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Earls Colne, Chappel, Colne Engaine, Greenstead Green and Halstead Rural, Wakes Colne,
White Colne.

This joint response represents the aligned position of multiple parish councils across the Colne
Valley, including those within both Braintree District and neighbouring Colchester authority
areas.

The parishes welcome the opportunity to comment on the emerging Local Plan and recognise
the importance of planning positively for future growth. However, there are significant shared
concerns regarding infrastructure capacity, transport impacts, and cross-boundary effects
which must be addressed before the Plan progresses.

1. Strategic Overview

Across the Colne Valley, the Local Plan proposes substantial housing growth, including:
* Approximately 2,850 dwellings at Halstead
» Approximately 3,700 dwellings along the A1124 corridor

This represents a circa 35% increase in population in the corridor settlements, placing
significant pressure on already constrained rural infrastructure.

| Growth must be infrastructure-led, not infrastructure-following.

2. Cross-Boundary Planning and Duty to Cooperate

Several affected parishes lie within Colchester but are directly impacted by Braintree
allocations. The A1124 corridor functions as a shared transport and infrastructure spine,
including:

* Road network (A1124 and connecting rural lanes)

* Bus services

» Drainage and wastewater systems

» Utilities and flood-sensitive areas

Joint Position
* The Duty to Cooperate must be demonstrably and rigorously applied
» Cross-boundary impacts must be fully modelled and mitigated
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» Allocations should be reviewed on a corridor-wide basis, not district-by-district

3. Transport and Highways — Fundamental Concern

3.1 Existing Constraints
The current network is already under strain:
*  A1124: constrained rural road with narrow sections, frontage access and flood risk
* A12 Junctions 25 & 26: operating at or above capacity
» Aldham Bridge: single-lane bottleneck
» Chappel/Wakes Colne viaduct section: flooding and closures
» Earls Colne junctions: congestion and safety concerns

3.2 Impact of Growth
All parishes raise concerns that:

* Increased traffic will worsen congestion and journey times

* Rural roads and lanes will be used as rat-runs and diversion routes

+ Villages will face significant safety risks, particularly for pedestrians and school access
* Air quality and noise impacts will increase

This is reinforced by local experience of sat-nav diversion behaviour through rural lanes.

3.3 Sustainable Transport — Unrealistic Assumptions
The Plan relies heavily on modal shift, but:

* Rural bus services are limited and unreliable

* Rail access is extremely limited and not aligned to key destinations
+ Cycling and walking options are constrained in rural settings

* Infrastructure proposals are often unfunded or undefined

Joint Position
* Assumptions around modal shift are not credible at the required scale
» The Plan must demonstrate deliverable, funded transport solutions

4. Infrastructure First Requirement

| Development must not proceed ahead of infrastructure.

Key infrastructure requirements include:
* Highway capacity improvements (A12 junctions, A1124 corridor, local junctions)
» Delivery of the Halstead bypass at an early stage or prior to occupation
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+ Drainage and wastewater upgrades
» Healthcare provision

» School capacity expansion

* Public transport provision

Parishes request:
* Clear, enforceable 'infrastructure first' policies
+ Phasing conditions tied to infrastructure delivery
* A detailed and fully costed infrastructure schedule

This mirrors precedent in the North Essex Local Plan where development is contingent on
infrastructure delivery.

5. Halstead Strategic Growth Location (SGL)

There is conditional support for growth at Halstead, but only if:

5.1 Bypass Delivery
* Must be delivered early or ahead of development
* Must function effectively to prevent traffic dispersal through villages

5.2 Traffic Mitigation
» Explicit measures to prevent rat-running through rural parishes

» Contributions secured via S106/S278 for: traffic calming, road narrowing/chicanes,
speed controls and weight restrictions

5.3 Network Impact
Clear mitigation required for:
* A131 congestion
* A1124 corridor impacts
* High Garrett junction pressures

5.4 Coordination and Clarity
» Clarification required on whether Halstead is one or two SGLs
* Delivery must be coordinated and masterplanned comprehensively

6. Protection of Rural Character and Landscape

Parishes consistently raise concern about:
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* Loss of countryside character
» Settlement coalescence
* Urbanisation of rural gaps

Key requests:
» Strong and enforceable green buffers between settlements
» Protection of village identity and setting
* Avoidance of development sprawl beyond defined settlement boundaries

7. Drainage and Environmental Capacity

Flooding and drainage are already significant issues: surface water capacity is constrained,
and flood-prone infrastructure points exist (e.g. the viaduct area).

Joint Position
+ Development must demonstrate it will not exacerbate flooding

» Drainage infrastructure must be fully assessed, upgraded in advance, and clearly
funded and deliverable

8. Local Services and Community Infrastructure

There is a consistent view that current provision is insufficient across schools, healthcare and
community facilities.

Joint Position
* The Plan must include specific, funded expansions

* All development (including small-scale/infill) must contribute fairly and avoid
'development by stealth' impacts

9. Rural Lanes and Secondary Roads

There is widespread concern about increased use of minor roads and lanes as shortcuts,
damage to rural infrastructure, and safety risks to residents and pedestrians.

Joint Position
» Stronger protection for rural lanes
» Explicit policy support for traffic management measures and enforcement mechanisms
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10. Engagement with Local Knowledge

Parishes emphasise they hold valuable local data and insight on traffic patterns, rat-running
behaviour and flooding issues. They request formal involvement in:

» Transport modelling
* Infrastructure planning
+ Mitigation design

11. Key Joint Requests

The Colne Valley parishes jointly request that before Regulation 19:
+ Reassessment of scale and distribution of growth along the Colne Valley
* A comprehensive cross-boundary infrastructure strategy
» Afully costed and funded infrastructure delivery plan
+ Clear 'infrastructure first' phasing policies
« Early and guaranteed delivery of the Halstead bypass
» Explicit measures to prevent rat-running through rural villages
» Strengthened policies for rural lane protection, green buffers and settlement separation
» Full and transparent transport modelling, including cross-border impacts
» Formal inclusion of parish councils in infrastructure planning processes

Conclusion

The Colne Valley parishes support the principle of sustainable growth. However, the current
proposals:

* Underestimate infrastructure constraints
* Over-rely on uncertain mitigation measures
» Fail to adequately address cross-boundary impacts

The Plan, as it stands, risks placing unsustainable pressure on rural communities and
infrastructure. A revised approach is required that is:

Infrastructure-led, evidence-based, cross-boundary coordinated, and
deliverable.
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