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PUBLIC QUESTIONS AND MEMBER QUESTIONS ON
NOTICE
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QUESTIONS BY THE PUBLIC

The Proper Officer reports that, pursuant to Council Procedure Rule 10, the
following question of the Portfolio Holder for Planning and Transportation has
been received from Mr B Guyett, Chairman of Hockley Residents Association,
2 Tonbridge Road, Hockley, Essex SS5 5HL:-

Contract 2944, "Consultancy — Pre-submission drafts of the Hockley, Rayleigh
& Rochford Area Action Plans (AAP’s)" details the council's requirements for
the next stage of the three area action plans. It creates a two tier process
which heavily discriminates against residents in Hockley.

Page 10 states (inter alia):

"In summary, consultants will be expected to produce a plan which will
deliver ......ciiiiiieeeeee

o Redevelopment of Eldon Way/Foundry Industrial Estate for a variety of
uses more appropriate for a town centre location, including residential,
commercial, employment and leisure.

e A public space within a defined centre".

Thus there are clearly pre-defined, major deliverables - deliverables which
are contrary to the clearly expressed views in the previous two consultations.
The council is obviously ignoring these consultations and this is confirmed by
the absence of any analysis of the last consultation despite the volume of
responses.

The deliverables for Rochford & Rayleigh are much more open and less
prescribed. They are also smaller in scope and impact.

Furthermore, no time has been allowed for consultation in Hockley, whereas it
has in the other towns, although all three area plans are, of course, starting
from the same point of time and the Hockley proposals are likely to have a
greater impact.

It should also be remembered that you [Clir Hudson] have admitted at public
meetings that the first set of proposals were sub-standard, so Hockley has
already had less effective consultation opportunity.

All three AAPs are at exactly the same stage but Hockley is being treated very
differently. Can you please explain why the council has opted for this two tier
consultation approach that discriminates against Hockley by explaining:

(1) how and when the council secretly reached a decision on prescribing a
solution in Hockley but not Rochford or Rayleigh?
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(2) why Hockley will not be consulted on these imposed major changes? Is
it just to prevent public discussion in Hockley of an imposed, unpopular
policy?

QUESTIONS BY MEMBERS

The Proper Officer reports that, pursuant to Council Procedure 12.2, the
following questions have been received from Clir C | Black:-

(@) Of the Leader of the Council:-

Policy CLT5 of our Core Strategy begins:

"New public open space will be required to accompany additional
residential development, having regard to local current and projected
future need. Standard Charges may be applied to developments as
necessary. In particular the Council will seek the incorporation of a
significant amount of public open space to accompany new, and be
integrated with existing, residential development in the west of
Rayleigh....."

The creation of Sweyne Park was one of the major successes of the
District Council in the last 30 years, and the future of the park has been
safeguarded by placing it in the ownership of the National Playing Field
Association. (Now known as "Fields In Trust")

Does the Council plan to protect new open spaces created under

CLT5 in the same way as with Sweyne Park, and transfer the ownership
of them as quickly as possible to Fields In Trust , whilst continuing to
manage them ourselves?

(b) Of the Portfolio Holder for Planning and Transportation:-

It is very likely that the planned development in West Rayleigh will result
in the need to either enlarge St Nicholas School (which has been
specifically designed for future expansion) or to build a completely new
primary school.

How do we ensure that this new facility is available when the new
houses are first occupied?

Albert Bugeja

Head of Legal, Estates and Member Services
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Background Papers:-

None.

For further information please contact John Bostock (Member Services Manager)
on:-

Phone: 01702 546366, Ext. 3100
Email:  john.bosotck@rochford.gov.uk

If you would like this report in large print, Braille or another
language please contact 01702 318111.
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