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Wakes Colne Parish Council 
 
Response to Braintree Reg 18 Local Plan  
POLICY LPR55 – New Road Infrastructure 
 
Wakes Colne Parish Council welcomes the opportunity to comment on the emerging 
Braintree Local Plan. 
 
Background 
Although Wakes Colne lies within Colchester it is materially affected by the proposals 
within Braintree District.  The A1124 corridor functions as a shared transport and 
infrastructure spine linking settlements from Colchester through the Colne Valley to 
Halstead and beyond.   
 
This includes: 

• The A1124 itself 
• Shared bus services 
• Drainage and wastewater systems  
• Utilities and flood sensitive areas. 

Clearly the Duty to Co-operate across district boundaries needs to be applied 
rigorously, with proper consideration of cross-boundary impacts. 

Principal concern 
The Plan proposes approximately 3,700 additional dwellings along the A1124 
corridor.  Set against an existing base of 10,700 dwellings in the main settlements it 
suggests a 35% increase in population and therefore a substantial increase in traffic 
demand. 
 

Reg 18 proposals Additional 
New 

dwellings 

Existing 
dwellings 
(approx.) 

% increase 

• Aldham 15 841 2% 
• Fordham 25 300 8% 
• Eight Ash Green 430 950 45% 
• Wakes Colne & Chappel 235 450 52% 
• Great Tey1 125 450 27% 
• Earls Colne - 1900  
• Halstead 2888 5800 50% 

15-year total 3718 10691 35% 
 
Road safety 
The A1124 is not a modern strategic route. It is a constrained, mixed-use rural road 
with: 

• Direct frontage access 

 
1 Excluding an extra 75 dwellings proposed by o7icers for Reg 19 plan. 
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• Narrow sections 
• Flood risk 
• Multiple small junctions 
• Few pedestrian pavements existing where route runs through villages 

We are aware of particular safety concerns at: 

• Wakes Colne: the Chappel Corner junction by the village shop is already a 
source of safety concern locally, and the problems caused by increased traffic 
need to be addressed 

• Chappel Primary School: extensive road safety issues in accessing the 
school, where pedestrians, including children, have no safe footpath; 
restricted parking for drop-off and collection causing chaos and danger  

• Direct access properties, especially in Wakes Colne and Chappel, where safe 
egress will become increasingly difficult especially for more vulnerable users 

• Multiple side road junctions where risk will be increased 
• Earls Colne High Street where increased through traffic may impact 

pedestrian safety, make the parking arrangements less safe and thus damage 
the viability of local businesses 

 
Changing speed limits and introducing traffic calming measures takes time, and we 
ask that a specific package of mitigations be consulted on before the Reg 19 plan is 
published. 
 

Congestion – known constraints 

We draw attention to four particular pinch points which already constrain the corridor: 

• A12 Junction 26 (the Eight Ash Green interchange) is controlled by National 
Highways and is clearly acknowledged by them to be operating at or over-
capacity already.  They have recently requested deferral of a 250-house 
development at Aldham2 pending receipt of a more ambitious travel plan.   
 

• Aldham Bridge: this is a single-lane, signal-controlled crossing over the River 
Colne which already causes delays and it is not unknown for tailbacks to 
reach Vernons Road, over 1km distant. An increase in traffic will significantly 
worsen queueing and increase pollution within the village as well as 
increasing journey times 
 

• Wakes Colne / Chappel (Viaduct Area): the road under the viaduct is narrow 
and subject to regular flooding and road closures.   
 

• Earls Colne mini roundabout at the Coggeshall Road junction 

Further pressure may be added by diversion from the A120 which will suffer even 
greater pressure unless funding is found for the dualling scheme.  Residents report 
that the bottleneck at Junction 25 in Marks Tey already regularly causes 2.5 mile 

 
2 See Colchester planning portal application 251310 
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tailbacks in the early evenings. Strategic allocations at both ends – Marks Tey 2500 
and Cressing 1350 – are likely to cause even longer queues and may increase 
pressure on alternative routes, including the A1124. 

Congestion - Modal shift 

Both Plans (Colchester and Braintree) rely heavily on “sustainable transport 
measures” but it is difficult to see how significant relief would be achieved from more 
walking, cycling and public transport along the A1124 corridor.  The Planning 
Inspector will want to know that mitigation measures are understood by the public, 
properly funded and likely to be effective. 

The Colchester plan is supported by an infrastructure audit which lists £195m of 
improvements to the cycle network and further amounts for transport hubs and other 
active travel measures.  However, these measures are largely unfunded and, in 
practice, may be unlikely to materially reduce car dependency in rural areas such as 
the Colne Valley. 

• The only railway station is at Wakes Colne, but that is mainly used for 
journeys to Sudbury and London: not to Colchester centre, and provide no 
travel assistance to Stanway, Halstead, shopping or medical facilities.   

• Rural bus routes are constantly changing and struggle for viability. 
• Proposals for transport hubs are currently ill-defined and unfunded. 
• Cycle routes between villages 

In the case of Braintree, we have been unable to identify any comparable 
infrastructure schedule setting out the requirements arising from the allocations.  
Whilst highways modelling exists, it is unclear whether it properly addresses the 
cross-border issues or proposes deliverable solutions at sufficient scale. 

Conclusion  

We request that allocations along the Colne Valley are reviewed on a cross-
boundary basis and aligned with the capacity of the existing transport network. 
 
Where significant new development is proposed, it should only proceed alongside 
clearly defined infrastructure improvements, particularly at A12 Junctions 25 and 26. 
 
A clear precedent for such conditioning exists in the adopted North Essex Section 1 
Local Plan, where development at the Tendring Colchester Borders Garden 
Community is contingent on the delivery of the A1331 link road. 
 
We request similarly clear, specific and enforceable infrastructure first requirements 
for development affecting the A1124 corridor. 
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