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Non Technical Summary

Non Technical Summary

Chapter 1 - Methodology

Introduction to Sustainable Development

Sustainable development is defined as ‘development that meets the needs of the
present without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own

needs’ (World Commission on Environment and Development, 1987). The UK

Government has adopted 5 principles of for sustainable development they include;

. Living within environmental limits,

) Ensuring a strong, healthy and just society,
) Achieving a sustainable economy,

) Promoting good governance,

) Using sound science.

Sustainability Appraisal and Strategic Environmental Assessment

The European Directive 2001/42/EC (EC, 2001) ensures that a Strategic
Environmental Assessment of a wide range of plans and programmes shall be
conducted. The Rochford District Council Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25
Version therefore requires a Strategic Appraisal that incorporates the dual statutory
requirement of both Sustainability Appraisal (SA) and Strategic Environmental
Assessment (SEA).

This report has been prepared in accordance with the following Office of the Deputy
Prime Minister (ODPM) guidance;

o A ‘Practical Guide to the Strategic Environmental Assessment Directive’
(September, 2005).
o ‘Sustainability Appraisal (SA) of Regional Spatial Strategies and Local

Development Frameworks’ (November, 2005)
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Methodology Adopted in the SEA

The Scoping stage of the SEA/SA involves investigation into the relevant plans,
programmes and environmental protection objectives. The Scoping Report also
outlines the baseline information which provides the basis for predicting and
monitoring environmental effects, aids in the interpretation of environmental problems
and allows identification of possible mitigation measures. A list of Sustainability

objectives is also outlined in the Scoping Report.

The Rochford District Council Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version was
consulted for a 5 week period. The second part of the SEA approach involves the

development and refinement of alternatives and assessing the effects of the plan.

The third stage is the development of the Environmental Report. The structure of the
Environmental Report is very similar to the suggested structure outlined in ‘A
Practical Guide to the Strategic Environmental Assessment Directive’ (September,
2005).

Chapter 2 - Background
The Rochford District Council Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version aims

to set out the key elements of the planning framework for the area. The Draft Core

Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version outlines the following principle objectives;

Number  Obijective

1 The Greenbelt and Strategic Gaps Between Settlements
Divert development and population growth away from rural areas to
existing urban areas, green belt policy also assists in the achievement of
sustainability objectives.

2 Protection and Enhancement of the Upper Roach Valley

Increase development opportunities for informal countryside recreation

within the Upper Roach Valley.
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Protection and Enhancement of Special Landscapes

Protect and enhance special landscapes including coastal protection

belt, special landscape areas and historic landscape.

Housing Numbers

Meet the housing requirements set out in the East of England Plan.

General Development Locations

Seek to deliver a development pattern that reduces the reliance on

motorised transport and places development close to facilities and

services.

Affordable Housing

Provide affordable housing for those in need.

Employment

Meet the employment target outlined in the East of England Plan,

principally within Southend Airport, Rochford Business Park and the

remainder of the allocation provided at various other locations throughout

the rest of the District.

Good Design and Design Statements

Promote good quality design to protect the townscape character.

Character of Place

Design will be expected to enhance the local identity by being

sympathetic to local needs and by building on local opportunities.
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10 Landscaping

Maintain and enhance environmental quality in the District.

11 Energy and Water Conservation

Reduce the energy and water consumption not only for the benefit of the

local environment, but for the global environment.

12 Renewable Energy

Balance the potential benefits of renewable energy schemes against any

adverse effects on local amenity that may arise.

13 Compulsory Purchase
Use compulsory purchase powers to ensure sustainable and long term
development opportunities for residential, employment, expansion of
Cherry Orchard Jubilee Country Park (if required) and informal
countryside recreational opportunities.

14 Community, Leisure and Tourism
Promote the development of community, leisure and tourism facilities in
appropriate locations.

Chapter 3 - SEA Objectives and Baseline and Context

Review of the Plans and Programmes

The relationship between various plans and programmes and sustainability

objectives may influence the Rochford District Council Draft Core Strategy DPD

Regulation 25 Version in various ways. The relationships are analysed to;

) Identify any external social, environmental or economic objectives that

should be reflected in the SA process;
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o Identify external factors that may have influenced the preparation of the
plan; and

o Determine whether the policies in other plans and programmes might lead
to cumulative effects when combined with policies in the Draft Core

Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version.

Baseline Characteristics

The SEA Directive requires an analysis of the ‘relevant aspects of the current state of
the environment and the likely evolution thereof without implementation of the plan’
(Annex 1b) and ‘the environmental characteristics of areas likely to be significantly

affected’ (Annex 1c).
The baseline data for the SEA/SA of the Rochford District Council Draft Core

Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version includes existing environmental and

sustainability information from a range of sources.
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Baseline Context — Summary of the Trends

Population Summary

e The resident population of Rochford district, as measured in the 2001
Census, was 78,489 and it is anticipated that by 2021 the population within
the District will be 81, 000 persons.

¢ In 2001, 20 per cent of the resident population were aged under 16, 57 per

cent were aged between 16 and 59, and 23 per cent were aged 60 and over.

e Within the district of Rochford there is likely to be an increase in the number

of retired people in 2021, most notably for persons 70 and above.

e The District of Rochford contains more persons per hectare than the County
of Essex (3.8 persons), the East of England region (2.8 persons) and England

and Wales (3.4 persons).

e The percentage of persons that are married or re-married within Rochford
(59.7%) is greater than the percentage for Essex (55.2%), the east of
England Region (54.3%) and England and Wales (50.9%). The number of
single people within the District of Rochford (22.6%) is less than that of the

comparators.

Deprivation Summary

e The District of Rochford has less deprivation than the average for the
Essex Districts, and Essex County.

e Only 1% of the population of Rochford District live in the most deprived
super output areas in the country.

e 7.5% of the population of working age claim key benefits.

e 10.3% of the population over 60 live in households that are income

deprived.




e 10.8% of children live in families that are income deprived.

e The incidences of crime per 1000 of the population in the District are
considerably lower than the other comparators.

e The percentage of residents who think that vandalism, graffiti and other
deliberate damage to property or vehicles is a very big or fairly big
problem in their local area is 62.3%.

e Percentage of residents surveyed who say that they feel fairly safe or very

safe outside during the day is 98%

Education and Employment Summary

In 2004, of the people in Rochford of ‘working age’ (men aged 16-64, women
aged 1659), the employment rate was 79.2%. This compares with an average
of 75% for Great Britain.

39,000 of the Districts residents are in employment whilst statistics supplied by
the Rayleigh Job centre in July 2004 state there is only 1% unemployment,

compared to the national figure of 2.3% of the working population.

There are 21,000 jobs in the District, predominately in the retail, wholesale and
service sectors. Rochford has significantly more unfilled job vacancies relative

to population than other areas locally in Essex
There are few large businesses — only 5 employ more than 250 staff

A high proportion of the Rochford workforce commutes out of the District. 30%
travel to work in Southend, 14% to London, 9% to Basildon and about 15%

travel elsewhere outside the District

91.6% of young people aged 16 to 24 year olds in full time education or

employment

55.4% of 15 year old pupils in local authority schools achieving five or more
GCSEs at Grade A*-C or equivalent
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Transport and Access Summary

16.4% of households within the District of Rochford do not own a car or van.
This proportion of the population is considerably different to the national trend

whereby 26.8% of households do not own a car or van

Within the District the majority of persons out commute and travel 40-60 miles.
However, dissimilar to the regional and county trend persons out commuting 5-

10 miles represent the next greatest out commuter group

While Southend Airport is relatively quiet at this time, the indications are that in
the future, certainly beyond 2008 when the new terminal facilities are

completed, traffic could increase quite significantly

64.8% of the resident population travel to work by private motor vehicle (car,

taxi or motorbike)

19.2% of the resident population travel to work by public transport

6.8% of the resident population travel to work on foot or cycle. (Lower quartile).

65.2% of residents who think that for their local area, over the past three years,

that public transport has got better or stayed the same. (Lower quartile).

Housing Summary

The District of Rochford has a similar percentage of households inhabiting a
semi detached dwelling house with 31.6% of the population to national

figures.

The District of Rochford has a comparable number of detached dwellings

(22.8%) to the average for England and Wales

The average price of a flat within the District of Rochford (£81, 667) was less

than the average price of a flat within the region (£96, 888) and nationally
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(£138, 762)

Some 91.6% of households say that their accommodation is adequate for
their needs. 8.4% (2,689 implied) say that it is inadequate. The largest single
issue for those reporting an inadequacy which could be resolved in-situ
(without moving) was that the dwelling needed improvement / repairs
(87.7%). Of those requiring a move 68.8% (1,559 implied) indicated that the

dwelling was too small.

67% cannot afford private rental and home ownership is beyond the reach of
75% of concealed households, even though nearly 40% of them earn over
£25,000 p.a

Annually 393 affordable housing units are needed, 291 more than existing
supply from re-lets, a new supply requirement significantly greater than

current delivery levels

1,817 existing households and 1,717 new households will be moving within

Rochford District in the next three years.

In the case of concealed households moving, choices were more focused on
employment with 37.5% moving to get better access to work and 50.1%
moving for a better job; 34.8% indicated lack of affordable housing to buy and

23% indicated lack of affordable housing to rent

75% have inadequate income to be able to buy and 67% cannot afford to rent

privately even the smallest one and two bedroom flats and terraced houses

The 2004 District Supply / Demand Analysis found that there was a total

shortfall of 1558 affordable dwellings across the District.

Human Health Summary

Within the District of Rochford 15.8% of people have a limiting or long term

iliness, this level of persons is marginally lower than the regional proportion of

18




16.2% and the national level (18.2%).

The proportion of the population that are generally not in good health within
the District of Rochford (7.2%) is similar to the regional proportion (7.6%), but

differs more greatly from the national level (9.2%).

The vast majority of Rochford District residents (71.1%) class themselves as

being in ‘good’ health.

Rochford is in line with Essex in that roughly one-third of households have

one or more people with a limiting long-term illness.

16.9% of households in the District contain somebody with a support need
(5,463 households implied), of which 10.8% had two members affected.
67.4% of all household members were over 60, 16.3% under 45.

Life expectancy at birth (years): Males is 78

Life expectancy at birth (years): Females is 82.2

Cultural Heritage and Material Assets Summary

The Essex Historic Environment Record (HER) maintained by Essex County
Council contains nearly 1500 records including 331 listed buildings and 1126
archaeological records which includes 5 Scheduled Monuments for the

District of Rochford covering a total area of 98.5 hectares.

One of these is Grade | listed. There are 17 Grade II* listed buildings and 309
buildings designated as Grade II. The number of listed buildings at risk in the
district has decreased from 8 in 2004 to 7 in 2005. There are 1126
archaeological records within the District, including five Scheduled

Monuments.

There are a total of 10 Conservation Areas, with the largest being Rochford at
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365,798m°. These sites are defined as having ‘special architectural or
historical interest, the character of which it is desirable to preserve or

enhance’.

20.6% of the population are within 20 minutes of a range of 3 different sports

facility types

84.93% of residents think that for their local area, over the past three years,

that sport and leisure facilities have got better or stayed the same.

90.29% of residents think that, over the past three years, parks and open

spaces have got better or stayed the same.

The % area of land designated as a SSSI within the local authority area,

which is found to be in favourable condition is 77%.

Biodiversity Summary

¢ As much as 30% of the agricultural land in Rochford District is Grade 1
and 2, with the majority of remaining agricultural land is classed as Grade
3

¢ Rochford District has a number of designated natural areas. There are 2
RAMSARSs (also designated as SPAs), the Crouch and Roach Estuaries

and Foulness

e Within the District there is a total of 3 SSSIs and 175.87ha of ancient
woodland, which is mostly semi-natural ancient woodland, 59 County
Wildlife Sites (CWS), with a total area of 15969.30ha and 4 LNRs, with the
largest being Hockley Woods at 91.50ha..

e 2 out of the 3 SSSIs within the District are not meeting PSA targets -
90.25% of the SSSI area in the District is in an ‘unfavourable declining’

state, with the remaining area being classed as ‘unfavourable no change.’
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Rochford District contains 59 CWSs of which 89.06% of the total area is
coastal, 7.74% is grassland, 1.69% is mosaic habitat types, 1.20% is
woodland and the remaining area is classified as freshwater aquatic. The

largest CWS is Foulness.

The district contains a number of sites of ecological importance reflected
in the designation of 12,986 hectares as Sites of Special Scientific

Interest, as well as a number of Wildlife Sites and Local Nature Reserves
7,071 hectares of the district have a 1% annual probability of fluvial
flooding and / or a 0.5% annual probability of tidal flooding, as calculated

by the Environment Agency

0% of river length assessed as good biological or chemical quality (Lower

quartile).

Air Summary

Air Quality Review and Assessment requirements by the Environmental
Health department at Rochford District Council has led to the identification
of 7 potentially significant junctions with a daily flow of greater than 10,000

vehicles

National Air Quality Strategy (2000) objectives are predicted to be met at all

significant junctions identified within the District

Local estimates of CO2 emissions (kt CO2) - Total domestic: 269kt CO2

Local estimates of CO2 emissions (kt CO2) - Domestic emissions per capita:
3.4kt CO2

Local estimates of CO2 emissions (ktCO2) - Total emissions per capita: 6.6kt
CO2
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Water Summary

o Water courses associated with Rochford District are the Roach, Crouch,
Eastwood Brook, Hawkwell Brook/Roach, Prittle Brook and Rayleigh Brook.

There is also a reservoir present at Rochford

e The majority of water courses in the District as a whole were ranked as Grade
D/fair (54.03%) or Grade C/fairly good (39.67%) for chemistry GQA in 2004

¢ Rochford District rivers are not in line with the Essex trend, since the majority

of Rochford stretches are classified as RE3

¢ Daily domestic water use (per capita consumption, litres) is 166 litres (Lower
Quartile).

Soil Summary

e The District is composed of London Clay and Claygate and Bagshot Beds in
the west which was deposited in the Eocene. Sands and gravels are also
present, and are attributed to the former course and migration of the River

Medway during the Quaternary

e The East of England has 58% of the country’s Grade 1 and 2 land, with 72%

of agricultural land in the region under cultivation, compared to 29% nationally

e Three broad regions within Essex are apparent:

- Coastal: Estuaries and their hinterlands, mostly on the London Clays (deposited

during the Eocene) and marshes formed from marine and fluvial deposits.

- Mid-Essex zone:
- To the south-west the geology consists of:

Acidic soils from Bagshot Beds (fine sands above Claygate Beds)
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Acidic soils from Claygate Beds (sand/clay layer above London Clays)
London Clays (exposed in the valleys)

Glacial outwash

- Essex till: North-west of Essex was affected by the Anglian cold phase, leading
to the deposition of boulder clays which have been made fertile by their chalk

content

SEA Objectives, Targets and Indicators

Sustainability Objectives
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The utilisation of sustainability objectives is a recognised methodology for

considering the environmental effects of a plan and programme and comparing the

effects of the alternatives. The sustainability objectives are utilised to show whether

the objectives of the plan and programme are beneficial for the environment, to

compare the environmental effects of the alternatives or to suggest improvements.

The SEA Obijectives for the SEA/Sa of the Rochford District Council Core Strategy
Regulation 25 Consultation (Rochford District Council, 2006) include;

SEA Reference

SEA Objective

1

To ensure the delivery of high quality sustainable

communities where people will want to live and work.

2 Create Safe environments where crime and disorder or fear of
crime does not undermine the quality of life or community
cohesion.

3 Protect and enhance the Greenbelt throughout the District of
Rochford.

4 To provide everybody with the opportunity to live in a decent
home.

To promote town centre vitality and viability.

To conserve and enhance the biological and geological diversity
of the environment as an integral part of social, environmental
and economic development.

7 To promote more sustainable transport choices both for people
and moving freight.

8 Promote accessibility to jobs, shopping, leisure facilities and
services by public transport, walking and cycling.

9 To improve the education and skills of the population.

10 To maintain and enhance the cultural heritage and assets within
the District of Rochford.

11 To maintain and enhance the quality of landscapes and
townscapes.

12 To reduce contributions to climatic change.

13 To improve water quality.
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14 To improve air quality.

15 To achieve sustainable levels of prosperity and economic growth.

Chapter 4 - The Rochford District Council Draft Core Strategy DPD
Regulation 25 Version Policy and Options Appraisal

Annex 1 (f) of the SEA Directive (2001) states that information should be provided on
“the likely significant effects on the environment, including on issues such as
biodiversity, population, human health, fauna, flora, soil, water, air, climatic, material
assets including architectural and archaeological heritage, landscape and the
interrelationship between the above factors” (Annex 1(f)). The SEA Directive also
states that ‘where an Environmental Assessment is required under Article 3 (1), an
Environmental Report shall be prepared in which the likely significant effects on the
environment of implementing the plan and programme, and reasonable alternatives
taking into account the objectives and geographical scope of the plan or programme,

are identified, described and evaluated” (SEA Directive, Article 5).

The Rochford District Council Core Strategy Regulation 25 Consultation (Rochford
District Council, 2006) sets out a series of options and alternatives for the Core
Strategy on a range of issues. The Regulation 25 consultation does not outline any
specific policies it is concluded that the policies shall be derived from the options.
The appraisal of the Rochford District Council Core Strategy Regulation 25
Consultation involved the analysis and evaluation of each option reference to policy
where relevant was also outlined. The entire assessment is set out in the Technical
Annex. The summary of the appraisal results are outlined in a series of graphs and
matrices which are demonstrated in this section of the report. In some instances it
is concluded that the short —long term impact is uncertain, this may be due to
external factors or the limited level of detail provided for in the explanation of
the option.

Chapter 5 - Monitoring Implementation of the Development Plan

Document
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The SEA Directive states that “Member States shall monitor the significant
environmental effects of the implementation of plans and programmes in order, inter
alia, to identify at an early stage unforeseen adverse effects, and to be able to
undertake appropriate remedial action” (Article.10.1). Furthermore the
Environmental Report shall include “a description of the measures envisaged
concerning monitoring” (Annex 1 (i)). This Chapter aims to outline the monitoring
framework for the Rochford District Council Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25

Version.

The monitoring of the Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version “allows the
actual significant environmental effects of implementing the plan or programme to be
tested against those predicted” (Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, 2005, 39). The
monitoring of the Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version will aid in the
identification of any problems that may arise during the Draft Core Strategy DPD

Regulation 25 Version implementation.
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1.2

Chapter 1

Methodology

Introduction to Sustainable Development

The widely utilised international definition for sustainable development is
“development that meets the needs of the present without compromising the
ability of future generations to meet their own needs” (World Commission on
Environment and Development, 1987). In 1992 at the Rio Summit
Government’s worldwide committed themselves to the delivery of sustainable
development. Following this convention the UK Government formulated the
first national Sustainable Development Framework in 1999. In the UK
Sustainable Development Framework (1999) the UK Government clearly
outlined the meaning of Sustainable Development placing greater emphasis
on attaining a better quality of life for everyone now and for the future. The
UK Government updated the Sustainable Development Strategy in 2005, and

adopted 5 principles for sustainable development they include;

* Living within environmental limits,

* Ensuring a strong, healthy and Just Society,
* Achieving a sustainable economy,

* Promoting good governance,

* Using sound science.

An important component of sustainable development is weighing up the
environmental, social and economic factors, and this is fundamental to

Sustainability Appraisal and Strategic Environmental Assessment.
Sustainability Appraisal and Strategic Environmental Assessment

The European Directive 2001/42/EC (EC, 2001) ensures that a Strategic
Environmental Assessment of a wide range of plans and programmes shall
be conducted. The Rochford District Council Draft Core Strategy DPD
Regulation 25 Version therefore requires a Strategic Appraisal that

incorporates the dual statutory requirement of both Sustainability Appraisal
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(SA) and Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA). The purpose of
SEA/SA is to promote environmental protection and contribute to the
integration of environmental, social and economic considerations into the
preparation and adoption of plans, with a view to promote sustainable

development.

This report has been prepared in accordance with the following Office of the

Deputy Prime Minister (ODPM) guidance:

o ‘A Practical Guide to the Strategic Environmental Assessment Directive’
(September 2005)
e ‘Sustainability Appraisal (SA) of Regional Spatial Strategies and Local

Development Frameworks’ (November 2005)

The requirement for SEA/SA emanates from a high level of international and
national commitment to sustainable development and this has been

incorporated into EC Directives, laws, guidance, advice and policy.

The purpose of this sustainability appraisal is to promote sustainable
development through better integration of sustainability considerations into
the adoption of the Rochford District Council Draft Core Strategy DPD

Regulation 25 Version.

The requirements to undertake a SA and SEA are distinct. The principle
difference between SEA and SA is that SEA is baseline led, focusing primarily
on environmental effects, whereas SA is objectives led. The SEA directive

defines the environment in a broad context and includes:

e Biodiversity
e Population

e Human Health

e Fauna
e Flora
e Soll

o Water
o Air
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13

e Climatic factors
e Material Assets
e Cultural Heritage including architectural and archaeological heritage

e Landscape

SA goes further by examining all the sustainability-related effects of plans,

whether they are social environmental or economic.

Despite these differences it is possible to meet both requirements through a
single appraisal process. In order to minimise duplication and time, ECC has
applied this approach. Throughout the remainder of this document where
reference is made to sustainability appraisal (SA) it should be taken to include
the requirements of the SEA Directive (2001/42/EC) as incorporated into
English Law by virtue of the Environmental Assessment of Plans and

Programme Regulations (2004).

This report and SA process has been led by Essex County Council’s
environmental assessment team. Diverse expertise has been drawn upon
across the County Council’s service areas and appropriate partnership
forums. This arrangement conforms to guidance recommendations in respect
of a need for taking a balanced view; a good understanding of the local
circumstances; understanding the issues, and drawing on good practice

elsewhere to evaluate the full range of sustainability issues.

Scope of the Report

The final Environment Report comprises of;

» Non-Technical Summary;

A\

An outline of the methodology adopted;

» Background setting out the purpose of the SEA and the objectives of
the Rochford District Council Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25
Version;

» SEA objectives and the sustainability issues throughout the Rochford

District Council Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version and

the key issues that need to be addressed,;
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1.4

» The Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version options
considered and environmental effects of the alternatives outlined;

» An assessment of the contribution of the plan policies to social,
economic and environmental objectives within the district;

» An outline of the proposed mitigation measures, for those where these

impacts are negative.

Methodology Adopted in the SEA

The approach adopted in this Sustainability Appraisal (SA) and Strategic
Environmental Assessment (SEA) of the Rochford District Council Draft Core
Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version is based on the process outlined in the
Office of the Deputy Prime Minister Guidance — A Guide to the Strategic
Environmental Assessment Directive (September 2005). The methodology
adopted seeks to meet the requirements of both SA and SEA for the

environmental assessment of plans.

The SA Framework is based on the initial criteria and proposed approaches
set out in the scoping report produced in November 2005. The aim of the
scoping report is to ensure a focused yet comprehensive SA, addressing all
relevant issues, objectives and allow input from consultation bodies at an

early stage of the process.

The scoping stage of the SEA/SA involves investigation into the relevant
plans, programmes and environmental protection objectives. The scoping
report also sets out the baseline information which provides the basis for
predicting and monitoring environmental effects, aids in the interpretation of
environmental problems and allows identification of possible methods for
mitigation. A range of information aids in the identification of potential
environmental problems including, earlier issues identified in other plans and
programmes, baseline information, tensions between current and future
baseline information and consultation with the consultation bodies. The
scoping report also contains a list of SEA objectives. SEA objectives are not
a specific requirement of the Directive but they are recognised as a method
for considering the environmental effects of a plan and comparing the effects

of alternatives.
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“The Directive creates the following requirements for consultation;

» Authorities which, because of their environmental responsibilities, are
likely to be concerned by the effects of implementing the plan or
programme, must be consulted on the scope and level of detail of the
information to be included in the Environmental Report. These
authorities are designated in the SEA Regulations as the Consultation
Bodies.

» The public and the Consultation Bodies must be consulted on the draft
plan or programme and the Environmental Report, and must be given
an early effective opportunity within appropriate time frames to

express their opinions” (Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, 2005, 16).

The Rochford District Council Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version
was consulted for a 5 week period, whereby the statutory Consultation Bodies
and other relevant persons were consulted. The statutory Consultation

Bodies include;

= Countryside Agency,
= English Heritage,
= English Nature,

= And the Environment Agency.

The Planning Panel Members from Rochford District Council were consulted
on the Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version and views and
representations were also welcome from the Rochford District Council

Officers.

The second part of the SEA approach involves the development and
refinement of alternatives and assessing the effects of the plan. The
objectives of the plan are therefore tested against the SEA objectives

identified at the scoping stage.

The third stage of the process is the development of the Environmental
Report. The SEA Directive states that “the environmental report shall include
information that may reasonably be required taking into account current

knowledge and methods of assessment, the contents and level of detail in the
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plan or programme, (and) its stage in the decision-making process” (Article
5.2). The structure for the Environmental Report is very similar to the
suggested structure outlined in ‘A Practical Guide to the Strategic

Environmental Assessment Directive’ (September, 2005).
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Background
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2.1

2.2

Chapter 2

Background

Purpose of this Sustainability Appraisal/Strategic Environmental

Assessment

This Environment Report has been devised to meet European Directive
2001/42/EC which requires a formal strategic assessment of certain plans
and programmes which are likely to have a significant effect on the
environment. The Directive has been incorporated into English Law by virtue
of the Environment Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations
(2004). In accordance with the provisions set out in the SEA Directive and
the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act (2004), a SA/SEA of the
Rochford District Council Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version

must be undertaken and consulted on prior to the adoption.

This Environment Report outlines the appraisal methodology, sustainability
objectives, review of plans and programmes, baseline information used in the
appraisal process, and the assessment of the Rochford District Council Draft

Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version.

Rochford District Council Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25

Version and the Objectives

The Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act (2004) introduced alterations to
the planning system; the fundamental aim of these changes was to promote a
proactive and positive approach to managing development. The Local
Development Framework forms a fundamental element in the new planning

system.

Local Development Frameworks will be comprised of Local Development
Documents, which include Development Plan Documents, that are part of the
statutory development plan and Supplementary Planning Documents which

expand on policies set out in a development plan document or provide
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additional detail. The Core Strategy is one of the fundamental documents

that form an integral part of the Local Development Framework.

The Rochford District Council Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version
aims to set out the key elements of the planning framework for the area. It
outlines the spatial vision and strategic objectives for the area; a spatial

strategy; core policies; and a monitoring and implementation framework.

The first section of the Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version seeks
to provide a brief overview of the planning system. The portrait of the
Rochford District Council is the next section ultimately this section aims to
provide a general summary of the community. The information utilised to
provide a summary includes population, environmental, economic and social

issues.

The Rochford District Council Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version
also lists the relevant plans and programmes at the local, county, regional
and national level and how these are relevant to the strategic vision for
Rochford District Council. The options for the Draft Core Strategy DPD
Regulation 25 Version are also highlighted, these options relate to jobs, land
allocated for employment use, housing, town and village development,
affordable housing and transportation. Finally the document outlines a series

of core policies which have been derived from the existing Local Plan.

The Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version principle objectives are

demonstrated in table 1.
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Table 1 — The Rochford District Council Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25

Version Objectives

Number
1

Objective

The Greenbelt and Strategic Gaps Between Settlements

Divert development and population growth away from rural areas to
existing urban areas, green belt policy also assists in the achievement of
sustainability objectives.

Protection and Enhancement of the Upper Roach Valley

Increase development opportunities for informal countryside recreation

within the Upper Roach Valley.

Protection and Enhancement of Special Landscapes

Protect and enhance special landscapes including coastal protection

belt, special landscape areas and historic landscape.

Housing Numbers

Meet the housing requirements set out in the East of England Plan.

General Development Locations

Seek to deliver a development pattern that reduces the reliance on

motorised transport and places development close to facilities and

services.

Affordable Housing

Provide affordable housing for those in need.

Employment
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10

11

12

13

14

Meet the employment target outlined in the East of England Plan,
principally within Southend Airport, Rochford Business Park and the
remainder of the allocation provided at various other locations throughout
the rest of the District.

Good Design and Design Statements

Promote good quality design to protect the townscape character.

Character of Place

Design will be expected to enhance the local identity by being

sympathetic to local needs and by building on local opportunities.

Landscaping

Maintain and enhance environmental quality in the District.

Energy and Water Conservation

Reduce the energy and water consumption not only for the benefit of the

local environment, but for the global environment.

Renewable Energy

Balance the potential benefits of renewable energy schemes against any

adverse effects on local amenity that may arise.

Compulsory Purchase

Use compulsory purchase powers to ensure sustainable and long term
development opportunities for residential, employment, expansion of
Cherry Orchard Jubilee Country Park (if required) and informal

countryside recreational opportunities.

Community, Leisure and Tourism

38



Promote the development of community, leisure and tourism facilities in

appropriate locations.
An important part of the assessment involves the testing of the Rochford

District Council Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version Objectives
against the SEA objectives.
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Chapter 3

SEA Objectives, Baseline and

Context
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Chapter 3

SEA Objectives, Baseline and Context

Review of the Plans and Programmes

The relationship between various plans and programmes and sustainability
objectives may influence the Rochford District Council Core Strategy in various

ways. The relationships are analysed to;

o identify any external social, environmental or economic objectives that should

be reflected in the SA process;

o identify external factors that may have influenced the preparation of the plan;

and

o Determine whether the policies in other plans and programmes might lead to

cumulative effects when combined with policies in the Core Strategy.

Engaging in this process enables Rochford District Council Core Strategy to
take advantage of any potential synergies and to attend to any inconsistencies
and constraints. The plans and programmes that need to be considered include

those at an international, national and regional and local scale.

The preparatory work for the Rochford District Council Core Strategy has
considered a number of planning policies and guidance documents, however to
meet the SA’s requirements a broader range were considered, in particular
those outlining issues of environmental protection and sustainability objectives.
Table 2 shows a summary list of plans and programmes that were reviewed as

part of the SA. Appendix 1 contains the outcome of the review.
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Table 2 - List of plans and programmes reviewed:

International

European and International Sustainability Development Strategy

European Spatial Development Perspective (May, 1999)

European Community Biodiversity Strategy

Environment 2010: Our Future, Our Choice

Draft European Constitution (2003)

European Convention on the Protection of the Archaeological Heritage (1992)

National

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (2005) Planning Policy Statement 1; Delivering

Sustainable Communities

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (1995) Planning Policy Guidance 2 — Greenbelts

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (2000) Planning Policy Guidance Note 3;

Housing

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (1992) Planning Policy Guidance Note 4;

Industrial, Commercial Development and Small Firms

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (2005) Planning Policy Statement 6; Planning for

Town Centres

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (2005) Planning Policy Statement 7; Sustainable

Development in Rural Areas

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (2000) Planning Policy Guidance 8 -

Telecommunications
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Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, Planning Policy Statement 9 — Biodiversity and

Geological Conservation

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (2005) Planning Policy Statement 10; Planning

for Sustainable Waste Management

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (2005) Planning Policy Statement 12; Local

Development Frameworks

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (1994) Planning Policy Guidance 13; Transport

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (1990) Planning Policy Guidance Note 14;
Development on Unstable Land (1990)

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (1994) Planning Policy Guidance Note 15;

Planning and Historic Environment (1994)

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (1990) Planning Policy Guidance Note 16;
Archaeology and Planning (1990)

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (1991) Planning Policy Guidance Note 17;

Planning for Open Space, Sport and Recreation

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (1992) Planning Policy Guidance 20 - Coastal

Planning

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (1992) Planning Policy Guidance 21 - Tourism

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (2005) Planning Policy Statement 22;

Renewable Energy

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (2005) Planning Policy Statement 23; Planning

and Pollution Control

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (1994) Planning Policy Guidance 24 - Planning

and Noise
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Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (2001) Planning Policy Guidance 25 -

Development and Flood Risk

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (2005) Securing Our Future Delivering UK

Sustainable Development Strategy

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (2000) By Design; Urban Design in the Planning
System

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, (2000) Planning and Access For Disabled
People

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister, Disability Rights Commission: Briefing: Inclusive

Design — Creating Inclusive Environments

Disability Rights Commission, (2005) Access Statements, Achieving an inclusive
environment by ensuring continuity throughout the planning, design and
management of buildings and spaces

Association of Chief Police Officers, (2004) Secured By Design

Regional

East of England Regional Assembly (2004) Draft Regional Spatial Strategy for the
East of England Plan (RSS14)

Sustainable Futures; the Integrated Regional Strategy for the East of England
(February, 2005)

East of England Development Agency, (2005) Regional Economic Strategy for the
East of England

East of England Regional Assembly, (2001) A Sustainable Development Framework

for the East of England

Sub Regional
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Thames Gateway South Essex, (2003) Delivering the Future

Thames Gateway South Essex, (2001) Vision for the Future

Thames Gateway South Essex, (2004) Draft Green Grid Strategy

County

Essex County Council (2001) Essex and Southend-on-Sea Replacement Structure

Plan

Essex County Council (2006) Health & Opportunity for the People of Essex — Essex’s

Local Area Agreement

Essex Police Authority and Essex Police, (2006) Three Year Strategy Plan 2006-
2009

Essex County Council, (2006) School Organisational Plan 2005-2010

The Essex Rural Partnership, (2005) Essex Rural Strategy - Partnership Priorities for

the Future of Rural Essex

Local

Rochford District Council (2006) Rochford Replacement Local Plan

Rochford District Council, (2004) Community Strategy

The Crouch and Roach Estuary Management Plan

Rochford District Council, (2005) Economic Development Strategy for Rochford
District

Rochford District Council, (2004) Housing Needs Survey

Rochford District Council (2004) Housing Strategy 2004-2007 Fit for Purpose
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Community Strategy

3.2

The plans and programmes reviewed provided the following:
e A basis for establishing sustainability objectives as part of the SA
process.
¢ An influence over the Core Strategy preparation and a higher level
policy context.
e A basis for identifying potential cumulative effects of the Core

Strategy.

Baseline Characteristics

The SEA Directive requires an analysis of the “relevant aspects of the current
state of the environment and the likely evolution thereof without
implementation of the plan” (Annex 1b) and “the environmental characteristics
of areas likely to be significantly affected” (Annex 1c). The baseline
information will form the basis for predicting and monitoring the effects of the
adoption of the Rochford District Council Core Strategy (2005). Furthermore
the baseline data allows sustainability problems to be identified and aids the
formulation of appropriate mitigation measures and/or proposals for suitable

alternatives.

The baseline data for the SA/SEA of the Rochford District Council Core
Strategy (2006) includes existing environmental and sustainability information
from a range of sources, including national government, agency websites, the
2001 Census, Rochford District Council and Essex County Council. The

information the baseline data aimed to highlight includes;

e the latest data for Rochford District Council;

e comparators: regional or national level data against which the status of
Rochford District may be evaluated;

¢ identified targets;

e established trends; and

¢ Environmental/sustainability problems.
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Key trends and predicting the future baseline

The following section describes fundamental social, economic and environmental

elements of the Rochford District.

Location

Rochford District is situated to the south of Essex, and covers an area of 168.35 sq
km (65 square miles). The district of Rochford is situated within a peninsula between
the River Thames and Crouch, and is bounded by the North Sea. The district has
land boundaries with Basildon, Castle Point and Southend on Sea Districts and
Marine Boundaries with Maldon and Chelmsford Districts. Rochford District is
predominately rural with many surrounding villages; the main urban centres in the
district include the historic towns of Rochford and Rayleigh. Map 1 illustrates the

location of the Rochford District.
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Map 1: lllustrating the Location of the Rochford District
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(Sources; Rochford District Council Online, 2005 and National Statistics Online,
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The district is predominantly rural in character comprising 12,763 hectares of
Metropolitan Green Belt. There are three main residential areas, together with a
number of smaller settlements and dwellings located sporadically throughout the
Metropolitan Green Belt. The extent of the District that is designated as Metropolitan

Green Belt is shown below in Map 2.

Map 2 — Metropolitan Green
Belt

Metropolitan Green Belt
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Source: Essex and Southend-on-Sea Replacement Structure Plan, 2001

Population

Population

The resident population of Rochford district, as measured in the 2001 Census, was
78,489 of which 49 per cent were male and 51 per cent were female. The sex
composition of Rochford District is similar to that of Essex County Council in 2001
with 48.8% of the Essex population male and 51.2% female. In 2001, 20 per cent of
the resident population were aged under 16, 57 per cent were aged between 16 and
59, and 23 per cent were aged 60 and over. The mean average age was 40. This

compared with an average age of 39 within England and Wales.

In analysing the social, economic and environmental characteristics of the District of
Rochford it is important to be aware of the projected population change anticipated
for the district. This will provide an understanding as to the amount of population
change likely to be experienced within the district of Rochford. Graph one illustrates

the 2001 and the future projected population change for the District of Rochford.

Graph 1: The 2001 and projected population change in Rochford District

Graph lllustrating the 2001 and Projected Population Change for the
Borough of Rochford
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Source; Total Regional Planning Guidance 14 Submission, 29" March 2005 (Note
the population projection assumes dwelling provision will be implemented at the
annual average rate of provision set out in policy H2 of the Regional Spatial Strategy
14.)

Graph 1 demonstrates the population within the Rochford District in 2001 and the
projected alterations in the population size assuming the dwelling provision outlined
in the Draft East of England Plan (2004) will be implemented within Rochford. In
2001 the population of Rochford was 78, 400 persons, it is anticipated that by 2021
the population within the District will be 81, 000 persons. The total population within
Rochford District is therefore expected to increase by 3.2% throughout the period
2001-2021. Graph two illustrates the total population change anticipated for Essex
allowing comparison between the total growth rate for Essex and that of the District
of Rochford.
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Graph 2: Total and projected population for Essex County 2001-2021

Graph lllustrating the Total Population and Projected Population for Essex County in
2001, 2006, 2011, 2016 and 2021
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Source; Total Regional Planning Guidance 14 Submission, 29" March 2005 (Note
the population projection assumes dwelling provision will be implemented at the
annual average rate of provision set out in policy H2 of the Regional Spatial Strategy
14.)

Graph 2 demonstrates that the population within the County of Essex in 2001 was
161, 4400 persons and is anticipated to increase by 2021 to 172, 9400 persons. The
total population increase for Essex from 2001-2021 is 6.6%, therefore the projected
population increase for the District of Rochford is 50.1% less than the anticipated rise

in population throughout Essex.

Population Age Composition

The age composition of the population within the District of Rochford is important as
it

will facilitate in measuring the demand for educational institutions, most notably
primary

and secondary schools, as well as the amount of sheltered housing that may be

required
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for senior citizens. Graph 3 outlines the percentage age composition of the persons
in

2001 and 2021 within the District of Rochford compared to the County of Essex and
the

East of England region.

Graph 3: Total age composition 2001-2021

Graph lllustrating the 2001 and 2021 Percentage Total Age Composition for the District
of Rochford, Essex County and East of England Region
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Source; Total Regional Planning Guidance 14 Submission, 29" March 2005 (Note
the population projection assumes dwelling provision will be implemented at the
annual average rate of provision set out in policy H2 of the Regional Spatial Strategy
14.)

Graph 3 demonstrates that the proportion of persons aged 0-19 years in 2001 within
the

District of Rochford, and the comparators will be less in 2021. Furthermore the

percentage persons in Rochford aged 30-49 years in 2021 is anticipated to decline

substantially from the 2001 rate. Within the district of Rochford there is likely to be

an increase in the number of retired people by 2021 particularly among persons 70+

years.
Thames Gateway South Essex Sub Regional
The Thames Gateway South Essex sub-region comprises of five authorities who

include Basildon, Castle Point, Rochford, Southend-on-Sea and Thurrock. Thames

Gateway South Essex is the largest urban area within the East of England. It
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contains a mix of urban and natural environments. In 2001 the population total for
the sub region was 633,800 representing approximately 12% of the East of England

regional total.

Graph 4 illustrates the current and projected population within the local authorities
that comprise the Thames Gateway South Essex and the projected population
growth from 2001-2021. The population growth figures are based on the number of
housing anticipated to be constructed as outlined in the Draft East of England Plan
(2004).

Graph 4: Population and projected- TGSE area 2001-2021

Graph lllustrating the Population within the Local Authorities that Comprise the
Thames Gateway South Essex in 2001 and the Projected Population Totals
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Source; Total Regional Planning Guidance 14 Submission, 29" March 2005
(Note the population projection assumes dwelling provision will be
implemented at the annual average rate of provision set out in policy H2 of

the Regional Spatial Strategy 14.)

Graph 4 demonstrates that the District of Rochford is anticipated to continue to have
the lowest population total of all the Thames Gateway South Essex districts.
Furthermore the increase in population throughout this period is expected to remain
fairly constant as the total population is predicted to increase by 3.2%. Clearly
Thurrock is expected to experience the greatest increase in population throughout
this period. Graph 5 illustrates the proportion of the population within Thames

Gateway South Essex that live within each district authority. These population figures
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are important in determining potential housing needs and densities for future

developments.

Graph 5: Percentage of total population composition TGSE area 2001

Graph lllustrating the Percentage of the Total
Population Composition in 2001 of the Local
Authorities within Thames Gateway South Essex
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Source: Adapted from Total Regional Planning Guidance 14 Submission, 29"
March 2005 (Note the population projection assumes dwelling provision will
be implemented at the annual average rate of provision set out in policy H2 of

the Regional Spatial Strategy 14.)

Graph 5 illustrates that in 2001 Rochford (12%) contained the least proportion of the
population within Thames Gateway South Essex, whilst the neighbouring authorities
of Basildon (26%) and Southend-on-Sea (25%) had the greatest proportion of the

population in the sub region.
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Population Density

Table 3: Population Density within Rochford District, the County of Essex, the east of

England region and England and Wales in 2001

Number of 4.6 3.8 2.8 3.4
People Per
Hectare

Source: Office for National Statistics, 2001

Table 3 clearly demonstrates that the District of Rochford contains more persons per
hectare than the County of Essex (3.8 persons), the East of England region (2.8
persons) and England and Wales (3.4 persons). The average number of persons per
hectare within the East of England region is of greatest divergence to the trend
displayed by the District of Rochford in 2001. Table 3 also outlines the average
household size and indicates that in 2001 the District of Rochford contained a
marginally greater average household size than Essex County, the East of England

Region and England and Wales.
Marital Status
Graph 6 illustrates the marital status of persons aged over 16 years within the District

of Rochford, the County of Essex, the East of England Region and England and
Wales in 2001.
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Graph 6

Graph lllustrating the Percentage Marital Status for Persons Aged over 16in
2001 within the District of Rochford, Essex County, the East of England Region
and England and Wales

70
@ England and
60 - Wales
2 50
2 B Eastof England
S 40 -
(0]
g 30 -
% m EssexCounty
(8]
T 20 -
o
10 - @ Rochford
0

Single People (never Married or Re-Married Seperated or Divorced Widowed
married) People
Marital Status

Source; Office for National Statistics, 2001

Graph 6 illustrates that the percentage of persons that are widowed within the District
of Rochford is similar to the trends displayed at the County, regional and national
scale. The percentage of persons that are separated or divorced throughout the
District of Rochford is marginally less than the other comparators. However the
percentage of persons that are married or re-married within Rochford (59.7%) is
greater than the percentage for Essex (55.2%), the east of England Region (54.3%)
and England and Wales (50.9%). The number of single people within the District of
Rochford (22.6%) is less than that of the comparators. Marital status clearly will
influence the type and design of residential dwelling demanded within a local

authority.

Household Composition and Type

Graph 7 outlines the percentage household composition for persons within England
and Wales, the East of England region and the District of Rochford in 2001.
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Graph 7

Graph lllustrating the Percentage Household Composition in 2001 throughout the District of
Rochford, East of England Region and England and Wales
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Graph 7 illustrates that the household composition for the District of Rochford, the
East of England region and England and Wales in 2001. Rochford (24.9%) contains
a marginally lower proportion of one person occupancy households than the East of
England (28.3%) and England and Wales (30.0%). The District of Rochford also
displays a divergence to the regional and national trend, as there are a greater
proportion of married persons throughout the district. = However the district
demonstrates similar trends in the number of cohabiting couples, lone parents with
dependent children and lone parents with non dependent children. It is important
that when deciding upon the type of dwelling to construct or potential design
implications for residential dwellings regard should be given to the household

composition to ensure that housing needs continue to be adequately addressed.
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Population Summary

e The resident population of Rochford district, as measured in the 2001
Census, was 78,489 and it is anticipated that by 2021 the population within
the District will be 81, 000 persons.

e In 2001, 20 per cent of the resident population were aged under 16, 57 per

cent were aged between 16 and 59, and 23 per cent were aged 60 and over.

e Within the district of Rochford there is likely to be an increase in the number

of retired people in 2021, most notably for persons 70 and above.

e The District of Rochford contains more persons per hectare than the County
of Essex (3.8 persons), the East of England region (2.8 persons) and England

and Wales (3.4 persons).

e The percentage of persons that are married or re-married within Rochford
(59.7%) is greater than the percentage for Essex (55.2%), the east of
England Region (54.3%) and England and Wales (50.9%). The number of
single people within the District of Rochford (22.6%) is less than that of the

comparators.
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Deprivation

The Index of Multiple Deprivation 2004 (IMD 2004) is a measure of multiple

deprivations at the small area level, known as the Lower Super Output Areas. The

IMD 2004 is based on the idea that there are clear dimensions of deprivation which

are recognisable and may be measured. The deprivation is therefore measured in

terms of the domain. The IMD 2004 comprises of seven domains including;

Income deprivation;

Employment deprivation;

Health deprivation & disability;
Education, skills and training deprivation;
Barriers to housing and services;

Crime; and the

Living environment deprivation.

There are also 6 measures that comprise the large area level these are available for

district and unitary council level areas. The large area measure for IMD 2004 is an

important source of information for interpreting the overall level of deprivation

experienced within the Rochford District. The large area measures include;

e Four are formulated from the Index of Multiple Deprivation (IMD) for

small area;

» Average Score — overall deprivation measure, retains range of scores;

» Average Rank - overall deprivation measure, dampens the impact

areas with extreme scores;

of

» Extent Score - proportion of people living in serious deprived small

areas.

» Local Concentration Score - represents the severity of deprivation in

‘hotspots’ (average IMD rank of worst-off areas with 10% of people)

e Two are absolute numbers, drawn from data underlying the IMD:

0 Income Scale - number of income employment deprived

people;

o0 Employment Scale - number of employment deprived people.”
(Essex County Council, 2004)
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Table 4 illustrates the large area Index of Multiple Deprivation scores for all the

Districts within Essex.

Table 4

Rank Average Score

Essex

1 Tendring 103

2 Harlow 120

3 Basildon 132

4 Colchester
217

5 Epping Forest
234

6 Braintree 237

7 Castle Point
245

8 Maldon 280

9 Brentwood
312

10 Rochford 316

11 Chelmsford
320

12 Uttlesford 341

Average Rank

Tendring 98

Harlow 101

Basildon 142

Colchester 221

Braintree 228

Epping
232

Castle Point 243

Maldon 280

Brentwood 312

Rochford 319

Chelmsford 321

Uttlesford 342

Source; Essex County Council, 2004

Forest

Extent

Basildon 106

Tendring 127

Harlow 180

Colchester 193

Braintree 263

Epping
246

Castle Point 273

Rochford 271

Maldon 298

Brentwood 295

Chelmsford 274

Uttlesford 298

Forest

Local

Concentration
Tendring 111
Basildon 116

Colchester 189

Harlow 207

Epping Forest

243
Braintree 247
Castle Point 258

Chelmsford 286

Rochford 299

Maldon 301

Brentwood 307

Uttlesford 352
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Table 4 demonstrates that out of the 12 Essex local authorities Rochford performs
well compared to the remaining Essex Authorities, as the index of deprivation is

predominately within the lower quartile.

“Chelmsford, Rochford and Brentwood score fairly low in terms of overall
deprivation, in the 88-91% most deprived range” (Essex County Council,

2004, 8). The Extent Scores for the Essex Districts are outlined below;

* Basildon - 18%
* Tendering - 14%
* Harlow - 5%

* Colchester - 4%

* Braintree, Castle Point, Epping Forest, Rochford - all 1%
* Brentwood, Chelmsford, Maldon, Uttlesford - all 0%

(Source; Essex County Council, 2004, 9)

Clearly the results demonstrate that the District of Rochford has relatively few
people living in serious deprivation compared to the majority of the Essex

Districts.

Essex contains 40 Super Output Areas in the most deprived 20% in England. These
seriously deprived areas are in Basildon, Clacton, Harwich, Colchester (5 areas) and
Harlow. Rochford does not contain any Super Output Areas in the most deprived
20%.

To fully understand the character of the deprivation it is essential to outline the
domain scores. Table 5 shows the percentage of small areas that are seriously
deprived on each domain score for Rochford District, the County of Essex and the

average for the Essex Districts.
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Table 5
Authority IMD Income  Employment Health

and
Disability
Rochfor 0 1.9 1.9 0
d
Essex 4.6 6.4 3.5 2.0
Essex 3.3 4.8 2.7 14
District
Average

Educati
on,
Skills
and
Training

1.9

15.6

13.7

Barriers to
Housing and

Services

5.7

20.7

241

Source, National Statistics Online, 2004 Indices of Multiple Deprivation

To aid interpretation of the results graph 8 has been formulated, highlighting the

percentage score for the small areas that are seriously deprived in the Rochford

District and the average for the Essex districts.

Living

Environment

1.2

1.0

62

Crime

6.5

5.1

No of
Small

Areas

53

863

71.9



Graph 8 — lllustrating the Proportion of Small Areas that are Seriously Deprived

within the District of Rochford, Essex and the average for the Essex Districts

Graph lllustrating the Proportion of Small Areas that are 'Seriously Deprived
within the District of Rochford, the County of Essex and the Average for the
Essex Districts

= Rochford

m Essex

= Essex
District
Average

30
0 25
o}
bt
<
= 20
©
&
o
c
o
£ 10
o
Q
=
0_5
0
- - -
S 2 5 2z 5%@2 o2, 5 2
= 5 £ T = SO = mmﬂ-’ o £ =
o = £ 8 TS £ o8 € e o
£ o T8 S=® 2c£3 =9
= 85 §3- 528 S
E I w mom c
L T L

Deprivation Domain

Source, National Statistics Online, 2004 Indices of Multiple Deprivation

Graph 8 clearly demonstrates that the District of Rochford has less deprivation than

the average for the Essex Districts, and Essex County. However similarly to the

trend displayed by Essex and the average for the Essex Districts the greatest small

areas deprivation experienced within the District of Rochford is related to Barriers

Housing and Services.

The Indices of Deprivation domains that are of particular importance include the

Living Environment and Health Deprivation and Disability domains.

The Living Environment domain “focuses on deprivation with respect to the

to

characteristics of the living environment. It comprises two sub-domains: the indoor

living environment which measures the quality of housing and the outdoor which
contains two measures about air quality and road traffic accidents” (Office of the
Deputy Prime Minister, 2004, 4). Graph 8 illustrates that there are no small areas

within the District of Rochford that experience ‘serious living environment deprivati

on,

however the average for the Essex districts and the County total marginally exceeds

Rochford. Itis important that the District of Rochford continues to display a good

quality living environment. This Domain comprises two sub-domains: the 'indoors'
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living environment which measures the quality of housing and the 'outdoors' living
environment which contains two measures about air quality and road traffic

accidents.

Sub-Domain: The 'indoors' living environment
+ Social and private housing in poor condition (2001)

* Houses without central heating (2001)

Sub-Domain: The 'outdoors' living environment
* Air quality (2001)
* Road traffic accidents involving injury to pedestrians and cyclists
(2000-2002)

Within each sub-domain the indicators were standardised, transformed to the normal
distribution and combined with equal weights. Then the two sub-domains were
standardised, transformed to the exponential distribution and combined into the
domain using a weight of 66.6% for ‘indoors’ living environment and 33.3% for

‘outdoors’ living environment to reflect the time people spend in each arena.

The second Indices of Deprivation domain that is of particular importance to the
Open Space Standards is the Health Deprivation and Disability domain. This
“‘domain identifies areas with relatively high rates of people who die prematurely or
whose quality of life is impaired by poor health or who are disabled” (Office of the
Deputy Prime Minister, 2004, 3). This domain identifies areas with relatively high
rates of people who die prematurely or whose quality of life is impaired by poor

health or who are disabled, across the whole population.

Indicators include:
* Years of Potential Life Lost (1997-2001)
» Comparative lliness and Disability Ratio (2001)
» Measures of emergency admissions to hospital (1999-2002)
* Adults under 60 suffering from mood or anxiety disorders (1997-
2002)

Shrinkage is used on the indicators, then they are combined using factor weights.

Similarly to the trends displayed by the Living Environment domain there are no small
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areas within the District of Rochford that experience serious health deprivation, while

the Essex District average (1.4) and Essex County (2.0) marginally exceeds this.

The following table 6 highlights a few key statistics for the District of Rochford, as

well as the trend and the Districts performance nationally.

Table 6 — Deprivation Statistics

Indicator Period Value Trend

% of the population living in the most
_ _ 2004 1.0%
deprived super output areas in the country

% of the population of working age that is
o _ Nov 04 7.5 %
claiming key benefits

% of the population over 60 who live in
. . 2004 10.3%
households that are income deprived

% of children that live in families that are
_ . 2004 10.8%
income deprived

The percentage of residents who think
that people being attacked because of

their skin colour, ethnic origin or religion is 2003/04 13.7%
a very big or fairly big problem in their

local area

National
Quartile
(1=best)

@R2®

DR2®

@D

@DJ2@

DRIV
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Crime

Table 7 illustrates the total number of offences per 1000 persons of the population
from 2003-2004, within the England and Wales, the East of England region, Essex
County and the District of Rochford.

Table 7 — Total offences per 1000 population

Total Offences per 1000 Population

Authority Apr-Jun 2003 Jul- Sep 2003 Oct- Dec 2003 Jan- Mar
2004
England and Wales 29.0 28.3 27.6 27.8
East of England 23.7 23.1 22.9 23.4
Essex 23.1 21.3 22.3 223
Rochford 13.2 12.0 14.9 14.1

Source; Crime Statistics Online, Home Office

Table 7 indicates that the crime rates per 1000 of the population for the District of
Rochford marginally fluctuated, however the incidences of crime per 1000 of the
population were considerably lower than the other comparators. With regard to the
Rochford District the Local Authority displays a fairly low level of crime and is not

displaying any worrying trends.

The types of crimes committed give an indication to the seriousness of the crimes
committed within the area. The type of criminal offences committed per 1000 of the
population for the District of Rochford and the English average for 2004/05 are

outlined in table 8.
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Table 8 — Type of crime per 1000 population

Type of Crime

Sexual Offences

Violence Against Person

Robbery Offences

Burglary Dwelling

Offences

Theft of motor vehicle

offences

Theft from a motor vehicle

offence

Source; Up My Street website

Per 1000 of the Population

Rochford District English Average
0 0.9
9 16.5
0 1.4
3 6.4
2 4.5
4 10.0

Table 8 indicates that Rochford has a lower incidence of all criminal offences per

1000 of the population in comparison to the English average. It is important that the

Local Authority continues to experience a low level of crime and the design of good

quality housing contributes positively to the maintenance of a low level of crime.

Table 9 documents the population of Rochford District’'s perceptions of crime, safety

and anti-social behaviour as well as some statistical data for the District.
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Table 9 - Community Safety

Indicator

Percentage of residents surveyed who
say that they feel fairly safe or very safe 2004/05 98.0%
outside during the day

Percentage of residents surveyed who
say that they feel fairly safe or very safe 2004/05 74.7%

outside after dark

Domestic burglaries per 1,000
2004/05 7.52
households

Violent Offences committed per 1,000
2004/05 9.09
population

Theft of a vehicle per 1,000 population  2004/05 1.89

Sexual offences per 1,000 population 2004/05 .37

The percentage of residents who think
that vandalism, graffiti and other
deliberate damage to property or 2003/04 62.3%
vehicles is a very big or fairly big problem

in their local area

The percentage of residents who think

that people using or dealing drugs is a
_ _ _ _ ) 2003/04 57.6%
very big or fairly big problem in their local

area

The percentage of residents who think

that people being rowdy or drunk in
. . . . . 2003/04 41.6%
public places is a very big or fairly big

problem in their local area

Number of pedestrian road accident
2003/04 49.0
casualties per 100,000 population

Number of cyclist road accident
2003/04 30.0
casualties per 100,000 population

Period Value Trend

Y

> = = ¢

National
Quartile
(1=best)

@O

@ROD

@RA@D

DRAA®

DRIQ®
@DR2®

@@

@DRISW

DR2®

@D3I2®

QRO
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(Source: www.areaprofiles.auditcommission.gov.uk)

Deprivation Summary

e The District of Rochford has less deprivation than the average for the
Essex Districts, and Essex County.

e Only 1% of the population of Rochford District live in the most deprived
super output areas in the country.

o 7.5% of the population of working age claim key benefits.

¢ 10.3% of the population over 60 live in households that are income
deprived.

e 10.8% of children live in families that are income deprived.

e The incidences of crime per 1000 of the population in the District are
considerably lower than the other comparators.

e The percentage of residents who think that vandalism, graffiti and other
deliberate damage to property or vehicles is a very big or fairly big

problem in their local area is 62.3%.

safe outside during the day is 98%

e Percentage of residents surveyed who say that they feel fairly safe or very
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Education & Employment

In 2004, of the people in Rochford of ‘working age’ (men aged 16-64, women aged
1659), the employment rate was 79.2%. This compares with an average of 75% for

Great Britain.

A relatively high proportion of Rochford district residents in employment commute
outside the district to work. The district has communication links with London by road
and rail. Rochford, Rayleigh and Hockley have stations on the Liverpool Street line
providing easy access to London. The district also has good communication links
with the adjacent urban area of Southend. Graph 9 shows the distances that the
resident population of Rochford district commute to work, compared to the average
for England.

Graph 9 — lllustrating Travel to Work Distances of Residents within Rochford
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(Source: Rochford Annual Monitoring Report December 2005)

Given the imbalance between the number of residents in employment and the
number of jobs available, a high proportion of the Rochford workforce commutes out
of the District. 30% travel to work in Southend, 14% to London, 9% to Basildon and
about 15% travel elsewhere outside the District (Rochford Economic Profile). In the
past five years there has been a steady increase in out commuting from the District.

Statistics provided by First Great Eastern show that using 1998 as the base year, out
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commuting by train from Rayleigh has increased by 10%, Rochford 24% and Hockley
7% (1998-2002).

Statistics provided by One Railway show that during 2002 to 2004 there has been an
increase of approximately 1% in out commuting passengers from Rayleigh, Hockley
and Rochford.

Rayleigh — 2002 — 950,000 out journeys — 960,000 during 2004.
Hockley — 2002 — 2.033m out journeys — 1.985m during 2004

Rochford — 2002 — 663,000 out journeys — 684,000 during 2004
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Employers Characteristics in Rochford

There are few large businesses — only 5 employ more than 250 staff. The maijority of
these are engineering firms. Many of the bigger employers have businesses related
to London Southend Airport where there are some 1500 jobs mainly in the
engineering sector. The District has a higher proportion of small companies than the
national average, and these companies dominate the local economy. Among the
larger employers in the District are engineering firms, including aviation-related
industry at London Southend Airport. The majority of employment in the District is in

utilities, construction and communications.

"Every three years the government publishes the Indices of Multiple Deprivation. This

is a system that looks nationally at areas of deprivation.

Economic Well-Being

The following Tables 10 & 11 show the economic well being of the population of
Rochford District and education and life long learning, as well as their trends and

performance nationally.

Table 10 — Economic Well Being
National
Indicator Period Value Trend Quartile
(1=best)

% of the working age population who are in 03/03-

79.0% T @RA@D

employment 02/04
Number of Job Seeker's Allowance March
arc _
claimants as a percentage of the working 2005 1.1% T @)@@.

age population

% of Job Seeker's allowance claimants who March

58% T @RJQ2@®

have been out of work for more than a year 2005

Total number of VAT registered businesses
_ 2004 2575 T
in the area at the end of the year

% change in the number of VAT registered

_ 02% 4
businesses
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Job density: Number of jobs to working age
. 2002 0.53 4
population

(Source: www.areaprofiles.auditcommission.gov.uk)

Table 11 - Education and Life Long Learning

National
Indicator Period Value Trend Quartile
(1=best)
% of half days missed due to total
absence in local authority primary 2004/05 5.62% 1‘ @21

schools

% of half days missed due to total
absence in local authority secondary 2004/058.00% T @@

schools

% of young people aged 16 to 24 year

2003/04916% T @R2Q@

olds in full time education or employment

% of 15 year old pupils in local authority
schools achieving five or more GCSEs at 2004/05 55.4% 1‘ DD

Grade A*-C or equivalent

Source: www.areaprofiles.auditcommission.gov.uk

The LSC Essex Annual Statement of Priorities (December 2004 ) states they will
develop better training provision to meet employers requirements and increase
employer engagement. The Knowledge Economy Audit for the Thames Gateway
(March 2005) states that Rochford District has very low average earnings and a high
employment rate, it has a stronger knowledge economy than its neighbour Castle

Point. 33% of the workforce are qualified below level 2 and 17% are graduates.

It is the policy of the Council to try to purchase products and services locally
wherever possible. 7% of products and services are purchased from businesses in
the Rochford District area and 50% from the Essex area. Most of those for Essex are
in neighbouring areas and are therefore relatively local. In fact, rural business makes

up 4% of local employment, higher than average.
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Education and Employment Summary

In 2004, of the people in Rochford of ‘working age’ (men aged 16-64, women
aged 1659), the employment rate was 79.2%. This compares with an average
of 75% for Great Britain.

39,000 of the Districts residents are in employment whilst statistics supplied by
the Rayleigh Job centre in July 2004 state there is only 1% unemployment,

compared to the national figure of 2.3% of the working population.

There are 21,000 jobs in the District, predominately in the retail, wholesale and
service sectors. Rochford has significantly more unfilled job vacancies relative

to population than other areas locally in Essex
There are few large businesses — only 5 employ more than 250 staff

A high proportion of the Rochford workforce commutes out of the District. 30%
travel to work in Southend, 14% to London, 9% to Basildon and about 15%

travel elsewhere outside the District

91.6% of young people aged 16 to 24 year olds in full time education or

employment

55.4% of 15 year old pupils in local authority schools achieving five or more
GCSEs at Grade A*-C or equivalent

Transport and Access

Car Ownership

The total number of cars and vans owned in 2001 throughout the Rochford District is

31,952. Graph 10 illustrates the percentage of car or van ownership within the
District of Rochford, Essex County, the East of England Region and England and

Wales.
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Graph 10 — Household Car Ownership
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Graph 10 demonstrates that 16.4% of households within the District of Rochford do
not own a car or van. This proportion of the population is considerably different to
the national trend whereby 26.8% of households do not own a car or van. However
the relatively low number of households without a car or van is also evident in Essex
and the East of England region. Graph 10 also shows that a greater percentage of
households own one car or van, which is consistent for the County of Essex, the East
of England region and England and Wales. When analysing the percentage of the
population owning two cars or vans it is evident that Rochford has a higher
percentage in comparison to Essex, the East of England and especially England and

Wales.

Net Commuting

Net commuting measures the difference between the numbers of persons commuting
into a district minus the number of persons out-commuting. Graph 11 illustrates the
number of net commuters and the distance travelled within the District of Rochford,

the County of Essex and the East of England region in 2001.

Graph 11
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Graph 11 demonstrates that similarly to the East of England and Essex County net
commuter, Rochford Districts demonstrates that the majority of persons out commute
and travel 40-60 miles. However, dissimilar to the regional and county trend persons

out commuting 5-10 miles represent the next greatest out commuter group.

Graph 12 demonstrates the mode of travelled utilised and the number of net

commuters using each particular mode.
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Number of Net Commuters

Graph 12 illustrating the number of commuters and mode of transportation

within the District of Rochford, Essex County and the East of England Region
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Graph 12 demonstrates that the greatest volume of commuters within the District of
Rochford is out commuters, and they predominately travel by car, whereas the
regional and county trend illustrates that there is a net out commute of persons but
the principal mode of transportation is train. Thus it is important that the Rochford
district seeks to address this issue, and promote the use of more sustainable

transportation modes.
There are an estimated 708,000 cars or vans in the county, which represents 1.3

vehicles for every household. Over the last decade the number of cars and vans in

Essex has risen by approximately 25%.
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Public Transport Systems

Buses

There are over 40 bus companies operating many routes throughout the Essex area.
However many rural areas of Essex have seen decreasing public transport services,
including bus services, over the last decade and this has led to access problems and

associated social isolation in the countryside.

London Southend Airport (Rochford District/Southend Borough)

Southend Airport is owned by Regional Airports Limited and operated by London
Southend Airport Company Limited. The airport straddles the Southend Borough and

Rochford District boundaries.

Southend Airport has a single runway, which is 0.99 miles in length and is capable of
taking aircraft up to the size of a Boeing 757. The runway could have risk implications
for other transport links within the immediate area as at one end the approach to the
flight path crosses the Liverpool Street to Southend Victoria railway line; and at the
other, the A127 Southend Arterial Road is located a short distance beyond the
runway thresh-hold.

Currently the airport has the capacity to handle 300,000 passengers per year.
However, a new terminal is planned and scheduled for completion by 2007/8.
Together with a new railway station, this will enhance the passenger handling
capabilities and may well see a significant rise in passenger numbers. Southend

Airport is often used as a diversionary airport for London City.

The airport is home to four flying schools, deals with ad-hoc and charter freight traffic,
and has facilities for private/light aircraft operators and a number of hangers
dedicated to aircraft maintenance and refurbishment. In recent times, with increasing
uncertainty over air travel growth, Southend Airport has often played host to aircraft

laid up pending redeployment or resale.
While Southend Airport is relatively quiet at this time, the indications are that in the

future, certainly beyond 2008 when the new terminal facilities are completed, traffic

could increase quite significantly.

78



Table 12 highlights some key statistics regarding transport and access in the District

of Rochford as well as trends in the data and the District’s position in the National

Quartile.

Table 12 — Transport and Access

Indicator Period Value Trend

% of the resident population who travel
to work by private motor vehicle (car, taxi 2001 64.8%

or motorbike)

% of the resident population who travel
. 001 19.2%
to work by public transport

% of the resident population who travel
001 6.8%
to work on foot or cycle

% of the resident population travelling 2001  25.4%
over 20 km to work o

% of residents who think that for their
local area, over the past three years, that

. 2003/04 65.20%
public transport has got better or stayed

the same.

% of residents who think that for their
local area, over the past three years that

_ _ 2003/04 22.78%
the level of traffic congestion has got

better or stayed the same.

13223
Estimated traffic flows for all vehicle million
types (million vehicle kilometres) 2003 vehicle

kms

(Source: www.areaprofiles.auditcommission.gov.uk)

National
Quartile
(1=best)

@RS

DRA®

@22

@221

@32
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Transport and Access Summary

16.4% of households within the District of Rochford do not own a car or van.
This proportion of the population is considerably different to the national trend

whereby 26.8% of households do not own a car or van

Within the District the majority of persons out commute and travel 40-60 miles.
However, dissimilar to the regional and county trend persons out commuting 5-

10 miles represent the next greatest out commuter group

While Southend Airport is relatively quiet at this time, the indications are that in
the future, certainly beyond 2008 when the new terminal facilities are

completed, traffic could increase quite significantly

64.8% of the resident population travel to work by private motor vehicle (car,

taxi or motorbike)

19.2% of the resident population travel to work by public transport

6.8% of the resident population travel to work on foot or cycle. (Lower quartile).

65.2% of residents who think that for their local area, over the past three years,

that public transport has got better or stayed the same. (Lower quartile).
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Housing

Graph 13 illustrates the percentage of household dwelling type within England and
Wales, the East of England region and the District of Rochford in 2001.

Graph 13 — illustrating the percentage of Residential Dwellings in 2001 within
the District of Rochford, the East of England Region and England and Wales

Graph lllustrating the Percentage Residential Dwelling Type in 2001 within the District
of Rochford, East of England and England and Wales
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Graph 13 demonstrates that Rochford has a similar percentage of households
inhabiting a semi detached dwelling house with 31.6% of the population. The District
of Rochford has a comparable number of detached dwellings (22.8%) to the average
for England and Wales, however the number of detached dwellings within the region
is greater. Furthermore the District of Rochford has a similar proportion of terrace
dwellings as the national average, while the region has marginally lower proportion of

terrace dwellings.

Graph 14 outlines the average dwelling prices of properties of varying type within the
District of Rochford, the East of England region and England and Wales in 2001.
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Graph 14 — Graph lllustrating the Average House Prices in 2001 within the
Rochford District, the East of England Region and England and Wales

Graph lllustrating the Average Housing Prices in 2001 within the Rochford District, the East of
England region and England and Wales
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Graph 14 illustrates that the average price of a flat within the District of Rochford
(£81, 667) was less than the average price of a flat within the region (£96, 888) and
nationally (£138, 762). The average price of detached, semi detached and terraced
dwellings throughout the District of Rochford are greater than the average for the
region but comparable with the average price for England and Wales. The price of a
dwelling is important to establish household ability to afford particular dwelling types.
From the information outlined in graph 14 it is possible to conclude that the mean
dwelling prices within the District of Rochford are greater than the regional average

therefore accessibility to housing within the District may be socially exclusive.

Land Utilisation

Planning Policy Guidance note 3 - Housing outlines that central Government is
“committed to maximising the re-use of previously developed land and empty
properties and the conversion of non- residential buildings for housing” (Office of
Deputy Prime Minister, 2000, 8.) The objective of the government’s aim is to promote
regeneration and minimise the amount of Greenfield land being utilised for
development. The Planning Policy Guidance note 3 sets out a national target that by
“2008, 60% of additional housing should be provided on previously developed land
and through conversions of existing buildings” (Office of the Deputy Prime Minister,
2000.8). The target allows the assessment of Local Authority Performance to

development on previously developed land.
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A service level agreement between Essex County Council and Rochford District
Council exists whereby the County Council undertakes residential and non-
residential land monitoring. The information formulated by the County Council is
further verified by Rochford District Council. Graph 15 utilises this information and
illustrates the percentage of residential development that has occurred on previously
developed land from 2001-2004 in the Rochford District and throughout Essex.

Graph 15 —illustrating the proportion of Residential Dwellings Constructed on

Brownfield Land
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Source; Essex County Council Monitoring Statistics, 2004.

Graph 15 illustrates that since 2003-04 the District of Rochford has achieved the
Government’s target of 60% of new residential developments upon previously
developed land. However Essex County (excluding Southend-on-Sea and Thurrock)
has continually exceeded the number of residential development constructed on
previously developed land. The intensification of existing and future development is
an important aspect of residential dwelling design and may impact on the quantity of

Greenfield land required for development.
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Housing Needs Survey

Key Findings...

¢+ 91.6% of households live in accommodation suitable for their needs. Satisfaction
ranges from 96.1% in the owner occupied sector to 82.2% in the HA rented

sector;

¢ Flats and terraced houses average cost is £118,294 and £170,224 respectively and

affordability is a major issue, particularly for new forming households;

¢ 67% cannot afford private rental and home ownership is beyond the reach of 75%

of concealed households, even though nearly 40% of them earn over £25,000

p.a.;

¢ The social stock is only 8%, less than half the national average of 19.3% and

provides only 102 re-let units each year;

¢ Annually 393 affordable housing units are needed, 291 more than existing supply
from re-lets, a new supply requirement significantly greater than current delivery

levels;

¢ There is a requirement to develop a more balanced housing stock in both sectors
with a need for more small units, flats and terraced houses, particularly in the

private sector;

¢ The total population is projected to reduce but the retired age group will increase by
15.2% by 2011. There is an inextricable link between ageing and disability. Of the
5,463 households with a support need, 67% are over 60 and 58% of them have a
walking difficulty.
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Adequacy of the Existing Stock

e The vast majority of households have access to all the basic amenities and
the perception of most residents is that their homes are well maintained and

not in need of improvement.

e Some 91.6% of households say that their accommodation is adequate for
their needs. 8.4% (2,689 implied) say that it is inadequate. The largest single
issue for those reporting an inadequacy which could be resolved in-situ
(without moving) was that the dwelling needed improvement / repairs
(87.7%). Of those requiring a move 68.8% (1,559 implied) indicated that the

dwelling was too small.

e Based on a calculation of occupants to bedroom numbers, under-occupation
affects approximately 84.8% of all households and over-occupation affects
1.4%.

Costs of Present Housing and Household Income

o 22.3% paid less than £50 p.w.; 35% paid less than £60 p.w. and 47% paid
less than £70. Of owner-occupiers, 48% of respondents paid no mortgage
(outright owners) with a further 21.3% paying less than £450 per month.
Around 4.9% of owner-occupier households pay in excess of £1,000 per

month.

e 14.9% of households have incomes below £10,000, well below the
corresponding UK figure (28%). 41.4% of households in the District have

incomes above £30,000 well above the UK average (30%).

Moving Households

e 1,817 existing households and 1,717 new households will be moving within

Rochford District in the next three years.

85



o 2,519 existing and new forming households anticipate moving away from the
District. In the case of existing households moving, the single most common
reason given by existing households moving outside the District was
retirement (28.7%) but near family / carer (25.6%) and lack of affordable
housing to buy (25.1%) was also prominent. In the case of concealed
households moving, choices were more focused on employment with 37.5%
moving to get better access to work and 50.1% moving for a better job; 34.8%
indicated lack of affordable housing to buy and 23% indicated lack of

affordable housing to rent.

Concealed Households

Concealed households are people who could not afford to be in the housing market
and are living within another household. We found that around 5.3% of households
contained one or more households seeking independent accommodation giving a
total of 1,717 cases over the next three years to 2007. 93.8% are the adult children of

existing District residents.

In the Concealed Households Group:-

e 64.0% of the people in these concealed households are between 20 and 29

years of age and 15.5% are over 30.

e 729 (45.0%) of households are being formed with a partner living in a

separate household elsewhere in the District.
e 33.0% of those concealed households needing social rented housing were
registered on a housing waiting list, 91.0% being on the Rochford District

Housing Needs Register.

Table 13 — Housing Type Needs and Preferences within the District of Rochford
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Type Need % ' Preference % Current Stock %
Flat 49.7 ' 251 79
Terraced 10.2 11.1 6.9
Semi-detached 2890 48.6 344
Size Need "% Preference % Current Stock %
One bed 46.5 14.5 8.5
Two bed 41.8 _ 50.7 24.8
Three bed 1.7 _ 206 427

(Source: Rochford Annual Monitoring Report December 2005)

Important differences exist between the levels of preference expressed for property
types and their stock supply levels, especially the higher preference for flats than are

present in the existing stock.

69.3% (1,190 implied) of the concealed households want to owner occupy, 17.0%
(292 implied) preferred Council rented and 3.2% (55 implied) prefer private rent.
4.5% (77 implied) want HA shared ownership accommodation and 6.0% Housing

Association rent (103 implied).

Concealed Households’ Housing Costs and Incomes

Key factors relating to immediately forming households’ ability to meet housing costs
are that:-

¢ 36.9% could afford a weekly rent of no more than £60 and 50% no more
than £70;

¢ 77.6% could not afford a mortgage of more than £500 per month;

¢+ 11.4% have household incomes below £10,000 per annum, 26.3% earn
between £10,001 - £20,000 and a further 23.8% between £20,001 and
£25,000, 83.4% in total earning below £35,000;

¢ 75% have inadequate income to be able to buy and 67% cannot afford to
rent privately even the smallest one and two bedroom flats and terraced

houses.
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The Rochford District Housing Market

The evaluation of the market in Rochford District is based on specially prepared
information taken directly from the Land Registry database for the year to 30th
September 2004 and an analysis of local estate agency sales looking at entry level

properties.

An income of £24,900 is required to buy a one bedroom flat in Rochford, rising to
£37,700 in Rayleigh. A two bedroom flat requires an income of £26,300 in Hockley
and up to £53,800 in Hullbridge. Terraced properties require an income of £47,400 in
Rochford to £53,800 in Hawkwell.

We assess terraces to be the main entry level for first time buyers in view of their
relatively lower cost and volume of sales. 75% have inadequate income to be able to
buy and 67% cannot afford to rent privately. Additionally, private rent is not the
housing preference of the majority of households and even where this is the case
lack of supply may cause some households to have to leave the District to meet their

requirements.

Affordability and Access to Market Housing

The data indicates strongly that there is an affordability problem arising from the
relationship between local incomes and the realistic supply of the cheapest stock

available.
Table 14 shows the annual household income needed to buy in the lowest and

highest priced areas in the District, based on a 95% mortgage availability and a 3-

times gross income to lending ratio.
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Table 14 — Annual Household Income Needed

Income Thresholds (£)
Area
1 bed Flat 2 bed Flat 2 bed Terrace

Hockley™ 25 600 26,300 51,500
Hawlkwell* -nd- -nd- 53,800
Rayleigh 37,700 41,000 49 200
Rochford 24 900 36,400 47 400
Hullbridge* -nd- 53,800 -nd-

(Source: Rochford Annual Monitoring Report December 2005)

Affordable Housing

The 2004 District Supply / Demand Analysis found that there was a total shortfall of

1558 affordable dwellings across the District.

The majority of residential developments in the District are undertaken by private
developers on private land. The primary mechanism for securing affordable housing
is likely to be through legal agreements between the Council and developer
incorporated into planning permissions. Policy HP8 of the Rochford District
Replacement Local Plan, Second Deposit Draft, outlines the Council’s planning
policy towards affordable housing. Policy HP8 will require residential development
schemes of more than 25 dwellings or on sites of 1 hectare or more to usually

comprise no less than 15 percent affordable housing.

In 2004-05 there were a total of seven affordable houses completed in the District.
Five were part of the 40 dwelling units developed on land adjacent to 87 Rectory
Road, Rochford. Two were constructed on land adjacent 43 Warwick Drive, Rochford

by The Swan Housing Association.

Of the 923 dwellings with planning permission yet to be completed, 120 are to be
affordable. Over half of these (70) will be provided on two sites: former Reads

Nursery, Rawreth Lane, Rayleigh; and former Park School, Rawreth Lane, Rayleigh.
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Table 15 — Affordable Housing

s Total | Affordable % Affordable
Dwellings completed 04-05 59 . I 12
Dwellings granted planning
permission 04-05 306 | 21 9
QOutstanding dwellings as at
1% April 2005 923 _ 120 13
Qutstanding + Completed
2004-05 982 127 13
Number of sites with
permission for residential . N
development as at 1% April 219 6 3
2005

*Includes any site where at least 1 unit is to be affordable

Source: Rochford Annual Monitoring Report December 2005

Table 16 states some key statistics surrounding housing for the District of Rochford.

Where possible, trends are documented as well as the Districts position in the

National Quartile.

Table 16 - Housing Statistics

Indicator Period Value Trend

Total number of new housing
2004/05 93
completions

Affordable dwellings completed as a % of
_ _ 2004/05 15.1%
all new housing completion

Household accommodation without
2001 3.4%
central heating

The percentage of residents who think
that people sleeping rough on the streets

. beop .p 91049 . 2003/04 12.5%
or in other public places a very big or

fairly big problem in their local area
House price to income ratio 2003 4.34

Source: www.areaprofiles.auditcommission.gov.uk

L
T

National
Quartile
(1=best)

@DR2®

@DI2@
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Housing Summary

e The District of Rochford has a similar percentage of households inhabiting a
semi detached dwelling house with 31.6% of the population to national

figures.

e The District of Rochford has a comparable number of detached dwellings

(22.8%) to the average for England and Wales

e The average price of a flat within the District of Rochford (£81, 667) was less
than the average price of a flat within the region (£96, 888) and nationally
(£138, 762)

e Some 91.6% of households say that their accommodation is adequate for
their needs. 8.4% (2,689 implied) say that it is inadequate. The largest single
issue for those reporting an inadequacy which could be resolved in-situ
(without moving) was that the dwelling needed improvement / repairs
(87.7%). Of those requiring a move 68.8% (1,559 implied) indicated that the

dwelling was too small.

e 67% cannot afford private rental and home ownership is beyond the reach of
75% of concealed households, even though nearly 40% of them earn over
£25,000 p.a

e Annually 393 affordable housing units are needed, 291 more than existing
supply from re-lets, a new supply requirement significantly greater than

current delivery levels

e 1,817 existing households and 1,717 new households will be moving within

Rochford District in the next three years.

e In the case of concealed households moving, choices were more focused on
employment with 37.5% moving to get better access to work and 50.1%
moving for a better job; 34.8% indicated lack of affordable housing to buy and

23% indicated lack of affordable housing to rent

e 75% have inadequate income to be able to buy and 67% cannot afford to rent
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privately even the smallest one and two bedroom flats and terraced houses

e The 2004 District Supply / Demand Analysis found that there was a total

shortfall of 1558 affordable dwellings across the District.

Human Health

Health

The 2001 Census invited collected information regarding the respondents’ general
state of health. Graph 16 illustrates the health of persons within England and Wales,

the East of England region and the District of Rochford.

Graph 16 — lllustrating the Health of the Population within Rochford District

Council, East of England Region and England and Wales

Graph lllustrating the Health of the Population within Rochford District, East of
England Region and England and Wales
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(Source, National Statistics Online, 2004)

Graph 16 demonstrates that within the District of Rochford 15.8% of people have a
limiting or long term iliness, this level of persons is marginally lower than the regional
proportion of 16.2% and the national level (18.2%). Similarly to the percentage of
persons that have a limiting long term iliness the proportion of the population that are
generally not in good health within the District of Rochford (7.2%) is similar to the

regional proportion (7.6%), but differs more greatly from the national level (9.2%).
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The proportion of persons  classified as ‘providing unpaid care’ within Rochford is
similar to the regional and national proportions.

Health measures can provide valuable indicators of the general health of the
population and the prevalence of illness within it. As can be seen in graph 17, the
vast majority of Rochford District residents (71.1%) class themselves as being in

‘good’ health.

Graph 17 Perception of Health in Resident Population
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Source: National Statistic Online 2001
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Table 17 - Perception of Health

Rochford East of | England
England | and
Wales

General health: Good 711 70.4 68.6
General health: Fairly
good 21.7 22.1 22.2
General health: Not
good 7.2 7.6 9.2
People with a limiting
long-term illness 15.8 16.2 18.2
People of working age
with a limiting long-
term iliness 10.5 114 13.6
Households with one
or more person with a
limiting long-term
illness 31.2 30.8 341

(Source: National Statistic Online 2001)

Essex residents class themselves as being healthy (see graph 17 and table 17
above), a higher percentage than the average for England and Wales. Very few
members of the population regard themselves as having poor health; however there
is a high level of households in both Rochford and Essex that have more than one
person with a long term iliness, however this is still lower than the England and

Wales average percentage.

Primary Care Trust (PCT)

Castle Point and Rochford Primary Care Trust (PCT) delivers healthcare services to
approximately 170,000 people in the borough of Castle Point and district of
Rochford. Together with GPs, dentists, pharmacist and opticians, they steer the
planning and provision of these services for the population. They directly provide

services from 10 health clinics and they employ approximately 360 staff including

94



district nurses, health visitors, specialist nurses (such as continence and diabetes),

therapists and support staff.

Table 18 - Health Services within Rochford District and surrounding area

Health Services Rochford District Surrounding District’s
under same PCT (Benfleet,

Canvey, Rayleigh and

Hadleigh.)
Doctor 4 32
Dentist 1 22
Optician 1 16
Pharmacist 2 32

Source: www.nhs.co.uk

Disability

The 2001 Census of Population provides data on the number of households with at
least one person with a limiting long-term iliness for Essex in table 19. Rochford is in
line with Essex in that roughly one-third of households have one or more

people with a limiting long-term illness.
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Table 19 — Households with one or more persons with limiting long term iliness

Households with one or more person with a limiting long term illness

Basildon
Braintree
Brentwood
Castle Point
Chelmsford
Colchester
Epping Forest
Harlow
Maldon
Rochford
Southend
Tendring
Thurrock
Uttlesford
Essex

As % of all households
33%
29%
28%
33%
27%
31%
30%
31%
30%
31%
34%
41%
32%
27%
32%

All households
69,207
54,332
28,767
35,279
64,564
63,706
50,590
33,185
24,189
31,952
70,978
61,411
58,485
27,519
674,164

Source: 2001 Census of Population, Office for National Statistics

When analysing Rochford 31,952 (31%) of all the households has a person with a

limiting long term iliness, this is lower then the Essex figure of 674,164 and

considerably lower than districts such as Tendring

Top tier establishments are required to consult the County Council when preparing

on-site emergency plans. The County Council is required to prepare an off-site

emergency plan for top tier establishments. There is a requirement in the regulations

that all plans are reviewed, revised and tested at least every three years, more

frequently in some circumstances.
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Support Issues

16.9% of households in the District contain somebody with a support need
(5,463 households implied), of which 10.8% had two members affected.

67.4% of all household members were over 60, 16.3% under 45.

The largest group (3,135 implied) affected by a named support need were
those with a walking difficulty but who do not use a wheelchair, representing

58.3% of those with a support need.

Around 8.8% of these households contained someone who was a wheelchair
user, suggesting around 474 in the District as a whole. 21.5% of wheelchair

user’s households live in a property with suitable adaptation.

Of household members with support needs, some 25.4% (737 implied) felt

they needed care or support which is not currently provided.

10.9% of all dwellings (3,520 implied) have been adapted to meet the needs
of a disabled person. In terms of the nature of adaptations, 50.6% have
handrails / grabrails, 43.6% have bathroom adaptations and 42.0% have

ground floor toilet adaptations.

Table 20 states the health and social well being statistics for Rochford District as well

as the trend of the data and the District’s position in the National Quartile
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Table 20 - Health and Social Well Being

Indicator

Age-standardised mortality rates for all

cancers by local authority, males all ages

Age-standardised mortality rates for all

cancers by local authority, females all ages

Age-standardised mortality rates for
ischaemic heart disease by local authority,

males all ages

Age-standardised mortality rates for
ischaemic heart disease by local authority,

females all ages

Age-standardised mortality rates for stroke

by local authority, males all ages

Age-standardised mortality rates for stroke

by local authority, females all ages

Age-standardised mortality rates for
respiratory diseases by local authority,

males all ages

Age-standardised mortality rates for
respiratory diseases by local authority,

females all ages

Infant mortality rate: deaths up to 1 year
per 1,000 live births

Life expectancy at birth (years): Males

Life expectancy at birth (years): Females

% of households with one or more person

with a limiting long term illness

Teenage conception rates: number of
conceptions to under-18 year olds in a
calendar year per thousand females aged
15to0 17

Period Value Trend

1991-

1991-

1991-
97

1991-
97

1991-
97

1991-
97

1991-
97

1991-
97

2003

2002

2002

2001

2004

252.95

172.27

209.57

98.71

70.13

63.98

119.44

76.56

3.9

78.0

82.2

31.2%

30.6

National
Quartile
(1=best)
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(Source: www.areaprofiles.auditcommission.gov.uk)

Human Health Summary

e Within the District of Rochford 15.8% of people have a limiting or long term
illness, this level of persons is marginally lower than the regional proportion of
16.2% and the national level (18.2%).

e The proportion of the population that are generally not in good health within
the District of Rochford (7.2%) is similar to the regional proportion (7.6%), but

differs more greatly from the national level (9.2%).

e The vast majority of Rochford District residents (71.1%) class themselves as

being in ‘good’ health.

e Rochford is in line with Essex in that roughly one-third of households have

one or more people with a limiting long-term illness.

e 16.9% of households in the District contain somebody with a support need
(5,463 households implied), of which 10.8% had two members affected.
67.4% of all household members were over 60, 16.3% under 45.

o Life expectancy at birth (years): Males is 78

e Life expectancy at birth (years): Females is 82.2

Cultural Heritage and Material Assets
In the East of England there are 57,643 listed buildings, 211 registered parks and

gardens, a registered battlefield at Maldon, approximately 1,600 scheduled

monuments and 1,100 areas of special architectural or historic interest, designated
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as Conservation Areas. English Heritage has identified 2% of the region’s listed
buildings as being ‘at risk of decay’ (Our Environment, Our Future: The Regional
Environment Strategy for the East of England. East of England Regional Assembly
and East of England Environment Forum, July 2003). It is difficult to quantify the
archaeological resource, but there are approximately 150,000 archaeological sites

currently recorded on County Sites and Monuments Records.

Rochford contains a rich and varied heritage and archaeological resource. The Essex
Historic Environment Record (HER) maintained by Essex County Council contains
nearly 1500 records including 331 listed buildings and 1126 archaeological records

which includes 5 Scheduled Monuments

The Essex Historic Environment Record (HER) maintained by Essex County Council
details 331 listed buildings in the District covering a total area of 98.5 hectares. One
of these is Grade | listed. There are 17 Grade II* listed buildings and 309 buildings
designated as Grade Il. The number of listed buildings at risk in the district has
decreased from 8 in 2004 to 7 in 2005. There are 1126 archaeological records within

the District, including five Scheduled Monuments.

Map 3: Listed Buildings in Rochford District
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The District has 1 registered village green, Norpits Beach at Canewdon, with and

area of 2.30ha. There are also 3 commons, with the largest recorded at Great
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Wakering (5.86ha). In total the measured commons within the District have a
hectarage of 6.48ha, which is a small area when compared to the Essex total of
1154.24ha. There are no registered parks/gardens within the District. There are a
total of 10 Conservation Areas, with the largest being Rochford at 365,798m?. These
sites are defined as having ‘special architectural or historical interest, the character of

which it is desirable to preserve or enhance’.
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Map 4: Rochford District Heritage Designations
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Listed buildings in Rochford;

Table 21: Location and type of listed building in Rochford

Building Type

Blatches Farmhouse (barn, stables and
granary)

Cherry Orchard
Rochford Hospital (Johnson Isolation
Block, Main Block, Boiler House)
Doggetts Farmhouse (stables, cart lodge,
cartlodge, large barn, purpose built barn,

granary)

Bake/ Brew house

N.o 20, 24, 24A, 26, 28 (south side)

Location

Blatches Chase

Cherry Orchard Lane

Dalys Road

Doggetts Chase

Doggetts Chase

East Street
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N.o 5, 17 (north side) East Street

N.o 1 and 2 Kings Hill Cottages East Street
Gusted Hall Gusted Hall Lane
Church of St Andrews, Rochford Hall, off Hall Road
ruins and wall surrounding gardens,

Pelham’s Farmhouse, Rectory Cottage,

The Lawn, Potash Cottage

Shangri-La Stroud Green, Hall Road

N.o 2, 4, 22, 32, 36, 38, and 40 OId Ship North Street

Public House (east side)

N.o 19, 21, 23, 25, 27, 29 — 35, 37, 61 - North Street
67 (west side)

N.o 2, 4, 8, 10, 12, 14 — 20, 22, 24, 28, South Street
30, 46 (west side)

N.o1,3,7, 11,15, 17,19, 21- 31, 33, 35, South Street
39, 41 (east side)

N.o 17, 19 Southend Road

N.o 2-8, 10-16 Weir Pond Road

N.o 34, 44, 46, 58, 60, 62, 64, 66, 82, 92- West Street
100, (north side)

N.o 1, 3, 5,9, 15, 17, 35, 37, 39, 41, 43, West Street

45, 47, 49, 51, 53, 55 - 65, 67, 69, The

Kings Head, Women’s Institute Hall,
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(south side)

Source: Rochford District Council

The Historic Buildings at Risk Register contains details of buildings known to be ‘at

risk’ through neglect and decay, or vulnerable to becoming so. The objective of the

Register is to outline the state of repair of these buildings with the intention of

instigating action towards securing their long term conservation. Table 22 illustrates
the number of buildings at risk in 2003, 2004 and 2005, while table 23 shows the

number of listed buildings removed from the risk register.

Table 22: The Number of Buildings at Risk in 2003, 2004, and 2005

Administrative At Risk Newly at risk

Area 2005 2004 2003 2005 2004 2003
Basildon 3 2 3 0 1 0
Braintree 32 27 29 4 9 5
Brentwood 10 9 6 2 1 3
Castle Point 1 1 2 0 0 0
Chelmsford 6 8 4 0 0 4
Colchester 26 21 29 0 5 0
Epping Forest 15 12 16 1 3 0
Harlow 3 3 3 0 0 0
Maldon 11 6 8 2 5 0
Rochford 7 8 10 0 0 0
Tendring 27 26 25 0 4 2
Uttlesford 17 17 17 0 3 0
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Total 173 157 169 11 31 14

Total At Risk 184 188 183
(inc newly at

risk)

(Source, Essex County Council, 2005)
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Table 23: The Total Number of Listed Buildings Removed from the Risk Register

Administrative Area

No longer at risk

2005 2004 2003
Basildon 0 1 0
Braintree 4 7 9
Brentwood 0 0 3
Castle Point 0 1 0
Chelmsford 2 0 0
Colchester 0 8 1
Epping Forest 0 4 0
Harlow 0 0 1
Maldon 0 2 3
Rochford 1 2 0
Tendring 2 1 4
Uttlesford 3 0 2
Total 15 26 24

(Source; Essex County Council, 2005)
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Hockley Woods

Hockley Woods cover an area of 280 acres and forms the largest woodland in
Essex.. The woodland is owned by Rochford District Council and is a Site of Special
Scientific Interest (SSSI).

Traditionally, the woods have been managed in coppice. In coppicing most of the
trees in a selected area are felled, new shoots grow rapidly from the stumps and
thrive in the clearings. After 18 - 20 years the trees have regrown and are cut down

again. The cycle is repeated to give a continuous supply of wood.

Hockley Woods are a contiguous group of ancient coppice woods incorporating
Great Bull wood, Great Hawkwell Wood, Beeches Wood and Parson's Snipe. They
lie on the crest and slopes of a ridge of pre-glacial gravels and clay north-west of
Southend-on-Sea. They form one of the most extensive areas of ancient woodland in
South Essex, the dominant stand types comprising the Sweet Chestnut variants of

Pedunculate oak-hornbeam - birch-hazel variant and acid Sessile oak-hornbeam.

The population of Sessile Oak Quercus petraea is probably the largest in eastern
England. The woodland is mainly Oak standards, over Hornbeam Carpinus betulus
or Sweet Chestnut Castanea sativa coppice. A large part of the central area is a
mixture of these two types. Pure Hornbeam is found in parts. Sessile Oak is the
predominant oak and occurs on the higher gravel ridges. Pedunculate Oak Q. robur
is found on the clays and loams of the valleys and hybrids are common where the
two species merge. Birch Betula spp. is locally dominant both as coppice and
standards. Wild Service Tree Sorbus torminalis grows throughout the woods and
over forty clones have been identified. Wild Cherry Prunus avium is especially
abundant in Parson's Snipe. The ground flora is dominated by Bramble Rubus
fruticosus agg. and Creeping Soft-grass Holcus

mollis with substantial areas of Bracken Pteridium aquilinum. Common cow-wheat
Melampyrum pratense, Slender St. John's-wort Hypericum pulchrum, Wood Melick
Melica uniflora and Yellow Archangel Lamiastrum galeobdolon are locally plentiful.
Butcher's-broom Ruscus aculeatus is found on the boundary banks. Heath Dog-violet
Viola cania, Great Woodrush Luzula sylvatica and Narrow-leaved Everlasting-pea
Lathyrus sylvestris, all local plants in the county, occur in the more open areas. Three
species of orchid have been recorded, including Bird'snest Orchid Neottia nidus-avis

and, by a stream and marshy area, Broad-leaved Helleborine Epipactis helleborine.
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Other plants found in this habitat include Woodruff Galium odoratum, Brooklime

Veronica beccabunga, Wild Angelica Angelica sylvestris and Square-stalked St.

John's wort and Hypericum tetrapterum.

Additional interest is provided by a seasonally wet pond with Watervoilet Hottonia

palustris, an uncommon and decreasing plant in Essex.

The woods are also of significant historical interest: "The Anglo-Saxon perimeter has

been nibbled away by many small encroachments, but the internal boundary banks

are probably the most extensive fully described for any wood in England”. (O.

Rackham, 1986, 'The Woods of South East Essex').

Table 24 document some statistics that highlight the perceptions of residents

concerning activities, culture and leisure in the District.

Table 24 — Culture and Leisure

Indicator Period Value Trend

% of the population within 20 minutes of
2005 20.6%
a range of 3 different sports facility types

% of residents who think that for their
local area, over the past three years, that

o 2003/04 54.26%
activities for teenagers has got better or

stayed the same.

% of residents who think that over the
past three years, that cultural facilities

. 2003/04 84.85%
(e.g. cinemas, museums) have got better

or stayed the same.

% of residents who think that, over the
past three years, that facilities for young

. 2003/04 80.93%
children have got better or stayed the

same.

% of residents who think that for their
local area, over the past three years, that 2003/04 84.93%

sport and leisure facilities have got better

National
Quartile
(1=best)

@I

@321

D@D

DRIV

@32
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or stayed the same.

% of residents who think that, over the
ast three years, that parks and open
P Y P P 2003/04 90.29% @@

spaces have got better or stayed the

same.

The % area of land designated as a
SSSI within the local authority area,
Y 2005  77% @H32D

which is found to be in favourable

condition

Source: www.areaprofiles.auditcommission.gov.uk

Cultural Heritage and Material Assets Summary

e The Essex Historic Environment Record (HER) maintained by Essex County
Council contains nearly 1500 records including 331 listed buildings and 1126
archaeological records which includes 5 Scheduled Monuments for the

District of Rochford covering a total area of 98.5 hectares.

o One of these is Grade | listed. There are 17 Grade II* listed buildings and 309
buildings designated as Grade II. The number of listed buildings at risk in the
district has decreased from 8 in 2004 to 7 in 2005. There are 1126
archaeological records within the District, including five Scheduled

Monuments.

e There are a total of 10 Conservation Areas, with the largest being Rochford at
365,798m?. These sites are defined as having ‘special architectural or
historical interest, the character of which it is desirable to preserve or

enhance’.

o 20.6% of the population are within 20 minutes of a range of 3 different sports

facility types

e 84.93% of residents think that for their local area, over the past three years,

that sport and leisure facilities have got better or stayed the same.
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e 90.29% of residents think that, over the past three years, parks and open

spaces have got better or stayed the same.

e The % area of land designated as a SSSI within the local authority area,

which is found to be in favourable condition is 77%.

Biodiversity

Policy CS2 within the Rochford District Replacement Local Plan (Rochford District
Council, December 2005) is part of the core strategy, highlighting the importance of
protecting and enhancing the built and natural environment. It states that the local
planning authority will protect, sustain and enhance the District's natural resources
and cultural heritage through the application of the policies and proposals in the Plan
for future generations to enjoy, and to ensure that new development contributes to
environmental quality, relating to the protection, conservation and enhancement of
the landscape character and quality, and the safeguarding of visually and historically

important trees and woodland.

As much as 30% of the agricultural land in Rochford District is Grade 1 and 2, with
the majority of remaining agricultural land is classed as Grade 3. The present
dominant land use within the District is agricultural. Land contamination may also
result from Southend airport, and the manufacturing, engineering, printing and
plastics industries. 326 sites with potentially contaminative uses have been identified

and are being investigated in priority order.

Table 25: EBAP targets: Habitats in the District of Rochford

Habitats Actions/Targets

Ancient and/or e To maintain overall numbers of
Species Rich hedgerow trees within each county or
Hedgerows and district at least at current levels by
Green Lanes planting or natural regeneration, in

order to ensure a balanced age

structure.
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Ancient Woodland

Coastal Grazing
Marsh

Saline Lagoons

Halt the further loss of ancient
woodland and ensure no more areas
are lost in the future.

Continue work to develop markets for a
range of woodland products to help
establish sustainable woodland
management.

Ensure that future woodland
management considers the need to
maintain levels of dead wood, veteran
trees, and other habitats such as
ponds, rides and glades where
appropriate.

Maintain existing extent of habitat
within county.

Ensure no further degradation of
habitat. Where loss of low value habitat
is likely, appropriate mitigation and
creation of equivalent.

Restore any grazing marsh which has
fallen into disuse/poor condition within
last 20 years by 2010.

Recreate sufficient habitat to increase
the habitat area to 1980s levels
(500ha) by 2010.

Extent and distribution of habitat
should be maintained, within a
framework of sustainable coastline
management.

Quality of extant sites should be
improved (all protected sites to be in
optimal condition by 2010).

Sufficient new sites should be created
and appropriately managed by 2010 to
offset losses over past 50 years, and

by 2020 to offset anticipated losses
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(through sea level rise and coastal

realignment) up to 2050.

Urban Areas e To  ensure biodiversity  issues
contribute significantly to the
development of sustainable green
towns and cities.

e To develop up-to-date and accessible
information on urban ecological
resources.

e To maintain and enhance the value
and integrity of key wildlife sites,
wildlife features and strategic natural
networks across urban areas.

e To increase awareness and
understanding of the value and
management of the range of ‘urban’
habitats, especially those supporting
key populations of important species.

e To provide accessible natural open
space for environmental education and
the informal enjoyment of nature.

e To stimulate local action to benefit
wildlife, through LA21 and other

community initiatives.
Source: Essex County Council and Essex Wildlife Trust, 1999
Rochford District has a number of designated natural areas. There are 2 RAMSARs
(also designated as SPAs), the Crouch and Roach Estuaries and Foulness. The

Rochford District coast is also designated as part of the Essex Estuaries SAC. In

total there are 3 SSSIs and 175.87ha of ancient woodland, which is mostly semi-
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natural ancient woodland. There are 59 County Wildlife Sites (CWS) within the
District, with a total area of 15969.30ha. There are also 4 LNRs, with the largest
being Hockley Woods at 91.50ha. There are no NNRs or AONBs within the District.

At present however, 2 out of the 3 SSSIs within the District are not meeting PSA
targets - 90.25% of the SSSI area in the District is in an ‘unfavourable declining’
state, with the remaining area being classed as ‘unfavourable no change.” The poor
condition of SSSIs could possibly be attributed to coastal squeeze, low water levels

and inappropriate scrub control.

The Crouch and Roach Estuaries Ramsar and SPA site is an area of 1745.11ha on
the eastern coast of Rochford District. As stated in the Local Plan in paragraph 8.27,
this site qualifies as an SPA because it supports internationally important
assemblages of waterfowl (wildfowl and waders) and regularly occurring migratory
species. Foulness has SPA status for similar reasons, whilst also supporting
internationally important breeding populations of regularly occurring species such as
the Sandwich Tern (Sterna sandvicensis), Common Tern (Sterna hirundo), Little Tern
(Sterna albifrons) and Avocet (Recurvirostera avosetta); and nationally important
breeding populations of regularly occurring migratory species, primarily the Ringed

Plover (Charadrius hiaticula).
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Map 5: Rochford District RAMSARs, SPAs and SACs
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There are a reasonable number of County Wildlife Sites scattered throughout
Rochford District. Based on the 199 0 Essex Wildlife Trust Survey Rochford District
contains 59 CWSs of which 89.06% of the total area is coastal, 7.74% is grassland,

1.69% is mosaic habitat types, 1.20% is woodland and the remaining area is

classified as freshwater aquatic. The largest CWS is Foulness.

Contained within 65 square miles, Rochford District covers an area, which is

predominately green belt, with miles of unspoilt coastline and attractive countryside.

It contains the historic market towns of Rayleigh and Rochford, a number of smaller

villages, and the Island of Foulness, each with its own identity and character.

A county wide study of Essex Landscape Character Areas (LCAs) in Essex was

carried out by Chris Blandford Associates in 2003 and divides Rochford District into 3

Character Areas:

e Crouch and Roach Farmland

114



- Saltmarsh, grazing marsh and ancient woodland

- Narrow margins of flat low lying marshland and salt marshes next to the
Roach, broader areas adjacent to the Crouch

- Very widely dispersed small copses, some small woodlands near Hockley

- Scattered hedgerow Oak and Ash trees

- Many hedgerows are fragmented

- Occasional EIms, but these have largely been lost.

e Dengie and Foulness

- Large areas of flat low lying land below 5m elevation

- To the south, land broken into a series of islands by the lower Crouch and
Roach estuaries and connecting creeks

- Beyond sea wall in east both narrow and large areas of saltmarsh and vast
tidal sands/mudflats such as Maplin Sands

- Saltmarsh, pockets of coastal grazing marsh, sea wall grassland and
shoreline vegetation

- Generally very sparse tree cover

- A few isolated copses and trees around farmsteads

- Some isolated trees/scrub on older reclaimed marshes.

e South Essex Coastal Towns
- Coastal grazing marshes, reedbeds marsh, extensive ancient woodland
including Sessile Oak woods, unimproved meadows
- High concentration of woodland at Daws Heath, including small and large
blocks of interlocking deciduous woodland
- Some secondary woodland associated with previous plotland areas
- Absence of woodland/trees on flat low lying marshes

- Condition of woodlands and hedgerows is moderate.

Map 6: Landscape Character Areas within Rochford District
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Special Landscape Areas (SLAs (map 4)) are areas of high quality landscape
resulting from a combination of features such as vegetation cover and landform.
Their conservation is important to the county’s natural heritage and there is a
presumption against development unless it accords with the character of the area

concerned.

Policy NR1 in the replacement local plan identifies three SLAs within the district (see

map 10 below):

¢ Hockley Woods — a large unspoilt area, containing a complex of ancient
woodlands and farmland on undulating ground between Hockley and

Southend-on-Sea.
e Upper Crouch — based on the River Crouch and contains numerous creeks,

mudflats and saltings on either shore. It is a slightly less remote version of

other coastal marshes and is relatively treeless and unspoilt.

¢ The Crouch/Roach marshes — consists of a large number of islands, creeks,

and channels with saltmarsh, mudflats, and drainage ditches predominating.
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Apart from the timber wharf at Wallasea Island, the area is remote and

undeveloped and supports a large bird population.

Map 7. Special Landscape Areas within Rochford District
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The district contains a number of sites of ecological importance reflected in the
designation of 12,986 hectares as Sites of Special Scientific Interest, as well as

a number of Wildlife Sites and Local Nature Reserves.

7,071 hectares of the district have a 1% annual probability of fluvial flooding and / or

a 0.5% annual probability of tidal flooding, as calculated by the Environment Agency.
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The Crouch and Roach Estuary Management Plan

Along the Essex coast the sea level is rising at an estimated 6mm a year relative to
the

land. The natural response is for the tidal mudflats and saltmarshes to migrate inland.
They are unable to do this if a sea wall is in the way, so instead they are being
squeezed

against the sea wall and are being lost to erosion. It has been estimated that 34% of
the

saltmarsh on the Crouch Estuary was lost to erosion between 1973 and 1998.

Apart from their outstanding wildlife interest tidal mudflats and saltmarsh also act as
the first line of coastal defence and their absence complicates and increases the cost
of

maintaining flood defences. Continued rebuilding of hard sea defence only
compounds

the problem, hard sea walls reflect wave energy, and this speeds up foreshore

erosion.

The answer is to work with nature, using natural sea defences. This will mean
however that sea defences may have to move from their present position and wildlife
will have to respond accordingly. The Crouch and Roach Project will raise awareness
of the need to create new habitats landward of the sea wall and translocate key

species in advance of coastal realignments.
The Essex Bio Diversity Action Plan lists the following as protected species found in
or

around the Crouch and Roach estuary;

e Mammals

Brown Hare widespread
Dormouse widespread
Harbour Porpoise widespread (coastal)
Water Vole widespread

e Birds
Grey Partridge Dengie Flats
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Skylark
Songthrush

e Other Vertebrates
Great Crested Newt
Allis Shad
Twaite Shad

e Invertebrates
Heath fritillary butterfly
and Hockley

e Trees and Plants
Black Poplar

e Habitats
Ancient and species rich
Hedgerows and green lanes
Ancient woodland
Coastal grazing marsh
Eel Grass Beds
Sands

Saline lagoons

widespread

widespread

widespread

widespread (coastal)

widespread (coastal)

Thrift Wood, South Woodham Ferrers,

Woods

widespread

widespread
widespread
Dengie Peninsula

Dengie Flats, Foulness (extensive on Maplin

extending from Foulness point to Wakering

Stairs and

Suttons)

widespread (coastal)

Wallasea Wetlands Creation Project

In 2004, Defra decided after consultation to create approximately 110 hectares of

new

wetland on the north eastern bank of Wallasea Island to compensate for wetland lost

in

119



the 1990s. Once this has stabilised, the existing old sea wall will be breached at that
point to allow the tide back onto its old flood plain. Once the site is created it is
anticipated that it will be protected as an SSSI and as an SPA under the European
Wild Birds Directive.

The project will create a more sustainable estuary shape; provide a new footpath on
top of the seawall for people to enjoy the restored landscape; give Wallasea Farms a
robust tidal defence for their business; provide shelter and habitat for invertebrates,

fish, and rare plants and create a haven for the wild birds that lost their winter homes.

This project is seen locally as a good scheme, but careful monitoring must take place
to ensure that flood defence is not jeopardised during or following completion of this
project. Any observations by the community to this project, through the website or by
letter to Waterlines (the Crouch and Roach Project newsletter) or via any other

means, will be passed to Defra for their attention.

Hullbridge Habitat Creation Site

In November 2003, the Environment Agency caused a breach of tidal defence at
Hullbridge which has created 7 hectares of intertidal habitat and 5 hectares of

grassland.

The Environment Strategy’s Flood Strategy for the Crouch and Roach Estuary

The Environment Agency are currently preparing flood strategies for all the Essex
Estuaries, and have completed a thorough survey of the Crouch and Roach Estuary
sea

defence, this was the first of the strategies to be carried out. By looking at land
drainage, river currents, sediment, pollution, and sea level rise etc, to understand
what

the path the estuary will seek to follow over the next century, and by identifying at risk
areas that should be protected, the Environment Agency were able to draw up a 100

year flood management strategy.
This Strategy entitled Estuary Flood Management Strategy Roach and Crouch, which

took the Environment Agency 4 years from 2001 to produce, takes into account the

latest legislation which requires the Strategy to demonstrate flood management for
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the next 100 years. The estuary banks are home to £650m of assets, 12000 hectares
of flood plain and 27000 properties. The Strategy must be sustainable and this

includes the social and economic cost of flood management.

The strategic objectives were to deliver flood risk management; to develop a
hydrodynamic shape for the estuary; to protect habitats; to avoid pollution; to ensure
uninterrupted navigation and to ensure sustainability. The Strategy was then put out
for consultation, which included face to face meetings with the stakeholders and
community drop-in workshops. The Roach and Crouch Strategy, being the first one
to be carried out, forced the clarification of issues such as the Environment Agency’s
abandonment of seawalls that have rights of way across them, and landowners’

rights to maintain their own seawalls following abandonment.

The Strategy which will deliver £15m in the first five years and £80m over 50 years
will be launched in the autumn of 2005. It is envisaged that farmers with land
bordering the estuary will under the Common Agricultural Policy Stewardship

Scheme, seek grants for the management of mudflat rather than for cultivating crop.

Managed Retreat - Essex Community Risk Register Overview (January 2006 —

Essex Resilience Forum)

Managed Retreat is a strategy to encourage the movement of the shoreline landward
of its present position in a managed or controlled manner, hence the term "managed

retreat", sometimes also referred to as "managed set-back".

Essex contains a number of areas of managed retreat, several of which also coincide
with other environmentally important areas of the County’s coastline, such as SSSI's
and Ramsars. Most of the County’s managed retreat sites have resulted in the
creation of areas of saltmarsh, which are important habitats for a variety of bird

species.

Essex Managed Retreat Sites

A 0.04 sq mile site was created in June 2003 at Hullbridge on the River Crouch and
is managed by the Blackwater Wildfowling Association. This site is protected by 0.26

miles of sea defences
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A new 0.42 sq mile wetland habitat at Wallasea Island on the River Crouch is
currently being created in order to compensate for areas of saltmarsh and mudflat
lost to port developments elsewhere on the east coast, and will be completed by
August 2006. The site will be owned by DEFRA and protected by 2.23 miles of
defences.

Table 26 highlights the condition of rivers in the District of Rochford, the trend of the

data and their position in the National Quartile

Table 26 — Condition of Rivers in Rochford District
National
Indicator Period Value Trend Quartile
(1=best)
% of river length as:z::te; as good biological 2004 000% & @D
% of river length assessed as good chemical

2004 0.00% ¢ @D

quality

(Source: www.areaprofiles.auditcommission.gov.uk)

Biodiversity Summary

e As much as 30% of the agricultural land in Rochford District is Grade 1

and 2, with the majority of remaining agricultural land is classed as Grade
3

¢ Rochford District has a number of designated natural areas. There are 2
RAMSARSs (also designated as SPAs), the Crouch and Roach Estuaries
and Foulness

e Within the District there is a total of 3 SSSIs and 175.87ha of ancient
woodland, which is mostly semi-natural ancient woodland, 59 County
Wildlife Sites (CWS), with a total area of 15969.30ha and 4 LNRs, with the
largest being Hockley Woods at 91.50ha..
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2 out of the 3 SSSIs within the District are not meeting PSA targets -
90.25% of the SSSI area in the District is in an ‘unfavourable declining’

state, with the remaining area being classed as ‘unfavourable no change.’

Rochford District contains 59 CWSs of which 89.06% of the total area is
coastal, 7.74% is grassland, 1.69% is mosaic habitat types, 1.20% is
woodland and the remaining area is classified as freshwater aquatic. The

largest CWS is Foulness.

The district contains a number of sites of ecological importance reflected
in the designation of 12,986 hectares as Sites of Special Scientific

Interest, as well as a number of Wildlife Sites and Local Nature Reserves
7,071 hectares of the district have a 1% annual probability of fluvial
flooding and / or a 0.5% annual probability of tidal flooding, as calculated

by the Environment Agency

0% of river length assessed as good biological or chemical quality (Lower

quartile).
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Air

Air Quality

The quality of our air affects both human health and life quality, and the natural
environment. Poor air quality can also affect the health of our ecosystems, and can

adversely affect our built cultural heritage.

Local air quality is affected by emissions from industrial activity, airports, power
stations and natural sources, but road transport accounts for around 40% of UK
Nitrogen dioxide emissions. Additionally, diesel vehicles are a significant source of

the emissions of fine particulates.

The implementation of Air Quality Review and Assessment requirements by the
Environmental Health department at Rochford District Council has led to the
identification of 7 potentially significant junctions with a daily flow of greater than

10,000 vehicles. These are as follows:

1) A129/A127 Rayleigh Weir Underpass

2) A127/A130 Junction

3) Rawreth Lane/A130 Chelmsford Road Junction

4) High Street/Eastwood Road Junction, Rayleigh

5) Hockley Road/High Street A129 Junction, Rayleigh
6) Hall Road/West Street Junction, Rochford

7) Southend Road/Sutton Road Junction, Rochford

At all of these junctions the predicted 2005 annual mean Nitrogen dioxide
concentration, 2004 PM;o concentration and exceedence all meet the National Air
Quality Strategy (2000) standards (Rochford District Council: Local Air Quality
Management — Updating and Screening Assessment, October 2003). The highest
predicted Nitrogen dioxide concentration in 2005 is at the High Street/Eastwood
Road junction, with a predicted annual mean concentration of 39.3 ug/m*. However,
this is only a modelled prediction. The maximum predicted annual mean PMq
concentration in 2004 is 30.5 ug/m®, at the aforementioned junction, which is below
the annual average objective of 40 ug/m®. The estimated number of exceedence of

the daily mean objective is 30, which is below the 35 exceedence allowed in a year.
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As a result of this the High Street/Eastwood Road junction has become a site for
Nitrogen dioxide diffusion tube monitoring. The actual 2004 and 2005 Nitrogen
dioxide concentrations at 3 roadside sites have been found to exceed or almost
exceed the annual mean objective value of 40 ug/m*. These measurements range
from 38.1 ng/m®to 42.8 ug/m®. The other diffusion tube monitoring sites, at Rochford
Market Square and Bedloes Corner have been found to have Nitrogen dioxide
concentrations well below the annual mean objective in 2004 and 2005, ranging from
27.4 ng/m*to 30.9 pg/m?®.

PM;, monitoring was undertaken from May to August 2004 at the Rawreth Industrial
Estate. The site chosen was to the east of the estate in closest proximity to the T J
Cottis site, which has been the main source of reported dust complaints. Monitoring
was undertaken under worse case conditions during the summer months. During the
3 months of monitoring, there were 7 days where the 24-hour mean objective of 50
ug/m* was exceeded. The range of concentrations measured during the monitoring
period was 11.3 ug/m? to 57.6 ug/m?, with a period mean of 31.4 pg/m* (Rochford
District Council: Local Air Quality Management — Detailed Assessment Report,

November 2004). This site is due to be monitored for PMyoin the summer of 2006.
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Map 8 - Potentially Significant Junctions in Rochford District
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Rochford District has one road of concern regarding congestion (with a ratio of  flow

to congestion reference flow of <0.79), the A130.
Compliance with targets

National Air Quality Strategy (2000) objectives are predicted to be met at all

significant junctions identified within the District.

The actual 2004 and 2005 Nitrogen dioxide concentration at 3 roadside sites at the
High Street/Eastwood Road junction has been found to exceed or almost exceed the

annual mean objective value of 40 ug/m?.

At the Rochford Market Square and Bedloes Corner, Nitrogen dioxide concentrations
have been found to be well below the annual mean objective in 2004 and 2005,

ranging from 27.4 ug/m®to 30.9 ug/m?®.

During the monitoring of Rawreth Industrial Estate for PM4 in summer 2004, there

were 7 days where the 24-hour mean objective of 50 pg/m* was exceeded.

It is therefore necessary that the District of Rochford continues to monitor the air
quality throughout the area, and seek to promote the utilisation of more sustainable

transportation modes.

Table 27 documents the total and per capita CO2 emissions of households within the
District of Rochford.



Table 27 — Air Quality Statistics

National
Indicator Period Value Trend Quartile
(1=best)
Local estimates of CO2 emissions (kt CO2) - 269kt
( ) 2003 @@
Total domestic CcOo2
Local estimates of CO2 emissions (kt CO2) - 3.4kt
o (_ ) 2003 @321
Domestic emissions per capita CO2
Local estimates of CO2 emissions (ktCO2) - 6.6kt
o s WE9B 2003 ARO®
Total emissions per capita Cco2

Source: www.areaprofiles.auditcommission.gov.uk

Air Summary

e Air Quality Review and Assessment requirements by the Environmental
Health department at Rochford District Council has led to the identification
of 7 potentially significant junctions with a daily flow of greater than 10,000

vehicles

¢ National Air Quality Strategy (2000) objectives are predicted to be met at all

significant junctions identified within the District
e Local estimates of CO2 emissions (kt COZ2) - Total domestic: 269kt CO2

o Local estimates of CO2 emissions (kt CO2) - Domestic emissions per capita:
3.4kt CO2

e Local estimates of CO2 emissions (ktCO2) - Total emissions per capita: 6.6kt
CO2
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Water

Water Quality

Water courses associated with Rochford District are the Roach, Crouch, Eastwood
Brook, Hawkwell Brook/Roach, Prittle Brook and Rayleigh Brook. There is also a
reservoir present at Rochford. In 1999-2001 only two river stretches investigated
were compliant with their targets (Hawkwell Brook/Roach headwaters to Eastwood
Brook confluence and Prittle Brook from the headwaters to the tidal limit), with the

remaining 6 stretches being classified as ‘marginal’ or ‘significant failure.’

The majority of water courses in the District as a whole were ranked as Grade D/fair
(54.03%) or Grade C/fairly good (39.67%) for chemistry GQA in 2004. The river
stretch of most concern with regard to chemistry is Eastwood Brook from the
headwaters to Southend Airport, which is classed as Grade E/poor. Five river
stretches are graded D/fair, including Eastwood Brook (Rayleigh Brook — Roach),
Hawkwell Brook/Roach (headwaters to the tidal limit), Rayleigh Brook/Nobles Ditch
(Rayleigh East Sewage Treatment Works — Eastwood Brook) and Rochford
Reservoir. However, three of these sites have recently improved in water quality,

from Grade E/poor to Grade D/fair.

In terms of biology GQA, in 2004 the District’s rivers were classified as Grade D
(53.95%) and Grade E (46.05%). The river stretches with the poorest biological

quality are the two Hawkwell Brook/Roach sites, graded as E.

Essex and indeed the East of England and beyond are classified as being within a
Nitrate Vulnerable Zone. In 2004 the 49.73% of water courses were ranked as Grade
5/high. The percentage length of rivers classed as Grade 6/very high nitrate GQA
has approximately halved since 1990, with 34.68% ranked Grade 6 in 2004.
Eastwood Brook from headwaters to Southend Airport and Prittle Brook from
headwaters to the tidal limit are performing comparatively well in terms of nitrate
GQA quality, being ranked as Grade 3/moderately low and Grade 4/moderate

respectively.

All rivers within the District were ranked as Grade 5/very high or Grade 6/excessively

high in terms of phosphates GQA in 2002-2004. Only two sites are classed as Grade
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5; Eastwood Brook (headwaters to Southend Airport) and Prittle Brook (headwaters
to the tidal limit).

All of the river water bodies assessed for the Water Framework Directive have been
classified as being ‘at risk’ or ‘probably at risk’ (based on the assessment of each
body in relation to point and diffuse source pollution, water abstraction, physical of
morphological alteration and alien species.) The only lake assessed in the District
was Stannetts Creek Lagoon, which was found to be ‘probably not at risk’. The

transitional waters of the Crouch and the Thames were also assessed to be ‘at risk’.

The River Quality Objective River Ecosystem (RE) Classification has ranked the
majority of Essex rivers in 2004 within the RE2 (58.9% of rivers) and RE3 (23.5%)
classifications. This is equivalent to water of good quality and suitable for fish species
(RE2) and water of fair quality and suitable for high class coarse fish populations

(RE3) (Environment Agency personal communication, 2005).

Rochford District rivers are not in line with the Essex trend, since the majority of
Rochford stretches are classified as RE3. Hawkwell Brook/Roach (headwaters to
Eastwood Brook confluence) has been graded RE4, which is defined as water of fair
quality and suitable for coarse fish populations. However, Eastwood Brook from the
headwaters to Southend Airport and from here to Rayleigh Brook has been recorded
as RE2.

In terms of estuary quality, in 2004 the Crouch and Roach have been classed as

Grade A or B in all the stretches investigated.

Water Resources

There are several minor aquifers within Rochford District. There is also a trunk main
water supply from further north, near to Ware and a small volume from Hadham.
Transfer from Gratham Water in the Anglian Water region is also of importance. The
District is not self-sufficient in terms of water resources and relies upon water from
elsewhere in the Essex and Suffolk Water supply area. The company manages 110
service reservoirs and water towers through 8613 km of mains and maintains 25
treatment works. The area of supply is divided into 51 water supply zones. The

company’s Water Quality Report 2004 states that the majority of groundwater
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abstracted in the region is of high quality and only requires simple disinfection, iron

and manganese removal and plumbosolvency control measures prior to supply.

Essex and Suffolk Water supply over 1.7 million households and businesses with an
average 489 million litres of water each day. The leakage rate for Essex and Suffolk
Water's supply area (Northumbrian South supply area), which includes Rochford
District, is the lowest in the country (Our Water Resources Plan 2005. Essex and
Suffolk Water, 2005). Leakage rates have improved from 72Ml/day in 2000-01 to
70Ml/day in 2003-04. Leakage rate has remained relatively constant except for 2002-
03 which saw a drop to 67Ml/day. The fact that it rose again in 2003-04 may have
been a result of weather fluctuations causing London clay ground movement and

consequent leakage outbreaks.

The majority of domestic water in Essex (64%) is utilised for personal washing and
toilet flushing. All water companies in Essex have active water management plans
aimed at encouraging water savings and efficiencies and to educate the public and
raise awareness. Three types of audit have been undertaken within the Essex and
Suffolk Water supply area through the Water 21 programme. In August 2002 in
Witham and Maldon full water audits were carried out for the 4,207 customers who
wished to participate. DIY audits were distributed to 1,940 customers in Essex and a
further 724 customers were given audits by the Essex Energy Advice Centre. A total
of 29,884 save-a-flush devices were distributed, mainly to customers participating in
the Water 21 audits. A large number of other water-saving devices were distributed
during these projects, including almost 1,500 waterbutts, 17,500 trigger hose guns
and 15,000 tap washers (Environment, Society and Economy: Performance report
2002/03, Northumbrian Water).
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Map 9: Aquifers within Essex (Environment) Source: unrecorded
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Graph 18 Average Domestic Water Consumption in Essex (Essex & Suffolk Water

personal communication, 2005)

Essex Average Domestic Water Consumption
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Flooding

The area at a high risk of flooding is considerable. Managed retreat has occurred at
Brandy Hole on the Crouch Estuary, with 12.0ha of land having been created. This

form of coastal management is also being implemented at Wallasea Island.



Map 10: High Flood Risk Areas in Rochford District
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River stretches are compliant with targets in 1999-2001, Hawkwell Brook/Roach
headwaters to Eastwood Brook confluence and Prittle Brook from the headwaters to
the tidal limit.

None of the river stretches investigated within Rochford District are meeting the
target of ‘good’ status by 2015, as set out in the Water Framework Directive. The
river stretches in the most favourable condition are Eastwood Brook from Southend
Airport to Rayleigh Brook and Prittle Brook from the headwaters to the tidal limit,
which were graded C/fairly good for chemical GQA in 2000-2002. In fact, 39.67% of
rivers in the District were graded C for this period. In terms of biological GQA, no
river stretches were classified as Grade A, B or C, and so are not meeting the target

status. The River Quality Objective target of 91% compliance is currently not being



met at an Essex level (Rochford District data is not available). In 2004 71.1% of
Essex rivers were compliant with the water quality required for their agreed uses
(Environment Agency personal communication, 2005), which falls significantly below

the 91% national compliance target set for 2006.

Hockley Woods is the only SSSI of the three within Rochford District which is
currently complying with the PSA target of 95% of all nationally important wildlife
sites to be brought into a favourable condition by 2010. The SSSis that are currently
not complying with the PSA target include the large area of Foulness, where 77.93%
of the SSSI is compliant with the PSA target, and the Crouch and Roach Estuaries

units within the District, which are 0.00% compliant.

There is unfortunately no data available concerning Environmental Quality
Standards. There are no shellfish waters or bathing waters within Rochford District.
There is no data regarding compliance with the Freshwater Fish Directive or with the

Urban Waste Water Treatment Directive.

In 2004 water quality was 99.95% compliant with the Surface Water Abstraction
Directive (Water Quality Report 2004. Essex and Suffolk Water, 2005).

Water Summary

e \Water courses associated with Rochford District are the Roach, Crouch,
Eastwood Brook, Hawkwell Brook/Roach, Prittle Brook and Rayleigh Brook.

There is also a reservoir present at Rochford

e The majority of water courses in the District as a whole were ranked as Grade
D/fair (54.03%) or Grade C/fairly good (39.67%) for chemistry GQA in 2004

¢ Rochford District rivers are not in line with the Essex trend, since the majority

of Rochford stretches are classified as RE3

¢ Daily domestic water use (per capita consumption, litres) is 166 litres (Lower
Quartile).
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Soil

Essex makes up the eastern section of the London Basin, formed by the laying down
of chalk in the Cretaceous, and this layer comes to the surface in the north-west of

the county. Three broad regions within Essex are apparent:

- Coastal: Estuaries and their hinterlands, mostly on the London Clays (deposited

during the Eocene) and marshes formed from marine and fluvial deposits.

- Mid-Essex zone: Area running from south-west to north-east Essex.

- To the north-east the geology consists of:
Kesgrave Formations (sands and gravels from pre-diversion Thames
terraces)
Glacial outwash

- To the south-west the geology consists of:
Acidic soils from Bagshot Beds (fine sands above Claygate Beds)
Acidic soils from Claygate Beds (sand/clay layer above London Clays)
London Clays (exposed in the valleys)

Glacial outwash

- Essex till: North-west of Essex was affected by the Anglian cold phase, leading
to the deposition of boulder clays which have been made fertile by their chalk

content (The Essex Landscape. Essex Record Office, 1999).

The East of England has 58% of the country’s Grade 1 and 2 land, with 72% of
agricultural land in the region under cultivation, compared to 29% nationally (Our
Environment, Our Future: The Regional Environment Strategy for the East of
England. East of England Regional Assembly and East of England Environment
Forum, July 2003). The majority of agricultural land within Essex can be broadly
classified as Grade 2 in the north and Grade 3 to the south. This is related to the
location of the Essex till, with better quality land located in the north-west of the
county. There are also significant areas of Grade 1 agricultural land within Tendring

and Rochford districts.

In general, substances’ potential to cause land contamination problems are assessed
for their toxicity to humans, the aquatic environment, ecosystems, their effect on

materials and structures used on sites, their persistence in the soil, their tendency to
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bioaccumulate and the likelihood of the substance occurring in significant
concentrations at many sites. Essex was largely agricultural until the 1950s and
1960s and so most land contamination is likely to relate to this, such as pollution from
tanneries and abattoirs. Other land contamination can result from sewage treatment,

disused railways and nuclear facilities.
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Map 11: Geology of Essex (British Geological Survey, 2005)
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Map 12 Essex Agricultural Land Classification (DEFRA, 2005)
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The District is composed of London Clay and Claygate and Bagshot Beds in the west
and were deposited in the Eocene. Sands and gravels are also present, and are
attributed to the former course and migration of the River Medway during the
Quaternary. The Medway laid down the High-level East Essex Gravels, which survive as

degraded gravels at Dawes Heath and Ashingdon. Following the diversion of the
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Thames up to 450,000BP, the Thames combined with the Medway in the late stage of
the Anglian, carving a channel from Southend, through Asheldham and East Mersea to
Clacton. The channel moved progressively eastwards, resulting in beds of gravel, the
Low-level east Essex Gravels at Southchurch, Rochford, Shoeburyness, Barling and the
Dengie (Essex Record Office, 1999).

Table 28 Geological Stratigraphy of Essex (Essex RIGS Group, 2001)

Period or Epoch  Geological Formations in Essex
Holocene Recent peat and alluvium
Pleistocene River terrace deposits
Boulder clay and glacial
gravel
Kesgrave Sands and Gravels
Norwich Crag (Chillesford

Sand)
Pliocene Red Crag
Miocene No evidence in Essex
Oligocene No evidence in Essex
Eocene Bagshot Beds
London Clay
Blackheath and Oldhaven
Beds
Palaeocene Woolwich and Reading Beds
Thanet Sand
Cretaceous Chalk (Lower, Middle and
Upper)

Gault and Upper Greensand

(beneath Essex)

Jurassic No evidence beneath Essex
Triassic No evidence beneath Essex
Permian No evidence beneath Essex

Carboniferous No evidence beneath Essex

Devonian Shales and mudstones occur
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beneath Essex
Silurian Shales and mudstones occur

beneath Essex

Ordovician No evidence beneath Essex
Cambrian No evidence beneath Essex
Precambrian No evidence beneath Essex

Planning objective N3 within the Rochford District Replacement Local Plan (Rochford
District Council, December 2005) relates to the safeguarding of the best and most

versatile agricultural land.

Policy PN2 within the Local Plan regards contaminated land. Planning applications for
development on or adjacent to land which may have been contaminated by a previous
use must include evidence that the possibility of contamination has been investigated,
and proposals for dealing with any remediation works are included. Development will
only be permitted where:

a) it would not give rise to significant harm or significant risk of significant harm to

health or the environment, or cause pollution of controlled waters;
b) it safeguards users or occupiers of the site or neighbouring land; and
c) it protects the environment and any buildings or services from contamination

during its implementation and in the future.

Pollution planning objectives within the Local Plan include ensuring a high level of
environmental protection (P1), that new development/uses have no adverse impact on
land, water or air pollution (P2), and that existing development/uses are safeguarded

from potentially polluting development (P3).

Policy PN1 — Potentially Polluting Uses states that development that may be liable to
cause pollution of water, air or soil or pollution through noise, smell, smoke, fumes,
gases, steam, dust, vibration, light, or heat, electromagnetic radiation or other polluting
emissions will only be permitted if:

a) The health, safety and amenity of users of the site or surrounding land

are not put at significant risk;
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b) The quality and enjoyment of the environment would not be damaged or
put at risk; and

c) National air quality objectives would not be breached.

Map 13 Rochford District Agricultural Land Classification (DEFRA, 2005)
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Soil Summary

e The District is composed of London Clay and Claygate and Bagshot Beds in
the west and were deposited in the Eocene. Sands and gravels are also
present, and are attributed to the former course and migration of the River

Medway during the Quaternary

e The East of England has 58% of the country’s Grade 1 and 2 land, with 72%

of agricultural land in the region under cultivation, compared to 29% nationally

o Three broad regions within Essex are apparent:

- Coastal: Estuaries and their hinterlands, mostly on the London Clays (deposited

during the Eocene) and marshes formed from marine and fluvial deposits.

- Mid-Essex zone:
- To the south-west the geology consists of:
Acidic soils from Bagshot Beds (fine sands above Claygate Beds)
Acidic soils from Claygate Beds (sand/clay layer above London Clays)
London Clays (exposed in the valleys)

Glacial outwash
- Essex till: North-west of Essex was affected by the Anglian cold phase, leading

to the deposition of boulder clays which have been made fertile by their chalk

content
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SEA Objectives and Sustainability Framework

The utilisation of SEA objectives is a recognised methodology for considering the
environmental effects of a plan and programme and comparing the effects of the
alternatives. They serve a different purpose to the objectives of the Rochford District
Council Core Strategy (2006). The SEA objectives are utilised to show whether the
objectives of the plan and programme are beneficial for the environment, to compare the

environmental effects of the alternatives or to suggest improvements.

The SEA objectives have been derived from a review of the plans and programme at the
European, national, regional, sub-regional, county and local scale and a strategic
analysis of the baseline information. The assessment of the baseline data allows the
current state of the environment to be evaluated to determine if significant effects are

evident for them to be identified.

Annex 1 (f) of the SEA Directive states that ‘the likely significant effects on the
environment, including on issues such as biodiversity, population, human health, fauna,
flora, soil, water, air, climatic factors, material assets, cultural heritage including
architectural and archaeological heritage, landscape and the interrelationship between
the above factors’ should be analysed. The SEA objectives identified for the

assessment of the Rochford District Council Core Strategy are outlined in table 10.

Table 10 also seeks to outline the sustainability framework, which will feed into the
assessment of the Rochford District Council Core Strategy by providing a context as to
how the SEA objectives shall be viewed in the appraisal. Within table 10 each SEA
objective is outlined alongside headline and detailed indicators, and the key questions to

be considered in the assessment.
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Rochford District Council Core Strategy - Sustainability Framework

SEA
Objective

Reference

Headline

Objective

Source

Annex 1 SEA
Directive

Requirements

Headline

Indicator

Key Questions

Detailed Indicator

Overarching Objective

1

To ensure the
delivery of high
quality
sustainable
communities
where people will
want to live and

work.

Office of the
Deputy Prime
Minister
(2005)
Sustainable
Communities

Plan

Population

Human Health

Fauna/Flora/Soil

Water

Air

Climatic factors

Cultural Heritage —

Architectural and

archaeological

Landscape

See columns

below

See columns below

See columns below
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Create Safe
environments
where crime and
disorder or fear of
crime does not
undermine the
quality of life or
community

cohesion.

Office of the
Deputy Prime
Minister (2005)
Planning
Policy
Statement 1 —
Delivering
Sustainable

Development

Population

Human Health

Will it ensure the
delivery of high
quality and inclusive

design?

Protect and

enhance the

Office of the
Deputy Prime

Population

Will the Greenbelt

land be protected?

Greenbelt Minister (1995) | Material Assets
throughout the Planning
District of Policy Fauna/Flora/Soil Will it contribute to
Rochford. Guidance — the delivery of

Greenbelts enhanced greenbelt

land?

To provide Office of the Population Number of unfit Will it increase the House Prices
everybody with the | Deputy Prime homes per 1,000 | range and

opportunity to live

in a decent home.

Minister (2000)

Planning

Human Health

Material Assets

dwellings.

affordability of
housing for all social

groups?
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Policy
Guidance —

Housing

Will it reduce the
number of unfit

homes?

Number of unfit homes

per 1,000 dwellings.

Indices of Multiple
Deprivation Score —
particularly Housing
and Services Domain
and the Living
Environment

Deprivation Domain.

To promote town
centre vitality and

viability.

Office of the
Deputy Prime
Minister (2005)
Planning
Policy
Statement 6 —

Town Centres

Population

Diversity of main
town centre uses
(by number, type
and amount of

floorspace).

Does it promote and
enhance existing
centres by focusing
development in such

centres?

Pedestrian footfall

Amount of retail, leisure
and office floorspace in
town centres and

neighbourhood centres.

Diversity of main
town centre uses
(by number, type
and amount of

floorspace).

Does it enhance
consumer choice
through the provision
of range of shopping,
leisure and local
services to meet the

needs of the entire

Amount of retail, leisure
and office floorspace in
town centres and

neighbourhood centres.
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community?

Density of

development

Does it promote
mixed use and high
density development

in urban centres?

Density of development

Floorspace Data
(Department of
Communities and Local

Government)

To conserve and
enhance the
biological and
geological diversity
of the environment
as an integral part
of social,
environmental and
economic

development.

Office of the
Deputy Prime
Minister (2005)
Planning
Policy
Statement 9 —
Biological and
Geological

Conservation

Fauna/Flora

Cultural Heritage

Water

Landscape

Net change in

natural/semi

natural habitats.

Will it conserve and
enhance natural/semi

natural habitats?

Populations of wild
birds.

Sustainable
management of

woodland.

Will it conserve and
enhance species
diversity, and in
particular avoid harm

to protected species?

Biodiversity in

coastal/marine areas.

Trends in plant and

animal species.

Achievement of
Biodiversity Action Plan

targets.

Will it maintain and
enhance sites
designated for their
nature conservation

interest?

Extent and
management of SSSI's

etc..
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To promote more
sustainable

transport choices

Office of the
Deputy Prime
Minister (1999)

Population

Climatic Factors

Travel to Work

mode of transport

Will it increase the
availability of

sustainable transport

Public Transportation

Infrastructure

both for people and | Planning modes?
moving freight. Policy Air Will it seek to Travel to work mode of
Guidance 13 - encourage people to | transportation
Transport use alternative
modes of
transportation other
than the private car?
Promote Office of the Population Indices of Multiple | Will it contribute Indices of Multiple

accessibility to
jobs, shopping,
leisure facilities
and services by
public transport,
walking and

cycling.

Deputy Prime
Minister (1999)
Planning
Policy
Guidance 13 -

Transport

Human Health

Climatic Factors

Air

Deprivation most
notably the
Housing and

Services Domain.

positively to reducing
social exclusion by
ensuring access to
jobs, shopping,
leisure facilities and

services?

Deprivation

Will it reduce the

need to travel?

Distance to work

travelled

Does it seek to
ensure that
development

encourages a large

150



volume of people or
transport movements
are located in
sustainable

accessible locations?

9 To improve the Rochford Population Qualification Will the policies and Qualifications of
education and District Council attainment options proposed working population
skills of the — Community seek to enhance the
population. Strategy qualifications and Young person

skills of the local educational attainment
community?

10 To maintain and Office of the Cultural Heritage — | Buildings of grade | Will it protect and Loss of damage to

enhance the
cultural heritage
and assets within
the District of
Rochford.

Deputy Prime
Minister (1994)
Planning
Policy
Guidance 15 —
Planning and
Historic

Environment

archaeological

and architectural

Landscape

| and Il at risk of

decay.

enhance sites,
features and areas of
historical,
archaeological and
cultural value in both
urban and rural

areas?

listed buildings and

their settings.

Loss or damage to
scheduled ancient
monuments and their

settings.

Loss or damage to
historic parks and
gardens and their

setting.

Percentage of
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conservation area
demolished or

otherwise lost.

Lost or damage to

historic view lines and

vistas.
11 To maintain and Office of the Population Quantity of open | Does it seek to Number of parks
enhance the quality | Deputy Prime space — including | enhance the range allocated green flag
of landscapes and | Minister (2005) | Human Health parks etc. and quality of the status.
townscapes. Sustainable public realm and
Communities Cultural Heritage open spaces? Percentage of highways
Plan that are either of a high
Flora/Fauna or acceptable level of
cleanliness.
Soil Developments on | Will it reduce the Amount of vacant land.
Previously amount of derelict, Amount of derelict
Developed Land. | degraded and oroperties.
underused land?
Quantity of open | Will it improve the Landscape features —
space — including | landscape? hedges, walls, ponds,
parks etc.. buildings
12 To reduce Office of the Climatic Factors Emissions of Will it reduce Carbon Dioxide

contributions to

Deputy Prime

greenhouse

emissions of

emissions
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climatic change. Minister (1993) | Air gases. greenhouse gases by
Planning reducing energy
Policy Water consumption? Energy efficiency of
Guidance 22 - road passenger
Renewable travel/average fuel
Energy consumption.
Will lead to an Proportion of energy
increased proportion | supplied from
of energy needs renewable sources.
being met from
renewable sources?
13 To improve water Water Water Rivers of good or | Will it improve the Percentage of main
quality Directive fair quality. quality of inland land rivers of good or
Human Health water? fair quality.
Will it improve the Dangerous substances
quality of coastal in the water.
waters? Estuarine water quality,
marine inputs.
14 To improve air Air Days when Will it improve air Number of AQMA’s in
quality. pollution is quality? the District

Human Health

moderate or

higher.

Concentrations of

selected pollutants.

Number of days of air
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pollution.

15

To achieve
sustainable levels
of prosperity and

economic growth.

Office of the
Deputy Prime
Minister,
(2005)
Planning
Policy
Statement 1 —
Delivering
Sustainable

Development

Population

Local Gross
Domestic
Product/ Gross
Domestic Product

per head.

Will it improve
business

development?

GDP per head.

Percentage change in
the total number of VAT
registered businesses

in the area.

Will it promote growth

in key sectors?

Labour productivity in

key sectors.
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Table 10 illustrates a series of 15 SEA objectives. As part of the appraisal we have decided
to include objective 1 related to the delivery of a sustainable community where people will
choose to live and work as the overarching objective. Thus if all the policies and
development options outlined in the Core Strategy are deemed to contribute positively in the
short-long term then it is concluded that this overarching SEA objective will be delivered

successfully.

e Assessing the Compatibility of the Objectives
A balance of social, economic and environmental objectives has been selected. To test the
internal compatibility of the sustainability objectives a compatibility assessment was

undertaken to identify any potential tensions between the objectives. Matrix 1 illustrates the

compatibility appraisal of the sustainability objectives.
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Matrix 1
Matrix lllustrating the Compatibility Appraisal of the Sustainability Objectives

2| VC
3|vC|C
4|VvVC|VC|C
7)) 5/vC|jvC|C VC
_02) 6|vCc|vc|vc|c |vcC
g 7/vC|C |C |C |vC|C
o] g§(vC|C |C |(vC|VvC|C |VC
SE) 9(VC|VC|NI |[VC|VvC|VvC|C |VC
(L}J) o|vc|vc|vc|vc|vc|vc|c [Cc |vC
11|vCc|C |jvC|vC|vC|VC|C |C |C |VC
12|vC|N |C |C |C |VC|VC|VC|C |C |VC
13|VvVC|NIl |[C |C |C |VC|C |C |C |vC|VC]|VC
14|VvVC|N |C |C |C |(vC|VC|VC|C |C |vC|VC|VC
i5(vC|vC|C |vC|vC|vC|vC|VvC|VvC|VvC|VC|VC ]| VC|VC
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9| 10| 11| 12| 13| 14
SEA Objectives
Key Symbol
Very Compatible VC
Compatible C
No Impact N

Incompatible I

Very Incompatible | VI

Uncertain ]

Matrix 1 demonstrates that none of the 15 SEA objectives outlined in table 10 are
incompatible or very compatible. The majority are compatible or very compatible. However
some SEA objectives have no impact, but this it is deemed appropriate that these objectives
continue to be included in the assessment as overall they contribute positively to the delivery

of a sustainable community where people will choose to live and work.
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Matrix 2 illustrates the compatibility matrix for the SEA objectives against the Rochford

District Council Core Strategy Regulation 25 (May, 2006) objectives.

2| U | C | N ujvcj C | C|VC|VC|C | N]JUJVvC]|VC
3|vCjluUujvcjcCc|vCc|CcCluUujvCc|vCc|vCc|vCc|vC|VvC| U
8 4| C| C | NjJVC|VC|VC| C |VC|VC|[VC| N | U |VvC]|VC
> S|VC]| | Uu|vC|VvC|VC| U |VC|VC|VC| N | U JVC]|VC
"8 6|vC| C |vC| U |VC|] U | U  |vC|vC|vC|VvC|VvC|VC]| U
Q 7|VC| U| N |VC|VC|VC|VC| N| C | C|JU]JU]JvC]|VC
Q g/vCl U U |jvCc|vC|]vCc| C|lU]|]C]|VvC| U] U ]vCc]|VvC
O 9| C | C|VC|C |VC]JU|VC| N|N|N|NJU ] JVC]|VC
E 10| U |vCcjvCc| C|]U U | UjljvCc|vCc|vCc| CcCluUu|vCc| U
n 11| c | CcC|vCc|jvCc|vC| C |l U jvC|vC|]vC| C | U |vCc]| U
12| U | C | N ulujlu N N| N|]CJ|VC|VC| N | U
13| U | N |JVC| N N U N N|N|]CJ|VC|VC| N | U
14| U| N|JC|N N | U N N|N|]CJ|VC|VC| N | U
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9] 10| 11| 12| 13| 14

Core Strategy Objectives
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Chapter 4 - Core Strategy Policy and Option Appraisal
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Chapter 4

Core Strategy Policy and Options Appraisal

Significant Social, Environmental and Economic Effects of the Options

Annex 1 (f) of the SEA Directive (2001) states that information should be
provided on “the likely significant effects on the environment, including on issues
such as biodiversity, population, human health, fauna, flora, soil, water, air,
climatic, material assets including architectural and archaeological heritage,
landscape and the interrelationship between the above factors” (Annex 1(f)).
The SEA Directive also states that ‘where an Environmental Assessment is
required under Article 3 (1), an Environmental Report shall be prepared in which
the likely significant effects on the environment of implementing the plan and
programme, and reasonable alternatives taking into account the objectives and
geographical scope of the plan or programme, are identified, described and
evaluated” (SEA Directive, Article 5).

The Rochford District Council Core Strategy Regulation 25 Consultation
(Rochford District Council, 2006) sets out a series of options and alternatives for
the Core Strategy on a range of issues. The Regulation 25 consultation does not
outline any specific policies it is concluded that the policies shall be derived from
the options. The appraisal of the Rochford District Council Core Strategy
Regulation 25 Consultation involved the analysis and evaluation of each option

reference to policy where relevant was also outlined.

The appraisal refers to the temporal extent which is measured with regard to the
short, medium and long term effect. For the purpose of this appraisal the
duration of these time frames reflects the content of the Draft East of England

Plan and are;
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> Short Term - This is regarded as present day to 2010.

> Medium Term - Regarded as 2011-2015.

> Longer Term - 2016 — 2021.

The entire assessment is set out in the Technical Annex. The summary of the
appraisal results are outlined in a series of graphs and matrices which are
demonstrated in this section of the report. The graphs demonstrate the total
performance of the SEA objectives against each of the options, therefore
illustrating how well each option delivers the overarching sustainability objective
SEA 1. The matrices provide an illustration of the performance scores for each
option against all SEA objectives. In some instances it is concluded that the
short — long term impact is uncertain, this may be due to external factors or

the limited level of detail provided for in the explanation of the option.
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The Green Belt & Strategic Gaps between Settlements

As identified in the Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version, the following
alternatives are considered realistic by the Council in regards to the Green Belt and

strategic gaps between settlements:

Option A - Relaxation of greenbelt policy, leading to more development opportunities in
the greenbelt, particularly for leisure and tourism.

Option B — No strategic gaps, allowing coalescence in areas where the greenbelt
performs only a token purpose.

Option C — The Council proposes to continue its restrictive suite of policies for
development within the greenbelt, in line with national guidance. The key general extent
of the greenbelt will be shown on the Core Strategy Key Diagram and in detail on the
Proposals Map.

Option D - The Council considers that strategic gaps will be defined and protected by
policy and included broadly on the Core Strategy Key Diagram and in detail on the

Proposals Maps. The Policy will include the strategic gaps below;

o Great Wakering and North Shoebury (the area around the boundary with
Southend-on-Sea Borough Council),

e Hockley and Rayleigh,

e Hullbridge and Rayleigh,

e Rawreth and Rayleigh,

¢ Rayleigh and Eastwood (the area around the boundary with Southend-on-Sea
Borough Council)

o Rayleigh and Thundersley (the area around the boundary with Castle Point
Borough Council),

¢ Rochford/Ashingdon and Hawkwell/Hockley

Detailed individual appraisals of each of these options and, where relevant, the policy

implications can be found in the Technical Annex.
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Total Performance

The outcome of this appraisal is outline in the graph 19 and matrix 3. Graph 19 shows
the short, medium and long term effects of each of the Green Belt and Strategic Gaps
Between Settlements policies on the overarching SEA objective to ensure the delivery of
high quality sustainable communities where people will want to live and work. Their
impacts on this objective are separated into six differing degrees; major positive,

positive, uncertain, negative, major negative and no impact

Graph 19

Graph illustrating the performance of the Green Belt & Strategic Gaps Between Settlements options
to determine the extent to which overarching SEA Objective 1 is delivered
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Optionsla and Temperal Extent

Graph 19 shows that Option C has a high major negative effect as well as a negative
and uncertain effect. In comparison, option B shows a strong positive result, although
there is also a strong uncertain effect in evidence and a minor negative effect can be
seen. Option C shows a high positive result with high positive result, similar to that in
option B and whilst there is an minor negative effect, option C has a much lower
uncertain result. Option also shows positive results, although there is also an uncertain

and no impact element. Option D has a high amount of positive impacts particularly in
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the short term, however there are negative and major negative aspects. The negative

part of option D is primarily related to SEA objective 4 (decent homes).
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Matrix 3 illustrating the performance of the SEA Objectives against the Green Belt and Strategic Gaps Between Settlements Options

SEA Objective 1 SEA Objective 2
Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent
Issues and Options Short Medium Long Short Medium Long
The Greenbelt and Strategic Gaps between Settlements
Option A - Relaxation of greenbelt policy, leading to more development opportunities in the
greenbelt, particularly for leisure and tourism.
Option B — No strategic gaps, allowing coalescence in areas where the greenbelt performs only a
token purpose.
Option C — The Council proposes to continue its restrictive suite of policies for development within
the greenbelt, in line with national guidance. The key general extent of the greenbelt will be
shown on the Core Strategy Key Diagram and in detail on th
Option D - The Council considers that strategic gaps will be defined and protected by policy and
included broadly on the Core Strategy Key Diagram and in detail on the Proposals Maps. The
Policy will include the strategic gaps below;
« Great Wakering a
SEA Objective 9 SEA Objective 10
Performance - Temporal Extent  Performance - Temporal Extent
Issues and Options Short Medium Long Short Medium Long

The Greenbelt and Strategic Gaps between Settlements

Option A - Relaxation of greenbelt policy, leading to more development opportunities in the
greenbelt, particularly for leisure and tourism.

Option B — No strategic gaps, allowing coalescence in areas where the greenbelt performs only a
token purpose.

Option C — The Council proposes to continue its restrictive suite of policies for development within
the greenbelt, in line with national guidance. The key general extent of the greenbelt will be
shown on the Core Strategy Key Diagram and in detail on th

Option D - The Council considers that strategic gaps will be defined and protected by policy and
included broadly on the Core Strategy Key Diagram and in detail on the Proposals Maps. The
Policy will include the strategic gaps below;

« Great Wakering a

Short

Short

SEA Objective 3
Performance - Temporal Extent
Medium Long

SEA Objective 11
Performance - Temporal Extent

Medium Long

Performance - Temporal Extent

Short

Performance - Temporal Extent

Short

SEA Objective 4

Medium

Long

SEA Objective 12

Medium

Long

Performance - Temporal Extent

Short

Performance - Temporal Extent

Short

SEA Objective 5

Medium Long

SEA Objective 13

Medium Long

SEA Objective 6
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short Medium Long

SEA Objective 14
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short Medium Long

Performance - Temporal Extent

Short

Performance - Temporal Extent

Short

SEA Objective 7

Medium

Long

SEA Objective 15

Medium

Long

SEA Objective 8
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short Medium Long

Key of Effects

No Effect
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Protection and Enhancement of the Upper Roach Valley

The alternatives that Rochford District Council consider appropriate include;

e Option A - No country park allocation, keeping it to its current size with no
proposals for expansion

e Option — B — No local landscape designations, allowing more general policies to
determine the style and location of development.

e Option — C — No need for a further designation, allowing more general policies to
determine the style and location of development.

e Option — D — A policy providing for the protection and enhancement of the area
and increased informal countryside recreation opportunities.

e Option — E — Identify land to be included in the Cherry Orchard Jubilee County

Park and any further proposed extensions beyond its current allocation.

Detailed individual appraisals of each of these options and, where relevant, the policy

implications can be found in the Technical Annex.

The outcome of this appraisal is outline in the graph 20 and matrix 4. Graph 20 shows
the short, medium and long term effects of each of the options related to the Protection
and Enhancement of the Upper Roach Valley on the overarching SEA objective to
ensure the delivery of high quality sustainable communities where people will want to

live and work.
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Graph 20

Graph illustrating the performance of the Protection and Enhancement of the Upper Roach Valley
options to determine the extent to which the averarching SEA Objective 1 is delivered
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Options and Temperal Extent

Graph 20 demonstrates the performance of the Protection and Enhancement of the
Upper Roach Valley options to determine the extent to which the overarching SEA
objective 1 is delivered. Clearly option A has the most detrimental impact as it has the
greatest proportion of negative impacts. In contrast options D and E have the greatest
proportion of major positive and positive impacts. Further analysis on the associated

options and policies is outlined in the technical annex.

Matrix 4 demonstrates the performance of the SEA Objectives against the Protection

and Enhancement of the Upper Roach Valley.
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Matrix 4 - Demonstrates the Performance of the SEA Objectives against the Protection and Enhancement of the Upper Roach Valley

Issues and Options
Protection and Enhancement of the Upper Roach Valley
Option - A - No country park allocation, keeping it to its current size with no proposals for
expansion
Option - B - No local landscape designations, allowing more general policies to determine the
style and location of development.
Option - C - No need for a further designation, allowing more general policies to determine the
style and location of development.
Option - D - A policy providing for the protection and enhancement of the area and increased
informal countryside recreation opportunities.
Option - E - Identify land to be included in the Cherry Orchard Jubilee County Park and any
further proposed extensions beyond its current allocation.

Option - A - No country park allocation, keeping it to its current size with no proposals for
expansion

Option - B - No local landscape designations, allowing more general policies to determine the
style and location of development.

Option - C - No need for a further designation, allowing more general policies to determine the
style and location of development.

Option - D - A policy providing for the protection and enhancement of the area and increased
informal countryside recreation opportunities.

Option - E - Identify land to be included in the Cherry Orchard Jubilee County Park and any
further proposed extensions beyond its current allocation.

SEA Objective 1
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short  Medium Long

SEA Objective 8
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short  Medium Long

=

SEA Objective 2
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short  Medium Long

SEA Objective 3
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short  Medium Long

SEA Objective 4
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short  Medium Long

!

SEA Objective 9
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short  Medium Long

SEA Objective 10
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short  Medium Long

SEA Objective 11
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short  Medium Long

SEA Objective 5
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short  Medium Long

SEA Objective 12
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short  Medium Long

SEA Objective 6
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short  Medium Long

SEA Objective 13
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short  Medium Long

SEA Objective 7
Performance - Temporal Extent

Short  Medium Long

SEA Objective 14
Performance - Temporal Extent

Short  Medium Long

Key of Effects

No Effect
Major Positive

Positive

Uncertain

Negative

Major Negative

SEA Objective 15

Performance - Temporal Extent

Short

Medium Long
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Protection and Enhancement of Special Landscape Areas

As identified in the Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version, the following
alternatives are considered realistic by the Council in regards to Protection and

Enhancement of Special Landscape Areas:

Option A — No local landscape designations, as these add little value to the planning
process and the countryside should be protected for its own sake

Option B — No coastal protection belt as the coast is protected by nature conservation
designations

Option C — No protection for the landscape as this is an evolving feature and artificial
designations create artificial landscapes.

Option D — Freedom for agriculture, horticulture, equine uses, leisure and tourism to
develop in these areas, whilst maintaining restrictions on general employment and
housing uses.

Option E — Protection for the undeveloped coast and ensuring that development
proposed for the undeveloped coast must require a coastal location.

Option F — Protection for the three Special Landscape Areas allowing only for
development that has location, size, siting, design, materials and landscaping according
with the character of the area in which the development is proposed

Option G — Protection of the Area of Historic Landscape and Ancient Woodlands from
development that would adversely affect their historic importance, existing landscape

character or physical appearance.

Detailed individual appraisals of each of these options and, where relevant, the policy
implications can be found in the Technical Annex.

The outcome of this appraisal is outline in the graph 21 and matrix 5. Graph 21 shows
the short, medium and long term effects of each of the Protection and Enhancement of
Special Landscape Areas policies on the overarching SEA objective to ensure the
delivery of high quality sustainable communities where people will want to live and work.
Their impacts on this objective are separated into six differing degrees; major positive,

positive, uncertain, negative, major negative and no impact
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Graph 21

Graph lllustrating the performance of the Protection and Enhancement of Special Landscapes
options to determine the extent to which the overarching SEA Objective 1 is delivered
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Options and Temperal Extent

Option A contains extremes in scores with a significant number of assessment criteria
not being impacted upon combined with a significant number ranking negatively. In the
medium term this negative effect increases as does the uncertain effect. The long term
effect also shows a negative and uncertain effect with a major negative effect. Option B
shows a strong negative effect and a no impact effect in the short term. In the medium
term the negative effect remains the same and is matched by an uncertain effect in the
medium and long term. Option C shows a high negative and no impact effect in the short
term, followed by a high negative and uncertain effect in the medium term and which
decreases in the long term. Option D shows a high uncertain result in the short medium
and long term. Option E shows a major positive and uncertain effect in the short,
medium and long term. Option F shows a high major positive and positive result in the
short, medium and long term and option G shows a high major positive result, with a

smaller positive and uncertain result in the short, medium and long term.
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Matrix 5 illustrating the performance of the SEA Objectives against the Protection and Enhancement of Special Landscapes Options

SEA Objective 1
Performance - Temporal Extent
Issues and Options Short Medium Long
Protection and Enhancement of Special Landscapes
Option — A — No local landscape designations, as these add little value to the planning process
and the countryside should be protected for its own sake
Option — B — No coastal protection belt as the coast is protected by nature conservation
designations
Option — C — No protection for the landscape as this is an evolving feature and artificial
designations create artificial landscapes.

Option — D — Freedom for agriculture, horticulture, equine uses, leisure and tourism to develop in
these areas, whilst maintaining restrictions on general employment and housing uses.

Option — E — Protection for the undeveloped coast and ensuring that development proposed for
the undeveloped coast must require a coastal location.

Option — F — Protection for the three Special Landscape Areas allowing only for development that
has location, size, siting, design, materials and landscaping according with the character of the
area in which the development is proposed

Option — G — Protection of the Area of Historic Landscape and Ancient Woodlands from
development that would adversely affect their historic importance, existing landscape character or
physical appearance.

SEA Objective 9
Performance - Temporal Extent
Issues and Options Short Medium Long
Protection and Enhancement of Special Landscapes
Option — A — No local landscape designations, as these add little value to the planning process
and the countryside should be protected for its own sake
Option — B — No coastal protection belt as the coast is protected by nature conservation
designations
Option — C — No protection for the landscape as this is an evolving feature and artificial
designations create artificial landscapes.

Option — D — Freedom for agriculture, horticulture, equine uses, leisure and tourism to develop in
these areas, whilst maintaining restrictions on general employment and housing uses.

Option — E — Protection for the undeveloped coast and ensuring that development proposed for
the undeveloped coast must require a coastal location.

Option — F — Protection for the three Special Landscape Areas allowing only for development that
has location, size, siting, design, materials and landscaping according with the character of the
area in which the development is proposed

Option — G — Protection of the Area of Historic Landscape and Ancient Woodlands from
development that would adversely affect their historic importance, existing landscape character or
physical appearance.

SEA Objective 2 SEA Objective 3 SEA Objective 4 SEA Objective 5 SEA Objective 6 SEA Objective 7 SEA Objective 8
Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent  Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent  Performance - Temporal Extent
Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long

Key of Effects

SEA Objective 10 SEA Objective 11 SEA Objective 12 SEA Objective 13 SEA Objective 14 SEA Objective 15 No Effect
Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent  Performance - Temporal Extent j
Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Positive

Uncertain
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Housing Numbers

As identified in the Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version, the following

alternatives are considered realistic by the Council in regards to Housing Numbers:

Option — A — Not attempting to meet the cascaded figure due to the restrictive
development position vis-avis the green belt

Option — B — Relying on windfall development and urban intensification, to prevent the
need for any green belt releases

Option — C — Not allocating land to accommodate all the dwelling units and relying on a
percentage of windfall development and urban intensification

Option — D — Ensuring enough land is allocated to accommodate all of the cascaded
figure for homes from the East of England Plan (RSS14) for the period 2001 to 2021.

Detailed individual appraisals of each of these options and, where relevant, the policy
implications can be found in the Technical Annex.

The outcome of this appraisal is outline in the graph 22 and matrix 6. Graph 22 shows
the short, medium and long term effects of each of the Housing Numbers policies on the
overarching SEA objective to ensure the delivery of high quality sustainable communities
where people will want to live and work. Their impacts on this objective are separated
into six differing degrees; major positive, positive, uncertain, negative, major negative

and no impact
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Graph 22

Graph lllustrating the performance of the Housing NUmbers options to determine the extent to
which overarching SEA Objective 1 is delivered
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Options and Temperal Effects

Option A, B and C demonstrate a declining positive effect over time, with negative

implications in the future. Option D has a positive to uncertain effect in all temporal

extents.
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Matrix 6 illustrating the performance of the SEA Objectives against the Housing Numbers Options

SEA Objective 1 SEA Objective 2 SEA Objective 3 SEA Objective 4 SEA Objective 5 SEA Objective 6 SEA Objective 7 SEA Objective 8
Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent
Issues and Options Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long

Housing Numbers

Option — A — Not attempting to meet the cascaded figure due to the restrictive development
position vis-avis the green belt

Option — B — Relying on windfall development and urban intensification, to prevent the need for
any green belt releases

Option — C — Not allocating land to accommodate all the dwelling units and relying on a
percentage of windfall development and urban intensification

Option — D — Ensuring enough land is allocated to accommodate all of the cascaded figure for
homes from the East of England Plan (RSS14) for the period 2001 to 2021.

Key of Effects

SEA Objective 9 SEA Objective 10 SEA Objective 11 SEA Objective 12 SEA Objective 13 SEA Objective 14 SEA Objective 15
Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent No Effect
Issues and Options Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long j
Housing Numbers Positive

Option — A — Not attempting to meet the cascaded figure due to the restrictive development
position vis-avis the green belt

Option — B — Relying on windfall development and urban intensification, to prevent the need for
any green belt releases

Option — C — Not allocating land to accommodate all the dwelling units and relying on a
percentage of windfall development and urban intensification
Option — D — Ensuring enough land is allocated to accommodate all of the cascaded figure for

homes from the East of England Plan (RSS14) for the period 2001 to 2021.

Uncertain
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General Development Locations

As identified in the Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version, the following
alternatives are considered realistic by the Council in regards to General Development

Locations:

Option — A — Greater dispersal to minor settlements, enabling possible regeneration of
local facilities

Option — B — Split the housing allocation evenly between the parishes (excluding
Foulness), so that each area gets a small amount of housing.

Option — C — Develop a new settlement, well related to transport links and providing its
own basic infrastructure

Option — D — Focus solely on an expansion of one settlement, creating a significant
urban expansion.

Option — E — Allocate the total number of housing units to the top and second tier
settlements, to gain a smaller number of large sites which will deliver the greatest

amount of infrastructure improvements

Detailed individual appraisals of each of these options and, where relevant, the policy

implications can be found in the Technical Annex.

The outcome of this appraisal is outline in the graph 23 and matrix 7. Graph 23 shows
the short, medium and long term effects of each of the General Development Locations
policies on the overarching SEA objective to ensure the delivery of high quality
sustainable communities where people will want to live and work. Their impacts on this
objective are separated into six differing degrees; major positive, positive, uncertain,

negative, major negative and no impact
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Graph 23

Graph lllustrating the performance of the General Development Locations Options to determine the

extent to which the overarching SEA Objective is delivered.
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Options and Temperal Extent

Options A and B have a major negative effects in the short, medium and long term.

Graph 23 also demonstrates that the adoption of option C would result in increasingly

negative impacts throughout time. Option D has a diverse range of impacts with both

negative and positive effects whilst Option E has the greatest concentration of positive

effects.
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Matrix 7 illustrating the performance of the SEA Objectives against the General Development Locations Options

SEA Objective 1 SEA Objective 2 SEA Objective 3 SEA Objective 4 SEA Objective 5 SEA Objective 6 SEA Objective 7 SEA Objective 8
Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent
Issues and Options Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long

General Development Locations

Option — A — Greater dispersal to minor settlements, enabling possible regeneration of local
facilities

Option — B — Split the housing allocation evenly between the parishes (excluding Foulness), so
that each area gets a small amount of housing.

Option — C — Develop a new settlement, well related to transport links and providing its own basic
infrastructure

Option — D — Focus solely on an expansion of one settlement, creating a significant urban
expansion.

Option — E — Allocate the total number of housing units to the top and second tier settlements, to
gain a smaller number of large sites which will deliver the greatest amount of infrastructure

improvements.
Key of Effects
SEA Obijective 9 SEA Objective 10 SEA Obijective 11 SEA Objective 12 SEA Obijective 13 SEA Objective 14 SEA Obijective 15
Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent No Effect

Issues and Options Short Medium Long Short Medium  Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium  Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Major Pos
General Development Locations Positive
Option — A — Greater dispersal to minor settlements, enabling possible regeneration of local
facilities Uncertain

Option — B — Split the housing allocation evenly between the parishes (excluding Foulness), so
that each area gets a small amount of housing.

Option — C — Develop a new settlement, well related to transport links and providing its own basic
infrastructure

Option — D — Focus solely on an expansion of one settlement, creating a significant urban
expansion.

Option — E — Allocate the total number of housing units to the top and second tier settlements, to
gain a smaller number of large sites which will deliver the greatest amount of infrastructure
improvements.
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Affordable Housing

As identified in the Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version, the following

alternatives are considered realistic by the Council in regards to Affordable Housing:

Option A - 30% of all new homes in the District be affordable on all sites.
Option B — 50% of all new homes on sites in excess of 10 units, will be
affordable

Option C — Affordable housing will be set at 40% on sites specified in the
Allocations DPD

Detailed individual appraisals of each of these options and, where relevant, the policy

implications can be found in the Technical Annex.

The outcome of this appraisal is outline in the graph 24 and matrix 8. Graph 24 shows
the short, medium and long term effects of each of the Affordable Housing policies on
the overarching SEA obijective to ensure the delivery of high quality sustainable
communities where people will want to live and work. Their impacts on this objective are
separated into six differing degrees; major positive, positive, uncertain, negative, major

negative and no impact
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Graph 24

Graph lllustrating the performance of the Affordable Housing options to determine the extent to
which the overarching SEA Objective 1 is delivered
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Option does not impact on a number of the sustainability criteria, however
against directly relevant criteria (SEA 4) it has a positive effect. Similarly to
option A, option B also has a high degree of no impact and uncertainty, however
there is a greater concentration of positive impacts. Option C has a greater

number of major positive impacts.
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Matrix 8 illustrating the performance of the SEA Objectives against the Affordable Housing Options

Option Appraisal Summary of Performance

SEA Objective 1 SEA Objective 2 SEA Objective 3 SEA Objective 4 SEA Objective 5 SEA Objective 6 SEA Objective 7 SEA Objective 8
Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent  Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent  Performance - Temporal Extent
Issues and Options Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long

Affordable Housing

Option A - 30% of all new homes in the District be affordable on all sites. ] ]

Option B — 50% of all new homes on sites in excess of 10 units, will be affordable.

Option C — Affordable housing will be set at 40% on sites specified in the Allocations DPD

Key of Effects

SEA Objective 9 SEA Objective 10 SEA Objective 11 SEA Objective 12 SEA Objective 13 SEA Objective 14 SEA Objective 15 No Effect
Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent

Issues and Options Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long
Affordable Housing

Option A - 30% of all new homes in the District be affordable on all sites.
Option B — 50% of all new homes on sites in excess of 10 units, will be affordable.

Option C — Affordable housing will be set at 40% on sites specified in the Allocations DPD _
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Accommodation for Gypsies and Travellers

As identified in the Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version, the following
alternatives are considered realistic by the Council in regards to Accommodation for

Gypsies and Travellers:

Option A - No Gypsy or Traveller Site to be identified in the green belt because there
are no acceptable locations
Option B — Accommodation needs for Gypsy and Travellers will be met by identifying in

an existing residential area for a site and formally specifying it in the Allocations DPD

Detailed individual appraisals of each of these options and, where relevant, the policy

implications can be found in the Technical Annex.

The outcome of this appraisal is outline in the graph 25 and matrix 9. Graph 25 shows
the short, medium and long term effects of each of the Accommodation for Gypsies and
Travellers policies on the overarching SEA objective to ensure the delivery of high
quality sustainable communities where people will want to live and work. Their impacts
on this objective are separated into six differing degrees; major positive, positive,

uncertain, negative, major negative and no impact
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Graph 25

Graph illustrating the performance of the Accommodation for Gypsies and Travellers options to
determine the extent to which the overarching SEA Objective 1 is delivered
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Option A shows a strong short, medium and long term no impact effect and minor
negative element. The adoption of Option B would result in lower no impact and higher
degree of uncertainty than option A. However there is a greater amount of positive

effects in the short-long term.
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Matrix 9 illustrating the performance of the SEA Objectives against the Accommodation for Gypsies and Travellers Options

SEA Objective 1 SEA Objective 2 SEA Objective 3 SEA Objective 4 SEA Objective 5 SEA Objective 6 SEA Objective 7 SEA Objective 8
Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent  Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent  Performance - Temporal Extent  Performance - Temporal Extent
Issues and Options Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long
Accommodation for Gypsies and Travellers

Option A - No Gypsy or Traveller Site to be identified in the green belt because there are no
acceptable locations

Option B — Accommodation needs for Gypsy and Travellers will be met by identifying in an
existing residential area for a site and formally specifying it in the Allocations DPD

Key of Effects

SEA Objective 9 SEA Objective 10 SEA Objective 11 SEA Objective 12 SEA Objective 13 SEA Objective 14 SEA Objective 15 No Effect
Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent j
Issues and Options Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Positive
Accommodation for Gypsies and Travellers Uncertain
Option A - No Gypsy or Traveller Site to be identified in the green belt because there are no

acceptable locations
Option B — Accommodation needs for Gypsy and Travellers will be met by identifying in an
existing residential area for a site and formally specifying it in the Allocations DPD

Negative

Major Neg|
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Rural Exceptions

As identified in the Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version, the following

alternatives are considered realistic by the Council in regards to Rural Exceptions:

Option A - No rural exceptions policy, because of potential sustainable development
issues with rural housing
Option B — For windfall sites, 30% of all units will be required to be affordable. On rural

exception sites all the units will be required to remain affordable in perpetuity.

Detailed individual appraisals of each of these options and, where relevant, the policy

implications can be found in the Technical Annex.

The outcome of this appraisal is outline in the graph 26 and matrix 10. Graph 26 shows
the short, medium and long term effects of each of the Rural Exceptions policies on the
overarching SEA obijective to ensure the delivery of high quality sustainable communities
where people will want to live and work. Their impacts on this objective are separated
into six differing degrees; major positive, positive, uncertain, negative, major negative

and no impact
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Graph 26

Graph illustrating the performance of the Rural Exceptions options to determine the extent to which
the overarching SEA Objective 1 is delivered
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Option A shows a strong short, medium and long term no impact result. There is also a
positive result showing and a small major negative effect. Option B in comparison has no
negative effects, a high no impact result and a greater amount of uncertainty is apparent,

but in relation to criteria SEA performs positively.
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Matrix 10 illustrating the performance of the SEA Objectives against the Rural Exceptions Options

SEA Objective 1 SEA Objective 2 SEA Objective 3 SEA Objective 4 SEA Objective 5 SEA Objective 6 SEA Objective 7 SEA Objective 8
Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent  Performance - Temporal Extent
Issues and Options Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long

Rural Exceptions

Option A - No rural exceptions policy, because of potential sustainable development issues with
rural housing

Option B — For windfall sites, 30% of all units will be required to be affordable. On rural exception
sites all the units will be required to remain affordable in perpetuity.

Key of Effects

SEA Objective 9 SEA Objective 10 SEA Objective 11 SEA Objective 12 SEA Objective 13 SEA Objective 14 SEA Objective 15 No Effect
Performance - Temporal Extent  Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent  Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent  Performance - Temporal Extent j

Issues and Options Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Positive
Rural Exceptions Uncertain
Option A - No rural exceptions policy, because of potential sustainable development issues with
rural housing Negative
Option B — For windfall sites, 30% of all units will be required to be affordable. On rural exception
sites all the units will be required to remain affordable in perpetuity. Major Neg|

187



Employment

As identified in the Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version, the following

alternatives are considered realistic by the Council in regards to employment:

Option A - No jobs figure to be included, as it is too difficult to accurately provide for
such a figure.

Option B — Provide no details of the general locations, as it is unrealistic to plan for
employment development in excess of ten years in advance.

Option C — Allocate a total number of jobs to be created in the District. It will specify
areas within the District and their share of the overall total.

Option D - Programme employment development in advance of new housing, wherever

possible.

Detailed individual appraisals of each of these options and, where relevant, the policy
implications can be found in the Technical Annex.

The outcome of this appraisal is outline in the graph 27 and matrix 11. Graph 27 shows
the short, medium and long term effects of each of the Employment policies on the
overarching SEA obijective to ensure the delivery of high quality sustainable communities
where people will want to live and work. Their impacts on this objective are separated
into six differing degrees; major positive, positive, uncertain, negative, major negative

and no impact
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Graph 27

Graph illustrating the performance of the Employment options to determine the extent to which the
overarching SEA OBjective 1 is delivered
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Option A demonstrates high short, medium and long term no impact effects, with
negative and uncertain effects also present. Option B shows the same no impact and
negative results as option A, however major negative results are also evident. Option C
again shows similar no impact effects however it also displays positive effects which are
slightly higher in the medium term. Option D has lower no impact effects and a greater

proportion of major positive effects in the short-long terms.
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Matrix 11 lllustrating the performance of the SEA Objectives against the Employment Options

SEA Objective 1 SEA Objective 2 SEA Objective 3 SEA Objective 4 SEA Objective 5 SEA Objective 6 SEA Objective 7 SEA Objective 8
Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent
Issues and Options Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long
Employment
Option A - No jobs figure to be included, as it is too difficult to accurately provide for such a
figure.
Option B — Provide no details of the general locations, as it is unrealistic to plan for employment
development in excess of ten years in advance.
Option C — Allocate a total number of jobs to be created in the District. It will specify areas within
the District and their share of the overall total.
Option D - Programme employment development in advance of new housing, wherever possible.
Key of Effects
SEA Objective 9 SEA Objective 10 SEA Objective 11 SEA Objective 12 SEA Objective 13 SEA Objective 14 SEA Objective 15 o Effect
Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent  Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent Pos|
Issues and Options Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long e
Employment
Option A - No jobs figure to be included, as it is too difficult to accurately provide for such a
figure.

Option B — Provide no details of the general locations, as it is unrealistic to plan for employment
development in excess of ten years in advance.

Option C — Allocate a total number of jobs to be created in the District. It will specify areas within
the District and their share of the overall total.

Option D - Programme employment development in advance of new housing, wherever possible.
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Good Design and Design Statements

As identified in the Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version, the following
alternatives are considered realistic by the Council in regards to Good Design and

Design Statements.

Option A - No emphasis on design, as the market will decide whether the product is
acceptable

Option B — No emphasis on lifetime housing, as homeowners can make changes in
future years

Option C — No emphasis on sustainable design, as Building Regulations will deliver
sustainable homes.

Option D - Prescriptive design guidance within policy to ensure uniform design and high
standards.

Option E - Push design statements to the fore of the planning application process
Option F - Require 25% of units provided on all housing sites over 10 units to meet a
lifetime housing standard.

Option G - Require, as a starting point, at least compliance with the minimum standards,

as set out in the Code for Sustainable Homes.

Detailed individual appraisals of each of these options and, where relevant, the policy

implications can be found in the Technical Annex.

The outcome of this appraisal is outline in the graph 28 and matrix 12. Graph 28 shows
the short, medium and long term effects of each of the Good Design and Design
Statements policies on the overarching SEA objective to ensure the delivery of high
quality sustainable communities where people will want to live and work. Their impacts
on this objective are separated into six differing degrees; major positive, positive,

uncertain, negative, major negative and no impact
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Graph 28

Graph lllustrating the Performance of the Good Design and Design Statements Options to Determine
the Extent to which the Overarching SEA Objective 1 is Delivered
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Options and Temporal Extent

Option A reveals high major negative, no impact and uncertain effects. Option B has
lower uncertainty and major negative effects but has higher no impact results. Option C
displays high no impact effects but positive effects are apparent. Option D exhibits a
high no impact effect, and although there are major positive and positive effects, there
are also negative ones. Option E again shows a strong no impact result but with a higher
major positive and positive effect than previous options. Option F shows a very high no
impact result. In comparison to options D and E the quantity of major positive and
positive effects is less. Option G demonstrates a slightly lower no impact effect, as well

as maijor positive and positive results.
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Matrix 12 illustrating the performance of the SEA Objectives against the Good Design and Design Statement Options

Issues and Options
Good Design and Design Statements

SEA Objective 1
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short Medium Long

SEA Objective 2
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short Medium Long

Option A - No emphasis on design, as the market will decide whether the product is acceptable

SEA Objective 3
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short Medium Long

SEA Objective 4
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short Medium Long

SEA Objective 5
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short Medium Long

SEA Objective 6
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short Medium Long

Option B — No emphasis on lifetime housing, as homeowners can make changes in future years

Option C — No emphasis on sustainable design, as Building Regulations will deliver sustainable
homes.

Option D - Prescriptive design guidance within policy to ensure uniform design and high
standards.

Option E - Push design statements to the fore of the planning application process

Option F - Require 25% of units provided on all housing sites over 10 units to meet a lifetime
housing standard.

SEA Objective 7
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short Medium Long

SEA Objective 8
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short Medium Long

Option G - Require, as a starting point, at least compliance with the minimum standards, as set
out in the Code for Sustainable Homes.

Issues and Options
Good Design and Design Statements

SEA Objective 9
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short Medium Long

Option A - No emphasis on design, as the market will decide whether the product is acceptable

Option B — No emphasis on lifetime housing, as homeowners can make changes in future years

Option C — No emphasis on sustainable design, as Building Regulations will deliver sustainable
homes.

Option D - Prescriptive design guidance within policy to ensure uniform design and high
standards.

SEA Objective 10
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short Medium Long

SEA Objective 11
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short Medium Long

SEA Objective 12
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short Medium Long

SEA Objective 13
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short Medium Long

SEA Objective 14
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short Medium Long

SEA Objective 15
Performance - Temporal Extent
Short Medium Long

Key of Effects

No Effect

Positive
Uncertain

Option E - Push design statements to the fore of the planning application process

Option F - Require 25% of units provided on all housing sites over 10 units to meet a lifetime
housing standard.

Option G - Require, as a starting point, at least compliance with the minimum standards, as set
out in the Code for Sustainable Homes.
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Character of Place

As identified in the Draft Core Strategy DPD Regulation 25 Version, the following

alternatives are considered realistic by the Council in regards to Character of Place.

Option A - No emphasis on character of place, as over-emphasis will lead to pattern
book designing and a lack of innovation.

Option B — Prescriptive design guidance within policy to ensure uniform design and high
standards

Option C — Protection of the District’s identity and ensuring that new development

respects the local character.

Detailed individual appraisals of each of these options and, where relevant, the policy
implications can be found in the Technical Annex.

The outcome of this appraisal is outline in the graph 29 and matrix 13. Graph 29 shows
the short, medium and long term effects of each of the Compulsory Purchase policies on
the overarching SEA objective to ensure the delivery of high quality sustainable
communities where people will want to live and work. Their impacts on this objective are
separated into six differing degrees; major positive, positive, uncertain, negative, major

negative and no impact
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Graph 29

Graph lllustrating the Performance of the Character of Place Options to Determine the Extent to
which the Overarching SEA Objective 1 is Delivered
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Graph 29 demonstrates that option A has a high amount of no impact, major negative

and negative results. Similarly option B exhibits a high concentration of no impact

results however unlike option A major positive effects are evident. Option C has the

greatest concentration of major positive and positive effects although there is still a high

concentration of no impact effects evident.
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Matrix 13 illustrating the performance of the SEA Objectives against the Character of Place Options

SEA Objective 1 SEA Objective 2 SEA Objective 3 SEA Objective 4 SEA Objective 5 SEA Objective 6 SEA Objective 7 SEA Objective 8
Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent Performance - Temporal Extent  Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent ~ Performance - Temporal Extent  Performance - Temporal Extent
Issues and Options Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long Short Medium Long

Character of Place

Option A - No emphasis on character of place, as over-emphasis will lead to pattern book
designing and a lack of innovation.

Option B — Prescriptive design guidance within policy to ensure uniform design and high
standards

Option C — Protection of the District’s identity and ensuring that new development respects the
local character.

Key of Effects

SEA Objective 9 SEA Objective 10 SEA Objective 11 SEA Objective 12 SEA Objective 13 SEA Objective 14 SEA Objective 15 No Effect
Performance - Temporal Extent Performa