudoard g
[[IJU] PUE PUBTIBY ‘SONI[IDE,] SONTUNWIWO,) JO UOTSIAOL]

o3 10§ syuawmao(J Juruue]J Areyuswojddng mou Surredord osye
st UNo)) ay T, “pardope A[pewrtoy pue ooz Sutxds oy ur o1qn g
ur uoneUTWEXF] Uk duoiopun aaey Aot 9ouo so1jod ue[J [8007]
paaes a3 aoe[dar A[renyuaAs [im sardrjoJ Juswdoraad(y oy T, "dejAl
spesodor g mau e yam Suofe (T oY Jo red se syuawndo( Ul

Juatdo[2Ad( SUOTILIONY 931G puE SaDTO] Iuatwrdo[aad(] Jo 23mns
mou e Surredard Apuarmd osfe ST [PUNOY) YSnoIog 121sayd[0)

“parxog o axmng oy 10§ Suruuerd HE) JO IUOIJAIO]

o Je 3do] oq [[im swre 9sa13 Jey) 9doy am puE GUIWNOOP

st} ygnory suonduwnsse Sunjrom se paidodde uosaq oaey

gD 9y ut Ino 39s sk sajdourid asoy [, “paoueyud pue paarasard
o1 9e[[Ia pue ‘T23satd[0)) worj ayeredas 1day aq 01 st parxog

JT [eTIUDSSD PIIOPISUOD ATk dA0qe SIYSIYSTY £o1[0] Sutuue[ oy T,

‘1930exeyd adesspue 109101d pue

£ITIUAPT JUSWIAIIOS UTEIAX “DIUIISI[L0d JudAdxd ‘syuauray)Ios
U99M}9q pUE punore IpIs£nunod jo saydians uado 10930xd
0] S3LIEPUNO( JUIUIANIAS puoaq Justrdo[aadp a[qermsun
JO UOMDLNSII AY) ST JUSWNDOP Ino 0} duerrodwr rofew §O

23



“ue[J YsueJ/S(JA Y} UT PAIIUSPT U0 SBY PISU [ED0] B I9YM
‘sonyoey Arunwiuiod jo uotsiaoxd 93 03 9INQLIITOD P[NOYS Te[[ia
oy urym Juswdoranop mou Aue £391e11g 9700) 29U UT INO 198 Sy

*SuI9dU0d Jurod se uni
2q prnod Lo 1 ‘qnd e osfe pue ‘ed1g50 3s0d 10/pue doys aFe[ia

e uado 01 SOYSIM OYM JUOAUE 0] UIALS 2q P[NOY[S JUIWISLINOIUS]

TIe o3 MQMEOUﬁu\S pue uado Jeq pasuadl]

® pue [00YdG-ald 93 ‘Qruad mu.HOme JOOpPINOo pue I00pUT PIPUIIXI
ue wu.m.HOQHOUQM 0] se OS —uogoﬁwxwwﬁuo.w 9 PInod qnyy) Je100g

pue wuHOQw 93 J1 995 03 HM&QUWOQ 3I0oMm PINOYS Sa1pOq 1910 pue
o4dO JMUCSOQ USireq oY T, "Pa3X0{ spremol \A‘.DGQ Ewﬂmﬁmg J?I
uno) 9yl je pue QOﬁUﬁS_, Peoy peoH m.ﬁuuﬁwd\ﬁ.mom uﬂ—wﬁw.ﬁw Ul

je @quQEM 2Q pJnoys $5900¢® 10§ HQDUNO ﬁﬁaﬂ HJMMD\S Quu0]} m,N. <

NVId HSIdVd

"peOY] 1ySreng uo Anus peoy] [[IA 93 e udls

Suryseyy parerodo poads e pue ‘sudrs umo(] mo[g, 1usurword
2I0W JO suBoWr £q PEOY WEYPI(] U0 TL[[IA Y3 03 NULIIUD o}
Je pue peoy] 1ySreng Suofe pasordwr aq pmnoys Sutwed JTFel],

N\Vzm \AUJO&” [IIM 90UEpPIOdI®E

UT GUSWIUOIIAUD [BD0] U3} PUE J9IIEIEYD 9} U0 A[oAnESou
syoedwr ey Juowrdoraasp 10 Quotudorassp arerrdorddeur worg
POAIOSUOD 3¢ p[nNoYs IFe[[IA 9Y) SUTPUNOLINS PUE] [EIM[NOLISY

Eelalickits
I9YI0 JO WY} AQ PIOIOJUD 9IE S[OIIUOD [EIUIWUOIIAUG] PUE

\muu.wdm pue yijeoH AMQMCCNTH Je(3] 2Insu9 pnoys LMSOMOEH Oﬂr._.t

UJQSQ 93 03 9[qe[TeAr
92 pinom yorym ‘JUQUISSISSE HUNQEM [e3UWUOIIAUD UE INO SITLIBD

ssoutsnq dy) pue d3e[[ia oy3 03 papiaoid st JFousq Arunwuiod
19130 dwios ‘s108e[ia 10§ JuswAo]durd PaseLIdUT J0F ASLD © ST 1)
sso[un panturrad oq prnoys sassoursng Sunsixs Jo uorsuedxa oN]

“[PUNOY) YsLIe ] paixog 03 9[qeidadde ST uoseas ey} pue ‘uosear
JUSTDIJINS ST 1Y) Ssa[un pajuerd aq Jou p[noys suorssturrad
Suruued aandodsonay *oy1] 93e[ia 109101d 03 padIojud

pue paurejurews oq prnoys sarrjod uruued mou pue Sunsixgy

‘sonprodoxd Surpunoxins yam Surdosy ur padojossp

pue sioquinu Ul pajitliI] 9q p[noys MmeSOQ J[qepiojje \Aﬁ<

‘paurelal oq pynoys s1asn yoanyod 10 MCEHNQ Ted I0J pasn
BaIe 9] pue [oInyod oY) WOIJ 10819p 10 JOO[I2A0 J0U A\Aﬁmﬂoﬂv
MO 2q AmMEﬂuﬁﬂo.ﬁjm Ul Yam MCMQQDM ur 9g isnur ydoanyn)
paixog 03 uﬁuodwﬁm 93IS JOOYOS PJo 9y1 JO MGDEQOﬁU\w@ﬁ \Aﬁ<

‘paprsoxd oq prnoys Sunjred 310015 330

*Surdoay] ur st 31 a10UyM AU0 Inq ‘Gurppe[d pue Surwely

soquury ‘oyerzdordde aroym pue ‘safr) No1Iq SB YONS S[eIIleur
Ayenb y8ry reuontpen asn pue surpunorms oyl y3mm Jurdosy
Ur 9q P[NOYSs SUISNOY P[Ing MIN] SA2I0)s 7 PI9IXd JOU P[NOYS
PUE PIYDEIOP-TUWIAS 1O PIYDEIIP JO XIW & 9q P[NOYS SUISNOT]

:TOOQHSOG—JMMDC
AJeIpowillil 9y3 Yiim MEMQDDM UT 9q pInoys pmng mou ﬁa

“peoy 1ysreng Suore L[qissod
INg “YIINYD 9y} FUIPUNOLINS BIIE UOTIBAIISUOD 9} UTIIM 10U
nq ‘odojoaus 9Fe[[IA 93 03 PAUTFUOD 2q P[NOYS P[ING MIU AUy

*£89)e11G 9100 93 UT PAUIINO

Se ‘pamol[e 9q prnoys [yur reuondodxo A[uo pue 13sayd[0))
woiy 1uswdo[aAsp 03 I9TLIeq 9Y) St PIPIEFaI 9 PNoYs ¢V Y T,
*(T 21qe3 01 19701) £391€1G 9100 PUE UB[J

[B207T YATM 2DUBPIOIIE UT 9 01 spaau Judwdo[aasp mou Auyy

"Poxelat 9q JOU pINoyYs S0 UB[J [e20T JO GOﬁNUﬂQ&N DLL.L

"INIWALVLS NOISA(] IOVITIA

souepIno) ugdrso(J ToleJAl 6T

24



6

93 YIIM PIIBIDOSSE SPIYSs MGEU.NQ 93 pu® QUB T JI9AA PURB PEOY

Ewﬁbm U99M39( ISTXd 03 SINUIIUOD JNUEM JO bE.aE preydio uy

o110

[eIMOLISY uowwo)) 2y} Jo aduanbasuod e se paseydar AjoSre|
arom ystred 913 UT SPILYDIO JATSUIIXD ) ING JINIJ UT pasterdads
wire,{ 9SNOL] [[TH] "Proy IYSIeNg Ur sonunuod ssautsng

UONS QU0 PUE PAYSI[qeIsd dTom $ISNOY A1[NOJ “PIYST[LISD
ouIed2q JUTWLIE] JINIJ pue SUTuopIes 19NILW ‘SPIBMUO S (76T PIW
9} WOIJ PUE AIIYMIS[D PINUNUOD SUTULIE] PIXTUT 9} I[TYAMULITAT

'syuruo) SUnIIS o) 01 Plos A[oSIe] arom SSUIP[OY ‘SPILMUO S()G6 T
oY) woi "2811300 (PAydeIap-Twas A[ensn) mau e yIim papraoxd
SEA\ OO PUE PUP[ JO SOIDE / PUE ¥}, U22MIdq pey sSurpjoy

959 [, "2WIAYDS JUDUID[1}9S PUE] B I0] ‘PUP]-YILIY ISUWIIOJ T JO
Yonuw ‘puef Jo s10E ()0 pue Wire L1011 ] Jo AWIy UOTeATRS )
£q 906T ur oseyoind o) seam 9Fe[[IA 9 JO AINIONIS [BINI[NOTITE
91} 9dULN[JUT 0} SINULIUOD Jey)) Juawdo[eAdp JueLdIUSIS 7

sa3vppin &g pagvioaiddy qonu si pagxog Jo (zipinbuvag jpans o

*90UPU)UTEWT

23e1100 10J AB[> pue Jan) SUTUTEICO JOJ PUE J[ILI pUE

dooys Surimysed 10§ oFesn sem o191 Inq (qaeap] parxog) yieay
paurewas ystred o) JO ©AIE UIIYINOS I JO ISOUT ATYMUEBIAT

*SIOULIE] POIUBUD) Aq

11 JO YoNUI ‘sTRIA PAIPUNTY MOF FUIMOT[OF U3 T0F INO PILIILI SEM
Suruirey poxTA] “SUTULIE] IO A[E[IPAE SEM PITE [} JO JSOUT JLT)
Uons GzeT Aq LIy 0] PIIILAUOD BAIE o) pue U} Aq undoq pey
PUEB[POOM JO FULIBI[Y) "ISIXD 0] JUILD SIILISI [[E[] SIPATY PUE B[]
paixog a3 a19ym ystred 93 JO ISLI-YIIOU PUE JSIMYIIOU 3}

0} PAIIUID SeM TUONBANND KINJUID YIUIAS[S 33 03 3[deq Suron)
‘sayeurtropard Sururrey 3nIy pue S[qery SULIE] 198Ie] INq JoMOJ
M o31] pasxog jo 1red Juerrodur ue oq 03 SANUNUOD AININOTISY

*SUTEUIAT 9JUDIPIAD JUIOG "SUBULION] PUE SUOXEG ‘sa)N[ ‘SUBWIOY
o) £q PaPI9s U2 SBY IT BIUUI[TUX 9} 1A() "SIWIT) ITI0ISTY

-o1d w01y sojep pue ‘eore [EINNOIISE UB SUTBWIDI PUE SeM PAIXO(

AJOLSIH 441449 Y

OZP[IIA Y, T

25



ol

U2752G910r) Jo Graou sapuus anrf Jnogu saiy pagxog I St SOUP] MOIIBU PUE SPBOI IOUT[A] -
B e T FU_EAHI 1O S S[[eH PU® Speajstliy [[ewg -
S S neae[d pueuure, -

[ L = £oyTea moig a3 03 oprs Jurdorg -

19I€ BOTE O} JO SOMSIIAIOeIEYD odedspue] Loy [[e10A0

oy T “AToandadsor weygue ] pue A9[syI0]] 18aIL) Jo soysired
93 JsuTESE 1] SALIEPUNO( ISBD PUE 1S9M I ], "dU[0)) IOATY
i o1 Jo Areanqun & “joorq Are[eg Aq yInos oy} 0) pue IN0IG IPATY
3 o3 £q 10U OY) UO POPUNO] ST PUL SAIOL / /T STIAOD USTIE]
B Y T, "101891D[0)) JO YIIOU SIIUI G SIT[ PAIXOE JO dTE[[TA Y T,

LS

: .. .@(ﬂ%ﬂ.osm&.v....,. Ayderdoony 17

5 b
e iR -.q"..unﬂf-lm

B e LR

*SJUIPISI
nq Jrews Ajoane[ar are a1oy T AN 4o110d £q parosyord 1opjo jo uoniodoid JuedryIuSIs € YA ‘SUISNOY MOU ST dFE[[IA
M0U ST $9Fe[[1a punore oprsAnunoy) Kineog [einjeN SUIpULISINO  OUI JO ISOJA] “BAIE [ELIISNPUI SSOI) PAIXO( I& PUE PLoy IYSJILng
JO BOIY UE UTYIIM SUWI0D YIIYM [[T[] S00)/Proy YdIny)) Buore Ajurews ‘podo[oAdp dALY SOINJUA [EIDIDUIWIOD UIOG

JO YIIOU LAIE A} SUIPN[OUT ‘BAIE UOTILATISUOY) OPISANUNOL)
popooradns mou o) UM seam peoy] [odeyD) pue peoy] [[IAl £Inu9d
JO yaIou oy} 03 ATepUnoq ystred o) UTYIIM BOTE PUER] 9IS Y T, IO 92 JO PUD 93 1B PaIsO[d JulAey Ise] o3 ‘901570 3s0d 10

doys ou st 219y T,*/00C UT PAsO[d 193pL,| pue SIAA 2Y T, ISe] oy
“wreyue | pue paixoq sqnd 7 o1om 21973 YSnoaye {Aepol pajTwiI o1e sanIioe] 93e[[I A

U22MIAQ S[OOIE JIB[ PUE POOM JEIIL) PIAIXOE] JIB JUBAD[II A
UoTyM JO (SONTS AT[eULIOf) $931G SJI[PIIAA [BI0] OS[E oI 2191 T, *9SNOE] [[TE] O3 3X9U BaIe [ELIISNpPUT

I0MmioUu Ppeot WOty Aeme bﬂﬁﬁwﬁdhu Jo @mﬁ@@l Paixog 9y3 10J siseq 9y} WIO] MOU QO@NMDQG wre  ['H

T VAT Pajsy S1 pagxog ur puvy quav 247 Jo JSop\

26



L

JI241§ Goingr) parxog

-odoraaus a8eia SunsIXa o1 UTYIIM ATUO PIMmOTe
9q Judwdoroasp parrwu] £104 pue armny Aue Jey) Juerzodwr st 1]

.ﬁuummﬁuu SUOTIOLIISoT WCMQEN?H IO ..mvvm.D 91e S91IS @ﬁo@ C\SOHQ
ssafun HCDEQO~®>D@ Duaﬂm .HOM aoerds 9] SWI9S 31973 GMNMN @GN
auw.mzm\w 9] ssoIoe ﬁwvhgw ST 30038 wﬁﬁmSOﬁ— 93] JO Joputewial @&r._...

“uIsnoy] arouw 10§ W00I
oty ureSe st 2197 Inq YuoWdO[IAIP [[IFUT SWIOS Py ALY [[TL]
9SNOTP[IOA\ PUE dUET UIAIN) ‘Que I9AA Surstzdurod seare oy T,

‘yuowrdoraasp Aue uo suonoINsar asodwr

[[I4 4oINY ) UBWION] T 9peio) oy ], 211s [ooyds Arewtrd pasnsip
partwr] o3 woig 1rede Guowidorassp 107 300dsoxd oy pue yo1s
BuISNOY PaITWI SBY 19911 YOINY ) PAXOY St UMOUY BIIE 3 T,

“padoraaapa sa11s plory umoiq 10 pado[aasp
ST pue[ [ernynotIde ssafun ‘urypyur woiy 3rede juswdoroasp
21Ny 10§ surewrax adeds oI Inq ‘SuISNOY JULDYTUSIS AT SSOI))

oY ], TBAU PUE PBOY Weypa(J ‘Proy 1Yysreng Suofe seate oy,

sso4n) pagxog

“proyy Sutded s 281000) Sury UO Pajed0] 0M]

3s€] 913 ‘qN])) TeDOG pue s110dg pue [[ef] A8e[[TA 00Yds I ST
21913 £q 9S0]D 10 $SOID) Y [, 3/ "SPLOISSOID © 1IJJd UT SSOI7) oY [,
PUE 39211G YOINYY) ‘Sanuad AFe[[Ia pastu8odar omy sey pajxog

sonuad uonendod 7'z

Spro1 Suoim a3 10§ SAITYIA

Buoim o3 oAry om Apuormy) -Judsaid Je 9sed 9y J0U ST YITYM

¢ SPBOI 1Y31I 913 10J SA[IIY2A JYSFII | SuTuIoou0d  syuswasorduwy
S[T0MIDN] PEOY], PO[IT} UOTIDIS ) UT JUIUIUIOD B SIYBUT ,[(T] Y T,

$S047) pajxod Iv j00¢I§ A.k%ﬁ\.:@ N%%\\N@ LA

"SOUE] MOLIEU PUE PO 9593} JOF BIq 003 T8 YOTYM

SADH 4q pasn A[3urseardoutr 3uraq 9I¢ $2INOI ISAY) PUEL ¢ SUNI
JBI I9INWIIOD SWO0II( ALY PLOY PLIL] SUISI) PUuE peoY
1ySreng ‘ue| weydue| ‘peoy weydue| Arenonred ‘speox

MOIIRU O} 10AIMOT] "93e[[IA 93 ydnory ssed speox solew oN]

"pauTeIUTEW
2q pnoys Juswdo]aaap a7eds 93re] 03 1atiIeq STY) 12yl ([(IT)
sromoures,] Judwdo[oAd(] [B90T 93 IIM JUDWIIISE INO JLID
OB [[TA JUSTINDOP STY) PUE ‘PAIXOY SPILA0] 191SIYI[0)) WOIJ
uorsuedxo 91Ny 03 1o1IIeq B SwIoy AemoFerired [enp gy oy,

‘paaresaxd oq prnoys et
vaIe U ST STy T, AIneag] TernjeN SUTpueIsINQ) JO BTy pAIeusdisop
© A3][EA 101G Y1 SYOOTIAA0 YIINYL) PIIXOE 03 ISO]D BATL OY ],

.Dﬂﬁﬁ.\w DQNUW.@Q.E HO\ﬁCN JLIOISTY MO ueT @UMUDHOH&” ® ST
ue T uwwo pue AQOGN\CDwQOU 9INJeU I0J 9PISE 19§ SeaJb HENHHOQEM

27



Y

ﬂ

_ WITHVILLAGE DEVELOPMENT

\

BOXTED PARISH

— 17,

2.3 Boxted Parish with

Village envelopes.
Colchester Local Plan 2004

28

N
N5
E;'r =l

ry |, REPRODUCED FROM THE ORDNANCE SURVEY MAPPING WITH Z

THE PERMISSION OF THE CONTROLLER OF HER MAJESTY'S STATIONERY OFFICE.

= CROWN COPYRIGHT. UNAUTHORISED REPRODUCTION INFRINGES CROWN Jj
m

&,
RS
S
N
] IR
N N
S0
1IN
hS
S
48]
K

12



el

oouepng se uondope 10§ syuowalel§ UFIso(]

a8e[i A pue sue[J ystreq Surdofoadp £q sonrunwiwod 1oyl Jo
spaau o1y1ads oty 10§ ue[d 0) PaSeInodUd oIe SIBL[[IA PUE SUMOT,
*Spaau SUISNOY J[qEPIOJFE [EDO0] PAYIUIPT 309w 03 uondodxd

Ue $9)MI1ISU0d 31 a19ym parroddns oq Aewr sorrepunoq adooaud
o8e[1a 03 snongdnUod 1N IPISINO JUIWAO[PAI(T “JUSWUOIIAUD
[EINJBU SUTPUNOLINS PUE I9IDLILYD [EI0] I (IIM ISTUOULIRY PUE
‘syoedwr [EIUSWIUOIAUD 2ATJEZOU osTUITUTW ‘SPaour Judwifojdurd
Teao1 03 arerrdordde are yety sowrayds ssoursnq TeINT O[EIS

-[[ews 19pISu0d A[qEINOAR] [[IM [IOUNOL) Y3 ‘SALIEPUNO(] dTe[[iA
opIsINQ) "san[ey Atunurwod pue uowriordws Tesof ‘9oeds
uado ‘Sursnoy 9[qepIOIFE SE YONS SPIIU AJTUNUWIIOD JULAI[OT

Jo uorstaoxd o3 YSnoIyy Arunuwurod (0] 9y} 03 INIIUOD

os[e p[noys Judwdo[aAd(T *AIT[LI0] A JO I2IDBILYD JALIIUNSIP

oy yam Aiqnedwod pue Ariqeureisns ‘usisop Surpnpour
‘s30adsax e ur L1penb ySry oq 3snwr Juswdorasdp aFeia mau Jo
UOTONIISUOD pue USIsap ay T, sa8e[[ia Jo sarepunoq juswdojasap
JUSWATIAS Y UM (TT(IJ) pue] padofaaap Afsnotaaid pue says
Tmgut jo Juowdoaasp agerrdordde Sunioddns £q sonrunuurod
[ean Jo AJI[LITA ST} OUBYUD [[IM [IOUNOY) YSnorog 9y,

:SMO[[O] SE SINTUNUIIO])
ey — ZANZ 4o17od ur saSemia o3 uryam Juswrdorassp
01 $20U219J21 1y192ds UTLIU0D S0P JUdWNDOP A321E11G 2100) YT,

“paIx0og 1] YSnoIog o3 UT SOSE[[IA IPN]OUT

UOTYM sonTUNWIod Tens oy Ajremnonred Sunepor sresodoxd
SUTEIUOD PUE JYN'D03°19)SIYD[OI MMM JB DITSCIM S JIOUNOT) A3

uo 9[qe[IeAR ST A391eng 2100) oY T, *(Sutsnoy 10] ¢707) 1207 0 dn
ysnoiog 9y} Ut Y3moI3 armyng o3ueyd Joyuow pue dfeuewr ‘ueld
MM I7T 2Y.L "800¢ UT OT[qNJ UT UOBUTWEXF] UL 18 AULNIOS
yuspuadopur pue uoneinsuod drqnd aarsuaixs Sutmoryoy pardope
u2aq Apearye sey £301eng 2100 oy [, AorjoJ Juswrdoasd ]

[800 MU 119y} Suronpoid st [oUNo) ySnorog 101s9Yd[0))

*1 xrpuaddyy ur 1no 39s are sowI0d 9A0QE 9} WOIJ SIVRIXT]

.ﬁuuQOﬁN OSTE 21% 98971 90UO SIII[OJ HGOEQOﬁU\wDQ

mau pue saptfod £3a1eng 2100 pardope £q popasrodns

2q [[IM SUOTIEUSISIP 3SAY) 4] WOLDAS UI PIsSNOSIP Sy “SUTUOy,
231G ssoutsng] Teany] a1eredas € sey OS[e 21Ts sSQUTISNE ULIe ] [[TE]
oy T, "eary £o1[o ] [eroadg, peoy] 1ySreng ay3 st passe[d Apuarmd
BOTE OU) UTIIM S[[E] PEOY AO[SIIOL] PUE PLOY PEIL] SU9SIQ)
‘Quer] 9snof] pIO ur asoy snyd ‘peoy [odeyy/peor A o

yInos peoy 1ySreng woiy ssaooe Yim santadord jo Lyuofewr oy T,

.:NMHJQN COﬁN\wHUmQOO .muwﬁmoms
AUl UIyMm 4oInygn) S 1339q um wcmquSO.CSw wuﬁ.uuvﬁo.u& AM

{(seare SNONGNUOI-UOU 0M])
POy Weypa(] pue peoy IYSILng WOoIj sS9E YIIM
$SOI7) PAIXOg] JO YINOS pue Y1Iou oy} 03 sanradorg (T

MDCN\I._” u9alIr) Jo u.HNQ pue oue|

uv\(/ aﬂﬁm UwSOﬁ—.MHOB WOIJ §S9008. MGM\VNL wDﬁLU&OH@ AH

(¢ 2m3y)
sodofaaus paurop Apotns a1y ojut 3rds st ystred oty surpIno Uy

21Ny
o ut suonesrdde Surtuuerd surtnisyap o1 sa10d £391811G 910
MIU YIIM UOTOUN[UOD UT Pasn 9 [[Im ISIY} 19YI050) PUL PIAES
109q aaey santod uelJ [edoT pardopy Jo Ioqunu € ‘UonIppE
U "paIxXog Se Yons saFe[[Ia PUL SANTUNUIWIOD [eInt 0} Ajrenon.red
aye[a1 1e1y) sa1jod Jo Taquunu e surejuod £321e1g 2100)

oy T, 1¢0¢ 03 dn ySnoiog oy 103 yromowresy Suruueld o13o1ens
913 8398 puE g0 FoquIddd(T ut pardope sem 3] *g00Z Ut [N Ul
uoneuTwex; Uk 0} 109(qns sem pue vonel[nsuod d1rpqnd jo soFels
¢ Suimorjoy paystqnd uaaq sey £391e11g 9107 AY T, "SJIOMOWILL]
Juatdo]eAd(T 890 MaU € JO JUWO[IAID ST} TO JIOM PIIIEIS
[PUNOY) Y3noIog 1915972[0 ) UOME[SIFI MIU JO UOTINPOIIUT

o3 pue Suruue[d Jo MITASI [EUOTIEU B SUIMO[[O] +(0(0T

9OUIG "T0)JE S OOM [BIOADS JOJ PUL 9)9f JoWIWNS /()07 Y} I® [[eY
o8eia o3 ut syuoprsar ystred o3 poderdsip orom ysire g paixog
3unoogye ue[J (220 pardopy oyl ut saI[O] YSnoIog 3
sso1oe Juowdo[oadp opIng 03 Jromouwrey £1[0J SUTUUR[J Y3 198

00T UB[d [BO07] 193S9UI[0) MITAIY UUHQCUJQ. Ul \AMMCDUD.H mun

£o110g wcﬂccﬁ& 12159Ud[0)) $°T

29



14
PoFxog ur punoguo Spro. vy M\%@Q%

*S9ITAIOS
y1odsuen) e1a ssodde pasoxdwr 10 paou oY) pue '232 sdoys
T20] Jo 28e)10ys o sastu8oda1 31 AI1Iqissaddy Surmordwy,

==

IOpU() "SIUOW[IAS U2aMId] sdeS uoa13 or3orens YIm seare
oprsAnunod 2419s91d 03 paou oY) sayNULPT €7 23eJ U0 £321e1g
9100) 9} ‘UOTIIIS _SAIMSSII ] YIMOIL) JUSWISEULTA], U3 Jopu()

30



Sl

JJME S497407) U0 WD 23VU0SIDJ

“peoy] 1ySreng Suofe pue (asnoy
arearzd © mou) uuy ssox)) payxog Jo eare yred-1ed 9Y3 UO sk yons
[J-ut AJurewr uaaq sey Surpring Apuadar a10]A] “ursnoy A1muad
yronuaml ad£y-ueqin [esrd£) axe 959y T, *opIg ISEF] PUB QATI(]
$QQOT] UT Se yons J[ing sem Sursnoy ajearrd pue sso1) paixog
reau 1em 3sod Iinq seam Sursnoy [PUNOD AJ[eUrsIIo sem JeY AN

*so[A1s

SATIOUNISTP JIOY) M [[€ “OSNOL] PUO] PUE ISNOL] paixogq ‘[T

$ 103180) UO 9SNOL] [[IE] 3991 Y2Iny ) JO pud 93 I S)UNYsay))
se yons Arepunoq a3e[[ia oy urm sonrodord oanounsip o8re]
JO Ioquinu  21e 21y T, ‘peoy [odey)) ut 93e1100) e PUL ‘PrOY
TTFIAL UT (9583300 PaYDIRY T, 9} MOU) JUIAA PUE SIOYDILY T, ‘Souin)
1opn T, woij Sunep aue 298e)) UT SYIOJUIAA PUE SIINGILL] Sk

{ons DWNETV QU] punoJe palalleds wvﬂtumo.ﬁnm pIo mﬁﬁmuuvuﬁi 194310

oTe 0191 T, "98e[[IA 2] JO BAIE [€D0] [PULSLIO PU0DIs Y3 Juasardar
PUE $S0I7) PIIXOE 01 9S0]D ISTXD A193Eq PO I PUE ISNOL]
S IYSTIM[POY AA 91 T, 39911G YDINY() UT YIINTD 9Y) UO PINIUD

Ie mowwﬁ-oo wﬁkouﬁﬂg{ﬂ St (Jons $asnoy JLI03ISIY JO Joquunu <

*10911G YY) Suofe s1oy10 pue proy

ST[[5] UT $28©3100 PAYDILY) JO JoqUINU & ‘peoy] IYSTeng ur 95e1100)
A[O] pue SIB[PIJA] OS[e ‘Quer] 93e)) Ul s193U0g St YdnSs IJe[IA
91} PUNOIE P2110P SIFLII0D PAYDILYI JO SATIAS B A PIoULYUD

st 98e[[1A 9} JO IIDBILYD Y [, "OALI(] SqQOT] UT pue (urdLio

[runod MOV ProY Weypo(J ur mBOMNWGSQ 9Je 9197} Hmﬁﬂuﬁ.ﬂﬂﬁm ur

"XosST] U1 SULYpIngG pauivaf-1aquiry 1s3pjo 2¢1 (08T I) 2501107 sia5uog

y3noyre s£9101s 03 JO ST OTIOISTY IO MIU IAYIAYM SUTSNOY ISOTA]

“drysroumo Tounod ur sontedord Sururewar

MO & pUE PEOY IYSIENG UT 1Y) SE Yons SUISnoy [0S st

2191} y3noyie paumo Aprearrd st Sursnoy ISOTA “[[EL] SIATY pue
[TeT] Pa3X0g St Yons SISNOY JOULW 25Ie] 03 90B[J YIIY ATYAA

1e sk S)e[J £9103S ¢ oY) W0IJ SUTPUIXD 9ZIS JO AIITILA J[qRIIPISUOD
ST 91013 A[[PUOTIIPPY "SP[IN] JUSLIND 0 )7 WOIJ sep A[[euIdrio
YOTYM SI9ZUOG WOIJ UOTINISUOD JO Ueds [BILIOISTY oY) J09[joI
950y T, "SUTp[Ing 2snoy Jo susIsap pue so[A1s Jo LIoTIeA IPIM ®

Sey pue oway] 10 Oﬁbm [eIN3993IYdIe UOWWOd OU s Yy vwdzg DLL.L

sudisa(] pue sajlag Sutpymng §°¢

31



‘mredox
[UN UOTIEDTJTIUDPT 19)J& JWIT) [eIoPISUOD JWIOS J0J ITeM 9Fewep
19130 pue sojoyod se ‘pasordwir 9q p[nod SIUBUIUTEW PEOY

*SJUOPTSaI Aq PaIsIsaT 9q 03 A[ONI] ST 9INJBU ST JO UONSIFINS AUy,
*uny3Iy 30918 UT 9sBAIdUT AU 10§ SJUIPISAI ) wioxy radde
O[N] ST 21013 Inq ‘0Fe[[IA U3 UT SUNYST 10913S O[N] ST 21 T,

*$2)N01 $5900 U0 a3eudrs aerrdordde oy pue ‘ssoooe

103 3do0X0 SOUU0) G*/ IOAO SIITYIA UO SUOIIDLIISII I JTJOUI]
18013 JO PIIOPISUOD 9 P[NOM JBY AN “IUSWIUOIIAUD [LINI & WOIJ
10enop pue sjeurdorddeur paroprsuos oq pnom 93eusis [euonippe
pue ‘9renbope paroprsuod st aFeia o) punore 28eudis 1Y)

-9ouasaid vo170d

juonboij oxow v pue ‘peoy 1ySIeng uo IFe[[IA 9y} 03 RULHUI
o3 18 ugrs Sururem pajerodo paads € 9 pjnom uondUNY puL WY
JO SULId) UT Y30q “98e[[IA oY} 01 JJoUI] dI0W J() "93e[[Ia A3 JO
souereadde o1} 03 [PIULWILIIOP 9 P[NOM PUE I[LIINS PIIIPISUOD
jou st 9Zeudts enxo Juedyrudis pue sdwny paads Jo sueowr

Aq Surwres o1pyen) 1oa0M01] o8eudts ydw (¢ o3 a31dsop parousr
Apuonbaig ore peoy 1ySreng uo Apremnonaed ‘syrwr] poadg

owm s1eaf ¢ sdeyrad ur suado wonoun( 71 y pasodoxd

o) mun pajxoq ysnoxy pue peoy yororddy uroyiroN

91} UO 9SBIIIUT [[IM JTJJEI} JLU3} IGNOP OU ST 9197} INq ‘sAep yojewr
uo pasodwt ore suono1Nsar Junjred swog "WNIPEIS [[EqI00]

MQU J[) JO SPLOI [BIO] UO D90 9} 99s 03 SUTSIINUT I [[IM I]

*so810A .mvﬁ.m wou.m,wuﬂw ﬁNOH [eX] DWNEN@ wcmwﬂwu ST wﬁﬂr._.k
'Spu9 peap I0 molieu A10A Q10 [o1ym JO 2wios .wvﬁmﬁ J[geymsun
umop m\wmu”_”lw MCMMSOH ST wEDum\Aw Goﬁudwg.mﬁ 9JI[23BS JO 9sn DLL.L

“SYIUOW

JUIDDI UT 10AO PIydouy A[1e[n5o1 Udaq ALY Peoy IYSIeng yIm
uonoun( ot Ju T[] S,193187) JO S[PPIW 9} UT SPIL[[0q PAYLUTIIN][T
93 POSpU[ 9318 [EINSNPUT WIL,] [[IL] oY} SuIssadde SAD[]

Aq papunodwod aq [ swisjqord Suryred pue JIjjeI) UMO SIT SBY
Kep [ooys 93 JO YSIUT} PUE 1Iels 93 I8 YTy [ooyds Arewrrd
o1 Jo Lyrwrxoxd oy T, "uonoun( JNOLJIP © BIA 9315 AY) O SSAIIE
qam swia[qoid I9y1Ing 03 pea [ $S0I7) Y T, I BT [ELISNPUT
wire g [IH] 23 Jo Judwdopasp -a1 oY [, HETY 942 03 LTV

91} WOIj puE 0} SIND 1I0Ys Junie} s A D] £q speoI d[qelmnsun

uags2G910r) PUvICP 07 SS047) PIFXOY $79911109 PYOY 1GTIDLIS PAIXOT

s 98e[[IA o) JO oSN SUISEAIOUT O} ST UIIDUOD I JO

“[e31dSOL] 93 01 UL MTeJ SSIUISN( S[[EIIAIG

01 SUNJI JI INWWOD St Pasn AJSUISLaIdOUT oI8 SPEOI Y T,

"SOWIT) INOY SN 18 ALY ST 9FBSN PrOI ‘(101B] 9935) 9I1AI2S SNq
pa20113521 243 03 1xed Ut anp ‘quareaard os st oSesn 1ed 2geard sy
"SPEOI $,CTY PUB gy 93 03 pue Weypa(] 193saYd[0) 03 SAINOJ
$$900E ) ULIOJ UDIUYM PLOY PEI] SUIIMQ) pue due ] wreydue |
‘proy weySue] ‘proy| 1YSENG oIk speoI pasn A[IALIY oY T,

Oljjel) wireJ 10J paysrijqelss

Buroq 90ouUTs O[] PISUBYD 2ABY YDIYM SIUL[ ATIUNOD PO
o) £q pawIog st paIxog YSNOIY) PUL PUNOIE JI0MIIU PEOI A T,

armtuIng ATe[[IdUR pue speoy 9'¢

32



LI

“Kemygry

o1qnd 9Y3 U0 INO PITLIED DIE SJUIWIAOW 9SIOY JO JUNOUIE

93Te] & 1B} SULIW STY3 309530 UT “ystred oy uTydim sAemaypriq
M9F Aq paaras st Arunwrwiod [eins oy jo 1red Lressooou

pue yuerzoduur sty 7, "ystred oy uTyam sassoutsng A10A1]

pue s1oumo asioy Aearrd yo uonendod umoid pue fenueisqns
© ST 2197 T, "sABMO[PIIq JO or[ oY) SUTpILSI UIIIUOD I0] ISNED

ST 919U} PoLIEA PUE SUIALIY) ST Sy3ed100] JO JI0MIDU U3 IS[TYAA

‘puedxo sanTunwwrod se Arusure

10018s & uruiodaq st yeym ystred mo uryim ssassod 01 Aon]
I DA\ "WIDY) 9SN O} YSIM OYM [[B 10J JUSWAO[Ud PUE ISIIIIXI JO
201mos e se pajoword oq poys Ysire oy3 uryim syrediooy oy I,

“WAnJ JIVE] poixog sso4ov ¢ivdoof Apyy xassiy o

"paSeInodstp

A[3uomns oq pnoys wasds yredioo orqnd o1y 03 wondnisip pue
seare 3omb Jo oouelrodwr 93 Junodde ojut axel pynoys ystred oy
urm uotsuedxo 1oY1my AUy LIqINGNSs JO ISTOU ) PUE dTfJeI)
£q arodsun fuew ‘sypem [nyooead jo £)orrea B I9)[EA SNOLIDS

PUE [BUOTSEDD0 91} 10q I9fj0 pue AIneag [ernieN SurpueisinQ
JO BTV 9[BA WEYPS(T Y UTyIIMm a1k syred AUe[A] “Spue[poom
PUE SY[EA PIBYDIO OPISATIUNOD JUI[[OI ‘SMIIA [eINI dUTY Surpnfour
sodeospue] parrea ut soxe) syrediooy jo £1ooen oy T, ‘puodaq

pue wreypa(T 03 Aem )T UO SEOIE [[EL] SIPATY PUE [[IL] S00))

91} PUNOIE SJITS PUE BTE YOINY ) paIxog Yl ysnorys sassed

KepA xass7 paumousar ay T, *o1pqnd a3 £q asn 103 seare [eIns mo
Jo A1pueqsny o3 ur uonerado-od papasu yonw oy Sursorqnd
osnoexd STy ONUIIUOD 01 PAFEINOdUD 9q P[NOYS SIOUMOPUE]
[eoor urewr oy ur 3doy dn ore oourusjurewr oeudts pue syred
Jo Sunjrewr oy} ‘SUTUIWILI) [1MOI3IOPUN pUL IFPIT] "SIOUMOPUL]
£q aroym o1 uo paurejureur [om pue ajdoad [e20] pue s1031SIA
Aq pasn TJam ‘@renbape st ystre oy urgImm walsds yrediooy oy T,

uonoazoxd ﬁmmpoom 8¢C

uowrdofosdp

Bursnoy mou Lue ur papraoxd ore sonoey Sunyred 1ed peor

Jj0 21enbope yey) Jueazoduwur st 31 ‘9Fesn 1ed ojearrd yonur os YITAA
“pasoxduur st 310dsuen orpqnd ssofun [oABI) [EIOUSS 10J PUE UOLIEIS
UTeI) oY) ‘UMOT, () 0} $S200E 10J 25esn Jed UT UonINpPaI Arejunjoa
Aue 99s 03 J[NOLIIP ST IT “POUIIIUOD ST [9ALI] Jd 2)eaLid se Iej og

"paixog] y3nory) puejleN

1O WeYpPI(] WOIj sa01A10s SurIsTxo Sunnoi-a1 10 Apisqns )Y
Jo asn pasearour a3 £q Aduanbaiy ur osearour swos Jurrordxe
S[TYAMUIIOM O] P[NOM T JEY) SIDPISUOD 170d0r ST “TOAIMOT]
‘sroquunu 1o8uassed Jo spunoid oy uo Ansnl 03 3noTxFIP

st 21 3nq “Aouonbaiy 901419 91 95LIIOUT 03 MOY JNOJE WINIOJ SIOST
snq e urym 20e[d Uoe) DALY SUOTSSIOSIP JLI) POOISIDPUN ST I]

PUH OTIN

ur £1081ns peOY [[IJA] BTA pue [e3TdSO[] [eIoUaL) 193$9YI[0L) 01
UNI 19A9MOT] S0P 9TAIIS SN Y T, "PI[QBSIP oY) A] SSIJE 1915LI
10J MO[[e 0 SqIoY PasTel 1Y) A1k Jou ‘surexd YIm sIoylow 10§ 10
PA]qesIp 9Y3 JOJ SANI[IDB] ALY SIS MIJ JLy) SUTIOU YIIOM ST I]

*STXE) JO SIED OSN JSNU SJUIPISIY SITAIIS
OU 2I€ 197} SUTUAAD A19A9 pue sAepung U() "GETT I8 UINI2I

B puB GTOT I® 991108 ® ST 21013 AepInieg u(Q) Ot/ ] 38 Suraq

3SE[ 9]} ‘SDTAIIS UINJOT ¢ PUE IAISAYD[0L) OIUT SIITATIS Aep3oom
{ oprao1d waY) ULMID] OYM SISNTUUI() WEYSUIPIL] PUE
19189U2[0)) JI0MIDN] Aq UNI ST IFE[[IA O3 SUIAIOS DITAIAS SN Y T,

coﬁmtomwcﬁ 1, LC

33



8l

uf "eare [eani e ut suonerado Sunnpjod Arenusod ore urewr

9Y) UT JeUM JOJ O[qeIINSUN ST UOTILIO] oY) ‘syudsuod Suruue[d
Areroduray aaey 959t} A[IYM pue ‘prOY IYSTENG JJO PaILdo]

are Ajddns Tros pue a1y drys se yons sassouIsnq [eIISNPUT [[EWIG

"PEOY WEYPS(] /PEOY IYSIeng yim
uonoun( 9t Je sprezey Juoprde pue swidajqord $sad0E [eUOLIPPE
are o101} pue qooyds Arewrid oy a31soddo st oouenuo oeIso

oYl se w>om HOM $89208 Jlim mauﬁﬁ—o‘ﬁ& pasned sjrun pjo wﬂr._.k

*9118 93 SuIsn JIFeI) YIIM pUE ‘SSUIp[INg

mou poprwrrad oy Jo 9eds pue JYSFIDY Y INOJE SUOTIBAIISIT
QAT 9AA ° SEAIE JeINI SUTPUNOLINS I} PUE JUIWDPIAS Aqreou Aue
JO 9eds pue 12)0ereyd o) YIm diqueduwrod oq [reys Justdoaadp
1o/pue sasn Y, ey shes yorym Jo 1xed ‘¢ JA Lorjod

Suruuerd ropun uorsstwirod Sutuue(d payueI3 o1om SITUN MIU Y T,

"INy 91} 10§ JurUd) Jo odL) o1 Jo smou

OU ST 9191} ‘UNTIM JO JWIT) U I8 PUL ‘PIYSI[OWIP U] ALY
SPaYSs PJO Y3 JO ISOTAT "231S SSOUTSNE] [EINY WIIE,] [[T[] SB UsMOUY
ST 9318 STY |, "0T)U0D [RLISNPUT [[EWS UIIPOW € st Judwidoaaopar
10 PasO[ sey] SaPeI) JO AIOTILA B ITM IIUID SSIUTSN] [[LIUS

T 9WEd9q ﬂuz\—g mﬁuﬂm WQEUNQ uuBﬁOHQ PIo =243 :wwO.HO ELSE w<<

"[[310J 0S pue sa1f)

‘s1ed de1os yamm asoy Ajrernoned ‘paiisop oq 03 Yonur SaALI]
souereadde oy 1nq ‘suorsstunrod Suruuerd Lrerodurs) Surpues
Buof 2A®Y 259y T,'s231s pue spIed Jo A1o1Iea © 9ALY SUIOUOD
[Tews 21oUMm peOY] 1YSTeng Suofe Passndof st paixog ut Ansnpuy

Ansnpuy pue ssoursng (O['¢

*S90IN0SAI [EINJBU I[EN]EA JNO 0} UOHLIZUIFIP

10 oZewep Lue osned o) payrwirad oq seourISWNDID AUk IopUn
JOU pUE SUI2)SAS 009 JUILIND YITM dUN) UT 8q pynoys Judstudoosdp
enuajod uy paIxoq UIYIIM PUNOJ AI[P[iM [EINIEU

o3 Jo Juraq [om o3 03 dar eIadwT ST 1B} UId)SAS 009 FUTALIY)
pue podue[eq € urejurew 419100 UOLBAIISUO)) d[eA Weypa(] oy}
Se ons suonmnsur osfe pue Arunwiwiod uetnsonbs pue Suruirey
9} M UOTIEUIqUIOD UT suonestuedio syrods Anunod asoy T,
*21B189 [[BL] SIeATY 9yl £q uni ey

se yons Sunerado sjooys owres paysi[qelss Jjom os[e are o1ay [, A[J

pue 981800 gjoq Juoﬁw@ 9q U By} SI9JeM SNOIWNU 918 219 T,

“ystred o) UTYITIM PUNOJ 9 0} ST O[OA IJEM PIUIILIY]

pue orex A[3uIseaIour oY [, 'SUOIDY pue $aQII3 0) Spro) pue
s3o1y woxy oJ1] dnenbe pue [mojrrem Jo xtwr AIeay e 31oddns
sureamns pue soye] Auew oY ], "spIezznq pue ssymeymorreds

03 Yre[Ay[s pue rowwreymofeA ay3 woiy ystred oy 3noy3nory
UOWITIOD dIB SPIT( PURUIIE] PUE PULIpoom Jo sa10ads Auepr

*so8urly pue[poom 9} ut pajjods Apuanbaig are 199p d01

parxoq ut H%MQ«A\.\QE%\EQQB puv %kﬁ\\ﬁuw&%@ IGULE

pue Se[junw pue 91MI[NO1IZe S[qEIE JO SBIIE OY) UT PUNOqe SIIBL]

‘spewuwuew 931e[ 03 suerqrydure
pue sondor woig oprypm Jo uonendod parrea e Sunroddns

sjeyiqeq jo \muvﬁm\w T M PaIsso[q ) 91e SIoplog A[ONG /Xass’y DLL.L

uonearasaxd o PIIAN 6°C

*SIOALIP PUE JOPLI “9SI0Y 0} ULIEY SNOLIS JO ST

Y[} SOSBIIOUT dINJLU AI9A SIT A SWINJOA DIjJeI) [DO] UT 9SBIIOUT UB
se o[qissod 1oa010UM AeM JO $1YSLI ueINsanba 10 UoEPOWITLIOdIE
spnpour prnoys ystred ot urym jusurdofoasp aming

Auy yuasard sAemye st syuoprode 10y enuajod o) prepuels Y3y

© JO A[[eIoUd3 ST $JSITOJOW PUE SIIPLI Y30q JO IONPUOD Y ISTIYAA

34



6}

[00Yds 31 Y3 pue qn[Y) [eog pue syrodg ot ref] 95eqI A
oy ‘fodeyd o3 pue YoINYD 9y 1€ SANI[IE] Ae[ia A[uo oY T,

"191594oJ0 ) 03
9IIAIIS sSnq QCDS_UD.@GM ue pue &Oﬂw ou AQ‘DQ OU ST 919y} palxoq UT

“M[em ury g 3sed] 38 ‘wreydue ur doys uny Hrunwuwod
oy st doys 159180U 9Y ], "Y1I0J OS PUE SINT[IDE] [EIIPIW
‘8urddoys 105 soGe[ia urmoqusou pue spooMySIf] ‘Puy

EIWAN nG\,\rO,“_.L J19189YJ[0 ) UO JueI[al ST puUE S9NI[IOB] MI] SEY PajXxog

soniwe,] Hunwwod 71g

"BOJE [BIOUSS QWIES A} UT UMOIS so1110qdser pue SOTIIoqMEIS
S® [ONS JINIJ JO JUNOWIE UTLIIID © ST 9I2Y) PUL ‘SSE[3 Iopun
Apsows “eare peoy] 1YSIENG 9} UT SUTRWIAT 9INJ[NO1LIOY JO JUNOWIE

‘Ajjonuup pasonivg Jj17s s1SOZ6 [ 247 Ut pajuv)d pavgaio jnugyg 2 [

e P Tk

1 . e

[ews 7 "sas1oy 10§ syoopped Jo ur Juouag oy ut APuadar
9SEAIOUT A[EIDTIOU B UdIq SBY 2107 |, “edkd[e paonponur sey

wire,] 9SNOL] PUoJ pue A[[euosess pausiiey are dooyg umois osfe
ore o7y st yons sdo1d I9YI0 UTEIID PUE SUOTUO ‘S9018I0J ‘Ad[req
10 Jeoym s renonred Ut po[o£o st pue A[oATSUIXO UMOIS ST
199q 1e8ng ‘uonelox ut pajue[d oq 01 SONUNIUOD pue] [eINI[NILISE
o3 o uoniodoxd Juedryruss € ApuorIN) “o[qRILIUPT

Aqisea 30u are s3o30d 913 Inq SPTS JSLI-YIIOU Y UO ¢ IPEIS

JO JUNOUIE [[BWS © ST 912U} pue ystied oy} Jo BIIE 1SOM-INOS
9} UT PUE[ T 9PEBIS JWIOS ST 219Y |, "7 9PeI3 st [e1oudd Ul pajsi|
st ystred pajxoq oY) UT pue[ [eININOTISE Y3 J[e Isowe AepoT,

SIMYNONIOH pue D.ﬂ\ﬁﬁﬂuﬁw< I11°¢C

*SUOT)E[NGIY [EIUSWUOIIAUS]

pue £19Jeg pue YI[EIL] ‘SUTUUE[J JO YOLII] UT JOU IIE SINIALIOL
19U} 1Y) DINSUD 0] ‘UdNE) 9 P[NOYS UOLIIL JUIUIIIOFUD

10 ‘paGRINOOUD 9 P[NOYS SISSIUTSTI] SUTISTXG] “STRWPUL]
BUIIE2GIoAO UL WIOJ JOU P[NOYS pue IFe[[IA ) JO eI oY 11J 0}
se 0s paugisop A[njares aq 3snw Juawrdojesdpar pantuirad Auyy

*SEQTE [BINT 0] JUBAJ[AI A1k Jetp) sarorjod juowdordure

armng pue ¢70) Ad1[0J £891811G 9100) YITM 2DULPIOIIE UT 9 10
Ppaproae aq pJnoys paixoq ur 1uawdo[oAdp [eLISNPUT 1YINg AUy
*sassoutsnq 3umnsixs 1oy suotssturrod Juruueld 9xoAd1 01 o[qIsuas
1ou 9[qrssod jou st 31 pue Juowriojdurd [E20] 10J PIJU B ST 219Y)
ey s3doooe 310dor 1YY ISTIY AN “0oe[d Sunjes st spays [ernsnpur
30 Juswrdo[arsp mau a1aym ABAA TRIXY PUE YIBJ S[[EI2AdG

UO ST 193$9U[0) YIION] J0F ATISNPUT JO dIIUID O JBY) JBI[D ST 3]

“proy A9[soxIOT] pue peoy] 1yseng

Buore pajedo] are sassoutsng adA) anuad uopred [ewg uonerado
Suryoed 9119804 © ¢y 9Y) JeAU PUL ‘pIYs SULILT UINDIYD © ST
21911 219UM ‘PEOY IYSIENG JJO SISSAUISN] [BININOLISE IE 919Y ],

*28e[[IA O3 0] SJTJOUd(] JUBIITUSIS

9Ie 9191} $SAUN ‘padrojud APotns ‘pardope aouo Juswdorduwyy
[eIny] SurI9A0d SATI0] Juswido[aad( Juswede[dar mou Lue pue
(3uarmo s o[rym) 9J A Aotjod 29s 03 ysim s1aGeq[ia oy T, ‘[re3sp
arowr 10§ xtpuaddyy 99s - suorsstuurad mou 10§ pue suorssturzad
£rerodwa) Jo remauar uo suonipuod sasodut sty T, eary £o1[0g
[eodg peoy 1ySreng a3 03 saye[ar APuarmd 9 JIAH LT[0

‘SIUMO ﬁﬁ.ﬂ vﬂu 10 9118 vﬂu MO quuman—O @ﬁ—u uo TOOHOMCD wﬁﬁvﬂ
mﬁo.HuCOu DHNM.HQO.HQ&.N uSOﬁ—uﬁS uﬁﬂﬁ&douw (02} umoﬁ 2Ie wvﬁudﬂu\w
dexds pue sperrojewr 03seM JT JUSTUOIIAUD IFE[[IA AU JO JUSWILNIIP
oy 03 5131 "odey )y 9y puryaq puef uo 3o SIPPUIA HJ'T pue
$01£) pJo UT g JO JOWWNS dYJ UT PILINIIO dITJ DIIAIS B ‘PIopu]
‘9318 wﬁ.ﬂu 0} @upwuoﬁuu U>N£ wvwmoﬁiwzﬁ ﬁNEm 10w

.Eu&h =ﬁm Je sjiun ﬁﬁo vﬂu MO D.:.Amoﬁu uﬂu MEM\,?OSOM ACOﬁ.uM—u@m

35



proy 290D ut 044D 1POYIIN 41,

‘9I13U3D CBOr._.L oﬂw ut \AHNHQ#H urewr Uﬁu [eX] .WCM:D\VN,S :ﬂuﬂ,ﬂ@
I ﬁﬁ@ oym sjuopIsal vauﬁo HOM \ﬁuwﬁ‘ﬂoﬁuwg m\hﬁﬂomc« [Iymyliom
E ST pUE S399M OM] A19A0 20U0 S[[ed \A.Hd.ﬁ@ﬂ Iqowx @Qr._...

‘uorsuedxo 10J WOOI YI1M 9315 & UO SuIp[ing

MU ® sey Jooyds Arewtid 9y T, "9Teds JUAIINS © U0 paddoxd

jou saop Judwdo[aadpar qny) [erog pue s1rodg oy J1 911s dUO
uo sdeyrad qooyos Arewrid oy pue jooyos a1d ‘dnoxd jooyos Leyd
911 9J2UIPI0-0d 03 Judwdo[oAdp paeIdolur ue aq pnoys 2197 T,

“Surp[ing oy} Jo oSN puE J$IIAIUT 9}

USPEOIQ P[NOM DUWIDYDS SIY| T, “TBC PISUDI] [EIUIFUOD DIOUWI B PUE
(punoj aq pnod s1ad[ay] 1993unfoA JT) qN]d YINOA © JO0YdS-21]
o) ‘san1anoe pue syrods J0opINo pue 100pUT JO AJOLILA B 10J 118D
03 seam Juawdoraaapar Aue J1 93e[[IA 93 03 J1JoUaq 18213 JO 9]
prmom 11 * qnd s1ods sfoq, & 9q 03 paareorad ST JeYM UBY) TOIET
‘s159101UT JO 25URI TopIM  op1aoid 03 st wire oY T, °qn])) [B100G
pue su1odg paIn 19YIer 9Y) JO 9IMINg oY) SULIOPISUOD OS[e ST 3]

“8urprmgq Jooyos a1 Suneiorialap oy aoefdar o3
Burjoor st pue prery urderd oy sureurews I o1 AJTUNWIWIOD ‘ULd
11 se TeJ os ‘urrayso] ut red aanoe ue sAefd [ouUNo)) ysire g oy T,

“paixog[ ut

OAI[ PUE 0] QWI0D 03 SAT[TUre] Sunof IFeINOIUD 0] SE OS OO S
Arewrtzd ot st se Quowrdojossp 93e[[IA 03 [LTIUISSI PAIIPISUOD
st [ooyds 21d 913 JO UOTIUAIY "SINY INO UIOM P[O UT PIJEIO]
ST pu® [00U2S ATeWILI] Y] 0] IOPIJJ B SB S108 [00YDS 1] Y T,

€10 ut saxrdxo osea] o3 uoyM Iqnop
owros ur o Aewr 91MIng s3] “[[e 03 o[qereat st drysroquiowr pue
proy] 1ySreng uo Iny uassiN] plo ue sardnddo uordar| ysnug ay I,

o

aZeqqia ut 2xed Juedzodur ue Aefd jadeyy oy pue Yoy oy,
'600¢ Ut 19310M INOA © opraoxd qim weySue T s ATeJAT 3G YIM
$.1919 3G 1Y} UOTIUIIUT AYJ ST 1] "PIPUSIIE [[oM JI€ PUE SIITAIIS
snotdrpar opraoxd peoy [odey)) ur pdey) ISTPOISTA] paixog

PUE 9211G YINY) PAIXOE IE S 1219 1§ ‘SAYIINYD 0M] 9Y T,
“paixog ut sqnpd

S UQIP[IYD JO YINOA OU oTe 919U} JBY3 9[EIIIL3AIT ST I] "JUBISIP OPLI
TED © OTE 959} NG ‘WELYSUL UT S[(E[TEAR SqN]D ISYINJ Ik 919Y ],

.wn—ﬂﬁu MO Iaqunu ® ﬁGUH&N Oﬂ.\s wuﬁvﬁﬁmuh

I9PJO Aq UTRW 9Y) UT Pasn ST 3] ‘ISnI], £100) pue [DUNO)

UstIeJ 93 woiy juerd e woly d[oy yim g//007 Ut poperddn
SeA\ B[] 9Y [, "SIU2AD PUE SUOTIOUNJ JO AI21TLA © JOJ 1Y 10]
SIOYIO PUE SIUIPISAI J[e 01 S[qe[iear AI[Ioe] © ST [[e] 93e[[IA oY,

*$s017) 913 3& Jooyds Arewrid oy pue {qno [e100s UOTSIT YSILIE
[edoy] oy ‘proyy Sutkerd s 281090 Fury] U0 PaIedO] I YITYM

36



L

SJUNYSIYT) ADIU &&&.&t&& ag7 Jo ma

*sIseq UIOOUO0D U103 & UO UNT 9 03 dARY P[nom A9} Inq
“oy11 9e[[1a 01 ApuesryuGis ppe pnom qnd e pue doys o3e[ia

'S1UopIsal I9pJo

103 Lytrorxd e se U99s 9q P[NOYS 9I1AIIS sNq Y} JO JudwAcIdwT
‘o[qrssod Jr pue UOTIUAIDI 08 “T10J00P © 998 0} PUB[ABN] 10 WEYPI(T
‘pu SIJAL O3 [PABI) ISNUT SYUDPISAY sas1yoed [eIUDP IO [edTpau
OU 2I® 2197 T, *SONI[IOe] AITUNUWIOD IYI0 OU oI 2191} A[peg

37



[44

$33IS @ﬁumﬁlﬁgo.wﬁ— U0 9q p[noys wﬁﬁ.wﬂOQ Mau Jey] ﬁv.ﬁvmouﬁﬁ STIT

*O[eIISOP PAIIPISUOD JOU OB IFB[[IA JUIUIDITIOT

© pue 3ursnoy [e10s y1oq ‘ursnoy a[qepioyje 105 1roddns poo3
ST 919U} YSNOYI[Y “PIYILIIP-TWIAS JO PIYILIIP 9 0) SUISNOY MU
£ue 103 310ddns SUTWITOYMIDAO ST 9191 T, "PIIDLIIST JO PIPIOAE

a2q 01 s1ej pue syuduntede Jo Jurp[mng 9y Ysim SIUIPISAI Y T,

"pasnga1 aq p[noys
95T [BIDIDWIWIOD 0 dNsowop woij sadueyd Aue Apremnoned pue
‘o3eia o ut axoymAue Aerouad repndod jou st o8esn Jo oFuey)

"speoI Surpunoxrms

uo swoaqord Sunyred 910495 9q P[NOM DI9Y) IT INOTYIIM SE

€930 S[EIOUNJ ‘SBUTPPIM ‘SIOTAIS YIINYD 10§ [Nyasn ALrenonred st
sjred 1ed Jooyds oy T, AeAA XISSF 93 03 950D PuE ‘GN OV Y3 UT ST
2118 oy T, "pIred 0ArI3 oY) pue pred yoInyd oy} usomiaq SUNI YoTym
SUP] MOIIEU B BIA ST 9J1S O} 0] $SIIYY "YOINYD PIISI] T opein)

91} 0} JXOU ST PUE I[ES JOF ST 9IS JOOYIS P[O Y} AIIL] YoINYD

oY1 SUTpUNOIIMS BAIY UOBAIISUOL) O} UI P[ING MU I0 SaZULYD
Lue 99s 01 Jueronjor Ajrenoned ore syuoprsay] opqeadodoe st
SOJA1S JO XTUI [[BIOAO UE ‘SSO[OUII2AdN] "siuaprsar Suowre repndod
JOU TP S[EM PE[O-IOQUIT) ‘S[[EA PAIDPUDI OS] ‘parrajord AJferouald
oIe S[EM YOLIE "9DUDISTXI UT $2513100 PAYDIEY) SO} JO Furjoor
PaYPIEY3 93 9A19s91d 0] WISBISNYIUD ST 219U} pue parrdjard
AJ8uomns are sJ00I e[S 10 PAJI [, "POOYINOqUSIoU AJeIpatII oYy}
Bunoapgar reroudd ur ‘sonnrodord Surpunorms ot yaim Jurdooy

ut st 3uIsnoy 21Ny AUt 1Y) SNOIXUE 98 PIIXOY JO SJUIPISAI 9 T,

‘paaxoq ur Juswdofesap Asuap y3ry 103 310ddns ou

10 o[N] st 2197 T, *syuowidofasdp ueqin Asusp Y3y 10j puewop
poNuUnIUOd 9} uo paseq are suondaford pue suorssturrad Jeyd
PUE $2)J0UOSTEW 10 SMO[E3UN( 2I0M SSUT[[oMP JO 04T € ‘9007 PU®
000 U214 3e3 pajou oq pnoys sdeysad 31 *¢Z0T pue 100C
U22MI2q 192$9YI0)) UT I[N 3q 03 SaWoY ()06 Jo uondaford

e q31m soredwrod sty 7, “A9[soIOL] 1e210) Jo o8e[ia Surmoqusrou
oy ut g1 Surpnyour 9007 £q pasoxdde 1o pazerdurod

ud9q peY ()G9 ‘YSNnoIog Y3 INOYINOIY SINTUNUIUIOD [T

ur padojeadp aq 01 Ao¥1] 218 sowoy GO/ YSnoyIy ‘¢7og 03 dn
juowrdojosdp Sursnoy JuedYTUSTS 99 03 A[ONI[ 10U I SIFE[[IA JBY)
$15933ns Juownoop A391e11G 2107) 193S9YI[0L) A ‘SSI[AYIIAAIN]

S91}IUNWWOD
a|geulR)ISNS pue Paxiw d3eald 0} ‘sadeds dlignd pue ubisap
A3llenb jo piepue)s jualsISuod e Yim ‘}axJew pue Buisnoy
a|gep.Joje a3ei6alul 03 SUBWAO[PASP B4INbal ||IM [19UN0D 8y |

'SjupIsal
JI8Y3 JO J|eyaq uo |I2unod yslied ayy Ag pajesisuowsp s| pasu
|e20| e paplAoid ‘sadojaAus abe||IA Bullsixe 8y YIM snonB13uod
S911S uolldadxe |ednt uo pajoddns aq ||IM ybnolog J183seyd|oD
|ednJ Jo sabe||IA 83 Ul Juswdo|aAsp BuisSNoy 8|qepIol Y

‘uolsiAoad Buisnoy s|qep.loyje

9AIleUIB)|E UR 91RJISUOWSP O) Paldadxs aq ||IM Ssiado|ersp
‘S93IS PaIJUMOI] UO AJAl@p Bulsnoy Jo AlljIgelA 8y} sulwispun
$3S00 sjuswdolAap YBIy a1aym ‘Seoureisuundlid [euoljdedxa u|

'SP|OYSaIy} 9S8y} MO[ag SIUSUWAO[aASP J04
1yBNos ag Os|e [[IM UOIINQLIFUOD [B]DURUL JUBJBAINDD UY «

'sBul|jemMp 8J0W 10 ¢ 10J sjuswdoleAsp Buisnoy uo
paJinbaJ 8q ||IM Bulsnoy 8|gep.olje ‘sebe||IA J8yjo 8yl u|

'SBUI|[@MP 810W JO Q| 10} SjuawdojaAap Buisnoy uo
paJinbaJ a9 ||IM BUISNOY d|CePIOje ‘@asId IS pue
SOYUBAIA ‘@043d1] ‘Aemue}S pue UMo| J93Sayd|oD U] «

ISMOJ|0J Se ‘(8}1S UO A|jewiou) Buisnoy a|gepJolje se papiaroid
9Q 0} (SUOISIBAUOD BUIPN|DUI) SBUII[SMP M3BU JO %G5S 84Nd8S O}
Bupess g |[IM |IDUNOD 8y 481s8yd|0D Ul Ajljigeplolje Buisnoy
Bulroidwl 03 PaIIWWOD sI TIDONNOD HONOYOET FHL,

;e sa3els £391en1G 2107) 9 UT 1] £o1[0g

yuowdooad(T Sursnofy arming 1°¢

yuowdooad(T armIng °¢

38



€

‘9Sn I9pLI pue 98I0y 10] skem
I[pLiq DTEOHQ (02} ﬁDWNHSOUGU 9 P[NOYS SI9UMO pueT

'$$900% Ased
UTLIUTEW 0) oL IND UONLIIFA SUISUBYIOAO PUE SISIoA
doay| 03 paBeInoous oq 01 ANUIIUOD P[NOYS SIDUMO PUE’]
“s1o¥esm A11UN0d 10§ pauteluTEw oq prnoys syredioos [y

‘uonounl peoyy (odey)/peoy JIAL 23 03 1393p1] pue
31N o3 woy papraoxd aq ppnoys Juawased syediooy v

‘paixog

spresmo) A1us weygue | I unc) 9y e pue uondun(
PrOY PEBAL] SUN()/proy 1Yysdreng oyl 1e pasodwr

2q pInoys ‘ssadde 103 3dooxa 9wty 1ySrom JUUO) G/ Y

“peoy IySreng uo £nuo

peoy Il 2y e udts Surysepy parerado paads e pue
‘sugdts umo(J mo[g Juautword orour Jo surawr Aq peoy
Weypa( U0 9FE[[IA 9} 03 SOUBIUD Y & PUE PLOY
1ysreng Suope pasoxdwr oq pnoys Juruwiyes Jipyely,

dONVdAIND

"o[qe[reA. 21om shem

9[piq 210w J1 9101 9[qefofus arowr pue 19jes v opraoid pnom

11 pue ‘sfem o[priq Aue J1 maJ ore a1y T, *o1jyeny Juraow Ajprder £q
Pasn oIk YOTYM ‘proy weySue | pur peoy] 1ysreng uofe dSiyjen
UM IOPLI PUE JSIOY JO XTWI 9Y) SUIPILSAT UIIUOD © ST I T,
‘suernsopad 03 snopIezey are YOTYM peoy 1YSIeng Jo sayd1o1Is
Buo urewra TS 919y 1nq N3P pue SIAA PO Y3 03 IPIG ISk
woij 203 Yorym Juswased mou a1 Jo aanenaidde are Loy T,

"soInseawr SuTwiyed d1yyen

SNOTJBIUDISO JO FUNYSI[ BIIXD ‘suSIS Mau Jo eIoy3a]d € 995 03
USIM 10U Op s128e[[T A "Surpaads pue sanrsuap d1jexn Arenonred
‘speoI 93e[[IA JNOQE SUIIIUOD J[(BIIPISUOD DABY SJUIPISIY

sypedioo] pue o3eudis ‘speoy 7'

"papIoAe 9q pinoys Juisnoy A1suap y3Ip|

‘sgurpunoxms yimm Surdosy ur padofaasp pue

SIoqUINU UT Pa)TwiI] 9 P[noys 3uisnoy a[qepiojye Auys

"pauTeIaI 9 PINOYS SIASN YIINYD

103 Sunsyred 1ed J0J Pasn BaIe OU) PUE YDINYD Y} WIOIJ
10BN 10 JOO[IIAO 10U AIISUIP MO] 2q ‘SSUTPUNOIINS
oy M Surdody] ur oq Isnwr YoIny ) paaxoq

01 Juadelpe 2118 [0oyds plo 2y} Jo Juswdojerdp Auyy

.@Dﬁﬁwo.ﬁm 2 p[noys

Sunyred 100ms 33O “sperrrewr Aenb ySiy reuonipen asn

pue sSurpunoxms Y Surdoay ur oq pynoys 3ursnoy

PN MmaN] “pa1xdya1d st SuISNOY paydeIap pue paydeIdp
-TUIDS ‘SMO[E3UN JO XTW Y "SA2I01S 7 PI2dXa 10U PJNOYs

Pue paygdelop-I1wias 10 paydelap 2 p[noys wﬁﬁwﬁom

“proy 1ySreng Suofe A[qrssod Inq ‘Yarnyd a1y

MCSUCSO.CSw BaJe UOIBAIISUOD 9] UIYIIM JOU .DQO~U>CD

93e[[TA 93 0] PAUUOD 9] PJNOYS P[ING MU AUy

‘sanTsuap pue ureped JUIUIAMIAS
3unsixa oy 199dsar pynoys pue pooymnoqusou

UHNM@OEEM Elop Quﬁ\s MCMQUUM ur oq _uﬁﬂO&w .—ujﬂﬁ MIU :<4

‘SO 943 UL PIUIANO S8 PIMO]TE 2 [[FuT
reuondooxe A[uo pue “13soyd100) woiy Juswdorosdp

0} Ia1ireq 93 se ﬁwmﬁwwou 2q p[noys 71V YT,

.ﬂvvuﬁﬂuu 2g jou ﬂvﬁ—JOLw \mmvuw.ﬁm DHOO Elep TCN ue]d
8207 Bugwm ﬁvu&0ﬁ< 943} ur wDMUSOQ JUBAI[IX Uﬂr._ﬂ

AONVAIND

"peosx 1ySreng Suofe Sursnoy 03 uonisoddo
3sea] st o107 T, *ado]oAus 95e[[IA 911 UTYIIM 2q P[NOYS pUE

39



*28esn 1ed 0onpar 03 1opio ur 3rodsuen drqnd

£q a1qrssa00e oq Judswdo[osdp mou Aue Jey) Juerzodwr os[e ST 1] v
“peoy (odey)y ut soxfy padump £q pajeng o113 o3
J0 1eadar refruuts Aue proA 03 210U IYI0 10 WAY)
£q pa010JUS A€ S[OIIUOD [EIUIWUOIAUF] pue £19Jeg
“310dsuery puE Ied] ‘Sutuue] ] 1Y) 2INSUd PINOYS YIno1oq Y T,
orqnd £q a1qrssaooe aq 3snw Juswrdojaasp mau Auy

Uﬂﬁﬂn,— 943} 01 Dﬁn—.mmd\rd 2q

‘y8norog oy woy Aprsqns £q 10 PINOM UITUM JUoUIssasse 10ed i [BJUoWUOIIAUD UE INO

‘59014108 SUMSIXD SUIPUIXD PUL SUNNOI-II Aq 1OYITD SOIIIED $SAUISN( Ay} pue IFe[[IA 93 03 papraoxd st ijouaq
pazojdxs oq pinoys £>usnbaiy snq ur asearur Uy Arunurwod 19y30 dwos ‘s1adefia 10§ Juswdordwa
PIsLAIOUT JOJ 9SED B ST 2197} Ssa[un pajrurrad

AONVAIND) 2 PINoYs sassauIsnq unsixa jo uorsurdxa oN]

"prOY IYSTreng a3 uo auoz Judworduro

PO1BUSISOp 93 03 PAIDAITP ] P[NOYS SISSIUTSIL(

MU AUt ‘SuLId) [eIOULS U "PAIULIS 9q JOU P[NOYS
uorssturrod Suruued aandadsonay] -oyr 23ea 109301d
0] PIdIOJUD PUE PAUTEIUTEUT A P[NOYS PUL ‘SIOFE[[IA

£q parzoddns A[ng oxe sarorjod Suruuerd Sunstxsy

*S9J1AIOS SUMSIXD FUNINOIAT

£q 10 Ap1sqns [1OUNO)) PIsLAIIUT £q PIAITYIE 9q AJUO P[nod
9014198 SN JUANDIIJ DIOW B JEYI PAIDPISUOD ST IT “PAIXOG UO SNDOJ
[UNO7) Jo 3] € sk s1a8e[[ia £q paaraorad ST 1eYM JO MITA UT

“Aouanbaig jo surio) IONVAIND
UT 9DIAIOS S| PIITWIT] Y3 ST SUIIIUOD SIOFE[[IA JO JUOUWId[D £33 Y

Coﬁu\dwuoﬁmmﬁﬁ.ﬁﬁ Y "paixog] punoie pue ur uorsuedxd
: retnsnpur ayerrdorddeur 3sureSe uoroayoid jo [oad] repruurs

 oproid pnoys sarjoJ 1uawdoead( uswiordwy] axming Auy
“eare Ao1[0 Teadg peoy] 1ySreng oyl pue wire [[IL] 01 Sune[ar
son1od y3norog oy3 YIrm 2915e Op dM ‘UMEIPYIIM 9 JOUUED
suorssturrod Suruueld Sunsixo oy 1ey pardodoe st IT ISTIYAA

*PAIXO( JO IDJIBILYD [EINI OYJ UTLIII 0) St OS
resoxdde Suruueld Lue Jo uonipuod € 9q prnoys saSpay

‘suonerado Surpuey 2)seM OIE SWIOS PUE ‘SIED
Ppue s2913 armyew Sursn sa31s Judwdodurd Jo uruoarg : :

pue sa143 deids Jo o8ero1s o3 yam 21myd1d 100d € Judsard asory

0 WS ‘PRO Srenq Suore sassoursng unsixo 03 mou Juruwan
o315 o J peoy 1ysreng ! Isnq sunsIxo 01 tumf,

UO PIMO[[E 9q P[NOYS SUI[PULY ISEM SE YINS SIPeI)
SNOPIEZEY ON] 315 U} SUTABS] pue SUTIAIUD JIJer)

£q pazoSuepud Jou st 939 suernsapad UAIPTIYd [00YdS
Jo A3oyes 9U3 I} AINSUD 0] PIIOITUOUT 9 P[NOYS SMO[}
OIJeI], 'SUONE[NIOY] S0ISAQSY 2Y) YIIM DUBPIOIIL

UT PIAOUIAT AJOJES TP S[ELID)LU SOISISE [[E LY} INSUD

0] paJojruowr 9q p[noys 911s Ternsnpurl wie [[TH \A .
e ISNPUJ pue ssaursng ¢'¢

‘paaxog] ut Juswdoroasp Ternsnpur 1oyiny Aue

03 9ATIRUIDI[E 12139 B SUIAIS 2IA) ABAA [RIXY Je MTed [ernsnpur
MOU AT TATAA “PUE] TeIm[no1Ide Jo asn Jo a3ueyd 03 uonisoddo
pue paixogq uryaim Ansnpur jo uotsuedxs 03 uonrsoddo
S[eIOPISUOD ST 219U} I} direuuonsonb o) woiy 1890 s13]

40



et

TuUNoY) ystreq

paixog 0 MHOQQBw [[e I9JJO pPInoys Jounoy) LMSOHO@ 19189210
‘Paystqeise 9q pynod awwco.@ﬁmwh 2Iowr 0] 2A11ORI))E Q13U

Jeroos e Jr \AHMQ.DEEOU 931 03 31JoU9( 9[qeI9pISU0D JO 9q p[nom 3T

*JEQIY) SWIOS
Iopun a1e $9s59ssod paixoq 18l SANI[IE] ATUNWIIOD SUTUTEIIDI
M9 9} JO dWIOS 1Y) AT10M © ST I *so11dXd 959 $IT USYM IqnOp
OUIOS UT ST UOTY YSTILI 9} JO 2ININJ U} PUL ‘SUILIOLIAIP

oIe QS.HO ﬂ.mﬂuom .TQN mqu&m Uﬂu —uCN MCJuﬁSQ MOOQUWIOH& Dﬂr._‘.\

‘100w
ued sT9Ge[[IA oY) 21oym saded maF pue ‘qnd ou st 2107 T, U013

ysnig oyl pue JOOYdS-aI1g AQSﬁU Jeog pue wu.HOQm 93 se yons
“nssoxd Iopun a1e JSIX9 Je(] JWOS pue “wouffﬁ@w MIJ SeY palxogq

SIOTAIOG OBR[[IA 9°€

“TANZ £91[0d SO Y1m 9duepIodde ur Afrenonred
paarasaxd oq pynoys arnyeu [eroudd oyl pue pajenardde
o1e 9Fe[[IA 9]} JO SSUTPUNOLINS [LINI[NOTISE 9]

JeT) I3[ ST 1 arreuuonsanb a1y jo sasuodsar oy wox]

ANITIAIND

*P1993Je 10U ST AJISIOAIP 01q SIT

pue ‘pa3oa3oid sT paIxog] JO I9J0LIBYD [EINLI AU I AINSUD 0] [BITA
st 3uowdopaaap arerzdorddeur woiy odesspue] pue oprsnunoo
Surpunoxrms 9y} Sunosajoid 1ey) 2491[2q AJSuons s1aSe[[r A

‘ystred oY) Jo Seare SUTUTEWIDI O} SIDA0D SIY [, "9[qe[leAk

jou ST pue] opeis 1omo] pue Judwdo[oAdp 10] poou SUTPLIIIAO

UP ST 919U} SSO[UN ‘B¢ 7 ‘T SOPEIS SB PIUTJOP ‘PUE] S[1ILSIOA JSOUL
pue 1s9q 9 Jo sso 3rwirad 03 J0u £o10d [OUNOY) ST T ‘TETOULS UT

"Pa1211828 I9YILI OIE PUE PIpoOoMm AJ[ensn oxe osay [, ystred
93 UT $231G SJIP[IAA [8907T Paroads Jo roquuinu e aTe 219y T,

“BAIE [BD0]

91} JO J9JOEIEYD PUE S[€IS I (AIM ddULPIoddE UT paprwirad oq
Keur yuowrdopoaop o[eds [[eWS PUL “BdTe ULIN UTEW AUE 9PISINO
suoz Juowfordurd ue se pojeuSdisop mou st uLre,] [[1f] 3e Surjoed
JINIJ YITM POIBIDOSSE 90UO SSUTP[ING JO BIIE [BUISLIO 9} ‘ISLIIUOD
uf "A101ST] S)T UT PaJLDITPUT APEII[E LATE AU JO dINJEU [e1dads

o1 2A10s01d PINOYs STy T, "pamoy[e oq Arensn i suorssturod
Areroduray jo Jemauar 1ng suotsstuizad MU MO[JE 10U [[im STY T,
*SuOnTpu0d JuswAo[durd Jo SwiId) Ut [UN0d oY) £q pajeusIsop

eare £o1[0] Te102dg proy 1YSIeng paaxog € Os[e ST 1oy ],

*$90INOSAT [EINND

10 [e100s ‘Teanjeu si1 0 Terrpnford aq 03 AJoy1] 3uswdofesap
Aue woiy uonoaoxd [erads 2A13 [Im ) “BaIR [\ WEYPI(]
oy s1apIoq ‘ystred ay3 Jo 3sowr SULIAA0D ‘YINOS Y] O} BAIE UY/

*s9)1s oAnRUIANE o[qeidodde

OU 2T 2IOY] PUE PIILIISUOWP 9 UL PIJU [EUOTIEU SUIPTLIIAO
ue o1oym A[uo 9[qe3dodde aq [[Im 9SIOAPE 9q 03 IYSNOY}
yuowrdorand( DD £q Aunnios Terdads 03 309[qns oq [rm 3oeduur
9SIDADE UE 2AY 03 AJoNI[ ST UdTyM Bare sy ut Juawdojasap Auy

"I03g a3 03 yiou 3urod ystred oy Jo eare oy

[[e SOPN[OUT UIY) PUE “PBOY WEYPI(] JO UOTIIIS B PUE [[IE] S]00))
Aq paurop ST 98pa UIAYINOS I [, 'PrOY YdIny() JO yarou Suid]
WITe) [[E[] POIXO( JO BOTE JU} SIOP OS[e SB ‘BOTL OUJ UTUILM SIT]
19911G YDINYY) PAIXog JO [[B ‘¢’ UOMDas Ul pajedipul sy Aineag
[eInIeN] SUTpURISINQ) JO BOIY deA WLYPI( OY} UTYIIM S[[e]
‘U3I0U 9} 0] PATE UE ‘PIIXOE JO LATEL IFIL] © JBY) ST A[LIOU SO
sdeyio “eore oprs£nunod a3 Jo 2INJEU O3 dULIP A[qRIIPISUOD
Apreaire aso) pue pajeaur[op A[reoryroads 104 U2aq aaey

ysted parxog] Jo seare ‘C'T UONDIS UT PIUOHIUIW UII( SBY Sy

9IMI[NOTIIOL] PUL 2INNILISY G'¢

41



9¢

P2792704d 51 PagX0g JO 421IVIVGI JVANL 2GF 2UNSUI OF [UFUL""

»

51 71 2001709 £78U0.175 S423V]71

*SPodU [BD0] 199U 0] SAII[IORY SUTISTXD

J0 opeIddn o1} 10 ‘sonIIORY MaU Jo uoIsIA0Id oY) IOITD
110ddns 01 vonnqrnuUod JuLdYTUSIS © oNeur 03 pasmbax
9q prnoys a8e[[iA oy} urym Juswdo[ossp mou Aue
‘c(IS PUL Z(IS SAII0J £391811G 2100) 22 UT INO 198 SY/

*SUIIIU0d Fur103 se unr aq pynod Loy Jr ‘qnd
® osTe pue ‘92130 3sod 10/pue doys o3eyia v uado 01

SOUSTM OUM JUOAUE 0) UIAIS 2 P[NOT[S JUIWFLINOIUS]

E,m (02} MGMEOUMQB .muﬁ:w uado HNQ ﬁOwﬁooﬂ 19
ﬁﬁd ﬁOOﬂumlvh& U&u KU.SCOU wquQm .HOOmH:AO TCN HOO@QM
@DUCOHNM ue OHNHO&HOUQM 0] Sse OS ﬁvﬁmoﬁv\wvﬁvu Dn— MJSOU

Q.DMO ﬁdﬂuow —UC,N mu.HOﬁmw Dﬂu J 99S 0] HUJQQMOQ Mwog
PINOYS SA1POq 1930 PUE ) ‘PUN0Y) YSLIE] AT,

dONVdAIND

42



/12

vary 10 Teodg — proy] 1ySreng paxoq

‘Seade JeInd
Mcmﬁﬂﬂo\ﬁﬂw 93 pue JU9W}Ios \mn—uwvﬁ Aue JO 9[e3s pue 19]0eIeld

oy yam ofqueduwoo aq [reys Juowrdojaadp 1o /pue (s)asn oy T, (q)
“parxoq ‘urre [TH (1)

:sdew 19sUT 29U} UO PAUTJOP SBATE Y UTYIIM 3] ATUO (B)

M MO[9q PIISI] SIS SSAUIS eIy

o3 uo pasordde aq Aewr se sosn mou Lue pue ‘sasn pasLIOYINe

Bunsixa ayerrdordde Jo uoneprjosuod pue uorsuedxa Luyy “s911g
ssouIsng TeIny Surpuels-291, Sunsixyy uo 1uswdofead( (SINH)

(931G ssoutsng eIy wWied [[IH)

wDNDMQEOO ﬂmﬂ.ﬂumS@CH @DPNMOwH

“WIdY) SUISN JTJFe1) JO JUNOWE 9} UT ISLAIDUT [ELIOJLW & O} ISTI
2413 prnom 10 souereadde Tedrsdyd 1oy 10955e L[os1oape pnom
e Juswdoraasp woiy pazdaroxd oq [im dejpr sjesodorg oy uo

UMOys anjea u@&uﬁucaﬁ .HO\@EN JLIOISTY MO saue | TOHUUHOHAH ABOUV

UOT)09301J due T 98e))

‘spuesseid pasordwrun)
‘spuod pue SMOpLIUI 19JEM ‘SPUB[IOAN

‘smoro3pay Jueroduwuy

Eﬁm
uondy bﬁbﬁﬁoﬁm X988 Y3 Ul m:E:uuv Se PIJIIUSPT SJBIIqR]

{SPUER[POOAA JUDIIUY JO A10)U2AUT
o ut asotp) Ajrenonred ‘smore8pay pue spuL[poom SunSIX]

{5931 Tea130joydrowroan) qesrgooan) Juerrodwy A[reuordoy
‘UOTIBAIOSUO.) 9IMJBN] 10§ dduelrodw] Jo s3I
{S0ATOS9Y 2IMIBN] [8007T [e13u030d JO SOATOSIY dINIEN] [0 ]

“pasnyax
oq s uorsstwirad Suruueyd ‘opqissod jou ore somseouwr 9sa)
SIOY AN "O[OUM € SE YSNOIOY 9} J0O 9ITS AU UTYIIM DISYMIS[O

Ayrenb renbo jo sie31qRY JO UOTIEAID O} SPNIUT [[IM SIINSEIW
[oNgG *sooudwod Juawdo[oAdp 91059q 9q LeUr SIY) SISEI JWIOS
urt pue ‘ssado1d Juowrdoessp o ur aqissod se Ares se parmbor
2q [ $18IIQRY MIU JO UONBAID 9Y [, "PAIURIS ST uoissturtad
Buruued a1050q 1y8nos oq s sarnseow Sunednrw aetrdordde
‘o1qrssod 30U ST STY AIDY AA “wnuwrrutw e 03 3doy o [[im dSewrep
yons ‘9Fewrep asned 03 Aoy st pue payyrwirad st 3uswdoresap
QIO AA "O31S Y} UT 1SII0)UT UOIILATISUOD DINJBU DATIUBISANS

o) prengoyes 01 paau oy ySromino yarym esodoxd oy

10J SUOSEDI OIB 912U} JBY) POIBNISUOWIIP AJIEI[D 9 UBD T SSI[UN
pasordde aq jou [[im mofaq paist] sa3ts Sutmorrog a3 uodn 3109752
9SIDAPE Uk 2ABY 03 AJOYI] saSueyo asn pue] pue Juawdo[oad ]

*S9IS YONS JO JYI0MIoU 9y} prendojes 03 Lo1jod [euoneu

10 [EUOTIBUIOIUT AU} PUE J[9SIT 2315 Y} JO ON[BA UOTIBAIISUOD
a1njeu oy} ydramino A[rea[d Juawrdo[oAdp 9y J0J SUOSEIT oY)
ssopun panruriad oq Jou [[Im 9duEIIodWI [EUOTIEU JO [EUOTILUINUT
JO SILITQRY OJI[P[IA 109]Fe AJosIoApE p[nom Jet) Juswdo[osd

SOD +0j s1enqeH

"91ep Iaje] B e ROQN@GB—UOH JOjuaA9 943 Ut
UOMMSTUH 9q [[tM 91Is 9131 JO UOTIBIOISII PUE [RAOWIDT JCUEUHMSTUH
Jeuoneu Mcﬁﬁﬁuw\wo Ue JO asned9q mﬁDDUOHQ HEOE&OMP\K&U QY AN

*$931S ATJRUIAE 9[qe3dodor Jo 3[I[ & ST 1o}

puE pajensuowap oq ued uonedo] refnonred yey) ur yuowdofosdp
Y} 10J PIoU [EUONBU SUTPLIIIAO Uk 219ym AJuo o[qeidodoe

2q T 31 “eare oY) uo Apoarrpur 1o Ap3oarrp 9oedwr aszoape ue
aAeY pnod Juswrdoaadp yons a1y A\ Aunnios Terads 03 109[qns
oq [T Aineag TeanjeN] Surpuelsing) Jo LIy o[eA Weypa ]

o3 uo Joedwr 9s19ApE Uk 2ABY 03 A[OY1[ 10 ut Judwdoaad(]

(zOD) Laneaq ermieN SurpuelsInQ JO vOIY LA WEYPA(]

v00¢ ue[d [e20T Q@SOHO@ vamuﬁuﬂoo
MITAY @DMQO.T< U3} Utgyym wﬂmmO&OHQ pue Sa101[0d WO S10eX

43



8¢

‘900¢C “.Huu.SwO mmﬁmsom nuwdzﬂ\w ﬂw:mﬁum Ue JO 11eJ1I0d — Paixog

"LO/T1/CL A

£3801e11G 9100 JYN'A0S 193SIYD[O)) MMM /T9)SATD[0d MMM/ /:d1y
£00C Y2TeTA ‘UB[J [B907] YSnoIog 191saYyd[0) ma1ady pardopy
'800¢ £891811G 9100 ‘[PUNOY) YBnoIog 191$3YI[0))

:SAOURIRJIY

Aydes3orqrg

‘pus ay3 03 wobﬁw oyMm sIquiaW
ue[J I9Y30 9y} pue cﬁﬁwbow ‘urwIpe], SIIYD) PUL ISINSEIIT,
Jﬂt&m 11990y r:mEthU Qouaimer] 9A91G 0} 03 syueyl ..AQ_NE q

JUouwInoop

oy payurxd pue 19s oym 9818 YInL] 01 03 sYuEY) Q)

"UB[J OU 2q p[nom
21973 ‘W) INOYIIM ‘UB[J STYI UT I9Joue 10 Lem duo dedonred
03 9WIT) O} UIYE) IABY OYM SIDFE[[IA 93 UL OS[E IAN

*ssad01d Suruuerd oy ur

uonerodiodur 10y sgurpury oy Sundoooe pue 1jeIp oy FUIMITAAI
10§ [UNOY) YSnoIog 193s9Y[0)) pue ‘wdtape pue djoy fenueury
19} 10] DY PUE [IOUNOY) YSTIBJ PAIXO JUPLYI 03 YSIM AN

mwGOEOW@D~>>O§U<

.ﬁVOwﬂmoh 2q z§> wﬂuu< Comuw\wuowﬁoo
Jo MCMuuum 93] 0] TelU9WILI}Op PalopIisuod MEOEQOMO»\VOQ

‘pazoazoxd
oq i saoe[d yons jo souereadde 1o 1o3oereyd ot dn oxewr 03 03
UOTYM JUSUITOIIAUD 3T} JO $309dSe I9TI0 UL SMITA 9913 ‘saoeds

uado ‘s3urp[mq 250y J[e ‘Seary UOTBAIISUOD) UTITAA (IVdN)

(pa3xog)

N®H< UuoneAIasuo))

"pauLI3 9 [[IM SOUO SUTISIXD UO UOLEPI[OSu0d /uorsuedxo
23 10 59318 MaU o uoissturiad 191y oN] ()

‘syuowroarse Suruueld Jo/pue UOTITPUOD A SUWOIIIAO
9 JOUUED 9$IY} 2IYM pUe IsTxd swia[qord a[qerdadoeun
9I9YM Pamauar 9q Jou [im suorsstuirad Arerodway, (q)

“paInoas 3uraq SITJOU( [EIUIWUOIAUD
tswojqoxd Suruuerd armyng Aoy J0 JuLLIND ou Juraq 1A

Quedridde o3 03 Teuoszod opewr Suraq Judsuod Aue
:01 302[qns payuersd aq [qm uorssturrad Arerodwal Jo femouay ()

:A1dde
T sopdroutrd Suimoryog o ‘deA] syesodor g o3 uo paurop
s ‘proy| IYSILnG PaIxog PunoIe Bare oY) UrIAA (9JIAIH)

44



6¢

Suppred SV

InolAeyag

[oaei], Surduey) 9 AIqIssody YL

souo7z yuawforduugy ISC0)
AUDIeIOTL] pUE UOTIEDIISSE])
yuswdordwy 29 sonua)) 170

sonie,] fyrunwwoy ¢S

(smydonmseryu] pue

sanIIoR,] SULILAIR(T) Z(IS Aq popasiadng

Suisnop{ Aqepiogy  vH

TANA

TANA

TANA
(uowruomaug) TANH £orjod £q popasradng

1910eIRY ) Q Gwmwvg ymg NMD

SuUoOTEI0|
JuowdoPAd(T d[qeureIsng 1As

191S9Y2[0)) OPISINO JUnIe ] 61
£q pa12A0d pue mou 239[0sqo ()T, T, LT[0

wwauﬂum HGQEDMNGNE U@MNH,H N:H
uhO&wauer AMqng m.._.L

oprs /2 93 Ut $9318 JudwiLorduro
Sunstxyy jo yuowdopaad(  LJING
proy 1ySreng pawxog  9JINA
oprsAnunon)
oy ut sas) Juowihordwyy  $JINA
UOLBDISIOAL(T [eI[MOLISY  0TOD

sonIoe
LArunurwro)y 4oy Jo uonuAY e
UOISIAOIJ SOUI[IOR,]
Lrunwuio)) pue dIMONISEI U LD

suondooxgy

[eamy - Sulsnop AqepIoY  SH

ANOV °TPA Wegpa(d [40)8)

SoUB’ Pa1dA0I] 10D
(SILIIQRH]) UOLIBAISSUOY) QIMIBN] SOD
SI0INOSY [eIny 10D

1030810y ) USISO(]  ZIVAN
udlsaq ITVAN
STy UOTBAIOSUO)) JO 1010vIeY)) [V

£omoq
ﬁo‘ﬁcoo HGOEQO~®>®Q ﬁ.muu\wo HOQ

Suryreg

y1odsuery,

Juswrfoduryy ey

SOMTUNWIWIOY) TeIny]

3uIsnoyy o[qepIoy

ANOV °IeA Weypag

( ¢ “4Soyooeyore Krs1aarporq
se [om se uroned Juowapas ‘odesspuef
Burpn[our) JUSWUOIIAUL] /APISAIIUN0)

w.muu< GOMH.N\vawGOO mg

[onuo) ..«CQEQOTXV@Q T[ereA

50131704 ASa0.47§ 2407)

50191704 uv]d 20T

anssy

LNAWHALVLS NOISA( ADVTITIA $,A4LX0Y OL LNVATTIY SAIDITOd ADALVILS 40D ANV NVTIJ TVOOT — [ d4TdV],

45



0€

0I0T ur JIA uv MEQE\\@\ N&Q@N% \Q\S&\S\ 2g uv) \@QN Jyun E.E.N\EN uvjd JpI0J paovs ayy &mmtm&ﬁ Jou i $a12170J ENSRQ\ESQ "

(sassaursng Sunsixy] pue pue Juswiojdwy Jo uondN0IJ
pue sas() yuswdoduwyy arerrdorddyy) (1 4q popasiedng

‘sassauIsng maﬂ.uwﬂmm pue pueT MCUE\AOT\“—EM JO U0139931014

pue sos() 1uowdordwy arerdorddyy) ¢q( Aq popasiodng

.AwUCN‘H UOHUOHOHQ .TQN Coﬂww\wuvwﬁoo DHSHNZV

12d( 4q papassodng

"(Soue ] Pajd930i ] PUE UOHJBAIISUO]) dINJeN])
12d( 4q papassadng

*(S398SY JUSWIUOIIAUG] JTIOISTE]) T J(J PUB (S9ue|
P9399301J pue UOTLAIISUOD) 9In3eN]) T¢J(] OSBg 90UIPIAd

parepdn sty Aq paposzadns st 1)) L1[0g "T AN £o1[0g
£S8a1e11G 91070) UT 0) PAIIAFAT ST YITUYM JUDUISSISSY TIDBILY))

u@womﬁcwﬂ 19 \An— ﬁuvwwﬁnﬁj U99( SeY 95eq 0UIPIA9 vﬂr._w

‘(Lineaq TeInIEN
SurpueisinQ Jo vary deA Weypa(]) 7z Aq papasiedng

.AMGDEQOHSGM UM.HOumMIv v1dd %Q ﬁu@u‘wuugﬁm

"(Soue ] Pajda30i ] PUE UOHJBAIISUO]) INJEN])
12dQ 4q papaszadng

peoy 3ySreng payxoq 9JING

SIS ssautsng TeInyy SIINI

SAUE"T Pa3dalold LOD

(sye31qR]) UOTIEAIISUOD) dInIeN SO

wN®H< QOﬁN\vaCOO uﬁﬁw%uuﬂjoo MOO

Aneaq TeameN Surpuelsing Jo Iy o[eA WeYpd(J 70D

wd@.ﬁ< UONEBAIISUO) .—”<.\WD

soue | —QOHUOMOHAH NOU

£orp04 yusuwrdopasa(y

%U:OAH -HN—AM ?UO‘H ﬁvuw&w

(Add S4dI1dI'TOd INIIWdOTIAI( d9H.L A9 dd4ddD¥ddNS 44 OL SHIDITOd NVId TVvOOT dIAVS

g xpuaddy

46



Item
@ Local Development Framework Committee 9
Colchester 7 June 2010

——

Report of Head of Strategic Policy and Author James Firth
Regeneration 01206 508639

Title Colchester North Station Master Plan Supplementary Planning Document
Public Consultation Results

Wards Mile End, Castle

affected

The Local Development Framework Committee is asked to note the results
of the recent public consultation on the Colchester North Station Master
Plan Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) and agree to further work to

revise and progress the SPD.

1.1

1.2

2.1

3.1

41

Decision(s) Required

To note the results of the recent public consultation on the Colchester North Station
Master Plan Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) as set out in Appendix 1.

To agree that the Colchester North Station Master Plan Supplementary Planning
Document (SPD) is revised in response to the consultation responses and additional
traffic modelling work.

Reasons for Decision(s)

To enable Colchester to move forward with the production of the Local Development
Framework directing future development in Colchester. The Colchester North Station
Master Plan SPD will help guide future development in this area which is recognised as a
key Urban Gateway in Colchester's adopted Core Strategy

Alternative Options

The Committee could decide not to agree further work to revise the document. This may
result in the North Station Master Plan failing to take account of the issues raised by the
representations.

Supporting Information

At the meeting on the 1% February 2010 the Local Development Framework Committee
resolved that the Colchester North Station Master Plan Supplementary Planning
Document (SPD) be progressed to the formal public consultation stage prescribed by
Regulation 17 of the Town and Country Planning (Local Development) (England)
Regulations 2004. Due to the significance of the North Station Gateway to the Borough of
Colchester and the importance of delivering improvements in the area it was considered
appropriate to report the document to Local Development Framework Committee prior to
public consultation rather than the usual Portfolio Holder approval process.
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4.2

4.3

4.4

4.5

5.1

5.2

6.1

The North Station Master Plan SPD was released for public consultation on 25" February
until the 26™ March 2010. In accordance with the Committee’s decision an additional
information sheet was also made available alongside the consultation which provided
more information on the context of growth and transport/traffic issues.

A total of 83 responses were received during the Regulation 17 consultation. The format
and structure of the consultation, and the responses received are explained in detail in
the attached consultation summary (appendix 1).

The Commission for Architecture and the Built Environment (CABE) have indicated they
would like their design panel to review the document and provide comments by way of a
formal written response. A response is expected to be received during June 2010.

Next steps: The consultation on the Master Plan has highlighted that opinions on future
plans for the North Station area are divided, with some strongly supportive of restricting
vehicular traffic in the area and others in favour of increasing capacity for it. Consensus
on the scope for improving the public realm is not matched by consensus on how best to
achieve this. Further work on the Master Plan will accordingly need to find a middle
ground on key points to secure overall support from stakeholders and the public. The
Council is continuing to work with Essex County Council regarding traffic modelling in the
North Station area to show the impact of changed travel patterns and new road layouts.
It is intended to develop the Master Plan by incorporating outputs from work with the
County Council and other stakeholders; feedback from the consultation; and additional
engagement work as needed. Revisions to the document will be brought forward to LDF
Committee in the future.

Proposals

It is proposed that the Local Development Framework Committee note the results of the
recent public consultation on the Colchester North Station Master Plan Supplementary
Planning Document (SPD) as set out in Appendix 1.

The consultation summary is attached as an appendix to this report and includes the
following key sections:

Introduction and background to the North Station Master Plan

Details on previous consultation stages

The format and structure of the recent Regulation 17 consultation
Detailed responses from organisations to the Regulation 17 consultation
Questionnaire responses to the Regulation 17 consultation

Strategic Plan References

Noting the results of the North Station Master Plan consultation and amending the
document where appropriate will help the Council listen and respond to comments and
concerns about the North Station area. The LDF helps facilitate the delivery of all the
Council’s priorities. The North Station Master Plan will help address the priorities
Enabling Job Creation, Homes for all, Congestion busting, and Healthy living in
particular.

Consultation
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7.1

7.2

7.3

7.4

8.1

9.1

9.2

10.

A number of earlier consultation events have already been undertaken during the
production of the draft Supplementary Planning Document as set out in the previous
consultation section of the attached summary (appendix 1).

A stakeholder workshop was held in March 2009. This event was held at the Moot Hall
and included landowners, community representatives, residents groups, and councillors,
as well as County, Borough, and Parish Council officers. The workshop included
presentations from the consultant team and the key issues raised at this event are
detailed in section 4.2 (page 21) of the draft Supplementary Planning Document.

An emerging ideas public consultation was then held during May 2009. This consultation
was carried out at a relatively early stage in the process and the responses to the
consultation were used to guide the further development of the master plan proposals.
Further details on this consultation and the responses received are included in section
4.7 (page 22) of the draft Supplementary Planning Document.

A full draft of the Supplementary Planning Document was then produced and was
recently released for public consultation as required by Regulation 17 of the Town and
Country Planning (Local Development) (England) Regulations 2004. A Sustainability
Appraisal was also produced and released alongside the document for consultation. This
report requests that the Committee note the results of this consultation as set out in the
attached summary (appendix 1).

Publicity Considerations

The consultation on the North Station Master Plan generated some local publicity. The
public consultation was formally advertised by way of public notice as required by the
Town and County Planning (Local Development) (England) Regulations 2004. On-going
work on the North Station Master Plan may continue to have some local publicity
implications.

Financial Implications

Producing a Supplementary Planning Document for this area is likely to assist the
Council when requiring appropriate contributions towards infrastructure and other
improvements by way of planning obligation.

If consideration of the consultation responses and traffic modelling information highlights
a need to make significant changes to the document, and it is not possible to carry out
this work in-house, further work may be required from consultants at additional cost for
which there is currently no budget.

Equality, Diversity and Human Rights Implications

10.1 The consultation on the North Station Master Plan was carried out in accordance with the

10.2

Council’'s Statement of Community Involvement (SCI). The SCI encourages the use of a
range of consultation methods to enable as many people as possible to respond
regardless of gender, gender reassignment, disability, sexual orientation, religion or
belief, age and race/ethnicity.

A link to the Equality Impact Assessment for the Local Development Framework is
provided on the LDF Committee webpage.
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1.

11.1

12.

121

13.

13.1

13.2

Community Safety Implications

The SPD promotes high quality urban design which will have a positive impact on
community safety. The urban design principles include the need to create a safe public
realm and to develop convenient and safe routes through the area.

Health and Safety Implications

The SPD aims to enhance the quality of the public realm through improved footpaths and
direct crossings, in order to encourage walking and cycling, particularly between the town
centre and station. Measures that support modal shift and improve safer use of the area
by pedestrians and cyclists should have positive health and safety implications.

Risk Management Implications

A decision to note the results of the consultation will ensure that the comments from
residents and other stakeholders are adequately taken into account in the emerging
document.

A decision not to note the results of the consultation or to revise the document in
response to the comments would fail to take account of the views of local residents and
other stakeholders. The existing problems in the North Station area may also remain
unaddressed with problems increasing in intensity in the future due to the impact of
further growth.

Background Papers

Draft North Station Master Plan
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North Station Master Plan
Supplementary Planning Document

Regulation 17 Consultation
25 February — 26 March 2010

Summary of the main issues raised in
representations

May 2010
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Introduction and background

Colchester's adopted Core Strategy identifies the North Station area as an
important ‘Urban Gateway’ to Colchester. The Core Strategy states that the
Council will manage the regeneration of the North Station Area to deliver:

* An attractive gateway to business, tourists, commuters and residents
* New office and mixed use development at central locations
* Key transport connections between Town Centre and North Colchester

A considerable amount of consultation has already been undertaken at earlier
stages in the production of the Master Plan. The structure and outcomes of
these consultations are summarised below. Full detail on these consultations
is provided in the statement of consultation available on the Council's website.

Previous consultations
Stakeholder workshop

A stakeholder workshop was held in March 2009 and was a key stage of the
visioning process. The event was held in the Moot Hall, Town Hall, Colchester
and included participants drawn from the key stakeholders, including
landowners, community representatives, residents groups, and county,
borough and parish council officers. The format of the event helped develop
the ideas and principles which should shape the document. The key issues
and themes arising from the workshop included:

e Prioritise public transport, pedestrians and cycle routes

e Improve connectivity and permeability

e Improve legibility (particularly the route between the station and town

centre)

e Simplify/soften/humanise existing road junctions

e Rationalise parking

¢ Improvement in the environment at key spaces

More details on the issues raised are given on page 21 of the draft SPD.
These issues were taken into account when working up emerging ideas for
the North Station area.

Sustainability Appraisal scoping consultation and report

During the preparation of the North Station document a Sustainability
Appraisal scoping report was prepared and consulted upon in April 2009. The
scoping report was set to all of the statutory consultation bodies. A response
was received from Natural England requesting the inclusion of two additional
documents and the summary of the review of these documents can be found
in appendix E of the North Station SPD Sustainability Appraisal report. A full
Sustainability Appraisal report was then produced and this was released for
consultation alongside the draft North Station Master Plan SPD during
February and March 2010.
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Emerging ideas consultation

An emerging ideas consultation was held in May 2009. This public
consultation was carried out at a relatively early stage in the process and
presented emerging ideas for the area. The emerging ideas were made
publicly available at the Council’s offices and on the website. There was also
a public display of the emerging ideas on Friday 8 May 2009 at the Moot Hall,
Town Hall, Colchester and on Saturday 9 May 2009 at Colchester Central
Library. Members of the consultant team and Council officers were available
to answer any questions. The events were advertised by way of press release
and by direct invites to stakeholders who had previously expressed an
interest.

A total of 51 responses were received to the emerging ideas consultation.
Most of these used the official questionnaire and a few respondents chose to
provide more detailed comments by email or letter. A response in a report
style format was received from the Mile End Village Design Statement group.
A summary table of the consultation responses is available in the consultation
statement on the Council’s website.

At this stage the ideas of seeking to provide street trees, start-up units for
smaller businesses, and improved ‘green links’ were the most popular.
Seeking to provide more direct crossings for pedestrians and cyclists and
using paving to unite spaces, slow ftraffic speeds and create a better
environment were also well supported. These ideas have been retained and
further developed in the draft SPD. Some ideas such as the possibility of
Turner Rise being a location for family housing were not so popular. The draft
SPD now proposes that this site remains a district centre providing shops and
services. More detail on the emerging ideas consultation is available from the
previous consultation section of the Council’s website.

Regulation 17 consultation

The most recent Regulation 17 consultation ran from Thursday 25 February to
Friday 26 March 2010. This statement provides a summary of the main issues
raised during the consultation.

The stakeholders involved in the early stages of the project were again
notified of this consultation. Email and letter notifications were sent to over
500 residents, organisations and businesses on the Council’s LDF database.
A statutory advert was placed in the newspaper and a press release was
issued advertising the consultation. There were a number of articles published
in the paper. Hard copies of the consultation materials were made available to
view in the Customer Service Centre and in Colchester Central Library. The
material was also made available on the Council’'s website and a direct web-
link created www.colchester.gov.uk/planningconsult.

A public consultation event was held on Saturday 6 March at Myland Parish
Hall. Staff from Colchester Borough Council and Essex County Council
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consultant’s Mouchel were available to answer any questions. The event was
attended by approximately 150 people.

Supporting material was made available alongside the draft SPD to help
explain the proposals. This included a public consultation information sheet
explaining the context for the proposals and information regarding choices for
congestion and transport planning. It also included the questionnaire and the
sustainability appraisal report.

Summary of the main issues raised

A total of 83 responses were received during the Regulation 17 consultation.
The majority of responses were made using the official questionnaire a copy
of which is attached as appendix A. A smaller number of respondents chose
to submit more detailed comments by way of letter. A number of detailed
responses from organisations were received which are summarised below.

Detailed responses from organisations

The Commission for Architecture and the Built Environment (CABE)

CABE have indicated that they would like their design panel to review the
document and provide comments by way of a formal written response. A
response is expected to be received during June 2010.

Colchester Blind Society

The response states that all blind people are entirely opposed to shared
space which is a dangerous and stressful concept. Pavements or footpaths
with a normal kerb are essential. Guide Dogs for the Blind have now launched
a Judicial Challenge to the Shared Space scheme in Kensington. It is
appreciated that shared space is only at the planning stage but there is a
need to make the position clear well in advance.

Colchester Cycling Campaign

It is vital to take this opportunity to provide an effective alternative to the car
for trips between North Colchester and the town centre. This will involve
improved provision for pedestrians, cycles and buses to make faster, safer
journeys. The response makes suggestions for bus lanes, signalised junctions
and shared space in different sections of the Master Plan area. A number of
cycle routes that should be considered as part of the North Station Master
Plan are also suggested.

National Express East Anglia

e Agree that the station gateway concept needs to provide for a fully
functioning double sided station, but consider that the proposals for
development around the station site place too much of a constraint on
the efficient operation of the station and access to it.

e The proposals for the two forecourts are too detailed and do not give
enough flexibility. The private car will always be the main mode of
access for the station. There should be no proposals to reduce the
amount of car parking at the station. The idea that the Park and Ride
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will be used to access the station is impractical at best. The Park and
Ride service can however be used to improve the level and quality of
bus service offered between the station and the town centre, and
therefore a viable product for bus/rail integrated ticketing.

The plan places a significant emphasis on shared space at several key
locations around the station. We would question the suitability of
shared space around the station bearing in mind the high volumes of
movement into and out of the station at peak periods. Managing
conflict by segregation is necessary to minimise the risks to all.

Overall, we are somewhat disappointed with the SPD document. The
document constrains much of the improvement that we consider
necessary. Our views have not been given due weight by the
consultants, and this clearly impacts on our ongoing support for
developments in the station area.

Bidwells (on behalf of Glanmore Investments Ltd.)

Strongly disagree with draft proposals for Turner Rise. There has not
been adequate consultation with key land owners, and the Council has
failed to secure buy in, agreement and commitment from the owners of
the Turner Rise Retail Park.

Concerned that the proposals could subsequently adversely affect the
owners attempts to maintain occupancy of the units and provide a vital
and viable facility. We do not consider that the employment uses being
proposed are viable and would suggest that far better use could be
made of the site.

In effectively allocating the site for employment uses albeit with a
limited element of retail development the draft proposals within the
SPD do not reflect the area's designation as a District Centre.

Blue Sky Planning (on behalf of F&C Commercial Property Holdings Ltd.)

Support the allocation of the Cowdray Centre as part of the wider North
Station area. It is agreed the site provides an opportunity for a high
quality mixed use development and that it could play a fundamental
role in facilitating the provision of a future link between Cowdray
Avenue and land north of the railway.

The proposed master plan does not identify the full range of potential
uses and includes a scale of B1 office development which is not
appropriate. The level of proposed B1 use should be reduced, greater
flexibility should be allowed in the location and type of residential
accommodation, and a range of car parking solutions should be
allowed including decked parking where appropriate and viable.

East of England Regional Assembly

The Colchester North Station Master Plan is in general conformity with the
East of England Plan. Overall, the Master Plan objectives are consistent with
regional aspirations for Colchester. Significant improvements are sought in
terms of delivering a more pedestrian friendly environment and greater priority
will be given to increased connectivity between sustainable transport modes.
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The Ramblers — Colchester District
Applaud the potential of the missing pedestrian links and the idea to complete
the riverside footpath.

Myland Parish Council

e The display contained no relevant information for local residents to
consider. To make matters worse, visitors were asked to complete a
questionnaire but the questions did not address the issues people are
concerned about.

e There are a number of important issues but we believe there are three
main ones the regeneration project must consider if it is to be of any
value. These are:

Traffic - far more imaginative and robust solutions should be
created.

Street scene - The street scene proposals in the North Station
area also seem very limited

Compulsory purchase — Retail/Commercial Land - Compulsory
purchase should be used to bring more options, increase
flexibility and enable consultants and advisers to be more
creative with their problem solving.

Natural England

Natural England welcomes the support for public transport and the
encouragement of more sustainable transport choices. We also support the
sustainability objectives, such as passive energy efficiency and provision of
sustainable urban drainage. In our view, a Green link between Castle Park
and High Woods Country Park should be delivered as a matter of priority.

PMS Leasehold Management

In our experience as managing agents for residential sites in the area the
introduction of a pedestrian bridge over the river would impact on the quiet
enjoyment and security of residents of Victoria Chase.

Questionnaire responses

Most individual respondents made their comments using the questionnaire.
The questionnaire results are summarised below.
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Question 1 — Existing problems and principles

Under this question respondents were asked to rank the principles for the
area in priority order (1 being the most important and 7 being the less
important). Each number could only be used once.

Improve
journey
Percentage from station More - Better links
of Improved space for More Additional Improved
to town (eg. ; . through the
respondents . bus pedestrians attractive road shops
easier L ; area for
who ranked priority | easier streets / space for and :
th - routes, . . pedestrians
e priority measures environment cars services :
) better . and cyclists
as: crossings
street
design)
1 (most
important) 29 2 10 14 30 7 10
2 19 21 15 10 5 21 10
3 19 17 7 12 18 7 20
4 5 14 34 12 5 14 17
5 12 19 17 21 0 12 20
6 12 10 10 24 14 17 12
7 (least 5 17 7 7 30 21 12
important)

Improving the journey from the station to the town appears to have been a key
priority with a high percentage of the respondents rating this as their first,
second or third most important issue.

Improved bus priority measures, more space for pedestrians / easier
crossings, and better links for pedestrians and cyclists were seen as middle
ranking priorities for most respondents. Making the streets more attractive
was generally seen as less important than some of the other objectives
although few considered it to be the least important.

Opinion concerning additional road space for cars was very mixed. 30% of
those who answered this section ranked this as the number 1 priority making
it the most frequently stated number 1 priority. Another 30% of respondents,
however, ranked this as the lowest priority, also making it the most frequently
stated lowest priority. It is clear that opinion on this issue is very divided.

The charts on the following pages indicate the percentage of respondents

who ranked issues in their top 3, and the percentage who ranked the issues
as their lowest or second lowest priority.
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Question 2 — Other priorities

Respondents were then asked if they thought there were any other priorities
that should be addressed. Responses given to this question included:

There should not be extra pedestrian routes through quiet residential areas -
these increase fear/risk of crime and anti-social behaviour

Make the area clearer for everyone to negotiate

Extra cycle parking urgently required on the entrance to the London bound
trains

State of roads and volume of traffic

Redirect traffic away from North Station

Deal with the traffic problems and make it less stressful for motorists

Traffic flow - traffic signal timing should be looked at

There should be better coordination between buses and trains early in the
morning.

Traffic flow across North Station / ASDA roundabout

Insufficient attention has been paid to motor vehicles - do not build nearly
4,000 more homes in the area north of the station.

Any changes should be in keeping with the fact that Colchester is the
oldest town in Britain

Object to the proposed footbridge over the river, which would provide a
thoroughfare into Victoria Chase and a shortcut to North Station Road, on the
grounds of security, and loss of amenity.

The masterplan does not give sufficient weight to improving access to the
station for all modes of transport, including walking (for customers and
maintenance). New development in the station area will bring additional
pressures on space and layout.

No thought has been given to increased crime due to
increasing pedestrian through routes, especially in quiet communities that
are currently secure and controlled such as Victoria Chase.

The key priority should be sorting out the traffic situation

Securing an extra road link under the railway - the suggested link from
Petrolea Close to the Cowdray Centre should be a priority rather than merely
an aspiration.

| think that reducing crime should be high priority, and that reducing the
amount of pedestrian cross routes through quiet residential areas would
help this.

Please remove existing bus lanes in the area. Bus lanes stop cars from
travelling through the area via the most direct route.

Take opportunities for crime reduction

Retain privacy and prevent crime in residential areas. i.e not creating
additional routes through Victoria Chase.

Separation of road traffic and cyclists & pedestrians

Security, reduced noise and vandalism

The provisional of additional road access North / South is essential to
success and future of the area.

Reducing pedestrian cross routes through quiet pedestrian areas.

Additional road lanes or alternative routes are needed under the railway

Any use of shared space ideas should be shelved until the proposed
Government review is completed and published with recommendations. See
Guide Dogs for the Blind Shared Space Campaign regarding the necessity
of clear raised kerb demarcation between pavement and roads.
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e The SPD needs to support the overarching objectives such as supporting
regeneration and securing a greater mix of uses.

e Reduction of Heavy Goods Vehicles using these routes

e Problems with traffic, especially North Station roundabout at peak time

Reduce the number of road crossings between at Asda Roundabout as well

as between the Station and Town Centre

Reduce crime opportunities

Keeping the traffic flowing.

More consideration for motorists in this plan

Cease further housing development in Mile End - grid lock traffic patterns

exist already.

The reduction of crime in the area must be of paramount importance

Link Petrolea Close with Cowdray Avenue

Alternative crossings of the railway should be given more consideration

Bridges for pedestrian crossings at Essex Hall Roundabout and Avenue of

Remembrance

e Retain the Boadicea Statue in a prominent position that can be seen in all
seasons of the year

e Where is the congestion issue?

e Residential parking bays and restrictions in Mile End Road

Improve links / crossings for pedestrians and cyclists. Extra bridge / tunnel for

vehicles to prevent bottleneck under North Station bridge.

Accessibility to trains for blind, partially sighted and disabled people.

Accept that for some journeys there is no alternative to car transport

No development of housing and/or business until new route under the railway

Roundabout at the end of Bergholt / Mile End Road

Station way pedestrian underpasses instead of crossings would enhance

traffic flow

e |t is important that any changes do not increase pedestrian routes in quiet
residential areas

Questions 3 to 17 — Design Ideas

This question asked the respondents to indicate if they agreed or disagreed
with a number of different statements and ideas in the document. A table
summarising the responses is provided on the following page. This is followed
by a chart showing the percentage of respondents who agreed or strongly
agreed; and disagreed or strongly disagreed; with the various statements.
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Percentages (of those who
answered the question)

Strongly
Disagree

Disagree

Neutral

Agree

Strongly
Agree

Q3

Q4

Q5

Q6

Q7

Qs

Q9

Q10

Q11

Q12

Q13

Q14

Q15

Q16

Q17

That the station forecourt
should be redesigned

The ideas for a possible new
station forecourt (page 28/29
of the SPD)

The ideas for a ‘station piazza’
with more pedestrian space on
the south side of the station
(page 30 of the SPD)

The provision of improved
more direct pedestrian and
cycle crossings at Station Way
(page 31)

The potential change to Essex
Hall roundabout (page 32 of
the SPD)

The Station / Asda
roundabouts should be
redesigned

The possible alternative ideas
for the Station / Asda junction
(page 33)

Priority should be provided for
Park and Ride services and
other buses through the North
Station area

Street improvements should be
made to North Station Road to
improve the route towards the
town centre

Improved bus priority, walking
and cycling measures on North
Station Road should be
provided.

Access only for local business
and residents along North
Station Road should be
encouraged

The Albert roundabout should
be redesigned

Any redevelopment of the
Cowdray Centre should
provide business and
employment focused
development

Redevelopment at the
Cowdray Centre should
include links for walking and
cycling between High Woods
Country Park and Castle

Park

Land should be safeguarded to
allow for a possible future
vehicular link between
Cowdray Avenue and Petrolea
Close

11

10

62

17

11

18

27

15

29

37

26

27

55

27

52

25

23

24

34

34

29

22

34

42

39

46

41

25

25

26

25

40

30

18

28

38

34

23

24

13

18

23

39

13

22

23

21

10

20

21

35

38
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Q3

Q3

Q4

Q5

Q6

Q7

Qs

Q9

Q10

Q4 Q5 Q6 Q7 Q8 Q9

@ Agree or Strongly Agree

Q10 QM

Q12 Q13 Q14 Q15 Q16 Q17

B Disagree or Strongly Disagree

That the station forecourt should be
redesigned

The ideas for a possible new station
forecourt (page 28/29 of the SPD)

The ideas for a ‘station piazza’ with
more pedestrian space on the south
side of the station (page 30 of the
SPD)

The provision of improved more
direct pedestrian and cycle
crossings at Station Way (page 31)
The potential change to Essex Hall
roundabout (page 32 of the SPD)
The Station / Asda roundabouts
should be redesigned

The possible alternative ideas for the
Station / Asda junction (page 33)
Priority should be provided for Park
and Ride services and other buses
through the North Station area
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Q11

Q12

Q13

Q14

Q15

Q16

Q17

Street improvements should be
made to North Station Road to
improve the route towards the town
centre

Improved bus priority, walking and
cycling measures on North Station
Road should be provided.

Access only for local business and
residents along North Station Road
should be encouraged

The Albert roundabout should be
redesigned

Any redevelopment of the Cowdray
Centre should provide business and
employment focused development
Redevelopment at the Cowdray
Centre should include links for
walking and cycling between High
Woods Country Park and Castle
Park

Land should be safeguarded to allow
for a possible future vehicular link
between Cowdray Avenue and
Petrolea Close



Question 18 - Travelling through the North Station area

If the respondent regularly travels through the area this question asked them
to indicate which mode they most frequently use. The chart below shows the
answers given by way of percentage for the different modes. Some
respondents did not answer this question and have therefore not been
included in these percentages.

5%

5%

@ Car
W Bus
O Walk
OCycle

21% H Other

64%

Question 19 — Any other comments

This question allowed respondents to submit any other individual or detailed
comments. Responses to this section included:

e Object to the proposed footpath links. Do not want a footpath going across my
land.

e The area is currently dangerous & confusing

e A new road taking traffic away from the area should be considered especially
when the new junction is open at the community stadium.

e Since the Braiswick Park development traffic is virtually at a stand still and
any further development of the area will make it impassable

¢ We don't want more cars passing through North Station

e |If Myland has to accept the next two awful and not wanted or required
housing developments then the infrastructure should be amended to cope
with this before.

e Any more priority to buses should be linked to the bus companies providing a
service consumers are interested in.

e Chelmsford station is much easier to access and more convenient. Partly
because it is in the town centre but also because of the new Marconi Plaza
development with convenience shops and easy pick up points for buses.

e The area is often very congested and there is no sense to traffic light routines.
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Pedestrians should not have to use a pelican crossing that hinders traffic flow.
It is not always practicable to use public transport

Petrolea way should be extended through to the Cowdray Centre, or better
still through to Ipswich Road.

If there was no pedestrian crossing south of the station everyone would cross
the road by the foot bridge thereby allowing traffic to move continually instead
of stopping at the traffic lights.

Traffic congestion needs to be dealt with before any future development.

The current development of North Colchester and new A12 junction will
create greater congestion.

Object to the proposed pedestrian river crossing near Victoria Chase. This
would encourage permeability in the Victoria Chase development causing
security concerns and increasing illegal parking.

Object to the proposal for the Potential Pedestrian Bridge over the River
Colne and development of pedestrian routes through the quiet community of
Victoria Chase. The increase of crime and increase in fear of crime with the
increased pedestrian freedom proposed through Victoria Chase is just not
acceptable.

The Masterplan's ideas for the Cowdray Centre, North Station Road and the
station itself are good, but not putting resolving traffic issues front and centre
within planning for the future of this area means they're not likely to be
deliverable. Green space at the heart of roundabouts should be maintained or
replaced nearby wherever possible.

Object to the suggestion for a footbridge across the river at Victoria Chase.
Do not desire a bridge joining Victoria Chase to the Westway Horizons
development. This in my opinion would just increase crime.

Strongly disagree with the proposed opening up of Victoria Chase with the
addition of a bridge across the river and/or additional riverside
pathways/cycleways.

It is not a good idea to build another bridge across the River Colne.

Strongly oppose any plans which include routes through the quiet residential
area of Victoria Chase.

Simplify the driver experience with more connections to trunk roads to relieve
congestion. Focus on Park and Ride not just as a utility service but as an
effective mode of speedy easy transport into work and shops.

Many of the ideas are totally speculative and dependent on third parties
releasing land and committing to redevelopment in accordance with this
consultation.

The park and ride dedicated bus lane must continue into the town centre
unhindered by the existing traffic congestion caused by the North Station
bridge.

A new commuter car park should be built on or in the vicinity of the Cowdray
Centre with an attractive pedestrian link to serve commuters.

Consideration should be given to a new road link between the Avenue of
Remembrance and the rear of Claremont Heights.

Colchester Borough Council should recognise the major economic benefits of
residents commuting into London and make easy access and egress from
North Station a priority.

Without significant investment and proposals to relieve congestion vehicles
wishing to go to the north of the station will access the A12 to get there via
the new junction. The Highways Agency should be made aware of this
situation.
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Opportunities to create new bridges underneath the railway line for vehicles,
cyclist and pedestrians should be safeguarded.

The master plan must incorporate cycle and pedestrian routes of sufficient
capacity and safety.

A significant proportion of the funding for infrastructure investment for the
North Station area must be obtained from developers.

Support the improvements being proposed to the townscape of the North
Station Area but investment to relieve traffic congestion should be given a far
higher priority.

Funding should be sought as a matter of priority from the Haven Gateway
Partnership and Essex County Council to facilitate highway improvements.
Deal with all the issues correctly rather than deal with cosmetic matters.
Colchester Borough Council should recognise the adverse effect upon the
quality of live and economic costs of traffic congestion.

Reduce pedestrian cross routes through quiet pedestrian areas.

A footbridge over the river near Victoria Chase would not contribute to the
aims of the project.

The possible future vehicular link from Petrolea Close has to be done as a
priority.

Redesigning the whole North Station area and improving green links
would be most welcome for those who walk.

The station is overdue a complete revamp. Creating a positive sense of
arrival and tying this in with Colchester’s huge historical significance as well
as retaining and attaining a real sense of character, would speak volumes.
The Big Yellow Storage building sends out a message of business first, whilst
people and culture come a poor second.

The whole masterplan with it's sustainable and green ethos is to be
applauded and welcomed but it will only make a real difference to us living
here if it is not drowned out by overdevelopment in the area which will bring
more traffic.

Cars parked on the hill on the approach to the station from West Bergholt
are dangerous and cause major problems with traffic flow.

The main problem is the amount of traffic not the road design too many
houses have been built in the area and it looks like this trend will only
continue.

No development should ever takes place on Bergholt Rd recreation ground or
allotments. Perhaps trees in and along boundary of the recreation ground
could have TPOs.

A new tunnel under the railway should be a priority to improve traffic flow
Strongly object to the potential footbridge link between the Western Horizons
development and Victoria Chase.

The plans are largely cosmetic and the money would be better spent in
improving the pedestrian/cyclist/bus journey from station to town centre.
There are implications that increased pedestrian access to the Victoria Chase
community would lead to an increase in crime

The ftraffic lights should be turned off to experiment with the junction as a
double roundabout. This would allow traffic flow to dictate the balance.
Pedestrians should cross using a footbridge or subway. Bus lanes should be
suspended.

Restrict housing development to match road infrastructure

The bridge over the River Colne must not be allowed as it would increase the
risk of crime.
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The present roundabout at North Station has been well designed and works
very well. There will always be a rush hour surge of traffic. Facilitate the
Petrolea Way to Cowdray Avenue road link.

The plan takes no account of the impact of the new A12 junction and the
changes in travel patterns that will ensue, or of the additional traffic which will
be produced by the new housing development already in the pipeline.

More road space is needed so traffic can flow more freely between North
Station and other routes such as the Avenue of Remembrance.

Outside of rush hours the North Station traffic light system is very good.

You cannot expect drivers to leave their car without affordable flexible
alternatives. No homes should be built until the NAR is completed along with
the associated Park and Ride.

A lot of the ideas are good. How they are implemented is another matter.
Continuous cycle paths should be designed through the area. Cars must be
given lowest priority.

Improvements should be made to the station site itself

Traffic control signals are needed at the proposed T junction between
Bergholt Road and Mile End Road

The computer generated 'artist impression' images could have been
superimposed over current maps for better identification.

If it is made easier, safer, cheaper, and more pleasant to bike, walk or bus
into town then maybe more people would leave cars at home for more
journeys. Park and Ride should help will this.

Number of buses will be doubled with the Park and Ride. The Park and Ride
site should be south of the railway and Park and Ride should be free.

The population is getting older. All these cycle ways are fine but don’t forget
the pensioners.

The vision seems to be idealistic. The priority of this scheme should be a
much needed improvement to keep traffic flowing.

Object strongly to the idea of a bridge over the River Colne that would
increase pedestrian movement over and around a secure community that
currently exists.
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Appendix A

Draft Colchester North Station Master Plan
Supplementary Planning Document (SPD)

Public Consultation
25 February — 26 March 2010

Questionnaire

The draft North Station Master Plan has been developed using feedback received
through earlier stakeholder workshops and emerging ideas events. The draft
document contains potential ideas for improvements in the area and sets out a
framework to guide any future development. This consultation is an opportunity to
gain feedback on what priorities we should focus on when developing detailed plans.

Please answer as many questions as you can. If you wish to supply further
information it will help us if you can indicate which page, paragraph or diagram your
comments relate to. If you need more space, please continue on separate sheets,
but it is important each extra sheet includes your name and address and is signed
and dated. Any representations received will be used to inform final draft version of
the North Station SPD.

Please note:

Government planning rules mean that any questionnaires received will be
made available for public inspection. By signing this questionnaire you are
consenting to your name, address and comments being published on the
Council’s website and in other related documents. Questionnaires must be
returned by 5pm on Friday 26 March 2010

Existing problems and principles
Please rank the following principles for the area in priority order:
(1 = most important, 7 = least important)

Priority

Improve journey from station to town (eg. easier
routes, better street design)

Improved bus priority measures

More space for pedestrians / easier road crossings
More attractive streets / environment

Additional road space for cars

Improved shops and services

Better links through the area for pedestrians and
cyclists
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Are there any other priorities that should be addressed?

Design ideas

The draft Supplementary Planning Document contains a number of ideas for
potential improvements in the area. Please indicate if you agree or disagree with the
following statements / parts of the document.

S_trongly Disagree | Neutral | Agree Strongly
Disagree agree

That the station forecourt should be
redesigned

The ideas for a possible new station
forecourt (page 28/29 of the SPD)

The ideas for a ‘station piazza’ with
more pedestrian space on the south
side of the station (page 30 of the
SPD)

The provision of improved more
direct pedestrian and cycle
crossings at Station Way (page 31)

The potential change to Essex Hall
roundabout (page 32 of the SPD)

The Station / Asda roundabouts
should be redesigned

The possible alternative ideas for the
Station / Asda junction (page 33)

Priority should be provided for Park
and Ride services and other buses
through the North Station area

Street improvements should be
made to North Station Road to
improve the route towards the town
centre

Improved bus priority, walking and
cycling measures on North Station
Road should be provided.

Access only for local business and
residents along North Station Road
should be encouraged

The Albert roundabout should be
redesigned

Any redevelopment of the Cowdray
Centre should provide business and
employment focused development
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S.trongly Disagree | Neutral | Agree Strongly
Disagree agree

Redevelopment at the Cowdray
Centre should include links for
walking and cycling between High
Woods Country Park and Castle
Park

Land should be safeguarded to allow
for a possible future vehicular link
between Cowdray Avenue and
Petrolea Close

Travelling through the North Station area

If you regularly travel through this area, which mode do you use (tick the one you use
most often e.g. at least 3 or 4 days a week):

Car[ ] Bus [ ] Walk [_] Cycle [] Other [ ]

Do you have any other comments?

YOUR DETAILS

Please complete the following in order for your representation to be properly
considered by the Council. Government Planning rules mean that only comments
submitted with name and address details and signed can be considered.

Next stage
Do you wish to be notified about progress on the SPD? YES / NO
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MONITORING QUESTIONS

The following questions are optional and will help us ensure that we are including all
sectors of the community. All information collected with regards to ethnicity, age and
gender will be separated from your comments and will only be used by the Council
for monitoring purposes.

Please tick those boxes relevant.

POStCOdE: ..

Age Ethnic Group

0-19 [] Asian or Asian British []

20 -39 [] Black or Black British []

40 - 59 [] Chinese []

60 -79 [] Mixed []

80+ ] White []
Other Ethnic Group ]

Gender

Male [] Female []

Disability

Do you have a long-term illness, health problem or disability which limits your daily
activities?

Yes [ ] No []

If you have any questions or enquiries about any element of the representation form
then please feel free to contact a member of the Spatial Policy Team on 01206
282473 | 282476 |/ 282480 / 508639 or alternatively email
planning.policy@colchester.gov.uk

Please return completed questionnaires by the 26 March 2010 to the following
address:

FAO Spatial Policy
RL SL-ZTSR-SG7A
FREEPOST
Colchester Borough Council
Town Hall
Colchester
Essex
CO1 1ZE
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AGENDA ITEM 9

Local Development Framework Committee — 7 June 2010

North Station Masterplan Supplementary Planning Document
Consultation Draft (previously dated July 2009)

ECC Highways Formal Response to CBC

We have reviewed the North Station Supplementary Planning Document
(NSSPD) and in principle support the long term transport aspirations contained
within the document.

We recognise the practicalities of delivering such aspirations presents a number
of substantial challenges. It is widely acknowledged that this part of the highway
and transport network can, at certain times of the day, experiences high levels of
queuing and delay. With further substantial growth planned for north Colchester,
including the NGAUE, the potential is that this situation may worsen without the

correct intervention.

Whilst we always endeavour to promote the use of public transport, cycling and
walking we cannot ignore our responsibility to provide an efficient highway
network for essential car users. Therefore any proposals within the document
must deliver a balanced approach which considers all modes of transport.

As it currently stands we feel the document is too prescriptive and the proposals
presented still require further work. In recognition of this we are keen to continue

to work closely with Colchester Borough Council to find a balanced approach to

the transport challenges in this part of Colchester.

27 May 2010
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Item
@ Local Development Framework Committee 1 0

Colchester 7 June 2010

——
Report of gggg |:aei’::ir;l;eglc Policy and Author Karen Syrett
01206 506477
Title North Colchester Urban Extention Supplementary Planning Document
Public Consultation Results
Wards Mile End
affected

The Local Development Framework Committee is asked to note the results
of the recent public consultation and agree further work on the North
Colchester Supplementary Planning Document (SPD)

1. Decision(s) Required

1.1 To note the results of the recent public consultation on the North Colchester SPD as set
out in Appendix 1.

1.2  To agree the further work required to the North Colchester SPD in response to the
consultation responses, to include additional detail and technical work.

2. Reasons for Decision(s)

2.1 To enable Colchester to move forward with the production of the Local Development
Framework directing future development in Colchester. The North Colchester SPD will
help guide future development in this area which is recognised as a broad area for new
housing and employment in Colchester’s adopted Core Strategy.

3. Alternative Options

3.1 The Committee could decide not to revise the document. This may result in the SPD
failing to take account of the issues raised by the representations. It could also mean
there is no additional detail to help determine any future planning application.

4. Supporting Information

41 The Core Strategy identifies North Colchester as a growth area which will deliver
significant housing and employment development along with other facilities including park
and ride. Approximately 6200 new homes have or will be built including a sustainable
urban extension and the regeneration of the Severalls Hospital site. Due to the
significance of the North Colchester Growth Area Urban Extension (NGAUE) it was
considered appropriate to prepare the Supplementary Planning Document to add a level
of detail to inform future planning applications.
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4.2

4.3

5.1

5.2

5.3

6.1

7.1

7.2

7.3

The SPD was released for public consultation on 1% February until the 5™ March 2010.
Formal public consultation was carried out in accordance with that prescribed by
Regulation 17 of the Town and Country Planning (Local Development) (England)
Regulations 2004.

A total of 366 responses were received during the Regulation 17 consultation. The
format and structure of the consultation, and the responses received are explained in
detail in the attached consultation summary (appendix 1).

Proposals

It is proposed that the Local Development Framework Committee note the results of the
recent public consultation as set out in Appendix 1.

The Committee are also asked to agree the following additional work to progress and
improve the SPD;
¢ Analysis of the consultation responses and meeting with consultants to discuss
incorporation of findings
e Independent facilitated workshop with developers, consultants, Myland Parish
Council and welovemyland group reps. The University of Essex are being
contacted to act as facilitators
e Preparation of a masterplan providing more certainty for local community
e Undertaking additional technical work including transport assessment.

The revised SPD would be reported back to the Committee for approval prior to
adoption.

Strategic Plan References

Noting the results of the consultation and amending the document where appropriate will
help the Council listen and respond to comments and concerns about the NGAUE. The
LDF helps facilitate the delivery of all the Council’s priorities. The SPD will help address
the priorities of Homes for all, Congestion busting, and Healthy living in particular.

Consultation

Two earlier workshops have already been undertaken during the production of the draft
Supplementary Planning Document as set out in the previous consultation section of the
attached summary (appendix 1).

The events were held at the Community Stadium and involved landowners, community
representatives, councillors and parish councillors, as well as County and Borough
Council officers. The workshops included presentations from the consultant team and
interactive work.

A full draft of the Supplementary Planning Document was then produced and was
released for public consultation as required by Regulation 17 of the Town and Country
Planning (Local Development) (England) Regulations 2004. A Sustainability Appraisal
was also produced and released alongside the document for consultation.
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8.1

9.1

9.2

10.

10.1

10.2

1.

11.1

12.

121

13.

13.1

Publicity Considerations

The consultation on the Supplementary Planning Document has generated some local
publicity. The public consultation was formally advertised by way of public notice as
required by the Town and County Planning (Local Development) (England) Regulations
2004. On-going work on the SPD may continue to have some local publicity implications.

Financial Implications

Producing a Supplementary Planning Document for this area will assist the Council when
requiring appropriate contributions towards infrastructure and other improvements by
way of planning obligations.

Further work as detailed above would result in additional costs to the Council. It is
proposed to fund this from the 2009/10 allocation of the Housing and Planning Delivery
Grant (if a carry forward is agreed.)

Equality, Diversity and Human Rights Implications

The consultation was carried out in accordance with the Council’s Statement of
Community Involvement (SCI). The SCI encourages the use of a range of consultation
methods to enable as many people as possible to respond regardless of gender, gender
reassignment, disability, sexual orientation, religion or belief, age and race/ethnicity.

A link to the Equality Impact Assessment for the Local Development Framework is
provided on the LDF Committee webpage.

Community Safety Implications

The SPD promotes high quality urban design which will have a positive impact on
community safety. The urban design principles include the need to create a safe public
realm and to develop convenient and safe routes through the area.

Health and Safety Implications

The SPD aims to enhance the quality of the public realm and includes measures that
support modal shift and improve safer use of the area by pedestrians and cyclists which
should have positive health and safety implications.

Risk Management Implications

A decision to note the results of the consultation will ensure that the comments from
residents and other stakeholders are adequately taken into account in the emerging
document. The SPD also reduces the risk of development taking place without additional
guidance.

Background Papers

Draft North Colchester SPD
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North Colchester
Supplementary Planning Document

Regulation 17 Consultation
1! February — 5™ March 2010

Summary of the main issues raised in
representations

May 2010
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Introduction and background

Colchester’'s adopted Core Strategy identifies North Colchester as a Growth
Area where significant new development has and is expected to take place
over the lifetime of the plan. The growth area will accommodate 6200 homes,
including 2200 within a sustainable urban extension and 1500 in the
regeneration of Severalls Hospital. The growth area will also deliver
employment opportunities, the new A12 junction, the north transit corridor and
park and ride.

The Core Strategy identifies greenfield land west of Mile End Road and south
of the A12 with capacity for 2200 new homes. This area is known as the North
Growth area Urban Extension (NGAUE). It is intended that this land will come
forward between 2016 and 2023 although there is an expectation that we
must keep these dates under review and bring development forward if
needed. The landowners are pursuing an early release through the Site
Allocations DPD so it is prudent to have guidance in place should an
application be submitted.

Previous local engagement

Two workshops took place early in the process which helped inform the
production of the SPD. Full details about these workshops are provided on the
Council’s website.

15! Stakeholder workshop

A stakeholder workshop was held in December 2008 and was a key stage of
the visioning process. The event was held at the Community Stadium and
included participants drawn from the key stakeholders, including landowners,
community representatives, Myland PC, county and borough council officers
and members. The workshop was held to explain the background and
process of preparing the SPD and to seek early views from local
stakeholders. The format of the event helped develop the ideas and principles
which should shape the document. The key issues and themes arising from
the workshop included:
e The existing sense of community cohesion should be maintained even
where new development extends that community
e Public transport needs to work properly
Connectivity and permeability are important to link the new and existing
developments and also to improve connections to the hospital, town
centre and employment areas
e The quality, location and function of the landscape is important and the
relationship between development and open space needs to be
considered. It was specifically suggested that new development should
make up for the lack of open space delivered through previous
developments in the area.
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2" Stakeholder workshop

A second stakeholder workshop was held in March 2009. The purpose of the
workshop was to move forward from the work undertaken in December by
looking in more detail at the opportunities and constraints on the site and to
ask what local stakeholders thought about how new development could be
structured and where different land uses should go. The participant group was
similar to above and full details are again available on the Councils website.

Sustainability Appraisal scoping consultation and report

During the preparation of the North Colchester document a Sustainability
Appraisal scoping report was prepared and consulted upon in April 2009. The
scoping report was sent to all of the statutory consultation bodies. A response
was received from Natural England requesting the inclusion of two additional
documents and reference to English Nature’s Accessible Natural Green
Space Standards (ANGSt) which aim to achieve natural green space within
300m of every home. A full Sustainability Appraisal report was then produced
and this was released for consultation alongside the draft SPD in February
2010.

Regulation 17 consultation

The recent Regulation 17 consultation ran from Monday 1% February to Friday
5" March 2010. This statement provides a summary of the main issues raised
during the consultation.

The stakeholders involved in the early stages of the project were again
notified of this consultation. Letters were also sent to every household
bordering the site (326). Email and letter notifications were also sent to 364
residents, organisations and businesses on the Council’'s LDF database. A
statutory advert was placed in the newspaper and a number of articles
published in the paper. Myland PC and local Councillors publicised the
consultation in local documents. Hard copies of the consultation materials
were made available to view in the Customer Service Centre, in Colchester
Central Library and at Myland PC offices. The material was also made
available on the Council's website and a direct web-link created
www.colchester.gov.uk/planningconsult.

Two public consultation events were held as agreed with the Parish Council/
Councillor. These took place on Thursday 11 February at Colchester Golf
Club in the afternoon and evening and on Saturday 13 February at Myland
Parish Hall between 10am and 3pm. Staff from Colchester Borough Council
and Essex County Council along with developers and consultant’'s were
available to answer any questions. The events were extremely well attended.
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Summary of the main issues raised

A total of 372 responses were received during the Regulation 17 consultation.
The majority of responses were made using the official questionnaire a copy
of which is attached as appendix A. A smaller number of respondents chose
to submit more detailed comments by way of letter. A number of detailed
responses from organisations were received which are summarised below.

Detailed responses from organisations

Myland Parish Council

The Parish Council have carried out a number of consultations themselves in
relation to the Myland Design Statement. They have also produced their own
plans and ideas as to how the NGAUE could be developed (although these
have not been shared with CBC) The response to the SPD is extremely
detailed but the executive summary states;

1. The draft SPD is poorly structured, wordy and vague and should be
rewritten

2. The design principles are profoundly flawed

3. Economic realities will delay the project — it should be mothballed till
2020.

4. The impact on the locality should be assessed when other major
projects are completed.

5. A number of the S106 items are ultra vires and should be rewritten.

6. Stress the vital importance of generous open space, community
centres and primary schools in both the north and south parts of the
site. More footpaths and cycleways, good sports facilities, a safe
crossing over the A12, community centres to have generous
allocations of land and to be accessible from other parts of Mile End
and to be located to minimise the need for car use.

7. There must be a binding undertaking that the development receives the
appropriate infrastructure and community facilities.

8. CBC'’s healthcare policies should accommodate provision for dementia
care/assisted living and housing developments should be designed to
encourage social cohesion.

The Commission for Architecture and the Built Environment (CABE)

CABE reviewed the SPD to gauge whether Design Review's National Panel
could usefully comment on the document at this stage. They feel however
that it would be difficult for the panel to comment on the document given that it
is more of a policy document than a master plan. They are keen, however, to
review the scheme and therefore offer some design advice at the early stages
of the masterplanning process.

Essex County Council

The County Council concludes that the current draft North Colchester Growth
Area Supplementary Planning Document lacks sufficient detail and
recommends that more detail is included within the SPD to enhance clarity
and understanding of the strategic level policies set out within the Core
Strategy. It is recommended that prior to publication of the final SPD
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Colchester Borough Council supply the County Council with some appropriate
secondary school sites within the Northern Growth Area.

The master plan should provide detail on the scale and location of
recreational, sports and open spaces to be provided. Land north of the A12
has not been allocated in the Core Strategy and would be accessed primarily
by car.

The policy context should include reference to the need to provide early years
and child care facilities and on a precautionary basis land for a secondary
school. Text on page 52 should reflect county policy on the size and number
of primary schools required.

Revisions should be made to the plans to add clarity. Use of colours is
inappropriate. SPD should set out principles and objectives for landscaping
and development at Severalls. Reference needs to be made to archaeological
evaluation and mitigation. Homes should be designed to easily facilitate home
delivery and home working.

Sustainable transport solutions should be promoted throughout the document.
Park and Ride buses unlikely to use route through the NGAUE and reference
to it should be removed. Cycle and pedestrian access opportunities have not
been given sufficient prominence and should set out safe routes to schools.
Further detail required about public transport. Need to determine appropriate
access between the NGAUE and Severalls. Figure 7 should highlight key
existing and future developments eg educational facilities. The SPD should
highlight that the NGA will be served by state of the art passenger services as
well as improved existing services. The principal access should not split the
school and community hub. The vast majority of development should be
served by extending the NAR. The delivery action plan should set out how the
transit corridor through the development will be delivered and phased
including early introduction of bus services. Further details required about
access across the A12.

Essex Playing Fields Association

Concern that land allocated in the local plan to secure an extension to Mile
End Recreation ground is being abandoned. Areas alongside the A12 are
noisy and suffer air pollution. There is a shortage of playing fields in Mile End
and there should be no net loss of provision. The Association would be willing
to play a positive role in refining the proposals.

Forestry Commission, England

Overall the SPD makes good mention of the retention of Chesterwell Wood,
providing landscape corridors and protecting ancient trees. There should be
clearer links between the landscape improvements onsite and the larger
landscape. Landscape corridors, open space and the Chesterwell Wood
buffer should be well wooded in accordance with RSS policy ENVS5.
Sustainability opportunities for wood fuel should be explored especially in
relation to providing district heating systems. A statement on the long term
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sustainable management of the proposed green infrastructure should be
included.

Sport England

Support retention or relocation of Mile End Recreation Ground and the
principle of new sport and recreational facilities to meet the needs of new
development. However, there are concerns about relocating the recreation
ground north of the A12, the provision of sports pitches south of the A12 and
the partial relocation of sports pitches from the recreation ground and the
retention/improvement of the remaining pitches possibly in the form of a
village green including a cricket pitch.

Environment Agency

The SPD is comprehensive in its coverage. The Council and developers
should work together on phasing so water quality is not impacted. It would be
unacceptable to grant outline planning permission without a firm indication
that there is adequate infrastructure for foul water disposal. Support use of
SUDS and suggest existing ditches could be incorporated within the surface
water management scheme and serve as watercourses.

Boxted Parish Council
Object to sports facility north of A12. Emphasis placed on public transport is
unrealistic and extra burden will be placed on North Station.

West Bergholt Parish Council

No further housing development should be permitted in North Colchester until
for a minimum of 10 years following completion of Severalls etc. Other sites
should be considered. Existing infrastructure cannot cope and impacts of the
new A12 junction are not yet known. There is no policy to relieve congestion
under railway line. Would wish to see cycle route from West Bergholt to
existing cycle route at New Braiswick Park paid for by the development. Task
and Finish group should be established to assess impacts.

The Ramblers

Call for a bridge over the A12, support the idea of continuous links through the
whole site. Various detailed comments. General support for Myland Parish
Council/Community response.

Colchester Cycling Campaign

The development offers the opportunity for massive change to how the town
thinks about transport as part of peoples daily lives. However, while the
consultation document acknowledges the need for improved cycle-bus,
pedestrian links to the town centre, it does not state how this will be done.
This development must not go ahead without these improved links. CCC put
forward a few suggestions which should be incorporated in the final plan.
Welcome the statement in the document which says that the aim is:
“Sustainable transportation and highway improvements such as continuous
links through the site for public transport, cycling and pedestrians.” We
appreciate the use of the word “continuous” and look forward to a well thought
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out network without the breaks and obstacles that characterise other parts of
the cycle network in Colchester.

Questionnaire responses

letters recieved are summarised below.

Questions 1 - 15

In addition to the comments summarised above the questionnaires and other

The first set of questions asked the respondents to indicate if they agreed or
disagree with a number of different statements and ideas in the document. A
table summarising the responses is provided on the following page. This is
followed by a chart showing the percentage of respondents who agreed or
strongly agreed; and disagreed or strongly disagreed; with the various
statements.

Percentages (of those who
answered the question)

Strongly
Disagree

Disagree Neutral

Agree

Strongly
Agree

Q1
Q2

Q3

Q4

Q5

Q6
Q7

Q8

Q9

Q10

Q11

The proposals provide a clear and
sensible framework for the SPD
The right level of detail has been
provided in the SPD

The strategy for growth must be
based upon promoting
sustainable communities

New residential accommodation
should be supported by
appropriate health, education and
other community facilities

New development will help
support existing shops and
facilities in Nayland Road

A new primary school should be
built within the site

A new secondary school should
be built to serve the area

Public transport must be
promoted and prioritised in the
new development

There should be no direct road
access from the new development
onto Bergholt Road

There should be no direct car
access between the South and
North parts of the site

Proposals need to include
improvements to bus, pedestrian
and cycle links to the station and
town centre

60

45

29

11

13

11

12

82

20

26

26

10

12

13

20

10

25

17

20

12

16

29

35

27

12

25

24

23

12

11

26

45

64

42

37

53

51

36

63



Q12

Q13

Q14

Q15

The height of buildings should be
restricted

Lower density development is
most appropriate for the area
The proposals to make
Chesterwell Woods a public
space will improve the
environment

Additional public open space
north of the A12 would be a
valuable asset to the community

16

25

83

17

15

14

14

20

15

76

79

41

38
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Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5 Q@6 Q7 Q@8 Q9 Q10 Q11 Q12 Q13 Q14 Q15
O Agree + Strongly Agree
B Disagree + Strongly Disagree
Q1 The proposals provide a clear and There should be no direct car access
sensible framework for the SPD Q10 between the South and North parts of
q2  Theright level of detail has been the site
provided in the SPD Proposals need to include
The strategy for growth must be Q11 improvements to bus, pedestrian and
Q3 based upon promoting sustainable cycle links to the station and town
communities centre
New residential accommodation Q12 The _height of buildings should be
Q4 should be supported by appropriate restricted
health, education and other Q13 Lower density development is most
community facilities appropriate for the area
New development will help support The proposals to make Chesterwell
Q5 existing shops and facilities in Q14  Woods a public space will improve
Nayland Road the environment
Q6 A new primary school should be built Additional public open space north of
within the site Q15 the A12 would be a valuable asset to
A new secondary school should be the community
Q7 :
built to serve the area
Public transport must be promoted
Q8 and prioritised in the new
development
There should be no direct road
Q9  access from the new development

onto Bergholt Road
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Question 16 — Any other comments on the issues mentioned above

The responses to this question were as follows:

Most responses state that they strongly oppose the development. The
development must not go ahead or the need for the homes is opposed in
principle.

There is already have too much high density housing in Mile End

There must be input from current organisations in the community e.g.. Parish
Council, Churches together in Myland

Concerns regarding infrastructure particularly traffic at North Station.
Concerns regarding traffic

The questions are loaded, none of the questions seem to address whether we
actually support the development. No development at all should go ahead
The level of open space within existing area must be maintained

Halt all further immigration in to Britain

The new housing should be built around existing playing fields not playing
fields across the A12. Keep existing playing fields

Infrastructure first before any housing development

No building on Fords Lane Recreation ground

Existing residents of the area have not been asked if they actually want to
have this development.

The access arrangements are unsatisfactory and impractical.

The new Queen Boudica Primary School is not enough to support the current
growth, two new primary schools would be needed.

The area should be maintained as green space

There should be clearer links between the landscape improvements onsite
and the larger landscape. A statement on the long-term sustainable
management of the proposed Green Infrastructure needs to be included in
the SPD.

New residents moving into such a development will be commuters working in
central London. This is not sustainable for Colchester.

The plan will ruin the area's environment and community.

Impact on wildlife.

Any building of houses on the proposed development will increase the
flooding potential.

It should be a prerequisite of these plans that the development has to be
green and self-sustaining

Public transport links must be improved before development.

Too many flats in Colchester already

TPOs should be put on all trees currently within the site

It has been decided to close existing schools in Colchester, and yet these
new plans include possibly a new primary school and a new secondary
school - this is madness

It is pointless prioritising public transport as part of these plans when nearly
all existing buses are largely empty of passengers, probably due to fares
being too high.

All new builds should have really good off street parking and plenty of on-
street parking too for additional cars and guests

Appropriate social infrastructure is required

Bergholt Road is too busy already

Brownfield sites, like off Cowdray Avenue, should be prioritised over
greenfield sites?
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Completion of NAR to A12 junction urgently needed.

If the urban expansion is to be sustainable it is likely that a range of
employment land opportunities shall be needed.

Community facilities must include public houses and a Post Office

A new secondary school is needed

Cycle paths are essential and not currently shown

This high density, over-development imposed by central government

The report does not reflect the need for the development to fund
improvements to infrastructure around North Station

There is a shortage of wheat crops. Do not build on arable land.

Construction period will cause chaos.

Development must not increase traffic through adjoining rural communities.
Landscaping should have a high priority plus safe crossings to the General
Hospital and Queen Budicca primary school. There should be bus stops on
the new bus lane.

The sewerage works can not cope with the proposed levels of growth.

Build a country park or open space that can be enjoyed by all certainly but no
more houses.

Heights of residential buildings should be max of 3 storeys.

The provision of public transport is irrelevant. Householders will own cars and
will expect to be able to use them.

A much more sustainable and appropriate approach would be to develop the
numerous 'brownfield' sites throughout the town.

There are enough empty houses already.

All this building goes against the heritage of the town

Mile End will be destroyed by this development it is already a traffic
nightmare.

Access from Mile End Road down to north station roundabout is bad enough
and cannot cope with any more traffic

Additional pos next to the A12 is greatly diminished; proximity to heavy traffic
This area is a wonderful open space used by local residents. It should be
preserved as "green lungs" for Colchester and should not be developed.

We do not need any further development in Myland. It has already ceased to
be a village or community - it is too large and has not enough roads or
facilities to sustain it as it is.

A new road structure should be put in place before any of the above

How about a decent community centre, one like they have at Kesgrave, with a
sprung dance floor for us dancers in Colchester (Shame about Severalls Hall)
There must be good opportunity for kick about areas in the development not
little pockets or remote areas

The amount of housing means a large reduction of green space within an
already heavily residential area. All that green space is used by dog walkers -
the corridors can't provide the feeling of space and freedom

Consideration must be given to traffic paring around Turner/Mill Road area.
Already the congestion is shocking and we constantly have cars parked in our
close blocking emergency vehicles. This mustn't get any worse.

| support the steady growth of Colchester and have realized that the land
would be developed at some time. Development to a high density standard
should be in small stages in particular with increased public services and
other amenities not after

No point having the playing fields miles away past the A12 this won't make
the playing fields to be more accessible
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This proposals should not go ahead it is unsustainable in terms of road,
employment, schools & Infrastructure

Growth is not needed therefore development should be postponed for 5 to 10
years and then reappraised

Public transport is not the sole solution to the Infrastructure deficiencies it is
far too expensive and will not support all travel requirements, retention of
Chesterwood should be given, removal of tree lined streets not a good idea
waste of money exactly what happened on Osbourne street,

Less social housing units

Valuable farm land should not be taken

Development should be pushed back to central government saying No.
There is already too much new housing in the area

Section 106 funds must be provided to start new bus services serving the
area and access roads must be suitable for buses being wide enough with no
sharp corners

It is all very well improving pedestrian, cycle and bus links but most traffic will
ne motor vehicle regardless of anyone's wishes and ideas. Road
improvements including the bottle neck of the station must be carried out prior
to this development

These plans would worsen a situation - we have a district hospital already
over capacity and a GP surgery which is over stretched also consideration of
educational needs and public spaces.

There should not be anymore development in Colchester - the infrastructure
is not there the town is already practically and locked and over developed.
This should never have been agreed, | do not support any application for
further development in Mile End

Before deciding where to place a new secondary school, the whole needs of
Colchester should be considered - bearing in mind transport

No more flats please. Some detached houses with decent gardens and
frontage

The proposed development will ruin the whole natural beauty of this part of
Colchester

Must have enough car parking facilities.

The Council have in the past allowed piecemeal development without proper
infrastructure being put in place that solves existing problems before creating
new problems. | have no faith that anything different will happen this time
around

Before building on this land, brown land should be used

Public open space right to the A12 is a waste of time as it is not a peaceful
place you could go to unwind or for a nice walk

Why make Chesterwell Woods a public space when we already have fields
and footpaths that you want to build on.

New housing development would not be needed if immigration is stopped, all
new development should be carbon neutral.

Questionnaire does not allow for objections to the proposal altogether

The playing field is a great facility and if it gets covered over with houses
where is the fete going to be.

Colcheter Borough has met its target on flats and houses.

The plans should not have been approved in the first instance. There is a
general lack of public spaces in Colchester and particularly, this area no
changes should occur until the infrastructure to road and rail connections
have been resolved.
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e Colchester is the oldest recorded town - with all the crazy development it will
soon become the next Newtown, Colchester is sinking under concrete. The
Council should stand up for itself and abandon these government targets.
We need open space not houses

e The proposals are not clear or even give a firm start date of 2016 - leaving it
open for an earlier release of land. Statement that there will be green
corridors - could in fact be as little as 10m. Making Chesterwell Woods public
space will only harm the environment for the wildlife

e To little emphasis on Open Space, 2 primary schools needed not one; 2
amenity centres needed - one north and other south; any public open space
north of A12 must not serve to reduce open space on site; open space north
of Braiswick Farm must be added to playing fields.

¢ | have answered all the questions as neutral because all of the questions are
worded in such a way as to say | agree with the SPD proposals. This is
untrue and shows an unfair bias towards agreement to the proposals -
therefore | answer neutrally

e Why does their need to be a third road running North to South - already Mile
End Road & Northern Approach Road, the are will be crisscrossed by road

e No need for new road to link North and South parts of the site as you have
suggested yourselves. Open Space recreational activities, pleasant. Cycling
and walking areas with trees and views are required as is the case now

o What advantages will this have to existing Myland residents

e Hedges and trees should be given TPQO's; access to Bergholt Road are 2
pedestrian and cycle routes - it must be non negotiable

e Provision should be made for satisfactory schooling in the form of Secondary
and primary schools, the necessary health facilities must be expanded to
cover the increase in population, protection of existing trees, footpaths and
hedgerows is important and all should be reviewed and listed prior to
submission of a detailed planning application, there will be a big loss of
amenity by building over this open country field, is this development
absolutely necessary?

e The additional open space is stupid — it should be in the middle of
development not at the edge. Who would want to use open space right by
the A12 it's dangerous and noisy, why not concrete the new housing there
instead and leave some countryside untouched where it is. What are green
corridors? Glorified Footpaths

Questions 17 - 18 — Sustainability Appraisal
The first question asked if the respondent thought the Sustainability Appraisal

provided an appropriate assessment of the proposals in the SPD. The answers given
to this question are shown below.

Strongly . Strongly
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Agree
Percentage 45 23 25 7 0

Respondents were then asked if they had any further comments on the Sustainability
Appraisal. Many respondents chose to use this question to provide more comments
on the development in general rather than comments specifically related to the
Sustainability Appraisal. Where more general comments were submitted under this

88



question these have been summarised in the other comments section (question 21).
Commonly raised issues related to the Sustainability Appraisal included:

The report makes good mention of the need to safeguard Chesterwell Wood
although this needs to considered in the context of Policy ENV5.  The
Forestry Commission notes the buffering along the A12 and is keen that a
large proportion of the landscape improvements are wooded especially along
the boundaries of existing woodland sites.

The Sustainability Appraisal is too complicated to absorb and comment upon.
It is obtuse and difficult to understand. People cannot agree something they
do not understand. This is ‘Local Authority Jargon’.

It not an easy document to wade through for an average resident

Appraisal is reasonable, based on the misguided starting point that
Colchester needs to be turned into a large city. The need for growth has not
been identified.

Don't know what the Sustainability Appraisal is.

The Sustainability Appraisal is well presented

The proposals are not sustainable and have not involved residents sufficiently
Very poor and confusing piece of work e.g. traffic modelling only at high level
It lacks specifics, is badly thought out, and is therefore meaningless

There is insufficient road capacity into Colchester and the loss of open space
will degrade the current level of sustainability. It doesn't take into account the
overall defamation of open space.

More housing is not sustainable

Sustainability is not everything

The questionnaire is ambiguous.

The document reads well but some of the assumptions are not totally correct
such as statements that public transport links into the town centre are good.
The frequency and reliability of early evening bus services is particularly poor.
These documents are going to be produced to provide the most convincing
argument for you to go ahead as you want to.

There is nothing sustainable about this report or development at all.

The document is very long. Something more to the point would be better.
Document is very long with lots of information to digest

The Sustainability Appraisal is generic, contains inaccurate data, and is
clearly just cut and pasted from something done before. Not even enough
local knowledge to know that simple SUDS won't work in this area

The document ignores the Wildlife Survey adopted by the Borough Council in
December 2008, in particular Wildlife Statement 5, which indicates that areas
holding red listed birds should be designated wildlife sites

How can the planned new development be considered sustainable in any way
when it destroys open countryside?

How can views of open countryside be less sensitive than views of a clock
tower, water tower or park?
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Questions 19 - 20 — Scope and structure of document

The first question asked if the respondent considered the document clear and easy to
understand. The answers given to this question are shown below.

S_trongly Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly
Disagree Agree
Percentage 32 29 27 12 0

Respondents were then asked if they any other comments on the issue including
how the scope and structure of the document could be improved. Again many
respondents used this question to raise general points about the development.
Where this is the case the comments have been summarised in the other comments
section (question 21). Commonly raised issues related to the scope and structure of
the document included:

e The document is difficult to understand or unclear, too much use of jargon or
too wordy.

e Too much information.

e The report is contradicting and political.

e The documents contain inaccuracies, errors, omissions and misleading
information.

e The document is too vague and open, no firm dates or numbers of homes,

lack of information on road congestion and parking issues

Headings should be set out early in the document

Maps are unclear and should be improved

There is no data to support the proposals or timings for implementation

A sensible plan is needed for the train bridge

It would have been a good idea to have a constant rolling slow speed

PowerPoint presentation of the SPD to help residents get a clearer

understanding of its contents

e There are too many ‘potential’ facilities and not enough commitment to
schools and public green space.

¢ The document should contain more clearly defined areas using colour

e Should be more transparent and explain that plans for development passed 4
years ago seem unlikely to be changed by an SPD

e Residents should have been consulted first before any such document is
produced

e |tis atypical political document which says everything but what is it hiding

e The document should be made consistent

The document showed lots of pictures of houses but no details of

developments. It is not detailed enough. A master plan is needed.

| am sure that there is lots of information that has not been included

The document is easy to read

The document should be honest

It hasn't been publicised. Copies of the document should be sent by direct

mail to all affected residents

Large print plans should be provided for people with low vision

e The questionnaire should allow those who oppose the development to clear
express their view. The document is too one sided and bias towards
development. It does not address the concerns of the community.
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Some questions are ambiguous - not easily understood particularly the elderly
The document should use plain and simple English, do not use ‘catch
phrases’ such as ‘community hubs’ or ‘green corridors’.

The document is too lengthy. A simplified version should be produced. Keep it
shorter and to the point with more use of 'pictures' and artists impressions.
Ask the residents and listen to what they say

Start again using people who understand what they want to achieve. The
whole justification for developing this area needs to be reviewed

Take into account the comments of local residents when publishing the final
version

Use paragraph numbers

The assumption of adoption makes a mockery of the consultation!

Provide clear website with visual examples of how problems would be
addressed. This should include examples of successful approaches from
other parts of the country

Need to think to the future and link plans together instead of working on each
area in isolation

Some of the pictures in the SPD are clearly unrealistic.

The public display plans and diagrams should have been larger.

The report makes good mention of the Haven Gateway Green Infrastructure
Strategy and landscape connections into the wider landscape. The report
highlights the need to make Green Infrastructure connections into High
Woods Country Park, although other wooded sites need to be considered
especially from the landscape viewpoint.

Sad that many of the presentation team were not even local people. How can
they interact with us?

The document is structured and worded by someone who has little or no
intention of making it accessible to the general public. There needs to be
clearer summaries, concise introduction, bullet points, more precise diagrams
and less use of ‘pretty local images’.

The proposals should be published in every local and daily paper in easy to
read form. Costs should show where money is being wasted.

Insufficient copies of the consultation document at the meeting - bad
organisation | was unable to read the document

The document should explain how infrastructure going to be improved to
accommodate the impact of the additional housing.

Stronger emphasis needed on the transport requirements of the development.
More detail on the proposals

Timescale for consultation and comments is far too short for such a massive
project,

Further consultation is needed including public meetings.

Question 21 — Other comments

This question provided an opportunity for respondents to submit any other
comments. Many of these repeated comments already reported above. These have
not been repeated below but have been grouped and summarised below;

Obiject to the development in principle
Existing infrastructure cannot cope

New infrastructure will be required to support the development and should be
built first
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Any further building cannot even be considered before the effects of the new
A12 junction are seen

In current economic climate we will be left with empty unsold homes and the
problems this creates.

A new road under the train bridge must be built to take traffic away from the
station and Asda area

Just implementing a bus service will not clear the bottle neck.

Open space should be protected

There is already traffic congestion at North Station, Bakers Lane is already
dangerous

Myland is already over developed

Why are all of the new houses to be built in Myland? New Braiswick Park
should not be part of Mile End/Myland. It should be Braiswick!

Too many houses, not enough jobs to cater for all this new growth

Insufficient detail on future road plans/rail plans which should be part of the
sustainability appraisal as those will affect the assessment of how sustainable
the proposal is given peoples current travel preferences i.e. for car and not
buses - need to have realistic expectations of what can be achieved. Not
clear how much recreation space is going to be allocated - several areas
identified but not clear whether all or none will be in final development. Could
a smaller development not b considered, which is then more integrated in to
the current community rather than trying to create 2 communities within one
area (North /South Myland)

The level of social housing proposed is unacceptable. 35% is too high. It will
bring down standards and just increase trouble and social problems. We will
end up sandwiched between 2 bandit areas, Highwoods and this
development

We once had a thriving pretty area called Mile End, now our community
functions as a ghetto for commuters. We're bi-sected built up polluted with
light noise all in the name of accommodating governmental requirements.
Maybe as a start the station or station access could be relocated. New road
parallel with the railway on the north side to connect to the A12 & Ipswich
road.

Perhaps if the government stopped letting everyone in we will not need more
housing

Sewage, drainage, global warming lead to flooding

Build a fly-over from North to South Colchester

Within a few years Colcheter will be the same as form Basildon and other
built up high density towns in Essex All the things that made Colchester a
pleasant place to live will have gone - Covered in concrete and tarmac,

How will these proposals maintain and support bio-diversity which is a legal
requirement

Houses should have more gardens, also there are no allotments in the SPD
Please allow space for walking at present we walk around the fields where
this new development is planned. We read recreational space not just formal
parks.

There should be more proposed details rather than aspirations and ideas put
into the plans

Since Colchester has a poor road layout and too much traffic it is madness to
close 2 schools in the south and bus or more likely take children by car to
other parts of Colchester. The schools should be improved not closed and
more allowance made for their catchment areas when looking at league
tables
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Why do we need a proposal for 2200 houses on this land when 3000 planned
for Severalls have not been built yet

Find an area in the town centre where these houses could be built.

The council should not be funding consultants who do not necessarily
understand the local community.

The idea of having playing fields the wrong side of the A12 is a poorly thought
out plan.

The Golf Course will not welcome a large number of people/dog walkers on
their land

| am a young adult and I'm personally horrified at the thought of a loss of
Green Space. | travel to school on Lexden Road and the traffic at North
Station is so bad on a Friday it can take me 2 hours to travel by bus to get
home. | have lived here for a number of years and with these plans you are
going to crush childhood memories and | hope that the power of the people
are going to be able to stop this development

There seems to be considerable number of brownfield sites in and around
Colchester to be developed first. All existing empty houses for sale or rent to
be occupied before any new homes built. | support the Parish Council in their
efforts to protect the countryside and residents of Mile End in the future

In combination with the Turner Road, Severalls, and Flaktwoods sites there is
a new town 1 tenth the population of Colchester.

I am not against the development - just want to see enough schools and
enough parking spaces of an adequate size so that we don't end up living on
top of each other and not enjoying the area.

The North Colchester Growth area proposal has been kept very quite and the
majority of the members of the community have not been made aware of it
until it is too late to protest.

| think it is poor that the document will not be consulted upon again prior to
adoption, it would be much better for local residents to have the opportunity to
see the final version and provide feedback before adoption. Although this is
an SPD, it will still significantly affect residents and they should be given a
greater opportunity to contribute - the next review of the SCI should include
greater consultation on SPDs.

What is the desire to try and force these SPD and potential Masterplans
through as such a speed. We need to stop this process for several years and
take stock. We should also review all housing allocation sites and really
guestion whether we have done our homework properly. We should pick the
plans up for the 2200 homes for this site in 2016 and look at the Masterplan
then, not try and do it all now decades ahead of when it is required. So put
this on ice and look at it again in 2016 onwards. Stop any work and time on
this. Concentrate on North Station only and getting investment in this area.
Make sure the document is actually realistic. Lovely pictures of houses built
into crescents are not the reality we're seeing with developments in
Colchester. We are just getting lots of high density houses with little or no car
parking for residents or their visitors. Where the children that will live in these
houses will go to school also needs to be considered - as well as how parents
will drop them off and pick them up.

There are numerous empty properties and sites in and around Colchester —
why build more.

Scrap this SPD, wait to see how the recession will pan out over the next 5 to
ten years, then review if this development is still needed. Don't use non local
consultants, and don't treat the public as fools by producing such glossy fluffy,
vague information again. Masterplans , demographic analysis of need,
outline design qulaity brief and well researched factual and evidenced
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anlaysis of the proposed site, would be a minmum for any future public
consultation.

Although the Borough Council has fulfilled all the legal requirements
regarding notification of these proposals, it has become clear that these
requirements are inadequate for alerting communities to what is being
proposed for the areas around them. A proposed development of this
magnitude needs to be publicised much more widely and openly, so that local
people are aware of it at an early stage and have the opportunity to comment
before the process goes too far. A very large number of Mile End residents
only became aware of this proposed development in the spring of 2009. To
say that the planning process is opaque would be an understatement
Braiswick Park and the residential developments around Highwoods and
Turner Rise clearly illustrate the Council are not able to promote meaningful
new communities within these developments. All these new developments
rely solely on car use which in turn is destroying the town.

Where will these new residents work? Is there a corresponding plan which
opens up new employment opportunities in and around the area?

The train service, particular into London, is already full and over-flowing.
Thought should be given to provision of sites for churches to be built which
not only provided a focal point for the street scene but provide valuable space
for social workshops, interaction and provision for social enriching activities
Minimise high density building as it always gives to social problems

We need a ring routes around Colchester to ease traffic congestion e.g.
section parallel to North or south of the A12

A suitable separation strip (min 50 m) should be provided between the Golf
course and the new residential development for safety reasons

Several errors in the document Have the authors visited the different areas of
the site

Will there be a faster Broadband?

It's not clear how much green areas are going to be left and proposed public
transport is very vague and will not help the traffic flow

Staff at the exhibition confirmed that no traffic model had been produced
There is no explanation why we need a further 2,200 houses when there are
already over 2,000 unoccupied houses in the Colchester area, with another
3,000 plus in the process of being built in Turner Village, and to be even
started (Severalls hospital).

Do not settle for less S106 then we are entitled to for Severalls but get the
maximum infrastructure built a the same time as the houses

to make an informed comment we need to see the plans of the actual
dwellings to be built

Needs trees specifically Oak and Beech

A detail transport impact assessment to be provided that deals with all the
difficult areas that have yet to be revealed and discussed.

What are the alternatives e.g. there area between Marks Tey and Kelvedon.
Why?

The Myland community response is far more acceptable than this and
represents my view if any development takes place

Maybe sections that target affected groups and present the information in an
easily digestible format - to widen the possible sample of opinions. The
literacy level of the documentation automatically excludes certain residents.
How are their views being represented?
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Appendix A
Copy of questionnaire

North Colchester Supplementary Planning Document (SPD for short)

Please answer as many questions as you can by ticking the most appropriate
option. If you wish to supply further information it will help us if you can
indicate which page, paragraph or diagram your comments relate to. If you
need more space, please continue on separate sheets, but it is important
each extra sheet includes your name and address and is signed and dated.

Any representations received will be used to inform final draft version of the
North Colchester SPD to be published and adopted later in 2010.

Please note:
Government rules mean that any questionnaires received will be made
available for public inspection.

Questionnaires must be returned by 5pm on Friday 5" March 2010 to the
following address:

Spatial Policy
Colchester Borough Council
Freepost NAT 4433
PO Box 885
Colchester CO1 1ZE

Strongly Disagree | Neutral Agree Strongly
disagree Agree

The proposals provide a
clear and sensible
framework for the SPD

The right level of detail
has been provided in the
SPD

The strategy for growth
must be based upon
promoting sustainable
communities

New residential
accommodation should
be supported by
appropriate health,
education and other
community facilities

New development will
help support existing
shops and facilities in
Nayland Road

A new primary school
should be built within the
site
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A new secondary school
should be built to serve
the area

Public transport must be
promoted and prioritised
in the new development

There should be no
direct road access from
the new development on
to Bergholt Road

There should be no
direct car access
between the south and
north parts of the site

Proposals need to
include improvements to
bus, pedestrian and
cycle links to the station
and town centre

The height of buildings
should be restricted

Lower density
development is most
appropriate for the area

The proposals to make
Chesterwell Woods a
public space will improve
the environment

Additional public open
space north of the A12
would be a valuable
asset to the community

Do you have any other comments on the issues mentioned above?

Sustainability Appraisal
The Sustainability Appraisal provides an appropriate assessment of the
proposals in the SPD

Strongly disagree  Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly agree

Do vyou have any other comments on the Sustainability
APPFaAISAIT?......oeeeeeeee e —————————
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Scope and structure of document
The document is clear and easy to understand

Strongly disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly agree

Do you have any other comments? How could we improve the scope and
structure of the document?

Please continue on a separate sheet if required)
YOUR DETAILS
Please complete the following in order for your representation to be properly

considered by the Council. Government rules mean that only comments
submitted with name and address details and signed can be considered.

Next stage
Do you wish to be notified when the SPD is adopted? YES NO

Please complete the monitoring information on the following page as
part of this questionnaire.
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MONITORING QUESTIONS

The following questions are optional and will help us ensure that we are
including all sectors of the community. All information collected with regards
to ethnicity, age and gender will be separated from your comments and will
only be used by the Council for monitoring purposes.

Please tick those boxes relevant.

POSICOdE: . oo,

Age Ethnic Group

0-19 [] Asian or Asian British []

20 — 39 [] Black or Black British []

40 — 59 [] Chinese []

60 —-79 [] Mixed []

80+ [] White []
Other Ethnic Group ]

Gender

Male [] Female []

Disability

Do you have a long-term iliness, health problem or disability which limits your
daily activities?

Yes [ ] No []

If you have any questions or enquiries about any element of the
representation form then please feel free to contact a member of the Spatial
Policy Team on 01206 282473 / 282476 / 282480 / 508639 or alternatively
email planning.policy@colchester.gov.uk

By signing this questionnaire you are consenting to your name, address and
comments being published on the Council’'s website and in other related
documents. For further information about this issue contact Karen Syrett at
Colchester Borough Council on 01206 506477 or
karen.syrett@colchester.gov.uk

98






	Agenda Section A
	Minutes Local Development Framework Committee 01 Feb 2010
	Minutes Local Development Framework Committee 19 May 2010
	LDF 07JUN10 LDF Update.doc
	LDF 07JUN10 LDF Update Project Chart.pdf
	LDF 07JUN10 Boxted Joint VDS PP report and appendix.pdf
	LDF 07JUN10 North Station Master Plan SPD report and appendix.doc
	LDF 07JUN10 North Station ECC highways formal response to NSSPD.doc
	LDF 07JUN10 North Colchester SPD report and appendix.doc

