From: Emma Ellis (1

Sent: 09 March 2016 12:17

To: Planning Policy Team, Brentwood Borough Council
Subject: Essex Fire Service HQ Rayleigh Road - Objection
Attachments: Scan.pdf; ATTO0001.txt; Scan 1.pdf; ATTO0002.txt

To whom it may concern,

These are objections to the proposed plans (above).

Please could you confirm receipt of this email & that it has been sent to the correct
place? If the objections need to be sent somewhere else please could you let me know ASAP
as the closing date for submission is 21st March (& please give me the details of where to
send them).

Many thanks in advance for your co operation in this matter.

Jeremy & Emma Ellis




1. Essex Fire Service HQ !gxlgﬁgg Rd
"1 submit that the allocation of 50 units ToO this site cannot
be justified for the following reasons:

1.1 Para 5.42 of the Plan states that you have applied
densities in a realistic mannec takling in surrounding
development and general form of an area
The only basis on which the site could accommodate 50
dwellings would be for even more flats, possibly with more
floors, than the present outline application for 44 dwellings.
This would not take into account “surrounding development and
general form of an area” as the site is surrounded by detached
nouses and is bordered on Rayleigh Rd mainly by large detached
nouses.

1.4 Appendix 2 - “Housing and Employment Deldvery™ ‘shows
that you have applied a density of 40 dwellings per hectare to
this site and used the site area of 1.26 hectares to arrive at
the estimate of 50 I would challenge the use of 40 per hectare
as it would conflict directly with several of the policies in
the Plan as follows:

a) Policy 7.3 states:
wproposals for new residential development should take &

It would be inappropriate Lo apply even 30 because the site has a
very large number of trees which make anything higher
wunachievable”, particularly To meat the [irat paza of T
reras of “asympathy €0 local character™ — -

b) This number of dwellings could not be accommodated within the
rerms of Policy 6.3 a) “have no unacceptable effect on
visual amenity, the character or appearance of the
surrounding area;” and @) . “cause no unacceptable
effects on adjoining sites, by overlooking or visual
intrusion; harm to or loss of outloock, privacy

c) It would be in direct contradiction of point 6.16 under General
Development Planning in particular overlooking neighbouring
properties and being sympathetic to the character and form of
neighbouring properties.” New development should be



sympathetic to the character and form of neighbouring
properties and surroundings

d) This is repeated agaln in Policy 6.4 & “safeguard the
amenities of occupiers or any nearby properties by
ensuring that their character and appearance is
sensitive to the context and surroundings.”

. Housing Types

The Strategic Housing Market Assessment lacks the credibility to
determine such an important aspect of housing policy, namely that
65% of future dwellings should be 1 or 2 bedroom flats, for the

following reasons:

a)It is based on responses from only 3% of all properties in
Brentwood.

p)It is based on an old survey in June 2013 where people were
asked, among other things, whether they wanted to move and
when,

N¢ attempt has been made to get actual data to compare with
intentions from people who said they aimed to move in the three
years from mid 2013. 51% of them at least should have moved by
now so we really need to know whether they did or did not and
where they moved to.

¢) Much of the demand for flats comes [rom “Concealed
Householders” i.e. those living with parents/family at present.
Thelir main reasons for wanting to buy a f£lat in the borough
were either that they wanted to live near family and friends,
or that they have always lived in the area.

whilst it would be nice to be able to satisfy these wishes for
everybody, many people who Now own their own houses accepted
that they might have to move away from thelr home turf to
possibly cheaper areas to gain their independence.

The survey makes it clear(Table 6-2) that local prices for one
bed flats are out of reach of the incomes of over 8§0% of
concealed households yer the strategy states that the main
arcas people want live are Brentwood and Shenfield, which are
the most expensive areas. It seems illogical therefore to plan
to build so many flats in these areas

One possible outcome is that there will be insufficient demand
for all of these flats and that developers will not be
interested in investing in such developments.



